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By 1\Ir. :MURRAY: Petition of Society of Friends of Okla­
homa, against preparedness ; to the Committee on Military 
Affail·s. 

By Mr. OAh.~: Memorial of Winthrop Council, No. 7, of 
New Britain, Conn., Sons and Daughters of Liberty, in favor 
of the Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra­
tion an.d Naturalization.. 

Also, petition of East Hartford Manufacturing Co., of Burn­
side, and 23 other business firms of the State of Connecticut, 
favoring House bil1 702-the -dyestuffs bill; to the Committee on 
Ways- and Means. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany House 
bill 10727, for relief of Edgar W. Preble.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
Hou e bill 10079, granting a pension tO' Charles ·H. Avery; to 
the Corninittee on In-valid Pensions: · 

Also, papers to acc-ompany a bill (H. R. 10894) granting an 
increase <Jf pension to Almira Cole ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\lr. ROWE: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of Sacra­
mento, Cal., in favor of subnli.tting the railway mail pay con­
trover ·y to the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Com­
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads~ 

Also, memorial of St. Louis United Spanish Wm· Veterans, in 
fu.~or of preparedness; to the Committee on :Milita1·y Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pate &-Robb, of New York, protesting against 
any curtailment of mail deliveries in New York City; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\fr. SCHALL: Petitions of J. S. 1\!cCur<ly and others, of 
Stacy· J. E. Lindstrom and others, of Ogilvie; Brahru:n, Stamp­
field, Dalbo-, and Fred Merchant and ot11.ers, of Hopkins; St. 
Lo-uis Park; John Nygren and others, of Cokato, all of 1\Iinne­
sota, favoring embargo on war munitions; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SNELL: Petition ofT. B. Wiley, Bert Buckley, Charle:· 
Gonya, Charlie Lucia, A. S. l\Iatott, David Newton, Sycl:ley G. 
Potter, Delor Rock~ and Henry Olina, of Chazy,. N. Y., protest­
ing against the preparedness plan; to the Committee on Wars 
and l\leans. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Horrocks Desk Co., Herkimer, 
N. Y., favoring tax on dyestuffs~ to the Committee on W~lTS and 
l\leans. 

By 1\Ir. STI~~SS: Memorial of Woman's Christian T~mper­
ance Union of Rhode Island, favoring t11e Keating C'hild-labor 
bill ; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Washington Council, Junior Order United 
Americ_an Mechanic~~ of Providence, R. I., favoring passage of 
the Bmnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration 
and. ~ ·aturalization. 

Al ·o, petition of First Division Railway Mail Association. ·fa­
voring legislation in interest .of Postal S~nrice employees~ t() the 
Committee on the Po t Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\-fr. ·wARD: Petition of William 0. Schwarzwaelde1·, of 
ChlchesteJ.·, N. Y., favoring tax_ on dyestuffs; to the Committee 
on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petiti-on of International Union of the United Brewery 
\Yorkmen of America, local union No. 31, against national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 5,1916. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
'The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COuden, D. D., offered the fol­

low·ing prayer. 
0 Thou who art never far from any of' us, we would draw 

near to Thee in faith and confidence, that we :may be inspired 
by the co~tact to fulfill the duties devolving upon us this day 
faitbfully, con cientiously, that Thy purposes may be fulfilled 
in u and redound therefore to the good of mankind. For 
Thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory forever. 
Amen. · 

The Journal ofthe proceedings of yesterday was read and ap­
prm-ed. 

EXTENSION OF REM.ARI{S. 

l\Ir. P..A.l\ISEYER. :Mr. Spenker, I desil·e to ask unanimous 
con · nt to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of 
preptlre<lness. 

'1'he PEAI\:ER. 'l'he gentleman from Iowa asks unanimou · 
nsent to extend his remru·ks in the RECORD. Is there objec­

tion? 
~'here was no objection. 

THE :i.J..TE REPRESENTATIVE GOUI.DEN. 

.l\Ir. BENNET. 1\Ir-. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ent to 
p1int in the REconn, in connection with the Goulden memorial 
exercises, a -very brief letter from 1\Ir. Goulden•s predecessor, . 
ex-Congressman AYJ.·es. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani­
mous consent to print in the RECORD a letter from Mr. Goulden's 
predecessor-, ex-Congressman AYJ.·es. Is tb.ere objeetion '? 

There was no objection. 
The following is the letter refe1·red to : 
D&AR: Mn. BENNET : It is a. privilege to be allowed to adci a few 

words which can only too feebly express tile regret we all have felt at 
tile untimely removal from earthly scenes of activity of Ron. Josep.h A. 
Goulden. His sudden death was a shock to the distl·ict to the city 
and to the State of New York. . ' ' 

He was indeed a most useful Repr~:~sentatlve and in his death the 
~wenty-th1rd congressional district of New York City sustained an 
ll'reparable loss. He was enthusiastically faithful to his duties as a 
Representative ~ Congress .. No project fo:c the benefit of the Borough 
?f The Bronx failed to rece1ve his prompt sanction and his unwaver­
mg support. 

~is wide a~quaintance, his unvarying cheerfulness, and his great 
a bill ty made him not only personally popular but exceedingly useful to 
every project to whieh his attention was turned .. 

To Hon. WILLIAM S. BEXNET, STEVBY B- .Al':RES. 

House of Representa-tives, Washington, D. 0. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

iUr. STEPHE....~S of Texa. Mr. Speaker, I mo~e that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Hou eon the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 10385, the Indian appropriation bill. And pending that, 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Missis ippi and the gentle­
man from Oklahoma whether we can agree upo11 a time fm: de­
bate on the Missi sippi Choctaw item. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am of the opinion that the 
whole thing will be stricken out1 and that we will not need any 
time for argument beyond the point of order. I think at this 
time it would be premature to fix the time. 

Mr. STEPHENS ofT~. I dO> not think it would be p:ue­
mature. I de ire to limit the debate to 1 hour, 30 minutes on 

· a ide. 
The SPEAKER-. The gentlem-an from Texas asks unanimous 

con ent that debate on the 1\li si ippi Choctaw item be limited. 
to one hom:, one-half to the controlled by llimse:lf and one-half 
by the gentleman from Mis i ippi [1\Ir. HAR1uso ]. I· there 
objection? 

l\Ir. HARR1SO~. I shall hm·e no objection to that it we 
need the time. 

The SPEAKER. If the committee uoes not need the time, it 
need not consume .it. Is there objection? ' 

Mr. l\fAl\TN. I object. 
The motion of Mr. STEPHENs of Texn was then agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, with l\Ir. FosTER in the 
chair. 

The CH~'-\.IR~IA....~. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on- the state of the Union for the further con­
sideration of the bill H. R. 10383, the Inuian appropriation bill, 
and the Clerk will reacL 

The Cle~·k read as follow : 
For- carrying out the provi ions of the Atoka a.gr ement, adopted 

by Congress June 2 , 1898 (30 ~tat. L., p. 49~). and the Sllpplemental 
agreement adopted by Congress July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., p. 716), the 
Secretary of the Interior i hereby uthorized to pay to the ·enr(}lled 
members of tile Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Inuians of· ()kla,­
homa entitled under existing Jaw to share in the funds of said tribe·, 
or to their lawful heirs, out of any moneys belonging to . said tri~es in 
the nited States Treasury or deposited in any bank or held by any 
official uncler the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the :Interior. not to 
exceed $300 per cap'i.ta in tile case of tile Choctaws and $200 per 
capita in tile case of the Clllckasaws, said payment to be made under 
such rules and re~ations as the • ecretary o-f the- Interior may pre­
scribe : P1·ovided, That in cases where such enrolled member , (}r their 
heirs, are Indians who by reason of their degree of Indian blootl belong 
to the restricted clas , the See1·etary of the Interior may, in his uts­
cretfon, withhold such payment and use the same for the benefit of 
such restricted I.nclians: Pt·ovided further, That the- money paiu to 
the enrolled members as provided herein shall be exempt from any lien 
for attorneys' fees or other uebt contracted prior to the passage of 
this act. 

l\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. l\1r. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. I make the point of order. 
l\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. I reserved it_ because I thought 

that perhaps the gentleman from Missis ipp1 would make it. I 
want to reserve it in order that my friend from North Dakota 
muy make a statement. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr: Cliairman, I trust that the point of order 
will not be made on the paragraph or any part of it. The pro­
vi~ion in the last part of the paragraph Which reads as follows­

Pt·ovidea further, That the money paid to the enrolled members as 
provided be:cein shall be exempt from any lien f(}r attorneys• fees or 
other debt contracted prior to the passage o.f this act-
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is probably subject to a point of order. That matter was 
hrought up in the committee, and I suggested that this pro­
vision be added to the paragraph. It is a pro•ision to safe­
guard the funds of the Indians which are to be paid to them. 
It was maintained in the committee that the present provisions 
of law would provide a sufficient safeguard, and if that be so 
this, of course, would be surplusage and unnecessary. I think 
it should be the object of the House to safeguard in every way 
possible and make certain that these funds will not be liable to 
attorneys' fees or paid out for fictitious claims made against 
them. 

l\fr. HARRISON. l\1r. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I do not object to that provision in itself, and while it would 
make it clearly subject to a point of order, I ~hink there are 
other provisions here to which the point of order ought to be 
sustained. I would say to the gentleman that in the event that 
this paragraph should be ruled out on a point of order and that 
the paragraph should then be perfected or cured, this latter pro­
vision should be inserted, and I would have no objection to it. 

l\Ir. NORTON. I am pleased the gentleman takes that atti­
tude, for I strongly feel that the provision should be left in the 
paragraph. The substance of the paragraph is the per capita 
payment to be made of the funds of the Choctaws and Chicka­
saws. It seems to me that every safeguard should be placed 
around it. 

1\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think that this is a necessary 
provision- in the event that this money is paid out, becanse it 
ought not to be subjected to the enormous attorney fees that the 
Indians have contracted for. 

Mr. NORTON. I do not know but that it is proYided for by 
existing law, but I think it should be specifically safeguarded. 

1\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Since talking with the gentle­
man from North Dakota this ~orning, -I haYe drawn a para­
graph which I think comes within the rules of the House. I 
ha•e changed the latter proyiso to read: 

Provided fu,·thel·, That no part of the suJP. appropriated by this para­
graph shall be paid to attorneys. 

I think that will protect the Indians and come within the 
rules of the House, becau e it is strictly a limitation. 

1\lr. NORTON. I would say to the gentleman that I think 
the provision as it stands now in the paragraph is better than 
that pro•ision. 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I agree with the gentleman that 
it is better, but I drafted this paragraph to get by the point of 
order. 

Mr. NORTON. I do not think the point of order will be ma<le 
to the provision I have proposed, as the gentleman from Missis­
sippi says that he will make no objection to it. 

Mr. CARTER o.f Oklahoma. The gentlemaQ may not make the 
point of order against the proviso, but the gentleman from Mis­
sis ippi makes a point of order against the entire paragraph on 
account of the pro•iso, and the point of order mu t be conceded 
if the pro\i o is not changed. 

1\lr. HARRISON. I want it understood that I do not object 
to that particular provision. There are matters in the para­
graph that I think are subject to a point of order. 

Tl:~ CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
1\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. 1\fr. Chairman, I offer the fol­

lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert immediately after line 19, page 37 : 
"That the l::lecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author­

ized to pay to the enrolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Tribes of Indians of Okla.homa entitled under existing law to share 
in the funds of said tribes, or to their lawful heirs, out of any moneys 
belonging to said tribes in the United States Treasury, or deposited 
in any bank, or held by any official under the jurisdiction of the Sec­
retary of the Interior, not to exceed $300 per capita in the case of the 
Choctaws and $200 ·per capita in the case of the Chickasaws, said 
payment to be made under f'UCh rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of the Interior may prescribe: Pt·ovided, _That in cases where such 
enrolled members or their heirs are Indians who by reason of their 
clegree of Indian blood belong to the restricted class, the Secretary of 
the Interior may, in his discretion. withhold such payments and use the 
f;ame for the benefit of such restricted Indoians: Pt·ovided further, That 
no part of the sum appropriated by this paragraph shall be paid to 
attorneys." 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Clwirman, on that I reserve the point 
of order. 

1\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. l\lr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Oklahoma 'vbether the amendment he offers 
i tT1e same in language as the pror'ision of the bill which went 
out <lown to the words "Pro-,;ided further"? I understood from 
the reading that it is the same. Is the language the same down 
to the en<l of 1 ine 16, page 3 ? 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. . It is just the same, with the 
proYi. ·ion for attorneys' fees stricken out, an<l the words "Pro-

vided ftl'rther, That no part of the sum appropriated by this 
paragraph shall be paid to attorneys" added. It is the same 
as was carried in the bill last year and the year before. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas: I have no objection to it. 
The CHAIRl\1AN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi make 

the point of order? 
1\!r. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment as 

now perfected changes very materially the provisions carried 
in the present bill. While I did not agree with the ruling of 
the Chair last year and the year before that it is in or<ler, yet I 
feel that I must bow to the ruling of the Chair, and I withdraw 
the point of order and offer an amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\fr. Chairman, there is one 
amen<lment pending now. 

l\1r. HARRISON. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amemlment after the word "attorneys" by inserting the 

following : _ 
"Provided, hotoet:e1·, That the provisions of this paragraph with 

respect to the Choctaw Tribe shall not be operative until the Court 
of Claims shall determine the rights o( the Mississippi Choctaws who 
have been identified as Mississippi Choctaws by the Dawes Commission 
in its report of March 10, 1899, and commonly known as the McKinnon 
roll, and also all Missi ·sippi Choctaws who have been identified as 
Mississippi Choctaws by the Dawes Commission from March 10, 1899, 
to March 4, 1907, whose names do not appear upon the final rolls of 
the Choctaw Tribe in Oklahom~." 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Chairman, I resene the 
point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the point of 
order be made. 

1\lr. CAUTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi <le­
nire to be heard on the point of order? 

1\Ir. HARRISON. · Yes. 1\Ir. Chairman, this amendment that 
I have offered is merely a limitation upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [l\lr. CARTER] . Last year the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS] passed on practically this amendment, 
and held it in order. The only difference between the amend­
ment that was at that time offered and which was held, un<ler 
a ruling of the Chair, to be in order, and the amendment now 
offered is that the amendment at that time read as follows: 

P ;.o,;ided, howeve1·, That the provisions of this paragraph in respect 
to the Choctaw Tribe shall not be operative until the Congress shall 
determine the rights of the Mississippi Choctaws whose names do not 
appear upon the final rolls of the Choctaws in Oklahoma. 

And the amendment now only withholds the payments until 
the Court of Claims shall do what was proposed in that amend­
ment Congress should do, namely, determine the rights of the 
1\li~sissippi Choctaws. 

The Chair at that time, after listening to a long discussion 
of the question, ruled that the provision was simply a limitation 
upon the paragraph in the bill, and the Chair at that time based 
his reasoning largely on a cleci ion that had been cited to the 
Chair of February 23, 1907. That decision is based on the fol­
lowing facts: 

On February 23, 1907, the sundry civil appropriation bill was under 
consicleration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion, when the foilowing amen-dment was offered to the paragraph pro­
Tiding appropriation for the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers: 

''Add the following: 
"'And pt·ovided fut·ther, That no part of this appropriation shall be 

apportio.ned to any National Home for Disabled Volunteers that con­
tains a bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold.' " 

Mr. Richarcl Barthold, of Missouri, made the point of order that the 
amendment proposed legislation. 

In the course of the debate Mr. JAMES R. MA~~. of Illinois, argued: 
"Here is a situation now proposed where Congress by law is creating 

solcliers' homes. It has by law provided for the government of soldiers' 
homes. At soldiers' homes it bas vested the government in a board 
of managers in accordance with the provisions of the statute. It is true 
that Congress can refuse to appropriate, but, l\Ir. Chairman, it is ~lso 
tJ:ue that the Chair bas frequently rulecl .that Congress can not, aga.mst 
a point of order, by a limitation change the organic law. Here lS a 
provision-" 

Argued l\Ir. :MaNN- -
"that although Congress has created these soldiers' homes by an organic 
law, although it has provided for the ~overnment of the soldiers' 
homes by a board of managers, a propo. 1tion through the form of a 
limitation to take away the control of the board of managers and by 
affirmative legislation in the guise of a limitation to change the statu.te 
upon that . ubjP.ct. While limitations are usually favored b~ the Chrur, 
properly, . till it is true that the Chair might well rule, 1t seems to 
me, that a limitation in this guise, changing the law, giving th~ boar!l 
of manager. the discretion over the management of the homes, IS posl­
tiTe affirmative legislation, as it undoubtedly would be construed by 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, and therefore subject to a point ~! 
oruer. It Is perfP.ctly manifest that an item of this kind in _the .b1ll 
is construed uy the Comptroller of the Treasury as positive legu;lahon, 
although it be in the form of a limitation.'' 
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After further debate the Chairman ruled : 
·' The language used in the amendment offered by the gentleinan from 

Kan ·as is as follow : 
"'And provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 

apportioned to any National Home for Di abled Volunteers that con­
tains a bar or canteen wherein intoxicating liquors are sold.'" 

The Chairman said : 
"This very proposition was presented in regard to the State Soldiers' 

llome in 1904, and the Chair at that time overruled the point of order 
and helll it in order as a limitation. If the Chair were only following 
the precedent, he would be constrained to overrule the point of order 
in this case. One year ago this whole question, as most o:t the Mem­
bers will remember. was taken up and discussed thoroughly and elabo­
rately, and at that time the gentleman from Kansas offered this 
proviso: 

" ''That this appropriation shall be available only under the condition 
that no bar or canteen shall be maintained at said homes for the sale 
of beer, wine, or other intoxicating liquors.' 

·'In legislation we look to the substance, and not to the form~ and 
unless there is an affirmative attempt ·to restrict the administrative 
power or departmental function, it has always been held that a limi­
tation in negative language is in order. 

"The present occupant of the chair ·went fully into the authorities 
and quoted a large number of dP.cisions by Mr. Hemenway, of Indiana ; 
lli. Burton, of Ohio; 1\lr. Payne, of New York; and other eminent 
parliamentarian~:< who had occupied this chair when questions of simi­
lar import had i>P.en- 1·aised, all sustaining the theory that limitations 
of this charact r are clearly in order. 

" The Chair does not care to go fully into this line of decisions again, 
becau e the Chair believes that the ruling at that time was acquie..c:;ced 
in and believed to be the proper ruling under the circumstances. There­
fore the Chair overrules the point of order.'' 

The Cha1rman at that time, Mr. BYRNS, held, as will be seen 
in the REcoRD of that date, that an amendment that is practi­
cally the same as this amendment was in order. The only dif­
ference between the amendment that is now propo ed and the 
one that Chairman BYRNS held to be in order at that time is 
that this one pro\ides that the per capita payments · to the 
Oklahoma Choctaws shall not be- made until tile matter is de­
termined by the Court of Claims. The other amendment im­
posed the limitation that the per capita payments should not be 
made until Congress determined the rights of the Missis ippi 
Choctaws, and the only difference, therefo·re, in the limitation . 
is, one provides that the Court of Claims shall determine it and 
the other that Congress hall determine it. In each instance 
there is no affirmative matter ; in each instance there is merely 
a limitation on this distribution of the per capita payments; 
and I ubmit tlmt under the ruling of the Chair last year in 
holding the other amendment to be a limitation when it gave 
full power to Congres to determine when the money was to be . 
expended, cleaTly the Chair ought to rule that this amendment is 
in order. 

1\fr. MURRAY. 1\lr. Chairman, the principle on which the.­
gentleman from 1\ii is ippi [1\Ir. HAnrosoN] claim that this is. 
in order is that it i a "limitation upon expenditures." If 
it were merely a limitation, he would be correct, but there 
is quite a distinction between a limitation on expenditure and 
negathing any expenditure· at all. Tills provides that when 
the Court of Claims passes upon the question it shall be paid~ 
There is no provision of law by which the Court of Claims can 
pass upon the question. It has no jurisdiction to do so, and 
this amendment does not give that jurisdiction. If it wPre not 
given jurisdiction directly, the time would pass in' which this 
payment could be made. I apprehend the Chair would not rule 
tlmt a negative amendment would be ii1 order; in other words, 
if the provision provides for a payment, it would not be in 
order to provide that the payment should " not " be made, be­
cause that would be the reverse. That is clear in general prin-

. ciples of parliamentary law and, as I understand, the practice 
of the House. · 

Now, there might be one formal amendment on the assumption 
that there shall not be any payment until the House provides 
for it, if the House would do so; but it is quite distinct to say 
until tl1e Court of Claims, because the Court of Claims ca.n not 
pass upon it, and, therefore, there could be no payment. For 
that reason I do not see how the Chair can hold this provision 
in order, even basing it upon a former decision. 

Mr. CAMPBF...LL. .Mr. Chairman, if this were a mere limita­
tion upon the payment of money there is no question that it 
would be subject to the point of order, but it is not a limitation. 
This is an act of affirmative legislation that changes existing 
law. This amendment would change the law wWch fixes the 
rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians under 
which annuities and per capita payments have been made and 
under wWch they took their allotments in the Indian country. 
The Thirty-fourth Statutes, page 137, provides: 

'9tat after the approval of this act no person shall be enrolled as a 
citiz.en or a. _freedman of the. Choctaw, _Chickasaw, Creek, Cherokee, or 
Senunole Tribes of Indians m the Inilian Territory, except as herein 
otherwise provided unless application for enrollment was made prior 
to December 1, 1905, and the records in Lharge of the Commissioner to 

, the Pive ~ivi~lzed Tribes shall be conclusive evidence as to the fact of 
such application. 

This law is changed by the proposed amendment when it pro­
poses that the Court of Claims shall add to the rolls aside from 
the. conditions which I have just read, authorizing the Court of 
Clarms to ignore the provisions of the law that fixes the rolls 
in the possession of the Dawes Commission on the 1st day of 
De_cember, 19~, as the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Tnbes of Indians. That law has been standing now for years 
as the law that has governed all payments and all allotments 
made to the Choctaws and Chickasaws. The amendment' pro­
poses a further violation of law. A proviso in the same act I 
have just read reads: 

That the rolls. of the trtbes affected by this act shall be fully com­
pleted on or before the 4th day of March, -1907 and the Secretary of 
the Interior hall have no jurisdiction to approve the enrollment of any 
person after that date. · 

The rolls were closed on the 4th day o! March by acts of 
~ongress. This is n proposition that will open the rolls and 
1s clearly a change of a"tisting law. 1 do not · think there ca.n 
be any sort of question as to the amendment being subject to 
the point of order. · 

l\1r. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit one· or two 
suggestions O?l~ to the Ohair. The Curtis Act creating the 
Dawes Oomnn Sion cr~ated a board to determine this enrollment 
matter. On April 26, 1906, Congress passed an act forman:r 
and fore\er closing these rolls on l\Iarch 4, 1007. That act 
has pever been repealed; ~t is still the -law. No one has souO'ht 
to repeal it until this l:ime. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from l\lissis ippi [1\Ir. HARRISON], traveling in the 
guise of a limitation, is in truth, in effect and reality, a repeal 
of that act. Why? Becau~e it proposes a new trial and change 
of the law for all of these en e that have heretofoTe been 
?djudicated, fairly bringing it within the rule of changing exist­
rng law by an amendment on an appropriation bill. To call a 
thing by the name of a limitation, when in h\lth and in fact 
it is another thing, does not bring it within the rule of a 
limitation. 

-1r. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. FERRIS. I will. 
l\lr. STEPHEN of Te-x:as. Is it not a fact that if this an1end­

ment passes it would reopen the rolls, subject to the jurisdiction 
of this court? 

Mr. FERRIS. Precisely; and, if the Chair will bear with me 
further, in addition to th t, in addition in effect to repealing n 
solemn act of Congress of April 26, 1906, it does more than that. 
It pre cribes a new tribunal, that never had anything to do with 
the e rolls. In addition to repealing that it create-s a new 
tribunal to try these cases, which is clearly legislation. It is 
~ repeal of the law, in the first instance; it is new legi ·lation. 
m the . econd ins.tance; and in neither in tance is it is truth 
a?d in fact a limitation. I think the Chait> would be entirely 
r1ght, would be entirely authorized, and entirely justified to 
hofd it to be the thing which it actually is, and I hope the Chalr 
can agree with us on the proposition.. It certainly does two 
things-repeals a solemn net of Congress that is still in full 
force nnd effect and establishes n new tribunal-either of 
which clearly subjects it to the point of order, and it ought 
to go out. 

l\1r. HASTINGS. lli. Chairman, in addition to what has been 
already snid, I desire to call the attention of the CI1air to sec­
tion 21 of .the net of June 28, 1899, which provides as follows: 

The rolls so made. when approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be final, and the persons whose names are found thereon, with 
~eir descendants hereafter born to them, with such pe1·sous a may 
mtermar1·y according to tribal laws, shall alone constitute the parties 
which they represent. 

Now, there is a provision also in the Indian appropriation 
bill approved .March 3, 1901, which provides: 

The roBs made by the Commission for the Five Civilized Tribes wht>n 
appl"OYed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall be final. a.nd Persons 
who e names are f.ou:nd thereon hall alone constitute the roll which 
thf:'y represent. 

In addition I desire to again invite the attention of the Chair 
to this provision of section 2 of the act of April 26, 1906 which 
closed the rolls on March 4, 1907, an<l clearly this amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi changes existing law. 
Let me repeat, 1\.fr. Chairman, that if that sort of amendment 
could go on here and was .not subject to the point of ord r and 
was in order the same sort of amendment could be placed after 
each clause in tills appropriation bill. · 

l\1r. HA.RRISON. l\fr. Chairman, the gentlemen who hnve 
just preceded me llaYe not <liscusse<l the point of order, but h:we 
argued, or attempted to argue, the merits of thi controversy. 

~ow, the gentleman called the attention of the Cha'ir to the 
net of 1898, kno\vn as the Curtis Act. I want to read to tho 
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Chair one provision of the act of 1898 that the gentleman over- If it is not a clear attempt to reopen a matter which i~ now 
looked, and th.at was: Tes adjudicata and send tbis adjudicated claim to the Court 

Provided, however, That nothing contained in this act shan be. so ,of Claims, a new tribunal never before dealing with the case, 
construed as to militate against any of therights or pri'vileges which then what is its purpose? r 

the Mississippi Choctaws may have under the laws o-r treaties of the The gentleman's amendment not onty seeks to change existing 
United States law but it -seeks to overturn the decisions of our com·ts, the de-

Air. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield right there? cisions of specially authorized commissions, and the decisions 
l\fr. HARRISON. No; the gentleman has already spoken. cf Congress itself. 
The CHAirulANA The Ohair would like to ask the gentle- If adopted it would overturn the decision of Federal Judge 

rnn.n from Mississippi a question. Clayton in the Jack Amos case, in whieh it was held that the 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. Mississippi Choctaws _must make b.o.na fide settlement in the 
The OHAIRl\lAN. If this amendment should be p1aced in Choctaw Nation before they could participate in the estate of 

this bill and become a law,. is it the gentleman's i-dea that tllen the Indian Territory .Choctaws, a case never reversed by any 
the :rtns~issippi Chocta-ws have the right to go to the Court of co.m-petent tribun.a1 to this good day. It would overturn the 
Claims and argue their right to be enrolled and secure a part <Jf <1~<"-i!':ion of the S.upreme Court of the United States in the ease 
this? of the Cherokee Nation against Stephens, which decided a simi-

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think so, and that is the point I lm· contentinn. It would overturn the decision of Federal Judge 
want to present. During the consideration of this p~agraph Townsend .m the case of Th:ard against 1\finter, in which it was 
the last time there was an a.menclment offered, and held rn order, held in e.fEect thai before a right could establish they must move 
that provided this money should be withheld-this money that on the land. 
is proposed to be distributed among these Indians--:-until Co.n- This n:mendment undertakes the repeal of ·the act of July 1, 
gress sholrld determine whether or n"<?t they are enti~led to . en- 1902, a solemn treaty between thls Government and the Choc­
rollment. That amendment did not gi\e any a.ffirmative action. taws, which l)rovides tbat the Oklahoma estate shall be dtvi{led 
That amendment only put a limita.tion on that distribution. It between t11e members of the tribe enrolled under its proYi"!iions 
said this payment is witllheld from being distributed until Con- and no otl1ers.. It undertakes the repeal of the act of April 26, 
2Tess shall determine whether or not the :Mississippi Choctaws 1906, which ded::rred the Choctaw :ro-lls shoultl be closed on 
~re -entitle<l to enrollment. By the terms of that provision it March 4, 1907, and no name should he added thereto nfter that 
did not set up affirmatively that Congress had to do anything date. It would overthrow 11 years of careful, pain:-aaking 
for the :Mi sissippi Choctaws. .It did not srry in that provi- work employed by the Dnwes Commission. in making the Choc­
sion that there should be a law passed to open the ~'Olls of ~e taw roll· reverse the decisions of no 1ess than five C~ binet 
tribe and take care .of the Mississippi ~o~taws, but 1t oniy srud officers. a.'rH.l nuTiify the judgment gf the House in the Sixty­
this, that here you ru·e proposin? to d1str1bute the .funds of the third Oongres as expressed by overwhelmin_g rnajoritiP~ on 
Choctaw Nation among the Indians who ru·e ~ow rn Oklahoma three or fonr different occasions. This latter might not. of 
an the rolls of t11e tribe, :md we want that \Ylthheld, no~ to do I course, affect the parliamentary status, but the revers:1l of 
it now, b~use there is a controversy between the. Indians ?f court decisions, decisions of the Dawes Comml !'ion, and repeal 
1\Ii si sippi and the Indians of Oklahoma, and to Wlth~old this of the acts above referred to certainly would render this 
distribution until Congre hall determ-ine whether or not the amendment olmoxious to the rules of the House. 
l\Iissi sippi Ohoctnws will have a right tG enrollm~nt. It was ~lr. FEiffiiS. Mr. Ohai1·man, will the Ohair allow me a 
merely a limitation, and wheneYer Congress.determmes whether moment to present a proposition of law? 
or not the Mississippi -Choctaws were entitled to enrO:Umen~, The CHAIH1UAN. Ye . 
then the per eapita payments should be made under the provl- 1\Ir. FERRIS. The gentleman from 1\lissis ippi [1\Ir. R....uuu-
sions of the bill. . . so~] a moment ago called your attention to t11e provision in the 

Now, here you l1ave the sam~ propostbon, anu there can n?t act of 18D8 which seemed to preserve the rights of the 1\Iissis­
bc any qt;estion as to that, because here the sanle argurnen~ l.S sippi Choctaws. If the Chair will hear me just one moment, I 
advanced against the amendment that was advanced last time desire to submit that the act of April 26, 1906, sa_ys,this: 
to the other amen-dment. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Provided That the rolls of the tribe affected by this act sh..1.ll be 

ARTER] and all of these gentlemen argued then that tbe amend- fnlly c~Jmpleted on or before the 4~ ~ay o~ March, 1907, and the Secre· 
ment included affirmative m.atter~the reopening of the roll~ tary of the Interior -sh.all ha-ve no Jurisdiction to approve the enrollment 
just as they now argue, but the Ohair did not accept tha~ c.on- of an-y p~rson after said date. 
tention we argued that the amendment was merely a 1Jm1ta- Tlmt 1s the act of 1906. The gentleman read the act of 1898. 
tion. it did not state any affirmative matter, but was merely The later act, of c?u~·se.' s~1ppla.nts ~e. act referred t? b~ t~e 
negative~a limitation pure and simple. gentleman from ~f1s IS rpp1. In nddrtion to that, .1\i~ Chrur-

1\fay 1 read to t11e Chair what the Chairman then said in man, t~e. concl~<lmg paragraph of the act of Apnl -6, 1906, 
ruling on that amendment? was this, m section 29: . . . 

'.rhere is nothing in the amendment seeking to fore:! ~he. C~>n~Vess or That all acts arid parts of a:ts inconsistent With the prov1s10as of 
compel the Congress to determine the rights of the MissiSS1PP.l Cho~- this act be. and the san1e -are hereb-y, repealed. . . 
taws. It simply provides that ~per capita. tax shalt not be paid until I make these two points. 1\.-lr. Chairman: The proviswn re--
th<' Congress shall have determmed such .rights. ferred to by the gentleman from Mississippi is, first, repealed 

,..r11e CHAIRMAN. Does tl1is ame~en.t ?f :tJle gentleman by the act of 1906 in -specific language, and, second, it i~ done 
now seek to change the status of the MlSSlSSlPlJl Choctaws, or in so many words-the words just presented. It specltically 
has their claim been adjudicated? . provides that the ro1ls are closed on l\Iarch 4, 1907, and that 

Mr. HARRISON. This amendment does not gi.ve the Court of thereafter no names shall be added. So that both by specific 
Claims jurisdiction to try these cases, but 1t presents .an repeal and by actual language of part of section 2 of the act 
opening so that Congress can d.uring this ses~ion or next, sesswn of .April 26, 1906, it overrides and ov-erturns the authority ~re· 
pass a law that would send th1s whole question to the Court of sented by the gentleman. So it is clearly a clla.llge of the exist· 
Claims for adjudication. . . . ing law, and is not a limitation, and consequently not in order. 

And so, :Mr. Chairman, I submit, as the -prov1Sion ~st tim~, The OHAIRl\iA.N. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 
which was held in order, o~y limited th~ distribu.tlOR until amendment, to which the gentleman from 1\.fississippi [l\f.r. 
Congress shonld have d.etermmed these cla;uns. that now t~ey HARRTSeN] proPQses an umendment, which ha~ been read at the 
should be withheld unbl the ~ o~ Cl~rms. shall <;I~e.rm~e Clerk's desk. The original amendment proVIdes ~or t~e. ~ay­
these claims. And, I say, there 1s nothing m th1s proVISion that ment of so much per capita of the Indians of the F1ve Ctvlh.zed 
gives the .Court of Claims authority to go ahead and try them. Trib~ the Choctaws and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians in 
'Ve have got to give that au~hority later. .'ve have ~ot to>p~s Ollah~ma. The gentleman from Mississippi offers :rii nmend­
another bill on that that ~ be affirmab\"e matt~I, and this ment to this amendment, as foll-ows: 
amendment only seeks to wtthhold these funds un~Il the Court Provuied however That the provisions of thi"s p-aragraph with 
of Claims does determine tbe rights in the premises. And I respect to the ChGcta;v Tribe !llall not be operatJ.>~ U}ltil the Com·t of 
submit the Chair must overrule Chairman BYRNS, if he does Claims shall determine th~ ~"lg!J.ts. of the Miss1ss1ppt DaChocta~s, . w!J.o 
' d have been identified as MtSSlSSippi Choctaws b-y the wes "-omnns-not overrule the point of order here presente · · . sion in its report of .March 10, 1891) and commonly know ~s the 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Whnt the gentleman has said McKinnon roll, and also all Mississippi Choctaws wb.o ?ave been Identi­
to-day might apply to the amendment he offered one or two tied as Mississippi Choctaws by the Dawes Comnnsswn fro~h M~rc~ 

t b ·a t 1 t th" 10 1899 to ~ch 4 1907 whose names do not appear upon e na years ago, but it certainly can no e Sal o app Y. 0 lS roils of the Choctaw' Tribe' in Oklahoma_ 
amendment, for the very language of this amendment Itself at- I 1 st year's Indian appropriation biU there was a provision 
tempts to change existing law by referring these matters to thn a ff t til t-

o t f Cl · TTTh t 1 s ·t say? to e e ec a 
the our 0 a1ms. \V a . <. oe 1 .~ . . ·.rhc provisions of this paragraph~ with respect t!> the Ch«?ctaw ~ribe, 

It shaH not be operative nnt!l the Court of Claims shall detenrune shall not be operative until Congress shall uetermme the r1g;hts of the 
the rights of th~ Mississippi Choctaws- 1\tississippi Choctaws whose names do not appear on the official rolls of 

And so forth. the Choctaws in Oklahoma. · 
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As the Chair understands, these funds ·are held as trust funds 
by the GoYernment, not paid out annually but only at" such 
times us Congress shall determine to do so. The Chair is not 
here to pas upon the motives of the gentleman from Mississippi 
or what he may have in his mind when he offers this amend­
meut. He only judges of the amendment itself as it appears. 

Tlli · que tion was argued very fully, us the Chair remembers, 
in 1915, "·hen the Indian appropriation bill of that year was 
under consideration. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bn:Ns] tllen occupied the chair-a very able man and a man 
who ha<l ser\'ed on the Indian Affairs Committee-and he de­
cided that, in his judgment, this did not change existing law. 

This does not at this time refer tl1is matter to the Court of 
Claims. If it did, the Chair. would sustain the point of or<1er 
without any question. The Congress has the right, of course, to 
make an appropriation according to law, but before that appro­
priation shall be paid, Congress has the right to put any limita­
tion that it may see fit on it. For instance, it could be pro­
\'i<lell that it should not be made until it ·was determined that 
the moon was made of green cheese; so that the Chair thinks 
tlla t under these circumstances-and he quotes here from the 
CI1airman of last year-the amendment is not open to the ob­
jection that if is new legislation or that it changes existing law. 

The ruling of the Cl1air last year was as follows: 
The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] 

offers an amendment to add the following language to the paragraph: 
•'1'1·oridcd, hotocver, That the provisions of this paragraph in respect 

to the Choctaw Tribe shall not be operative until Congress shall deter­
mine the riglits of the Mississippi Choctaws whose names do not appear 
upon the final rolls of the Choctaws in Oklahoma." 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHEXS] made the point of order 
that tbls am£'ndment is not germane and is new legislation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And will repeal existing laws; Mr. Chail'­
man. 

The CHAinl\IAX. And that it repeals exi ·ting laws. The purpose of 
the parag1·aph under consideration if; to direct a per capita payment of 
a gh·en sum to certain tribes of lntlians, the payment to be made out 
of tru>:t funds bPlonging to the Indians and within the control of the 
United tate Government. It provide· for an unconditional per 
capita payment. The fact that under existing law Congres has th~ 
right in an appropriation bill to make a per capita payment to the 
Indians does not. of course, carry with it the absolute requirement on 
the part of the Congr£'s to make the app1·opriation. 

In other words. it is entirely within the discretion of the Congress 
whether or not it will make the appropriation . . It may make all or 
a part of the appropriation. or it may adopt a provi ion making the 
appropriation entirely nugatory, provided such provi ion i germane 
and does not change exi ·ting law. The amendment offered by the gen­
tleman from Mil'. i sippi eeks to delay the payment of any per capita 
payment until Congre s hall have determined the rights of the Mi:­
sissippi Choctaw who>:e name. do not now appear upon the final rolls 
of the Choctaws in Oklahoma. There i nothing in the amendment 
seeking to force the Congre s or to compel the Congress to determine 
the right of the Mis ··issippi Choctaw. . It simply pro>ides that a per 
capita tax shall not be paitl until the CQngres. shall have determined 
such rights. 1'\ow it eem · to the Chair that Congre ·s, having the ri~ht 
to make the appropriation in any amotmt it deems proper, may atso 
adopt a pro,·i.·ion rendering the entire appropriation nugatory. The 
wi:dom of nch a course is for the committee anrl not the Chair to 
determin£'. The Chair does not think the amendment open to the 
objection of being new legislation or that it changes existing law. 
The Chair has not been furni hed with any treaty or statute providing 
specifically for an annual per capita payment. If there was any such 
statute. the Chair apprehends that it would not be necessary to have 
the pro>ision which has been reported a· a part of the pemling bill. 
The Chair is of opinion, however, that there. i. ample authority for 
Congress to make such annual paym£'nt in an appropriation bill if it 
sees fit to do so. On the other hand, Congress may withhold it. as has 
been done in the past. The Chair therefore does not think that the 
am£'ntlment change existin~ law, bor does it propose new legislation. 
It if;. in the opinion of the Chair, only a condition or limitation on the 
appropriation. the effect of which and the ach·isability of which the 
committee and not the Cha.ir must determin£' . 

The Chair thinks the amendment in order, and therefore o>errules 
the point of oruer. 

There i in Yolume 4 of Hinds' Pr cedents, page 6.36, para­
grnph 3942, thi · elucidation : 

3!l!2. While it is not in order to legi:la.te as to qualilica tion of the 
recipients of an appropriation, the House may ~pecify that no part of 
tlt appropriation shall go to I'ecipients lacking certain qualification~. 
On January 30, 1901. the Agricultural appropriation bill was under 
con sidemtion in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. and the Clerk bad read the paragraph relating' to agricultural 
colleges, when i\I.r. Charle · B. J.-andis, of Indiana, proposed this amend-
ment: . 

u l'roridcd, That no part of the appropl'iation sllall be available for 
the agricultural college of tab until the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall be :atisfied, and shaH so certify to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
tha t no trustee, officer instructor, or employee of :aid college is en­
gag,•(} in the practL.:e of polygamy or polygamous relations." 
~ome debate haYing taken place. and Mr. William H. King, of Utah, 

having sugge ·ted a point of order, the Chairman Raid: 
" There are two rea ons why the Chair would be inclined to overrule 

the point. In th first place, it comes rather lat£', and in the seconrl 
pla ce the amendment ~;:eems to be a limitation upon thi: appropriation." 
. 'l'lu~ amendment !Javing been agreed to, Mr. King offered the following 

amt'ndm£'nt : 
'·Anti that no person shall be appointe.! a. teacher o1· tL·ustee in any 

of :a id coll£'gl.'. who ba<; bPen engagerl in any lynching, anrl until proof 
shall ha>e been furnil'he<l , to the satisfacti(\n of the ~ecretary of Agri­
culturt>, that such teal'ber or trustee lla · not been guilty of adultery or 
fo; ·nlea tion. ·· 

lr. ('bal'le>; R. (;ros>enor. of Ohio, ma ·l the point of ord£'r that the 
anwncl111en t wa not in order. 

The Chairman said : 
"Let th~ Chair state to the gentleman that the ruling on the othPr -

amendment was that that was a limitation upon the appropriation­
providing that no part of this appropriation shall be paiu to the agri­
cultural college, m general terms, until a was ascertain£'cl that no 
teacher or trustee was a polygamist. That is a general statement of 
that amendment. That was a limitation upon the appropriation. Then . 
comes this independent proposition, involving legislation. * * • 
The Chair sustains the point of order." 

Thereupon Mr. King offered the followin~: 
u Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for 

the agricultural college of Indiana or any other State or Territory 
until the Secretary of Agriculture shall be satisfied, and shall so c£'rtify 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, that no trustee, officer, instructor, or 
employee of said c:ollege is engaged in · the practice of polygamy or 
polygamous relations or is guilty of.adultery or fornication." 

Mr. Grosvenor made the point of order against the amendment. 
Tlle Chairman o>erruled the point of order and held that the amend· 

ment was in order. 

The Chail· think· that this does not change exi ting law, but 
proYides that these provisions of · this appropriation, which 
clearly is an appropriation, shall not be carried out until this 
matter hall be referred to the Court of Claims, and thinks it i · 
in order, and therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. S'l'EPHENS of Texa . 1\lr. Chairman, I desire to a k tho 
gentleman from 1\lis issippi [Mr. HABnr oN] whether we can 
agree beforehand on the time this matter shall be discussed. I 
fear there will be unnecessary discussion unless 've limit t11e 
debate . . Will 30 minutes on a side atisfy the gentleman? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know who wants to speak on the 
propo ·ition, but I should think 30 minutes on a side would do. 

l\1r. CARTER of Oklahoma. What does the gentleman from 
Kansas desire with reference to this? 

1\Ir. C \1\IPBELL. What wa · the propo ·ition? 
1\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. The proposition wa that we have 

30 minutes in faYor of the payment and 30 minutes against it. 
l\Ir. CAMPBELL. Do I understand that the propo ·ition i to 

debate the amendment offered by the gentleman from l\Ii sis ippi 
[1\lr. HARRrso~] and the item in the nppropriation bill all as one 
item? . 

l\Jr. STEPHEXS of 'l'e:m . All a one item. 
l\Ir. A_l\fPBELL. And the time for debate i to be 30 minutes 

on a side? 
1\Ir. STEPHEXS of Texas. Thirty minutes on n. side. 
~Ir. Al\1PBELL. And that cover. the entire propo ition? 
1\Ir. STEPHEN ' of Texa . That i correct. 
1\fr. r 1\IPBELL. The amendment of the gentleman from 

Oklahoma anti the amendment to the amendment of the gentle­
man from Mi issippi? 

Mr. HARRISON. Unless omeone el~e has some amendment 
to offer that I kno"- nothing nbout. 

1\£1·. CARTER of Oklahoma. Let us do. ·e the d bate on tho 
paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

l\lr. CAl\fPBELL. The probabilitie are that we hall de ·ire 
40 or 4G rninutes. 
~r. STEPHENS of Tex:a . Then I ,,.m change the requ ··t­

that each side have 45 minute ·. 
1\Ir. CAMPBELL. -On this paragraph and all amendment<; 

lli&~? . 

Mr. STEPHE.:. ~ of Texa ·. On tbi · lJnragraph and all amen<l­
rnents thereto. 

Th 'HAIR.lfA~ -. The ,...entleman from Texas a k unani­
mous consent that the debate on this paragraph and all amend­
ments thereto be clo ed in 1 hom· and 30 minutes-half the tim 
to be ontrolled by the gentleman from Texa · [l\Ir. STEPHExsl 
and one half by the gentleman from Kan. as [l\lr. CA-:UPBKLL] . 

)1r. STEPHE~ of Te:s:a . Tile <yentleman from Oklahoma 
[l\lr. ARTER] to ontrol half the time nml the gentleman from 
Kansa half the time. 

l\lr. KORTOX l\Iay I inquire of tlte gentleman from Texag 
and the gentleman from l\lississippi if I will ha ye the oppor­
tunity of offering an amendment at the enll of the paragraph 
to perfect that part of the parngraph? 

l\Ir. HARRI 'ON. That will be entir lr :atLfactot-y to me. 
l\Ir. STE-PHEN · of Texas. "\Vllat doe tlJe gentleman from 

Oklahoma snr about that? 
l\Ir. CAUTER of Oklahomn. The agr cment us to time does 

not cut off any nmendment tlJat mar b propo ed. It im11ly 
stop the debate. 

l\1r. KORTOX :Uay I haYe fiye -minute. to di~·cu ·. that 
amendment'! 

Mr. CAUTER of Oklalwmu. FiYe minute· additional? 
l\lr. NORTOX That will be all right, if I may offer the 

amendment. 
The CH.AIILHAN. Th g ntleman from Kansn. l)lr. '.HlP­

BELL 1 and the gentlenmu from )Ii::;::;is:-dpt1i to lun· outrol of 
the tillle. 

l\It-. 'A~IPBELL. I suggest that th hom aml a half lJe di~ 
Yidetl, 45 minute · to the gentleman from Missi::; ·ippi L~Ir. lLut-
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nrsoN] and 45 minutes til the gentleman from· Oklahoma .[Mr. 
CABTER]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is what I desire. 
The CHAIRMAN. The request for unanimous consent, then, 

is that the debate be limited to 1 hour and SO minutes, one half 
the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
CARTER] and the other half by the gentleman from Ml.ssissippi 
[Mr. HABBISON]. Is there objection? 

1\:fr. STEPHENS of Texas. On the paragraph and all amend­
ments thereto? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the paragraph and all amendments 
thereto. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
lUr. HAU.RISON. 1\fr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The amendment that I have proposed being pending, has the 
proponent of the amendment the right to· close the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment is offered by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. HARRISON. And mine is an amendment to the amend­
ment. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The gentleman in charge of the 
bill ought to have the right to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi will re­
call that his amendment is an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CABTEB], who 
will hav~ the right to close the debate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, there has been and is now a 
great deal of confusion over the question that is now before the 
House. and we who come from Mississippi realize full well the 
solicitation that has been indulged in upon the part of the dele­
gation from Oklahoma to the membership here to vote with 
them on this question. We do not in the least minimize the 
importance of this matter to the Oklahoma Representatives, 
because we realize full well that the Indians of Oklahoma vote· 
and that this is a question of political as well as material sig­
nifi.cance. It is very important to them. But there is much con­
fusion over the question. 

It will be argued in the com·se of this discussion that courts. 
that ~mmissions, that Congresses, that Secretaries of the 
Interior have passed upon this question and that the matter has 
been thrashed out and is settled. I ay to you that the facts do 
not bear out that contention. I say to you that there has never 
been a court of respectable jurisdiction that has passed upon 
this question. The only court of any authority that has passed 
primarily upon the question of whether or not the Indians of 
Mississippi should remove to Oklahoma in order to be em·olled 
was a Territorial court in the Indian Territory of no higher 
authority than that which Federal district judges usually have. 
The Com·t of Claims, the Circuit Court of Appeals, and the 
Supreme Court of ·the United States have never passed v.pon the 
question at all, and so when gentlemen argue to you that the 
question has been determined judicially, I say to you that the 
record does not bear out the statement at all. It is true that . 
the Dawes Commission at one time, in 1896, passed upon this 
proposition to the extent that they said that in order for a Mis­
sissippi Indian to be enrolled he must move to the Indian Terri­
tory; and after that, mind you, the same commission in a report 
to Congress said that they thought the question was so compli­
cated, so intricate, so important that it ought to go to the Court 
of Claims to be thrashed out and there determined. 

Now, all that we ask you to do in this matter-because it is 
a question that has been up here for four years-is to with­
hold the payment until the question has been passed upon by 
the Court of Claims. Every year this per capita paymen.t comes 
up. You can understand \Yhy it comes. The gentlemen from 
Oklahoma know that when they make these per capita payments 
nmong the Indians of Oklahoma that it will be only a little w)lile 
when the fund will be gone and there will be nothing left, and 
then if the 1\li sis ippi Choctaw is ever permitted to be enrolled 
be will and can obtain nothing. So this provision that is offered 
by the gentleman fl'Om Oklahoma [Mr. CABTEB] proposes to pay 
out $300 to each Indian now upon the rolls. All we are asking 
you to do is not to reopen the ro1ls, but to withhold that pay­
ment, ''ithhold the e pasments until this matter . can go to the 
Court of Claims and there be thrasht1tl <>ut and all the questions 
of law and equity decided. 

I that asking too much? Do not you think it is time for a 
court of respectable authority to pas upon it? That is all in 
the \vorld \Ye are asking you to do now. Withhold the pay­
ments, not make them now, so that tbi Congres can pass a 
bill sending thf' whole matter to the. Court of Claims for ad-
ju(licatjon. ' 

In the Fifty-. ixth Congress the Senate of the United States 
pn sed :t bill . end~ng it io tlH' Court of Claims. It was rep9rted 
out of the House Committee uu Iu<lian Affair , but that bill <lid 

not come upon the floor of the Ho11Se. I say to you g~ntlemen 
with all candor, with · all sincerity, the best way to settle this 
question-because it is intricate; it is complicated-is to send it 
to the Court of Claims and let them pass finally upon it. -

Now, they will say, in the courSe of argument~ that this is 
in the interest of attorneys and grafters; that it will help a 
lot of people who ought not to be placed upon the rolls. I want 
to say to you that there are a lot of people who would like to 
be benefited by it but will not be. There are about 1,200 full­
blood Indians left in Mississippi. They are poor, they are 
needy, they have as muCh right to share in the funds in Okla­
homa as have the Oklahoma Indians. These are the people 
that we want to take care of. 

So in the argument used by the gentlellliln from Oklahoma 
do not be swept off your feet by the assertion that attorneys 
a;e going to reap the benefit of it. We can write a provision in 
the law that will safeguard it, just as the provision that the 
gentleman from North Dakota proposed a few moments ago to 
write into it. I ask you, I appeal to you, not to vote against us 
in this matter but to give it the most serious and careful con­
sideration. Do not vote against it simply because some man 
from Oklahoma has asked you to, simply because you have re­
ceived a letter from some one in Oklahoma. My God! Do 
not let us decide matters here by such methods, let us deal 
justly and fairly with the question. We are not askiilg you to 
do an linjust thing by withholding the funds until the Court 
of Claims can pass upon it, and I submit the amendment I have 
offered should be adopted. [Applause.] . 

Mr. KONOP. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes to the 
gentleman frotn Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I had an opportunity to 
become familiar with this question during my four years of 
service on the Committee on Indian Affairs. I think I am rea­
sonably informed as to the law and the facts of this case. 

It is necessary to go a long way back to find the origin of 
this controversy. Some time in the year 1880, the Choctaw In­
dians then living in Mississippi entered into an agreement \vith 
the United States to move to the Indian Territory, and there 
take up their -residence under the conditions provided by the 
treaty. In the course of time, as we all know, the United States 
determined to break up the tribal governments. They ap­
proached the tribes with that end in view, and by a variety of 
arguments finally induced them to agree to the proposed plan. 
One inducement that was offered to the Choctaws in the Indian 
Territory to become consenting parties to the arrangement to 
abrogate the tribal government, was that a portion of the 
lands then held in common should be allotted in severalty to 
the members of the tribe as ascertained by properly authenti­
cated rolls. In addition it was provided that any fund that 
should belong to the tribes, or should arise from the sale of the 
unallotted lands of the Choctaw Indians, should' be divided per 
capita among the Choctaws entitled thereto. 

The Mississippi Choctaws never moved to the Indian Terri­
tory, but claim the right to participate in this division by 
virtue of the concluding sentence of what is known as the 
Dancing Rabbit treaty. This treaty was made in 1880. Permit 
me to call the attention of the committee to this sentence, be­
cause it presents a question of law which you are competent 
to pass on, and one which has been passed on a number of times. 
Its meaning seems to me to be clear beyond peradventure. This 
sentence is as follows: 

Persons who claim under this article shall not lose the privilege of 
a Choctaw citizen, and it they have removed, are not to be entitled to any 
portion of the Choctaw annuity. 

When the Choctaws moved to the Indian Territory, there 
was a considerable portion of the tribe refu ed to go. Pro­
vision was made that these Choctaws desired to become citizens 
of the State of Mississippi, after giving certain notices within 
a prescribed period of six months, they could do so, and would 
be allotted 640 acres of land in that State. A portion of the 
Choctaws remaining in Mississippi something like 300, re­
ceived this allotment, while the remainder received scrip under 
circumstances that I will recite a little later. 

Now what was the main intent and purpo e of this agree­
ment between the Choctaw Nation a.nd the United States? It 
was in order for the white man's civilization to develop in 
Mississippi without the embarrassment and retarding influences 
of a large Indian settlement in that State. The inducements 
offered to the Choctaws to go to the Inuian Territory, were in­
tended to make the change of location attractive to the ruem­
beTs of the entire tribe. The United States was interested in 
effecting a wholesale removal. It will be noted that eYery 
Indian who refused to take advantage of the Government prop­
osition was, to that extep.t, opposing and thwarting the policy 
of the United States. 



2164 CO:NGRESSIOX .. tL RECORD-HOlJSE. FEBRUARY 5, 

'l'he Inmans who went to the Indian Territory underwent all 
the troubles ami vexations of a pioneer life in that country 
and Jiwll there for a long time under conditions that history 
t ell s us, were in many· inStances, far from agreeable. These 
were the Indians who carried out and conformed to the policy 
of the United States, and in the r_esult when the time arri\ed 
fOl- t !Je breaking up of the tribal arrangement, it would seem 
to be a remarkable contention that the people who remained and 
continued to liYe in ~lis i ippi, and who either received 640 
acres of land or scrip in that State, should have the same righ~ 
to participation ln the property of the tribe in the Indian 
Territory, as the Indians who went to that distant locality, 
e tabli ·he<l their go'i·ernment, and maintained their tribal rolls. 

The l\lississippi Choctaws could not be put on the tribal ro_ns 
of the Indians in Indian Territory, unless they removed to that 
country, took up their residence and conformed to the trib~l 
r equirements. However all the Missi ippi Choctaws who went 
to tbe Indian Territory prior to the clo ing of the rolls, took 
up their residence with the tribe, and e tablished their blood 
kin ·hip were duly admitted into the tribe and enrolled. I wish 
to call the attention of the committee to one compelling fact, 
and that is thnt the Choctaw Indians in the Indian Territory, 
as the record shows, made every possible effort to induce theil· 
brethren in l\Iis is ·ippi to come across the Mississippi and live 
with them. They passed resolution after resolution to that 
effec-t. They invited them to come, they wanted them to come, 
and as I have state<l all who did come, take up their residence 
with th ir blood brethren, were put upon the tribal rolls, and 
admitted to the same benefits in the division of the tribal prop­
erty. as the <lescendants of those Indians who went out in 1830. 
There was a great deal of trouble, as I happen to know, and as 
e\ery member of the Committee on Indian Affairs knows, with 
re ve<:t to the final make-up of the tribal rolls. There were 
many . candals in connection 'iYith the task, and difficulties that 
at times seemed to be almost insuperable. Howe\er after an 
infinity of . trouble and controver y, the rolls were completed. 
About this time some of the Mississippi Choctaws who had never 
moyed to the Indian Territory claimed tl1at they had the right 
to ~nrticipate in the allotment of the tribal property, and in the 
per capita distribution precisely upon the footing of the de­
scenuants of tho. e who had gone to the Indian Territory and 
settled, and remained there. What is the foundation of this 
claim? They rest their claim on the concluding sentence of 
the section which I read, and which I will read again, becau e 
this is the "\"ery crux, the very storm center of this conh·o,ersy. 
In this connection I uesire to call attention to the fact that 
Yarious tribunals have passed upo .. this contention. I read 
again the concluding sentence of the ~ection: 

Persons who claim under this article shall not lose the privilege of a 
Choctaw citizen , but if they ever remove are not to be entitled to any 
portion of the Choctaw annuity. 

The Mississippi Choctaws claim that under this proviNion 
they could stay at home in Uissis ippi, and still have the same 
rights as the people who moved to the Indian Territory. In 
other words, to use a homely old illustration, they contend 
that they could run with the hare, and hold with the hounds. 
A l\lississippi Choctaw presented this contention to the Dawes 
Commission which r ejected it. An appeal was then taken to 
the di trict court of the United States. That court dismL~sed 
the appeal. 

This is Jack Amos case. In tl1at case. the court held that a 
Choctaw who had remained in Mississippi, who had done hom­
age to the Government of that State, and was a citizen of that 
State, \Yas not entitled to participate in the per capita distri­
bution of the proceeds of the sale of the unallottecl lands" or to 
h:n ·e an allotment made to him. That decision sta-nds unre­
ver ed to tlH~ present time. 

The CHAIRMA..l\i. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has e::\.-pired. 

l\lr. CARTEH of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman desire to 
haYe two minutes more'? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There are other matter in this connec­
tion that I could not hop·e to present in a ·couple of minutes. If 
the1·e is no more time nYailable thnn two minutes I might as 
well stop ut this point. There are quite a number ·of points 
that as yet, I lun·e been unable to pre. eJlt. _ 
, l\Ir. CAUTER of Oklahoma. I can yieltl the gentlewnn fiye 
minutes more. 

1\Ir. SAUXDERS. Ve1·y well. 
In achlition to the ntln,·rse ruling of the Dawes Commiss ion, 

al)ll of the di trict court, in · the Jack Amos case, rejecting the 
cont<-> ntion that n l\Iissi ·i1111i Cboctaw was entitled to partici­
pate in the <lish·ihntion of the tribal property, while remaining 
a dti zr n of l\li~- L·sippi, there "·as another cnse, known as the 
Ikrml cnse. Thi!' ' '"as a decision by Judge To"·nsen<l who hehl 

to the same eff~ct as Judge Clayton. Then the Secretary of 
the Interior, l\Ir. Lane, was called upon to determine from the 
law and the records in the · Department of the Interior whether 
there was any merit in the contention tbat the nonresident 
Mississippi Choctaws could participate in the distribution of 
the property of the Choctaw Tribe in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HASTINGS. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 
Mr. HASTINGS. With referenc~ to the Ikard case, I <1~ ire 

to suggest that that went up to the court o~ appeal of tlle In­
dian Territory and was affirme<l by the full bench in a decision 
written by Judge Guild. 

1\Ir. SAUNDERS. I thank the gentleman for the interrup­
tion. On January 8, 1915, the · Secretary of the Interior, in 
response to an inquiry from tlle chairman of the Intlinn Com­
mittee, made a _written response which I shall now read in part 
to the members of the committee. l\lr. Lane said: 

In view of the fact as presented · by me, I · am of opinion that no 
legislation should be ·enacted for the reopening of the rolls or the 
Choctaw Nation for the benefit of the Mississippi Choctaws. 

Now if the concluding sentence of the section to which I have 
referred, gives a clear right of participation to the l\li~sis ippi 
Choctaws then we ought to reopen the rolls and admit them, 
because they have been denied solely and ex.clusi\ely upo-n the 
ground that the section cited gave them no right to live in l\lis­
sissippi, and participate in the distribution of the tribal fund . 
That section is before you to-day, and will be fully discus~ed by 
other speakers. It is perfectly competent for any Member to 
determine, for me to determine, for this committee to determine 
the meaning of this section !:1-nd ascertain whether it bem·s out 
the contention of the Mississippi Choctaws. All tlle judicial nnd 
other rulings ha-....e been against this contention. I desire to call 
the attention of this committee to one other fact. The 1\1i ·si ·­
sippi Choctaws were parties to the Dancing Rabbit trenty, 
but tl1ey were not parties to the treaty made by their brethren 
in the Indian Territory known as the Atoka agreement. Under 
the Dancing Rabbit treaty they were entitled to take, if they felt 
so disposed, 640 acres of land in l\lis i sippi. The reason that 
most of them diu not get their 640 acres was tllat they were mi~ 
led by a drunken official of the United States Government. Onl ~· 
a comparatively small proportion of the 1\Ii sissippi Choctaws 
received land. To show you that the Federal Government recou­
nized that tl1e failure of these people to get the land to which 
they were entitled, was due to the misconduct of a representatiYC 
of the Federal Goyernment they took this matter up later, nncl 
issued scrip to a large proportion of the Missi ippi Choctaws, to 
compensate them for the lands which they had lost. Permit me to 
~all attention to this, because I have the list here, showing the 
amount of scrip that was issued. This communication from tl1e 
·secretary of the Interior gives the names, and the number of tile 
Mississippi Choctaws to whom lands were allotted, arid of thE' 
others 'ivho receiYed scrip. I ltaYe made a rapid calculation of 
the names ancl I think there are something like 3,700 of the ·~ 
scrippers. These Indians were badly treated, but the author 
of their wrongs are not their brethren in Oklahoma. It wmtld 
be grossly unjust to compensate them out of the property of the 
Oklahoma tribe. If there is an obligation for compensation 
here, and I do not deny that .one may e:J~.i.st, that obligation ret 
upon the Federal GoYernment. It wa their agent, not an agent 
of the Choctaws who is the fons et origo, of all this trouble. 
. The CHAIRl\L.U~ (Mr. R :u ssELL of l\fissouri). The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

l\fr. SAu~DER . There is a great deal more tl1at migbt be 
said in this connection, but time forbid . 

l\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman from Mis­
sissippi use ome of his time now? 

l\1r. HARRISON. I will yield three minutes to the gentlemnn 
from ~lississippi [~1r. QUI:\']. 

_ l\lr. QUIN. l\lr.. Chairman, the gentlemnn from Virginia 
[l\lr. S.a~I)ERS ] admit that the United States Government 
recognized the fact that the Mississippi Choctaws have been un­
fairly denlt with. He n<lmit thnt only a few of those Choctaw 
received 'ivhat was coming to them under the Dancing Rabbit 
treaty. He further admits that a disreputable agent, nn officer 
of the Fe(leral Go-.;-ernmeijt, \TilS the cause of the e :Mississippi 
Choctaw Indians not r eceiving what wn · due them. Then. if 
the Federal Government itself had an irrespon:ible ngent who 
caused the ignornnt and credulous Choctaw Indians of l\li -
sissippi to be imposed on in 1830. why is it not l10nest nnrt right 
for the Americnn Congress in 1916 to :ulopt this mnendment 
offered hy the gentlemnn ft·om l\lis issippi [l\Ir. H.lnnrsoNl. 
which allmYs it to ~o to the Com·t .of Claim· nnd he a<lju<licated 
by a rep11tnblc court of this Nation'? \Yhy C'nn not thi money 
oe withheld from the Inclians uf Oklahoma f1·om <listrib\1tion 
until this Court of Claims shall pass on this fact nnd say 
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whether or not the rolls should be reopened and the Choctaw friendly feeling for the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HAR­
Inuia us and their descendrints of the State of Mississippi come RISON]. I have hoped in the beginning of the study of this 
into their rights? I want to say to this House that these In- question that I might discover some sound law and facts that 
diuus were poor and ignorant. They did not understand the would warrant me in arraigning myself upon the same side of 
treaty. 'l'hey did. not understand what the gentleman from the question us that taken by the gentleman from Mississippi 
Virginia calls "scrip." A Jot of land sharks in Oklahoma and [l\Ir. HARRISON]. 
elsewhere defmuded the Choctaw Indians out of everything A few days ago I asked the gentleman from l\lissis ·ippi in the 
that was intenued to go to them. Only 143 Choctaw Indians committee on wllat he based his claim. It is well understo~d 
re<:eiYed what w·as corning to them under the Dancing Rabbit that attorneys in making mguments for or against a proposition 
treaty. Shoulcl this Congress now say that thousands of these usually, when they haye a poor case, keep as far away as possible 
Indians and their descendants should be barred from receiYing from the law and the facts really go\erning the case. They 
wlwt is due them when the American GoYernrnent made a make glittering general statements of facts and Jaw so that it 
solemn treaty promising 640 acres of land to Indians who have becomes necessary in order to get down to the real gist of the 
not recei'led a single dime? And yet the gentleman from Olda- subject, to gradually cut away anu illuminate the irrelevant 
homn , who repre.-ents the Indians of that section, seeks to de- facts anj the unr_pplicable law. Then by this process of elimina­
prin:• our citizenry of the State of Mississippi of what belongs tion there is usually found to stand out clear and distinct tltc 
to tllem nuder a solemn pledge of this great Goverll1llent. one principal fact or comlition on which the case hangs. I de-

'Ilae CH.AIR~1A . .J.."'\'". The time of the gentleman has expired. sired to get the ideas of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. I will yield the gentleman t\vo minutes HARRISON] as to what he really based his case on, aud to ac-

more. complish this I asked him when he appeared a few days ago 
Mr. QUIN. I thank the gentleman for giving me more time. before the Committee on Indian Affairs this question: 

11. reference to the great case known as the Jack Amos case the "~lay I ask one question here? If your contention that the 
gentleman from Oklahoma h."llows it is not a parallel case. He Mississippi Choctaws-the Choctaws of Mississippi who re­
knows that it doe· not cover the provisions announced in the mained in Mississippi-have a right to the tribal property in · 
amendment offered here to-day, and in the name of honor how Oklahoma is not sustained by the court, does ~·our case fall?" 
could any agent or Representative of -the GoYernmeut oppose a The gentleman answered the question squarely in these worcls: 
rehen ring and fair adjudication of the real issue? "Absolutely. I think it ought to be decided in some way." And my 

l\It·. HASTINGS. 'Vill the gentleman from Mississippi yield? further question to the gentleman from Mississippi [l\fl·. FI~n-
1\Ir. QUIN. I have not time to yield. I take all the little RISON] was, "Your case entirely falls tllen?" And l\1r. HAn­

time I han~ to gi\e to the poor Choctaws of Mississippi who RISON's reply was, "That is my idea about it. There has never 
ban, been robbed all these years. Now, the gentleman from been a court, in my opinion, of competent authority 'vhirll has 
'irginia states a wrong ,vas committed by the American GoYern- passed upon this question . ... The highest authority which lms 
me11t through its ngent, and that great error and wrong and passed upon it was Judge Clayton in tlle Territorial district 
injustice is whnt this amendment proposes to correct. 'Vas there court, a judge whose duties are about the same as those of a 
evet· a cbanc~ry court that woulU not let a palpable error, a Federal judge." 
grell t injustice, nn irrepamble wrong be corrected? Is it pos- And that is my i<lea from the stntly I hm-e given the case; 
siiJle that this great Congress of America can not permit this that the only claim the .Mississippi Choctaws can have to this 
to be corrected, will not permit its representati'les to correct · fund is the claim under the treaty of 1830. Section 3 of that 
that wltich is admitted was a wrong to the great tt·ibe of Indians treaty provides for the removal of the Mississippi Choctaws ns 
in tbe State of Iississippi? Isitpos iblethat thisbodywill allow a condition precedent to their obtaining the land in Oklahoma. 
precetlent and technicality to give more money to the rich Indians Section 14 of the treaty proYides certnin grants and payments to 
of Oklahoma by taking it out of the pockets of the poor Indians the Choctaws who remained in l\lississippi. 
in ~11::; i ·sippi, who have not yet received one dime o:t. what this When the deed to the Oklahoma land was giyen to the Choctaw 
Gowrnment G'Yes to them? 1\lr. Chairman, the Choctaw Indians Nation by the Federal Government on l\Iarch 3, 1842, it provided 
almays stood ,-rith the white men of the South. They went out that if the Indians removed from the land the property would 
with old Andrew Jackson and ,vaded through mud and blood re,·ert to the United States. 
up to their navels and fought for the American flag, and yet tbis This deed, in part, ran in t.he following terms: 
Con~ress can not giYe theru justice. [Applause.] That the United States of America, in consiueration of the premise~. 

All of these millions of dollars in the Treasury awaitinl! for and in execution of the agreement and stipulation in the aforesai<l 
~ treaty, have given and grante:i, and by these presents do gi>e and 

distribution among the Choctaw Indians of Oklahoma belongs grant, unto the said Choctaw Nation the aforesaid "tract of country 
to · the Choctaws and their tlescendants in Mississippi just as west of the Mississippi"; to haYc and to hold the same, with all the 
mueh as to the Inuians of Oklahoma. 'Ve know if you dis- rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances of whatsoeve1· nature 

thereunto belonging, as intended "to be conveyed" by the aforesai(l 
tribute this money per capita to the Oklahoma Choctaws the time article, "in fee simple to them and their descendants, to inure to 
will come when all of the money will be gone, and e\en if the them, while they shall exist as a nation and li\·e on it" liable to no 
1\li::;sissippi people aTe enrolled they could get nothing, on the plea ~~~~~~~~ or alienations except to the United States or with their 
that tile money has all been distributeu. Now is the time to 
protect us by adopting this amendment. [Applause.] In all the treaties from the Da11cing Rabbit treaty of 1830, 

The CHAIHMAX. The time of the ~rentleman has expired. in all early legislation bearing on the question, it was strongly 
~ emphasized that a Mississippi Clloctaw must remo-ve to an<l 

l\Ir. C.ARTEit of Oklahoma. How does the time stand, Mr. reside in the Oklahoma country in order to be entitled to 
Chairman? have a share in the Janos and other property of the Choctaw 

The CHA.IHl\IAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma has 32 Nntion there. 
minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [l\Ir. IIAirniSON] From 1830 to 189~ the free, open, and unrestricted ·privilege 
ba. 34 minutes remaining. _ was allowed any Mississippi Choctaw to remove to Oklahoma 

Mr. C..cillTER of Oklahoma. l\lr. Chairman, I yield fiye min- and to take up bis residence there and to then ha\e a full 
ute ·to the gentleman from North Dakota [1\Ir. NoRTON]. and equal share in the lands nncl other property of the 

Mr. :KORTON. l\1r. Chairman, the gentleman from Missis- Choctaw Nation in Oklahoma. Every court that has passed 
sippi [~Ir: HARRISON] referred to the fact that the Indians in directly upon this mattei", four (lifferent Secretaries of the 
Oklahoma vote, and that this question was of considerable im- Interior, seYeral Commissioners of Indian Affairs, the majority 
portance to the uelegation from Oklahoma. · Now, I can say in membeeship of se,·eral different Committees on Indian A.ffau·s. 
all candor that so far as I know, the Indians of Oklahoma do in fact, as fnr as I have read or ha-ve heard, every jucliciai 
not vote in the State which I have the · honor in part to repre- authorit~·. every departmental authority, anu every committee 
sent, nor do the Indians from l\lissL<:;sippi vote there. I have that has considered the question has found and has helll that 
made some careful study of this Sllbject during th2 past few under the trenty of 1830 it is mnue a condition precedent fot· 
months-in fact, during the past two years. In my study of any l\lississippi Choctaw to have any right or claim to a share 
the question in'lolv~l I approached the subject with a free and in the tribal property of the Choctaw Nation in Oklahoma he 
open mintl. I hrtY..) talked with the l\lembers from l\lississippi must fit·st remo\e to anfl reside in Oklahoma. 
and with the _Members from Oklahoma. I know the members The CHAIR~lAN. The time of the gentleman lias expired. 
of tile delegatiOn from Oklahoma and I also know the members . l\lr. NORTON. I realizf' that I probabl.,· shall not be able 
of the delegation from l\lississippi. I ·must admit, to be fur- to secure an:r more time, altllougb I should like to continue for 
ther cantli<l, that my prejudice toward this question, if I have a little longer ns I haYe in mind a few particular thoughts on 
an.): .!'.t .all! would 1.>~ in ~uvor of !he. con~entions mnde fo~· tlle I this sul.>ject whicll I should like to state ~o the commit:tee. 
1\It::; .... tsstppt Chocta"s. 'Ihat preJUdice, 1f any such e:s:tsted; l\Ir. CAR'l'EH of Oklahoma. I would hke to have the gentle-
:wou!Ll arise out of my very high regard, respect, aml personnl 1 mnn haYe more time, but we are limited to time, as you know. 

LIII--137 
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1\Ir. HAnRISON. 1\ir. Citairman, I yield three minutes to• the 
gentleman from Mis ·issippi [Mr. VENABLE]. ' 

1\Ir. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I have recently come from 
a campaign in the fifth dish·ict of Mississippi, where a very 
large number of these l\fississippi Choctaws live, and so I am 
thoroughly cognizant of their pitiable condition, the ab olute 
want and prtvation m which they live and move and have 
their being. 

Now, as I understand the proposition, it is to hold up the 
distribution of the tribal funds until such time as the Court 
of Claims shall adjudicate upon the question as to whether or 
not the Mississippi Choctaws in Mississippi are entitled to share 
in the distribution. It is rather a novel proposton to me that' 
where there is any erious dispute as to a legal right and a 
ve ted legal right under a treaty, that gentlemen should refuse 
to ha-ve this legal right adjudicated upon. 

I have heard the argument advanced that the reasons why 
they want it done, or one reason, was because that this matter 
has been in abeyance for a number of years and that the ad­
judication of the rights of the Mississippi Choctaws would take 
some further time. In other words, the argument when re­
duced to its last analysiS is this, that possibly it may be 
thou~ht ·an injustice will be done to the Mississippi Choctaws 
and a liability fixed upon the National Government by the dis­
tribution of these funds at this time; yet, since it will take 
some time for the adjudication, it is better to work an injus­
tice and fix a liability upon the National Government than to 
take the time necessary for the adjudication of the rights of 
these people. As I understand it, under the Dancing Rabbit 
treaty a provision was inserted, the Indians refusing to remove 
until that was inserted, providing that they could stay in 1\Iis­
si ippi under certain conditions, and providing that they should 
be given an allotment to certain lands in the State, and that was 
followed by this proviso : 

Persons who come under this article shall not lose the privileges of 
a Choctaw citizen. But if they ever remove they are not entitled to 
nny portion of the Choctaw annuity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield two minutes more 

to the gentleman. 
Mr. VENABLE. If I understand it, a rule of construction 

that is well settled is that the mention of one thing is the ex­
clusion of others. This ru:ticle specifically provides that the per­
sons who claim under this article shall not lose the privileges 
of a Choctaw citizen. Now, what would be the necessity and 
what would be the use of that provision, if, as a matter of fact, 
they did not remove they would lose the privileges of a Choctaw 
citizen? , 

Is not this a fair construction of that language that it means 
exactly what it says; that they retained, though they stayed 
in Mississippi, all the privileges of a Ohoctaw citizen, one of 
which was a right to share in the tribal funds? 

Now, is that construction changed by the last sentenc~, "But 
if they ever remove, they are not entitled to any portion ot the 
Choctaw annuity"? The Choctaw annuity is a separate and 
distinct fun!l, as I understand it, from these tribal funds that 
are sought to be distributed at this time. If they intended. under 
this treaty to provide that the Choctaw Indian, if he did not re­
move, could not share in the distribution of the tribal funds and 
had no part or parcel or_interest in those funds, why should the 
United States Government in this treaty specifically specify 
annuities? 
· Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
brief question? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RussELL of Missouri). Does the gen­
tleman yield? 

Mr. VENABLE. I have but a very few minutes, and I regret 
I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
.Mr. VENABLE. In other words, if there was an evident in­

tention-the mention of one thing being an exclusion of the 
other-if it was intended that they should forfeit all their 
rights, why mention specifically the annuity? Is it not a fair 
inference and a just inference and a righteous construction that 
when you say that if they ever afterwards removed they should 
not share in the annuity, you meant that they had an interest 
in tbe tribal funds which would not be lost even if they did not 
remove? In other words, a failure to remove then would only 
forfeit their interest in the annuity, and not in the special funds. 

The CIIAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis­
sippi has expired. 

Mr. OARTEJR of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I yield two min­
utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MoRGAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MoR­
GAN] is recognized for two rillnutes. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee, I can not, of course,· in this brief allotment of 
time enter into any argument upon this proposition. There are 
no Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians within my congres ionnl 
district, 5o that from a personal or political viewpoint I am not 
so deeply interested as are my colleagues from Oklahoma on the 
other side. I have, however, during the last Congress and 
during this Corrgress heard the discussions upon this subject. 
I must say that, so far as the distribution of these funds are 
concerned, the Mississippi Choctaws do not present either a 
legal claim or a claim founded upon right and justice. ' 

I am interested in the State of Oklahoma and her people, and 
I feel that the time has come when the Oongre s of the United 
States should distribute these ftlnds in !lccordan<:e with the laws 
and treaties made with the Indians. The Republican Party is 
largely responsible for these treaties and for this work tha t llas 
been going on in changing the Indian ·form of government to 
statehood. It has been largely our legislation. We ha-ve ap­
pointed these commissions; we have treated with these Indians; 
and while I believe that this great Government in these difficult 
and dangerous times ought to stand by our treaties with the 
nations of the world, I also believe that we should hold acred 
the treaties that we have made with the Indians of the United 
States. To delay this matter, to postpone it, or to tie it up for 
further court decisions means only that we are not doing justice 
to these Indians, not doing justice to the State of Oklahoma, and 
not keeping the sacred treaties that we have made with the Choc­
taw and Chickasaw Indians of Oklahoma. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentleman- from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMPSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMPSON] is, recognized. 

CHOCTAW .AND CHICKASAW PAYYENT. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, accepting the remarks of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VENABLE] at their full 
value. I would answer by saying that, according to the report 
of the Indian Commissioner, there is $31,503,954.95 in money and 
property of the Choctaws and Chickasaws to be divided among 
those people, or $9,354,463.72 in money and $22,549,491.23 in 
property. So after making this payment you see there will 
be $24,503,553.94 in money and property left with which to pay 
these Mississippi Choctaws, if they ar'e entitled to anything. 

Mr. Chairman, the proVision of the Indian appropriation bill 
reported by the committee having been stricken from · the bill, 
the provision ofl:'ered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
C.AB.TER] to be inserted immediately after line 19, page 37, is as 
follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, authorized 
to pay to the enrolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes 
of Indians of Oklahoma entitled under existing law to share in the 
funds of said tribes, or to their lawful heirs, out of any moneys belong­
Ing to said tribes in the United States Treasury, or deposited in any 
bank or held by any official under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, not to exceed 300 per capita 1n the case of the Choctaws and 

200 per capita in case of the Chlclmsaws, said palment to be made 
under such ru1es a.ild regulations as the Secretary o the Interi~r may 
prescribe: Prov~aed, That in cases where such enrolled members or 
their heirs are Indians who, by reason of their degree of Indian blood 
belonging to the restricted class, the Secretary of the Interior may, in 
his cliscretion, withhold such payments and use the same for the benefit 
of such restrictE'd Indians: Provided further, That no part of the sum 
approprla ted by this paragrah shall be pa1d to attorneys : Provided. 
further, That the money paid to the enrolled members as provided herein 
shall be exempt from any lien for attorneys• fees or other debt con­
tracted prior to the passage of this act: Promaed. further, That the 
Secretary of the Interlar is hereby authorized to use not to exceed 
$8,000 out of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal funds for the expenses 
and the compensation of all necessary employees for the distribution 
of the said per capita payment. 

This is the provision that the members of the Oklahoma dele­
gation desire incorporated in this -bill. The amendment to thiS 
proVision offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. IIA:P.­
BrsoN] reads as follows : 

.Amend, after the word "attorneys" by inserting the following: 
11 Provided, however, That the provisions of this paragraph with re­

spect to the Choctaw Tribe shall not be operative until the Court o~ 
Claims shall determ:tne the rights of the Mississippi Choctaws who have 
been identified as Mississippi Choctaws by the Dawes Commission in its 
report of 1\fa.rch 10, 1899, commonly lmown as the McKennan rolls, and 
also the Mississippi Choctaws who have been identified as Missi ippl 
Choctaws by the Dawes Commission trom March 10, 1899, to March 4, 
1907, whose names do not appear on the final rolls of the Choc.taw 
Tribe in Oklahoma." 

This is no new contest. Elver since the fund accumulated in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Interior from the sale of Choc· 
taw and Chickasaw lands and other tribal property bas grown 
into a sufficient sum so that large lawyer fees could be paid out 
of it, a lot of unscrupulous lawyers have been bu y trying to get 
a part of it for the Choctaws who remained in Mississippi and 
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refused to move with the tribe in 1830 to the Indian Territory. 
~'hesc lawyers inaugurated the fight and carried on the fight 
until about 1911, at whicll time it had become agitated to sucli 
an extent in Mississippi, and the chance for securing a large 
fund to be distributed among the Mississippi Choctaws had be­
come so bright, that public sentiment brought pressure to bear 
on the Mississippi Members in Congress, and since that time the 
fight has been continued by the 1\lis issippi delegation. This 
is not intended as a reflection on the Mississippi delegation in 
Congress. ~'hey are perhaps doing no more than the delegation 
fi·om any other State \YOuld do if there were a chance of secur­
ing the distribution of two and one-half million dollars to a 
part of the citizenship of their State. This is not a contest to 
enroll the Choctaws in Mis issippi. The whole purpose of this 
fight i. to take out of funds in the hands of the United States 
belonging to .the Choctaws anu Chickasaws in Oklahoma about 
two and one-half million dollars and pay it in money to the 
Choctaws in Mi3 ·i sippi. It is not an effort to open the rolls 
and permit the claimants who li'\e in Oklalwma to come in and 
try their cases. This fight is not intended for their benefit. 

Now, let us see if in law or good con cience the Choctaws in 
1\Iississippi, who Yoluntarily separated themselYes from the Choc· 
taw Tribe and Lave lived separate from that tribe for nearly 
100 years, are entitled to participate with the membership of 
that tribe who left Mississippi, braved all the perils of an un-

. kno"\\u wilderness, endmed all the hardships of frontier settlers, 
·and built up the civilization of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations to where it was prepared to become, and did become, a 
part of the splendid citizenship of Oklahoma. 

REYIEW OF TREATIES. 

In this connection a brief review of the treatie: entered into 
bet\Yeen the Choctaws and the United States would not be out 
of place. The Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians llaYe always 
been the friends of the \Yhite man. From the time Columbus 
discoYered America until they were removed to the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations in Oklahoma, beginning in 1831, the 
membership of these two tribes acted as the advance guard 
of wl1ite civilization, interposing itself between the white 
frontier settlements and the warlike tribes that liYed farther 
West. In 1820 the Choctaws owned and lived on about 15,000,-
000 acres of land in Missi ippL The white man wanted these 
lands. The United State , under pressure from the white man, 
prevailed upon the Choctaws to enter into a treaty whereby 
they conveyed to the United State about 4,000,000 acres of 
their land in l\Iississippi for 22,000,000 acres, which constitutes 
at the present time a large portion of the State of Oklahoma, 
but which was at that time a wild, unsettled land, except that 
it was occasionally occupied and hunted over by the fierce and 
warlike tribes tllat made their homes in this far western 
counh·y. The 22,000,000 acres coinpl"ised not only the Choc­
taw and Chickasaw Nations as known to Oklahomans, but it 
also comprised all that part of the pre ent State of Oklahoma 
west of the couutie. of Grady, Stephens, and Jefferson and south 
of the Canadian River. 

Under the provisions of this treaty the Chocta" retained 
11,000,000 acres in Mis is ·ipp!, and it was also pro-vided that 
the heads of families residing on the 4,000,000 acres ceded to the 
United States should haYe the right to select 1 square mile of 
land, including their then residence. In 1825 the United States 
prevailed upon the ChoctmYs to enter into another treaty, by 
the 11l"OYisions of which the United States acquired the addi­
tional 11,000,000 acres of land belonging to the Clwctaws in 
1\Ii sissippi. It does not appear that the United States gave 
the Choctaws any consideration for this additional land, but 
the Choctaws diu not remo-ve to their reservation in Okla­
homa. They continued to reside in Mississippi. In 1830 the 
United States prevailed upon the Choctaws to enter into still 
another agreement-commonly known as the Dancing Rabbit 
treaty. It wm: provided in this b·eaty that the Choctaws 
should be removed from their homes in Mississippi to the re.Ser­
Yatiun in Oklahoma, but all those \Tho did not choose to move 
were permitted to remain, and by informing the Indian agent 
of their intention, each head of a family was to receiYe 640 
acres of land, each child residing with the family oYer 10 years 
of age was to receive 320 acres of land, and each child under 
10 J·ears of age was to receive 160 acre of land. There were 
about 19,000 members of the Clloctaw '.rribe at that time. Ap­
proximately 15,000 of them mo-ved to their ne\Y homes in the 
:West and 4,000 remained in Mississippi. 

It seems that the United States had an agent in 1\Iississippi 
at that time by the name of Ward, a drunken and irresponsible 
party, and though these 4,000 Choctaws who remained notified 
him of their intentions, he failed to keep a record of the num­
ber ·o notifying him \Tith the exception of 143. It seems that 

the record· of these 143 was kept by cutting notches in a 
stick and other equally crude methods. So the final re. ult was 
that only 143 heads of families out of the 4,000 Indians "\\ho 
remained in Mississippi secured the land -proviued for them in 
the treaty. Every fair-thinking man will agree that a great 
outrage '-vas perpetrated on those Choctaws who remained in 
Mississippi and were not permitted to receive a patent to their 
land as provided in the h·eaty of 1830. But who is to blame 
for that? Certainly -not the Choctaws \Yho went West. The 
United States was to blame because it had as its agent au incom­
petent and drunken man. The outrage \vas so apparent that 
Congress passed an act immediately-! believe it was in 1842-
giving those Choctaws in 1\Iissis ·ippi, \Yho did not get their land, 
scrip which authorized them to L:'lke land in three or four 
adjoining States. One of the conditions of the grant of scrip 
was that before it could be used the In<lians must move to the 
Choctaw Nation in the West. Three thousand eight humlretl 
and eighty-five Indians received scrip under this act. The weak 
point in connection with this act . was that it did not make 
the scrip nontransferable, and a lot of enterprising grafter··, 
as usual, got hold of the Inuians, took them to the Clwctaw 
Nation West where they recei-ved their scrip and immediately 
took back to Missi ·sippi such as wanted to return and pur­
chased practically all of the scrip. So the Inuians were cheated 
again. Certainly, the Oklahoma Choctaws ought not to have 
their moneys taken from them because the Hssissippi Choctaws 
did not get their land and were chiseled out of their scrip. 

In 183i:i the United States leased from the Choctaws 11,000,000 
acres of land lying south of the Canadian River and west of 
the ninety-eighth meridian-the western boundary of the old 
Chickasaw Nation-for the purpose of locating thereon till'~ 
Kiowas and affiliated bands; ,' 80,000 was paid for this lease. 
In 1866 the United States entered into another treaty with the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws, agreeing to pay them ~300,000 addi­
tional for an absolute title to this leased di trict, but resened 
the $300,000 and agreed to use it to remoye the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw freedmen. As usual, the United States failed to 
comply with the pro vi. ·ions of this treaty, left the freedmen in 
the Choctaw and Chicka aw Kations, and finally compelled the 
tribes to allot each of them 40 acres of land. 

The United States, in all of the treatie · with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws, agreed to protect them from the encroach­
ment of noncitizens, but this provision also it failed to kee}) 
and white noncitizens continued to moYe into the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations until 1896, \Vhen there "\\ere, perhaps, 10 non­
citizens to 1 Indian liYing in the two nations. These non­
citizens were without any kind of goYerlllllent, had no schools 
except such as they maintained by Yoluntary contributions. This 
condition brought about . nell agitation that in _1893 tlte Unite!l 
States created what is known as the Dm...-es Commission for 
the purposes expressed in the act, which provides: 

But said commissioners shall, howe>er, ha•e power to n!'gotlate any 
and all such ag1·eements a , in Yiew of all the circumstance:; atieding 
the subject, shall be fonn1l requisite antl suitable to :uch an arrange­
ment of the rights and interf'st and affairs of Slll'h nation:;, tribes, 
band , or In1lians, or any of them, to enable the ultimate c.:rt~ation of 
a territory of the nitefl tates with a view to the admission of the 
same a a State in the "Cnion. 

~'he commission went to the Indian Territory an<l began its 
negotiations. A contro...-crsy arose as to who were melllbet·s .of 
the tribes. Some ~erson. residing in and others out. i<le of the 
Territory claimed to be citizens and their claim \-ras •leniell 
by the tribes, so in 1 96 Congrc · · proYided : 

That said commis ion is furthl'r authorized and. 11irecte<l to proceed 
at once to hear an<l determine the application of all pen:ons who maJ 
apply to them for citizenRhip in any of sai1l nations, anu after suen 
hearing thl'y shall determine the ri~ht of such applicant to be so ad­
mitted antl enrolled: Pro~:idcll, 1101ccrcr, That :;uch application <;hal\ b f• 
made to such commL·sionerR within thrN• months aftet· thP- pa:;-age or 
this act. The aid commis:;ion shall uecitlc all such application· within 
90 days after the same shall be math•. 

The Unitetl State. thereh~- took from the tribe.<:; the right to 
make their o'Tn rolls of citizenship and assumed the right to 
muke the rolls for them. The roll was m:ule, fit·st, hy the 
Dawes Commission aiHl :uh equently, on appeals from the com­
mission, by the Unitetl . 'tnte:s courts located in the Indian Ter­
ritory. By act of l\I:1y 31. 1900, specific proyb;ion was maue 
for the enrollment of the ::.\lis ·is ·ippi Choctaw·. It was there 
enacted: 

Prol/idccl, That any l\li:sissippi Choctaw 1lnly itll'ntifietl as snd1 by 
the t;nitetl .·tates Commission to the :F'iYe Cidlizt•ll TrliJ<'s shall ba,·c 
the right. at any time prior to the appro>al of the final rolls of the 
Choctaws antl Chickasaw:; by tht> !4ecretary of the Interi01·, tu mak•· 
settlement within the Choctaw-Chick:-u-:aw countt·y. an1l on proof or 
the fact of bona fifJe :;pttlement may he enrol!ed by the saitl l"nitetl 
States commis. ion antl by the Secretary of the [ntcrior as Cboctuw5 
en titled to allotment. 

Cong-ress again, hy the n<'t of .Tuly 1, H:lO:::!., :-o;ection -n, vro­
Tidetl for the enrollment of the l\li:;~L ·sippi Cho<:ta m::;. From 
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1830 to 1896-a period of 66 years-the Mississippi Choctaws 
hall a right, under article 14 of the treaty of 1830, to remove 
from Mississippi to the Choctaw Nation, and ·something like 
3,400 did remove and take up their residence in the Choctaw 
Nation. All who removed wer;e allotted land in the Choctaw 
Nation. The Choctaw Tribe in Oklahoma did not in any way 
attempt to prevent their removal. On the contrary it did 
everytllillg it could to get them to come West and reunite with 
the tribe. it admitted everyone who did move West and ~ppro­
priate<l ruonPy out of the tribal b·easury to assist some in 
lllOYing 1\rest. · 

C'.!.RE EXERCISED TO PROTlllCT MIS-SISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 

From 18D6 when the Government of the United States took 
mYny from the Choctaw Nation the right to make its cwn roll 
of citizens and assumed that duty, until March 4, 1907, when 
the rolls were fuial1y closed, two acts were passed, as I have 
sho\\n, providing for the identification and enrollment of the 
lUis issippi Choctaws and their removal to the Choctaw Nation, 
:m<l the United States appropriated many thousands of dollars 
:rnu sent many agents to Mississippi to hunt up, identify, and 
r emo ·c the Choctaws still there to the Choctaw Nation. Dur­
i ng this period 1,660 moved West, 420 of them at the expense 
of the United States, and every one of them received an allot­
ment the same as native Choctaws and Chickasaws. Now, 
after all these opportunities extended them to voluntarily re­
move West, and all these efforts on the part of the Choctaw 
Nation and the United States to induce them to remove West, 
1,202 yet remain in Mississippi. 

THIS .·oT AN EFFORT TO SECUBE LAND FOR MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 

If the lands of the Choctaws were not all allotted and 1f 
i t were possible to remove these Mississippi Choctaws to the 
Choctaw Nation and allot them land, we would not be bothered 
with this contest. It is not an effort to secure land for them; 
it is an eiTort to take money that belongs to the Choctaws in 
Oklahoma and pay it to the Choctaws in Mississippi; an effort 
to t urn t11en1 over a large sum of money in order that they may 
be grafted out of it again. 

PROll£SE BY UNITED STATES TO PAY TRIBAL FUNDS TO Il\'DIANS. 

In or<ler to induce the Choctaws to abolish their govern­
ments, which were established immediately on their removal 
from l\li is ippi in 1830, to surrender their system of holding 
land in common and each individual Indian to take a certain 
amount in seTeralty, the United States, in 'Various acts of Con­
gress relating to these tribes and treaties made with them, 
promised and agreed that all funds and royalties arising by 
reason of the sale of unallotted lands and from timber and 
mineral rights should be paid out and distributed among the 
members of the tribe. It was provided in the act of :June 28, 
1898-

That whenever the me~bers of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes 
shall be required to pay taxes for the suppOTt of schools, then the 
fund arising from B-uch royalties shall be disposed of for the equal 
benefit of their members (freedmen excepted) in such manner as the 
tribes may direct. 

And, again, in the same act-
It is further agreed that all of the funds invested in lieu of invest­

men t, treaty funds, or otherwise, now held by the United Stat'es in 
trust for the Choctaw and Ch.ickasaw Tribes, shall be capitalized within 
one year after the tribal goyernments shall cease, so far as the same 
may legally be done and be appropriated and paid, ·by some officer of the 
Umted States appointed for the purpose to the Choctaws and Chicka­
saws (fret.>dmen excepted), per capita, to aid and assist them in improv­
ing tht.>ir homes and lands. 

An<.l a like provision was carried in section 17 of the act of 
April 26, 1906. 

FINAL CLOSING OF THE ROLLS. 

Congress also provided in these various acts and treaties for 
the final closing of .the rolls of these tribes. In the act of March 
3, 1901, it was provided: 

'.rhe rolls made by the Commission to the Five Clvilizeu Tribes, when 
approved by the Secretary oi the Interior, shall be final, and the persons 
whose names are found thereon shall alone constitute the several tribes 
which they r epresent ; and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 
and dil'ected to fix a time by agreement with said tribes or either of 
them for closing said rolls, but upon failure or refusal of said tribes 
or any of them to a.gr~e thereto, then the Secretary of the Interior shall 
fix a time for closing said rolls, after which no name shall be added 
thereto. 

And, again, in the act of July 1, 1902, it was provided: 
SEc. 28. The names of all persons living on the date of the final 

ratification of this agreement entitled to be enrolled as provided in 
e:.ection 27 hereof shall be plac.ed upon the rolls made by said commis­
sion, anu no child born thereafter to a citiZ"en or freedman and no person 
intermarried thereafter to a citizen shall be entitled to enrollment or to 
participate in the distribution of the tribal property of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. 

And, finally, Congress epacted that the rolls should be closed 
on March 4, 1907, and required the Secretary of the Interior to 
print the roll in a permanent record book and deposit one copy 

in the office of the recorder in €ach of the recording district · of 
the Indian Territory for inspection, and constituted the same 
evidence of citizenship in the tribes. 

. THE .RIGHTS Oil' THE MISSISSII!PI CHOCTAWS. 

I have called attention to these various b·eaty stipulations and 
acts to disclose the care and patience with which these rolls 
have been made and the efforts, both on the part of the Choctaw 
Nation and the United States, to have the Mississippi Choctaws 
reunite with their tribe and participate in the distribution of 
b·ibal property. Article 1.4 of the treaty of 1830, by virtue of 
which whatever right, legal, equitable, or otherwise, the Missis­
sippi Choctaw claim is urged, reads as follows: 

Each Choctaw head of a family being desll:ous to remain and become 
a citizen of the States ~;;hall be permitted to do so by signifying his 
intention to the agent within six months from the ratification of this 
treaty, and he or she shall thereupon be entitled to a reservation of 
one section of 640 acres of land, to be bounded by sectional line-s of 
survey; in Hke manner shall be entitled to one-half that qliantity for 
each unmarried child which is living with him over 10 years of age ; 
and a quarter section to such child as may be under 10 years of age; to 
adjoin the location of the parent. If they reside upon said land intend­
ing to become citizens oi the State for five years after the ratifiration 
of this treaty, in that case a grant in fee simple shall issue; said 
reservation shall include the })resent improvement of the head of the 
family ·or a portion of 1t. Persons · who claim under -this article shall 
not lose the privilege of a Choctaw citizen, but if ihey ever remove are 
not to be entitled to any portion of the Choctaw annuity. 

It is under the last clause of this article o:f the treaty that their 
rights .are m·ged. The cia use .reads : 

Persons who claim under this article shall not lose the privilege of ·a · 
Choctaw citizen, but if they ever remove 2.re .not to be entitled to any 
portion of the Choctaw annuity. 

It is perfectly apparent that in order to participate in the 
distribution of the Choctaw tribal property under the provisions 
of this article of the treaty, the Mississippi Choctaws would ha\e 
to remove to the Choctaw Nation and take up their re~id€-nce 
with the tribe. Any other construction would be an oub·nr:e <JD 
common sense. To permit those Choctaws who remaiu ·o;l in 
Mississippi and separated themselves from their tribal brPthren 
to -share equally with those Choctaws who left their hom,~:-l, the 
graves of their ancestors, and civilization itself and movel1 'n:' t. 
SUITounded by tribes of hostile Indians, and there built up a new 
civilization, would be nothing less than an outrage. It 1~1i~ht 
as well be contended that if all the Choctaws had remairwt r in 
Mississippi they woUld have been entitled to lands in the W t~ 
Such a construction would be in direct conflict with the pl'ovi­
sions of article 2 of that treaty, which provides: 

The United States under a grant specially to be made by th£> I're. i­
dent of the United States, shall cause to be ·conveyed to the Cl.Jtwtaw 
Nation a tract of country west of the Missis!;;ippi River in fee siruple to 
them and thell: descendants, to inure to them while they shall exi.' t as a 
nn.tion and live on it. 

And this same !)rovision was carried into the patent executed 
by the President to the Choctaw people. They were require(l to 
live on the land. It can not be contended-and I do not nnder­
stand that it is -contended-that the Choctaws in Missi ssippi, 
under the provisions of that treaty and of the patent, lmYe a 
right to participate in the allotment of the Choctaw lamls. 
But the claim is made that they are Choctaw Indians. r.rhi s is 
not denied ; that they ha-ve been euchred out of then· property 
back in Mississippi, and this is not denied ; that they are poYerty 
sb·icken, and this again is not denied. But these contentions 
do not constitute a just claim for a part of the proceecffi of the 
Choctaw tribal property in the West which they had no _pm't m 
acquiring and which would have been forfeited had all the 
Choctaws acted as they did. 
CONDITIO::</S ON WHICH CHOC'rAW INDIANS COULD PARTICIPATE IX DIS­

TRIBUTIO~ OF TRIBAL FUNDS. 

In order to participate in the distribution of tribal property 
two conditions must be found to exist; First, the person . o .en­
titled must be a member of the tribe by blood, marriage, or a<lop­
tion, and his name must appear on the tribal roll; second, he must 
reside with the tribe on its reservation. 

It has always been agreed that an Indian, like a citizen of 
any other country or nation, could expatriate himself am1 lo e 
his tribal status by abandoning the tribe, remo\ing from the 
reservation, taking up his residence and becoming a citizen of 
some othe1· State or counh-y. If the facts in any case ~ver 
disclosed that such a situation existed, it certainly is di dosed 
in the case of the Mississippi Choctaws. ' 
FUNDS SUFFICIENT LEFT TO PROTECT 1\IISSISSIPP~ CHOCTA'\YS Ali'TER 

MAKINO THIS PAYMENT. 

There are appro:rimntely 20,000 Choctaws anu 7,000 Chi.eka­
~aws who will receive a per capita payment unCler the pr,,vi­
l;ions of this bill, and it will require about $6,000,000 to D!lY the 
Choctaws and $1,400,000 to pay the Chickasaws, ::tppToximately 
$7,500,000 'to make the payment provided for. The..re were n few 
more than 300 Inui::ms-Choctaws and Chicka ~aws-enrolled 
by the Sixty-third Congress, after all of the lands of the twa 
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tribes had been allotted. In lieu of the allotments that the 
acknowledged members received and which were estimated to 
be of the average value of $1,041 each, provisibn was made 
that those so enrolled should receive, in lieu of the allotment, 
money in double this amount, or $2,082 each. I~ it should be 
fin ally decided that $2,082 each should be paid to the 1,252 
Choctaws in Mississippi, the amount required to make the pay­
ment would be $2,606,564. 

In order to present this matter to the Committee on Indian 
Affair , when this provision was under · consideration by that 
committee, I called personally on the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and asked him to give me a detailed and itemized state­
ment of the funds held by the United States to the credit of 
these two tribes jointly and severally, together with the esti­
mated value of such property held by them, not yet disposed of. 
Umler date of January 19, 1916, the Assistant Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, l\fr. Meritt, submitted a letter, accompanied by 
a detailed statement giving the moneys on hand and the esti­
mated value of the property yet to be disposed of. His letter 
to me ~nu the statement accompanying the letter are as follows: 

1HY DEAR MR. THO:UPSO~ : In compliance with your informal request 
concerning the tribal lands and funds of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations, there are trun ·mitted herewith a statement showing the tribal 
funds in the Uniteu States Treasury and in banks in Oklahoma to the 
credit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and a statement showing 
the estimated value of the un old Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal land 
and other tribal properties. 

It appears from said statements that tbe· total funds to the credit 
of the Chickasaw Nation is $1,922,110.48 ami that the total funds 
to the credit of the Choctaw Nation is ,432,353.24, making the 
aggregate fund of the Choetaw and Chickasaw Nations $9,354,463.72. 

It appears from the report of the Superintendent for the Five Civi­
lized Tribes that the deferred payments on the Choctaw and Chicka­
saw tribal lands heretofore sold approximate $6,000,000. 

The total estimated value of the unSQld land and other property of 
said nation approximates $16,149,491.23. Thus the total ~ds and 
other property of the Cbo~taw and Chickasaw Nations approximate 
$31,503.954.95. 

Very truly, yours, E. B. MEIUTT, 
Assistant Commissioner. 

Ftmd.~ of Choetato lfation. 
(Dec. 15, 1915.) 

Fulfilling treaties with Chedaws, Oklahoma __ _____ .:_ ___ _ 
Interest on Choctaw general fund--------------------Choctaw orphan fillld_ ____________________________ _ 

Interest on Choctaw orphan ftllld-------------------Clwctaw s-chool fun() _______________________________ _ 
Interest of Choctaw school fund---------------------Choctaw 3 per cent fund ___________________________ _ 
Interest of Choctaw 3 per cent fund ________ -----------
Interest on Choctaw moneys on deposit in banks _______ _ 
Judgment, Court nf Claims, Choctaw and Chickasaw 

Nations-----------------------------------------
Indian moneys, proceeds of labor : Choctaw cattier tax _____________________________ _ 

Choctaw right of waY---------------------------Choctaw royalties, gra.zing, etc _________________ _ 
<...'hoctaw tone and timber _____________________ _ 
Choctaw town lots _______ . _________ _: ____________ _ 
Choctaw unall~tted lands, etc_ _________________ _ 

$42,080.00 
3.76 

39,710.69 
7,942.16 

49,472.70 
9,894.56 

241,949 13 
40,M5.51 

311,376.88 

86.08 

1,006.42 
6, 521. 18 

436,928.72 
38,967.85 
41,322.95 

2, 092, 811. 52 

Balan ~e in TreasurY------------------------------ 3.360,620.11 
In Oklahoma banks----------------~---------------- 4.071,733.13 

Grand total---------------------------------- 7,432,353.24 
Funds of Chickasaw Nati{)11t. 

Chickasa. w national fund ______________ -------------
Interest of Chielu:saw national fund------------------
Intert>Ht on Chickasaw moneys on deposit in banks __ .:. __ _ 
Indian money!'l, proceeds of labor: 

Chickasaw right of way·--------'----------------Chickasaw royallies. grazing, etc ________________ _ 
Chickasaw stone and timber ___ __________________ _ 
Chickasaw town lots_ _____________________ _ 
Chickasaw unallotted lands, etc _________________ _ 

$152,629.56 
11, 69L 98 

104,722.41 

11,747.61 
133,723.42 
12,668.53 
10,593-.84 

340,694.16 

Balance in TreasurY-------------------------------- 776,471. 51 In Oklahoma banks ________________________________ 1, 143, 638. 97 

Gra~d total __________________________________ 1,922,110.48 

Estimated. value of ChoctatO and OhickasatO trH)al Zand and other tribal 
property. 

215,203 acres segregated coal anu asphalt land, esti-
mated value of urface of 215,203 acres-----'------'-- $1., 847, 604. 09 

Estimated value of coal deposits and asphalt deposits in 
431,080 acres segregated area __ .:.. _________________ 12, 319, 000. 00 

823,521.84 acres tribal timberland, estimated value of land and timber _____________________________ ____ 1,806,887.14 
25,600 aeres other surplus unallotted tribal land_______ 75, 000. 00 
Unsold town lots---- ··---·-------------------------- 51,000. 00 
Other tribal propertY------------------------------- 50, 000. 00 

Total estin:ate of unsol-d property _____________ 16,149, 491. 23 
Deferred payments on Choctaw and Chickasaw laud here-

tofor-e sold, approximately __________ :_____________ 6, 000, 000. 00 
Total funds and other property of Choctaw and Chicka-

saw Nations, approximately _______________________ 31, 503,954. 95 

After deducting the $7,500,000 necessary to make the per 
capita payment provided for in this bill there will yet remnin 
in the hands of the ·united States moneys and property to the 
amount of $24,003,954.95 out of which the $2,606,564 gratuity 
-could be paid to the Choctaws in Mississippi if this or any sub· 

sequent Congress ever sees fit to perpetrate on the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws of Oklahoma such an outrage. · 

Mr. Chairman, while it is admitted that Congress has the 
power to take this amount of money from the Oklahoma Cho.c­
taws and give it to the Choctaws in Mississippi, it is submitted 
that it has no right to do so, and if it is done it will be another 
blot on the treatment of a helpless and dependent people by the 
Government such as it has not been guilty of toward any other 
race or people. Might never makes right, and I have an abiding 
faith that in the end justice will triumph. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit in conclusion that a great injustice 
is being done the Chodaws and Chickasaws by withholding 
this payment. Oklahoma is a new State. Its people are made • 
up largely of the pioneer class-poor, but brave and honest. 
For this reason money is scarce and the bank deposits are 
small. Being a new State, and just beginning its man-elous 
development, and the demand for money being keen, intereJ t 
rates are high; so high, in fact, that if they were rnentionetl, 
the l\lembers of this House from the North and East would be 
startled. It is not fair; it is not just; it is not right to hold 
$7,500,000 of Choctaw money and $2,000,000 of Chickasaw 
money in the Treasury of the United States and pay the Indians 
from 2 to 4 per cent interest on it, while these same Indians are 
compelled to borrow money at a rate of interest from five to 
ten times those rates. Congress can not perform a greater act 
to a neeuy, helpless, and dependent people than by providing for 
this per capita payment. 

1\lr. !\fORGAN of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the REoor.n. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 

gentleman from 1\fississippi [l\1r. HM~RISON] how ma1;1y spe~es 
remain to be made on his side? 

l\1r. HARRISON. Three speeches on our side. One of our 
speakers, the gentleman from Minnesota [1\fr. l\irLI.ER], has gone 
out, but will return soon. 

l\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I would like the gentleman to 
dispose of one of his speeches, since we have the close anyway. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairm.an, if there is no 
further debate, let us have a Yote. 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman from l\Iis­
sissippi not desire to debate it any further? 

l\Ir. HARRISON. No; I ask the gentleman to use some of his 
time. 

The CHAIRMA..l~. If there is no further discu sion, the ques­
tion will be put. 

l\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. How does the time stand, l\Ir. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma has 25 
minutes, and the gentleman from Mississippi has 29 minute . 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I think the gentleman from 
Mississippi, in view of the fact that he is going to have three 
more speeches, should use some of his time now. He has more 
time than we have, and we have the closing. 

l\fr. QUIN. l\fr. Chairman, I make the point of no quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The ·gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

QUIN] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will count. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. l\Ir. Chairman, I hope the gen­

tleman will withdraw that point. 
The CHAIRMAN (after ·counting). One hundred and seven 

Members are present~a quorum. If there is no further discus­
sion upon this amendment--

l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. In that case, l\fr. Chairman, I 
ask for a vote on the question. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. l\1r. Chairman, the gentleman from Vu·­
ginia [1\fr. S.A.UNDERS] a few moments ago, in presenting this 
matter, said that the Indians in l\lississippi had received each 
640 acres of land and that they had received scrip. 

1\fr. SAUNDERS. No; will the gentleman pardon me? I 
said some of them had received land, and those that had not 
received land had received scrip. 

Mr. HARRISON. That statement very clearly illustrates the 
mi information that gentlemen who oppo e my amendment have 
on thLc;; question. The facts about that matter are these: Wl1en 
the treaty of 1830 was signed, containing the foru·teenth article. 
giving the Missis ippi Indians the right to remain in l\lissi · ippi 
and take up these allotments, the Government sent a man by the 
name of Ward down there supposedly for the purpo e of allow­
ing those \Yho desired to avail themselves of the fourteenth 
article to do so; but, mind you, only 143 of them received patents 
to thi. · land, whereas the fact shO'i'i', and all the gentlemen who 
hav-f' investigated this matte1· -will concede it to be true, because 
the facts are uncontradicted on the proposition, that there were 
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hnndre<ls of them who went to Ward and tried to make applica­
tion for allotment under article 14 of the treaty who faile<l. to 
do so. Why, sirs, the facts show that " 7ard would get drunk, 
would keep no recorcts, was a disreputable individual, destroyed 
.what application he did take, and at times even made sha"Ving 
paper out of the applications. HLo::; actions · were inexcusable 
and cost hundreds of Mississippi Choctaws their allotments 
under this article. No; the gentleman is "Tong; only 143 ac­
tually received their patents. 

1\lr. NORTON rose. 
1\fr. HARRISON. 1 <:an not yield to the gentleman. I am 

sorry I ha"Ve not th9 time. Talking about the scrip, that scrip 
was i sued on this condition, that one half of it was to be given 
to the l\Ii i sippi In<.lian in Mi sissippi before he left for the 
Indian Territory and the other lmlf to be delivered to him when 
he O'Ot to the Territory. Therefore the Indians . who did recei"Ve 
anyo scrip went to Oklahoma and are now a part of the tribe 
there. Consequently none of the Indians in Mississippi have 
1:eceived the scrip, unless it wer.e some wandering fellow who 
came back because the attorneys of the tribe drove him back; 
and later on I will show this committee where and how 'they did 
drive them back. 

Mr. Chairman, Ire erve the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman used 2 minutes of his 29. 
l\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. How does the time stand now, 

l\Ir. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAl'l". The gentleman from Mississippi lias 27 

minutes and the gentleman from Oklahoma 25 minutes. 
l\1r. CARTER of Oklahoma. The gentleman from Mississippi 

still has more time than we have. Will the gentleman use some 
more of his time? · 

l\Ir. HARRISON. There is no one in the Hall at this moment 
to whom I can yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no fm:ther debate is desired, the 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. C~illTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, of course if the 
gentleman from Mississippi does not care to proceed any fur­
ther at this time I am ready to take a "Vote. 

l\fr. HARRISON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
1\linnesota [l\Ir. l\1rr.r.Eu], who I see has just come into the Hall. 

l\Ir. MILLER of Minnesota. 1\Ir. Chairman, unfortunately I 
haYe been temporarily absent from the Chamber during the dis­
cussion which has just occurred, and therefore am not advise<l 
as to wlmt has already been stated. Therefore I am somewhat 
in danger of making a possible re11etition of arguments that 
have been presented already. 

The subject of the Mississippi Choctaws is one to which, as 
the l\Iembers of the House know, I have given a good deal of 
study and personal attention during a period of tlu·ee or four 
years. It is one of the largest and. most important Indian 
questions that exists in the country. To my mind it is one that 
should no longer be postponed to some future day, or put off 
to some indefinite time, but should be seized hold. of by Congres. 
and disposed of for all time. 

After the discussions and uebates that have occurred in this 
Chamber during the last three consecutive years, I think there 
can exist in no man's mind the slightest doubt but that the 
Indians known and described as the Mississippi Choctaws suf­
fered a very serious and great injustice at the hands of the 
United States Government on account of the action of the duly 
accredited agent of the United States Government. The wrongs 
that were then committed have never yet been repaired. 

I do not share the feeling expresseu by some who disc-ussed 
this matter before the committee when I was a member of it, that 
great blame rests upon the Choctaws now resident in Oklahoma. 
They have some obligations in connection with this matter, which 
obligations they lJave always hitherto recognized, even to the 
extent of inviting theil· bretlu·en remaining in Mississippi and 
unprovided for to journey to the Eden-like land of what is now 
Oklahoma, an<l share with them the property in that region 
which became theirs. l\Iany of them did not go because they 
could not go. Some of the provisions in bills that I have no 
doubt haye been cited here already contemplate that the Indians 
in l\li ·sissippi shall journey over to Oklahomn, become members 
of the tribe in Oklahoma and share in the property of the whole 
tribe there; but no provision was made for their migration over, 
excepting on one occasion, when the sum of $20,000 was appro­
priated, which was totally insignificant for the purpose. That, 
llmYever, '\vas not the fault of the Choctaws in Oklahoma. I 
<lo not think that I have ever yet formulated into words the 
exact conclusion '\vhich I myself have reached on this que tion. 
I haye he. itated about expre. ing it, because of the nah1ral 
feeling that I am far from· certain an<l convinced that I am right, 
although I feel in my own mind that I am right. 

The main wrong \Yns committed· by the "Cnited State GoYern­
ment. The wrong when committed shoUltl b righted by the 
wrongdoer. After going oYer the records of all the year I can 
not in my own mind find \Vhere the Clwcta'\\· in Oklahoma have 
been responsible for the wrong exc pting in one instance, and 
that instance was when an action was brought in the name of 
the Choctaws resident in Oklahoma against the GoYernment of 
the United States, and a recoYery had for the wrongs that were 
admittedly done to the Chocta'\Y · in l\lis is ~ippi, and the money 
that was reco\ered was paid, not to the Choctaws in l\fis ·issippi 
but to the Choctaws in Oklahoma. It i not, perhap. , quite fair 
to say that it " ·as paid and went to the tribe of Choctaws in 
Oklahoma. As a matter of fact, a court was established, which 
court picked out the beneficiaries to receiye the amount appro­
priated to pay the judgment, and as anybody can ascertain who 
looks at the record, there probably \Yas a miscaniage of a large 
part of the fund. 

1\fr. NORTON. 'Viii the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. l\1ILLER of l\flnnesota. I haYe only a moment. 
l\lr. NORTON. 'Vas any ·of that mon y paid to the l\li is­

sippi Choctaws? 
l\Ir. MILLER of l\linnesota. Some of it was paid to l\Ii. sis­

sippi Choctaws then in Oklahoma, but, as far as I could get 
information fl·om the In<.lian Office, or from any other source, 
none of it was paid to an Indian re ident in Mi sissippi. 

I am not in favor of opening up the rolls of the Five Civilize<l 
Tribes. -Some people have thought that I have been in favor of 
that because of the "re11ort whicll I wrote and which was adopted 
by the subcommittee. I do not think any member of that sub­
committee that joined me in the report was in favor of opening 
up the rolls of the Five Ci-vilized Tribes. 'Ve simply recog­
nized -that a '\Yl'On~ had been done tbese Indians, and that it 
ought to be righted. The main wrongdoer is the United States 
Government. As partial wrongdoers, the Choctaws of Okla­
homa ought to assume their part of the burden and make it good. 

Not all those who claim to be l\fi si~sippi Choctaws are sucll. 
and those who are not Mississippi Choctaws should not enjoy 
any of the benefits of any remedial legislation. There are some­
thing like 22,000 to 28,000 who claim that they have a right to 
share in any beneficial legislation that may be enacted. I do 
not belieYe there are any such number as that. In fact, I doubt 
if there is a number greater than 2,000. It may be le s than 
that. I know there is a roll in the Indian Office to-day, that 
was prepared under the direction of the Dawes Commission, to 
ascertain who \Yet·e the full-blood 1\fissis ippi Choctaws entitled 
to share ns such in any di tribution of property or wealth that 
may be made, and the number on that roll is about 1,900. 

So I haYe belieYeu, and I firmly now believe, that this Con­
gress at this session or some other session should make up its 
mind to dispose of the Mississippi Choctaw matter once and for 
all. They thought they had dispo ed of it in 1858 when they 
authorized the suit to which I haye already called attention, 
but by reason of the lack of familiarity, I am willing to say on 
the part of Congress, with conditions in the Southwest-because 
at that time conditions were little known in the Indian coun­
try-there was a substantial miscarriage of justice. Therefore 
it seems to me that we should a certain who are full-blood l\1is­
sissippi Choctaws who were defrauded out of their rights guar­
anteed to them under the treaty of 1830. 

l\.Ir. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. MILLER of Minnesota. I will. 
1\fr. NORTON. Does the gentleman take tllis position-that 

the full-blood Choctaws who resi<.led in l\Iis issippi who haye 
failed to remoYe to Oklahoma are, under the treaties, entitled 
to a share equal with the Choctaws in Oklahoma in the property 
and funds of the Oklahoma Choctaws? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not believe any such thing. 
There are some who maintain that, but I do not. I do not think 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] for a moment 
suggests that the Choctaw Indians in l\fis issippi are entitled 
to all the rights that have been given to the Choctaws in Okla­
homa to share equally in their property. If he did, he would 
llave to haYe them all allotted, and some other things. 
· l\1r. NORTON. · That is the position I tl1ink the gentleman 
from Mi sissippi takes. 

l\Ir. l\IILLER of Minnesota. I <lid not know that he took that 
position, but I would not join him in that. There are Indians in 
l\1i sissippi, some in Louisiana, some in Texas belonging to tl1e 
original parent ban<l of Choc-taws wh0 eleeteu under the treaty 
of 1830 to remain where .their ancestors had always Jived, 
a .. election which was given to t_hem by the terms of the treaty; 
un<l without that election the treaty never would have been 
made. They elected to remain, but by the treatment they re­
ceived at the hands of the GoYernment agents they were pre­
yented from securing lands guaranteed by the treaty. Therefore, 
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that f:>eing the basis Of wrong, I · think Congr.ess sho'uld take 
proper steps to right it, and I do not think it would run into any 
large sum of money. · 

l\Ir. CARTER of Oklal1oma. 1\-Ir. Chairman. we will use the 
balance of the time on this side in one speech. 

l\1r. HARRISON. 1\-Ir. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [M:r. MANN] such time a:':! he may want. 

M'r. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote, for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from l\1issiBSippi [Mr. HARRISON], 
although I do not think that it offers an ideal s~Jlution of the 
problem. He can nat offer _ an ideal solution of the problem 
under the rules of the House at this time, but has offered 
an amendment which is a limitation on the appropriation made, 
because that is the only amendment he can offer. 

What is the situation? ·we have a large fund in the Treas­
ury belonging to these Choctaw Indians. They have consid­
erable property in addition, which sooner or later will be sold. 
The Oklahoma Indians claim all of the money and the prop­
erty, and the Choctaw Indians of Mississippi claim that they are 
entitled to participate in the funds. There are a great many 
old claims floating around this House based upon old Indian 
treaties, and every little while we pay out a large sum of money 
upon one of these old claims. Usually we pay it out of the 
General Treasury because there are .no funds left over whlch 
the dispute arises. . 

What will we do here? What we ought to do, as it seems to 
me, is to pay the Oklahoma Choctaws the amount of money 
they are now asking for, and at the same time refer the claims 
of the Mississippi Choctaw to the Coru·t of Claims. Then if tl1e 
Court of Claims should find that the Mississippi Choctaws "ere 
entitle<! to a portion of the fund which the Oklahoma Choctaws 
claim, which still remain , or a part of it iri the Treasury, 
together with other property, the Mississippi Choctaws in tlw 
end would receive their sbnre out of tbe funds of the Indians. 
But if we refuse to refer these claims to the Court of Claims, 
in the end this is what "\\ill happen: It is perfectly plain to 
an old legislator. As soon as the Oklahoma Choctaws lmve 
received all the funds which the GoYernment has belonging to 
the Indians, both sides will then join in ·a demnm,l to right the 
"rong which my friend from Minnesota just referred to and 
to pay the claims to the Mississippi Choctaws out of the Gen­
eral Treasmy, be~ause there will be no Indian money left out 
of which it could be paid. 

If it were a . private in{]i vidual in a case like this he would 
file a bill of interpleader, . aying he had the money claimed by 
two sets of people, and h~ wonld let t11em settle up in the court 
to which it belonged. But the gentleman from Oklahoma now 
refuses at this time to ag1'ee to the proposition to let the claim 
of the Mississippi Choctaws be passed upon by the courts. Per­
sonally, with what little information I have absorbed upon this 
snbject through a series of years that it has been up, I do not 
think the claims of the l\lississippi Choctaws are gootl. [Ap­
plause.] I think the Court of Claims 'Yil1 find against them, but 
I am quite certain that after the ::u{)ney is all gone it never will 
be referred to-the Court of CJnims but we will then be told how 
dreadfully tl'lese Indians have been treated by the General Gov­
ernment and how "e should recompense them out of the General 
Tre..'1SUl"S". 

1\lr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yieltl? 
l\lr. l\f.Al\TN. Yes. 
Mr. NORTON. Does the gentleman know of any bill that has 

been introduced by any of the dele~ation from l\lissisrippi to 
submit this matter to the Coru·t of Claims? 

1\!r. MANN. l\1r. Chairman, I can not see that that is a per­
tinent question, with all tlue respect to the gentleman from 
Nort11 Dakota. I can not see what difference that makes. We 
are acting upon this subject now. The gentleman has not intro­
duced a bill, although he is on the Committee on Indian A.fi'airs; 
and I do not criticize rum for that; but the only way we will 
ever get a solution of thi.:; proposition in tile interest of the 
people of the United States, as distinguished from the Indians 
who are in dispute, is to force tbis into the Court of Claims, aml 
the only thing we can do now which tends to bring that about is 
to agree to the IlmTison amendment. 

If this committee or this House will agree to the Harrison 
amendment. you can be sure that when this bill becomes a law 
it will provide two things: First, for the payment of the money 
they are now asking for to the Oklal1oma Choctaws ; and, sec­
ond, a reference <Of the Mis issippi Choctaw's claim to the Court 
of Claims, 'Where it can easily be determined before they expect 
to get the balance of the money. That is the sensible thing 
to <lo. I do not know whether Congress or the House, in view 
of the frailty of us all, antl the very active lobbyir..:; tllat bas 
been going on on this claim both inside and outside of the 

halls of this House, can be influenced by anything tha.t can 
be said here, or thnt anything that can be said will have 
any very great weight, but it seems to me that we ought to 
guard to some extent the Treasury of the United Sfutes, and 
before we have paid out all of the money uetermine whethe-r 
the l\Iississippi Choctaws have a just cJnim. In my judgment 
the court will :fin(] that they have no claim, and if we can get 
a deciSion of the Court of Claims to that effect we will new:r 
have to pay their claim. If we do not get snell a decision, in 
the end we mll pay it out of the money belonging to o11r own 
constituents. [Applause.] 

1\lr .. GARTEn of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Chairman, does the gentle-­
man :from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL} desire to use some time? 

l\Ir. CAl\IPBELL. I understand the gentleman from Okla­
homa r:Mr. CARTER] to state that there would be onl~one speech 
more and tbat that would be made by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. FERBrs]. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahama. I did say that there wouhl be 
only one, bu.t the gentleman from lUississippi [Mr. HAmnso::<r] 
suggested that I get the gentleman from Kansas to n ·e five 
minutes. · 

l\!r. C.c\1\IPBELL. If it is agreeable to the gentleman from -
1\Iississippi--

lUr. C.ARTER of Oklahoma. I do not wa!' ': to do tllat, be­
cause I expect it woul£1 not be quite agyeeabie to the gentleman 
from Illinois [1\Ir. l\1ANNJ. · 

1\fr. 1UA.....~. Mr. Chairman, I bave no objection, altlwugh I 
do not like to have gentlemen sny that there will be but one 
speech, with no illtention of keeping the agreement. 

1\Ir-. C.AlUPBELL. Mr. Chairman, there will be only one 
speech, so far as I am concerned. I have spbken upon thL~ 
subject so many times for so many years that I can easily re­
frain from discussing the matter at this time in violntion of 
any agreement made on the floor. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the sngge tion was made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [lUr. HARmsoN], and thnt was why I made it. 
There will be only one speech upon our side, Mr. Chairman. 

The CRA.IRi\:1...-\N. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog­
nized for nine minute . 

1\!r. HA.RRISOX 1\Ir. Chairman, I did not expect to say any­
thing more on this question, as I thought the gentleman from Jlli­
nois [1\lr. MANN] might utili?.e the bafance of the time. I agree 
with him t110roughiy that if this money is now distributed among 
the Indians of Oklahoma, in the course of time the GoYernment 
of the United State.:; "ill have to respond to the Indians of 
Mis issippi. In the elosing argUIIlent that will be delivere..l by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [l\1r. Fmmrs] in this discussion­
and I have heard the speech so often that I know praeticnlly 
what he is going to say-I hope gentlemen of the committee 
will not be influenced by any pietnre which he may draw, to 
the prejudice of the 1\lississippi Chodmvs, of some six negro 
conYiets in Oklal1oma who were used as witnesses in order to · 
get some claimant upon the rolls of the b·ibe. I heard bim 
mn.ke that aegurnent before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
antl I think it is the argument of an amateuris~ lawyer before 
an ignorant jury. I know that you gentlemen of good judg­
ment aml sound. reason will not allow such an argument as 
that to influence you if he should so far forget hlms~ as to 
make it. If be does make it, remember that they live in Okla­
honrn, they are used by Oklahoma attorneys, and in bebal:t of 
Oklahoma clailllitnts. It is n<>t all of the claimants who are 
claiming rights for enrollment in the Choctaw Nation whom we 
desire to see enrolled. There are thousands of them who lla ve 
no right to enrollment, but there are hundreds of fnll-bloocleti 
Choctaw Indians. of the same blood and kith and kin as the 
Choctaw Indians of Oklahoma, who to-day roam the wilds of 
Mississippi, fishing in the waters of the Tallahalla or hunting 
in the forests of the Okahay, who ought to be taken care of 
by tl1is Congress. 

In 1 !>8, after the decision in the Jack Amos case, which was 
rendered by Judge Clayton, a little territorial ju{fge in Indi-an 
Territory, and after the decision of the Dawes Commission that 
gentlemen haYe talked about had been rendered-both of th€m 
in 1 !)6 and 1 97-the CongreRs of the "United Stutes passed a 
law requesting the Dawes Commission to look into the status of 
these l\Ilssissippi Choctaw claimants and report lm.ck to Cou­
gress immediately. The Dawes Commission, notwithstandiug 
the decision they had formally rendered, as well as tile Cla;ytou 
de<::ision, nmong other things, said in their report: 

It seems to thE> eommissi<•n that the importance of a correct uech•lon 
of this question both as to the Mississippi Choctaws n.nd the Choetaw 
Kl'l.tion JU tifies a provision for a judicial <lecision in a ca e prcl'viueu 
for that purpose. They therefore sug.,~st that in proper fom1 jurisdic­
tion may !Je given the C'lurt of Claims to pass judicially upon this que::;-
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tion in a suit brought foo.· that purpose by either of the interested 
parties. 

And acting on this report in part, Congress passed the Curtis 
. Act of June 2 . 1898, directing the Dawes Commission to go to 
' .Mississippi and identify the Mississippi Choctaws. There was 

:mother provision incorporated in this act, saying that no provi­
sions of this act shn.ll in any way affect the rights of the Missis­
sippi Choctaw. Acting under the provisions of this law, Mr. 
McKinnon, one of the commissioners, >.·ent to Mississippi and 
identified about 2,500 Mississippi Choctaws. This roll excluded 
about 1,100 Mississippi Choctaws whose names are not now on 
the final rolls of the tribe. 

They thought that they were there. 'l'hey had as much" right 
to be there as any Oklahoma Choctaw Indian. But tllev are not 
there. Th~re has been no reason advanced why they should not 
be ·th..!re. They are of the same kith and kin as these Indians 
in the djstrict of my friend. They can not show any reason why 
they should not be enrolled. "Ah, but," they say, " they ought to 
have moved to Oklahoma and they have failed to do it." Let me 
tell you what the facts are in this matter. It is borne out in the 
brief that was vresented by Senator OwEN when he was attor­
ney for these Indians. He said that these full-blooded Choc­
taws o:.: Mis issippi went to Oklahoma; that in many instances 
the a.ttorueys representing the tribe procured injunctions against 
theL and prevented them from taking up their allotments. 
They coi11d not stay out there under the circumstances and l1ad 
to return to Mis issippi, where they had friends, and for doing 
that my friend there, the gentleman from Oklahoma [Ur. 1\foR­
OAN], knows that these attorneys, 1\Ic.l\!urray, Mansfield, and 
Cornish, under the contract they had with the Choctaw Nation, 
receiYed a fee of $750,000, which was a fee based upon contin­
gencies and the condition that the more they kept off the rolls 
the higher the fee was to be. '.fhat is the way they treated these 
poor Choctaws from Mississippi. 

These gentlemen say that under the treaty they had to go 
West, but when they did go West they \Vere met by some sharp 
attorney of the nation, who used all the weapons of the law 
to prevent them from being enrolled. And again, sirs, in 1903, 
after the 1\lcl\lurray Act of Congress was passed that restrictetl 
the rights of the Mississippi Choctaws, that limited their rights, 
while ostensibly being pas ed for their benefit, Congeess said, 
"'Vell, we are going to try to get these Indians over to Okla­
homa," and a provision was written into the law appropriat­
ing $20,000 to take these Mississippi Choctaws that bad been 
identified over to Oklahoma. Do you know how much that 
$20,000 \\ould do? Why, we appropriate hundreds of thou­
sands of dollars in this very bill for carrying Indian cllildren 
to the schools and back. That $20,000 only carried 2G3 of them 
from :Mississippi to Oklahoma, and in doing it there was a deficit 
created of $1,000. That was the only money that Congres 
appropriated to carry these poor Indians over into Oklahoma. 
And, mind you, under the restricted law passed in 1902 that my 
friend will talk about, that restricts their rights, there were 
only 17 days' notice given to these Indians. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
they live in five counties, miles and miles apart; they live in huts 
and in valleys and in woodlands; they are far separated from one 
another; they can not read nor write; they are ignorant, and 
notices to them meant nothing. But it was impossible within 
the time of the notices-from July 27, the day they were poste<.l, 
to August 14, when they were to be in Oklahoma-to get ready 
and depart. Then, too, the $20,000 could not have carried any 
more than dill go, as $1,000 deficit was created in carrying the 
263. Gentlemen, I submit to you that the Congress of the 
United States has never been fair with these Indians. The 
laws which have been passed by Congress have restricted their 
rights. 

If under the treaties and iaws they should have moved to 
Oklahoma, I submit to you that the Government of the United 
States bas not appropriated the money to pay their transporta­
tion expenses, and I submit to you that the Choctaw Nation, 
through its attorneys, has neither dealt fairly, justly, or hon­
estly ·with them. They got them there and -then kept them, by 
injunctions and otherwise, from the rolls. These Mississippi 
Choctaws are good people. They are Indians. Do not be mis­
led by men saying that they are half-breeds and negroes and all 
that. Why, I presume that upon the rolls of the Choctaw Tribe 
to-day they have men without a drop of Indian blood who will 
get their per capita payment if this provision should become a 
Jaw. The people you ought to take care of, whom we ought to 
legislate in behalf of, are these full-blood Choctaw Indians, who 
have just as much right to enrollment as the Choctaws who 
left Mississippi and went to Oklahoma. And, mind you, too­
l have only a minute of time remaining; I must be brief-in 1881 
the Choctaws in Oklahoma sued the Government of the United 
States for wrongs committed against the Mississippi Choctaws 

back in l\Iis issippi; and <lo you know that the Indians in the 
Sta~e of my friend [Mr. FERRTS] got a judgment of $8,000,000 
ag:un t the Government of the United State· for wrongs ('Olll ­
mittetl not against them but n"ninst the In(lians of 1\Iissi ippi, 
ancl there were ~3,000,000, aftf>r nll e:xpen es were paid, which 
was tlistribntetl among the members of the Choctaw Tribe in 
Oklaho~a? - None of it went to the Indians in 1\1issi ippi, antl 
I subm!t to you that they llave never receiYed n.nythiug from 
the Gon'rnment, and it is time that something; should. be done 
for them. I appeal to you to help them. [Applause.] 

The CHAIR!\1Al'l. The time of the gentleman has eXJ~ireu. 
:Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. l\fr. Chairman, how much time 

haYe I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma has ~5 

minutes remaining. 
l\Ir. CAUTEil. of Oklahoma. l\fr. Chairman, I yield 23 min­

utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [l\Ir. FEnms]. 
Mr. l!'ERRIS. Mr. Chainnan and gentlemen of the committee. 

I apologize to you gentlemen to-day l>ecanse Oklahoma Jtus 
consumed so much of the time of :aouse this year, last 3·ear, 
and the year before; but I must in fairne s to my elf I nn1:st 
in fairness to my State, I must in fairne s to almost ll~lf of aU 
the Indians in the Republic who lh-e in my State, say that thi3 
row is not of om· choo ing. ~·he gentlemnn from Missis::;ip11i 
[Mr. H.AnmsoN], able, genial, courageous, a-nd 'varm-henrted, 
tells you one thing and tell. yon "·hat be thinks you ought to do. 
The Oklahoma nepresentatiYes, " ·ith all the earnestness that v .. -e 
han~. tell you that you . honlll do another thing. Under such 
a state of facts, why would it not be the <lecent thing to do to 
see what the Federal court, to see what the Dawes Commi sion, 
to see what the Secretary of the Interior, to see what the Com­
mittee on Indian Affair;;, hertued by the chairman, JoHN STE­
PHENs, say, who really know :omething about it, who are really 
nonparti an, who are really not affected in any way, and ·I 
shall vrocee<l to tell yon what they hold_. If the Mis issippi 
Choctaw Indian hnYe any right, it is under the fourteenth arti­
cle of the Dancing Rabbit treaty. There is nn agreed statement 
of fact •, as far a· that one proposition is concerned. 

l\1r. CA.l\IPBELL. May I intHTU!)t the gentleman? 
Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 
l\lr. C.Al\IPBFJLL. May I call the attention of the gentleman 

from Oklnhomn to the fact that this is a unanimous report 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs? · 

l\Ir. FERRI . It is. '£hat is Yery true, and after n Jong 
hearing. And it wn tl1e opinion of the Indian Committee last 
year, and the :rear before, and the year before that, antl each 
yenr for nine con ecntive years. 

l\lr. HARRISON. Will the gentlen1an yield? 
l\Ir. FERRIS. I will. 
Mr. HARRISON. l\lay I ask if in the Si~-ty-second Congre. s, 

n committee compo ed of lHr. l\In.LER, Judge RussELL, and 1\lr. 
SMITH of New York, disintere ted per~ ons, <lid not unani­
mously report in faYor of the Mississippi Choctaws? 

l\Ir. FERHIS. They did not. Thnt was only a subcommittee, 
and t~1e report referred to was turned down flatly by the full 
comnuttee. So there can be no question nbout that. 

Let me IeaYe oue worcl with you on the historical phase of 
the que tion. You nre entitled to know it all. In 11820, 18,000 
Choctaw Indinn · liYe<l in Mississippi. AH but . 4,000 of them, 
under a treaty, moved west to Oklahoma, pur uant to a tt·eaty 
stipulation, and did what the Government wanted them to <lo. 
Four thou anct of them remained in l\Iissi s ippi to receive 
what? To n~ceiYe whnt nrticle 14 proceecletl to give them: 
and that was 640 ncres for every head of a family, 320 acres 
for every child oYer 10 years of age, un<l 160 acres for every 
child undet· 10 years of age. I open the book, gentlemen of the 

_committee, and I show you the nmnes, in Indian, of eYery one of 
the 4,000 that receiYecl their land or the land crip that Con­
gress gave them. They recein~fl it. There was no mythology 
about it. They received it, an<1 if you get part No. 4 of the 
bearings before the Indian Committee for this 3-·ear you will 
fiml that the Indian Office states that they got it; that they 
receiYed it; hn<l there is no que tion about it. 'Vhere diu the 
Government err? 

The Government nllowetl the e fourteenth-nrticle claimants · 
who remained, at the eml of five years, to haYe their re trictions 
remon~d. and they proceeded to sell and <lis ipnte theh· Janus, 
and are now "broke" Indians. 'l'he Oklahoma Choctaws are 
not to blame for this, an<l never were to blame. Of the 4 000 
that remained, 143 families, embodying about 400 or 500 pe~ple, 
got the full amount of lnntl under the 640-acr provision in the 
fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830. There nre the names 
of those who got land scrip in lieu of land. Their names are all 
in the hearings. These names are from Indian Office files. 
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'J'hey are all available or I -n·oulU in. ert them in the RECORD at 
length. _ 

From 1830 to 1842 all but 700 journeyed to Oklahoma. Each 
and every one of them were promptly adopted and became full­
fledged Oklahoma Choctaws. This thing happened 98 years 
ago. For 60 years-from 1830 to 1893-every Mississippi Choc­
taw was welcome to come to Oklahoma, and by removing to 

klahoma and enrolling became an Oklahoma Choctaw and 
received his full quota of the land and money in Oklahoma, 
notwithstanding he had already received his patrimony in Mis­
si. ·. ippi. The Oklahoma tribes passed resolutions beckoning 
them to come, and Congress appropriated $20,000 to bring them, 
from l\lississippi to Oklahoma. Still they would not come­
at least 700 of them would not. Then, what happened? I hope 
the committee will follow me. It means a great deal to my 
. 'tate; it means more to the Indians; it means Congress ought 
to <lo f·un justice to a people that they have been operating on 
themselves for nearly a hundred years. What did they do? 
They 11assed the Curtis Act, creating the Dawes Commission. 
The President appointed three eminent lawyers to go down there 
n nd do wha-t? To make these tribal rolls. A Member of the 
House, ttie Bon. HE. DERSON 1\f. JAcow.A.Y, of Arkansas, was· the 
. ·ecretary of this Dawes Commission. From 1893" to 1907, a 
period of 14 years, the e rolls were in the hands of the Govern­
ment, and they were beckoning and trying to get the Mississippi 
'hoctaw Indians to come there and enter on the Oklahoma rolls. 

They would not· come; they did not come ; and they will not 
come to-day. They are still in Mississippi. 

What happened? In 1842 President Tyler is ued a patent to 
tJ1ese Indians. I have that provision here. Let me read it. 
Th e people have held a patent to their lands since 1842, a 
period of more than 70 years. They have · held a patent from 
the Government of the United States, the Oklahoma Choctaws 
haYe, for three-quarters of a century, and still by an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [1\fr. HARRISON], that 
has the approval of no one but himself, bears the approval of no 
committee, of no Indian Commissioner, of no Secretary of the 
Interior, asks this House to <lo what? To do the revolutionary 
thip.g of turning the hands of Indian history back 100 years. 
Let u5 see wbHt the patent says. Here is a clau. e in the patent 
is. ued in 1842 by President Tyler to the e identical Oklahoma 
Choctaws: 

'l'hat the United States of America, in consilleration of the premises, 
aml in execution of the agreement and stipulation in the aforesaid 
treaty. have given anu granted, and by thPse presents do give and grant 
unto the said Choctaw Nation the aforesaiu "tract of country wE>st of 
the J!ississippi"; to have and to hold the same, with all the right~, 
privileges, immunities, and appurtenances of whatsoever nature there­
unto bE-longing, as intenrle'l " to be conwyed '' by the nloresaid article, 
"in fee ::;imple to them anu their uescendants, to inure to them, while 
they shall exist as a nation and live on it" liable to no transfer or 
alienations except to the United States or with their consent. 

l\lr. THOl\fPSON of Oklahoma. W.ill the gentleman permit 
ju ·t a question? I want to ask the gentleman if the Choctaws 
wlto went \Vest had remained in l\Iississippi, like the l\1ississippi 

hocta "·s, \Youlu there be any land out there for anybody? 
:\Ir. FERHIS. Surely nof; and, more than tl1at, if they had 

moved a way even after they established residence on the land 
they woulu l1ave lost their title. 

Still, in the face of all this, my able, genial, and delightful 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. lli.ruusoN] would have you do for 
t-he people who disobeyed the treaty something he would not do 
for those who obeyed the treaty. 

::\Jr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FERRIS. I can not yield. '£he gentleman has had four 

or fiye speeches, and I have only a short time. · 
He would have the people who do not live on the land to-day, 

who do not propose to ever live there, take this property away 
by a rc\olutionary and undigested amendment, indorsed by no 
one, bearing the favorable consideration of no department or com­
mittee. How many can there be who are williug to work so much 
mischief and do so much injury to our Oklahoma wards, whose 
only crime was to do always what the Government desired. 

But Jet me proceed a little further. I told you a few minutes 
ago that when a controversy comes in before this House busy 
Members can not .run down all the details. The proponents of 
this claim contend that these people ought to be enrolled, but 
I beg of you to agree with us that neither in law, equity, or 
morals they should not 1Je, and are not, entitled to be enrolled. 
The Federal court, Jm;tice Clayton sitting, acted upon this iden­
tical question, and I pr~sent to you the decision of the court in 
the Jack Amos case. I have the decision right here, reported in 
One hundred and ninetiet.h United States, page 873. 

But let me first give you the facts, as I will not have time to 
read the whole <'ase. Jack Amos in 1896, before these rolls 
\Yere closed, and 96 others, full-blood Cho_ctaws, then residing 
in :Mississippi, came before the Dawes Commission and said-

what? They said that under the fourteenth article of the Danc­
ing Rabbit treaty they were entitled to participate and be en­
rolled and still remain in 1\lississippi. They there contended 
exactly what the gentleman from Mississippi now contends. 
Thei_r contention is identical. Now hear what the court says; 
hear what Judge Clayton, a Federal judge in the Federal court 
appointed by the President, and not under local influence not 
a Territorial court, says. ' 

l\Ir. 1\I.ANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yielll there? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 

to the gentleman from lllinois? 
l\fr. FERRIS~ Yes. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. What doe~ the gentleman mean by a " Fetlera.l 

court"? 
1\lr. FERRIS. A regularly constituted Federal court, whicl~ 

by Congress was given final jurisdiction to pass upon these rolls. 
_Mr. SAU~DERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will ])er­

mit me, I w1sh to say that, as showing that he occupied that re­
lationship to the Federal Government, an appeal -was taken from 
his decision to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

l\!r. FERRIS. Precisely. Now let me read to you wl1at the 
court says. I read : 

I am disposed to the opinion, however, anu will so bold that th~ 
des~endants of the :\Hssissippi Choctaws, by virtue of the fuurteentl; 
artie!~ ?f the. trea~y Clf 1830, arc entitled to all of the rights of Choc­
taw Cltlzensh~p, With all of the privileges a!id property rights mcident 
thereto, pro.vl~ed. t~ey have renounced their allegiance to the sover­
eign.ty of MISSIS~IPPI by moving into the Choctaw Nation in good faith 
to hye upon their l~nds, ren<;wing their allegiance to that nation. and 
putting themselves ~ an attitude whereby they will be able to share 
ID the buruens of their govern~ent. Tl!e reason for this conclusion is, 
to my mind, made morally certam when It is remembered that ever since 
the treaty of 1830, now for the period of nearly G7 years, with the 
e:rceptlon of the past 2 or 3 years, the Choctaw Nation, by it. legisla­
tive enactments, and by its acts so long continued that by custom they 
have become crystallized into law, have universally admitted all who 
should remove to this country and rehabilitate them iu all of the riQ'hts 
and privileges of citizenship enjoyed by themselves. o 

Now let me read the concluding paragraph. Let me ~:ead to 
you what he finds. Remember that this is the Federal court 
talking. This is not the gentleman from 1\fissi sippi. 'l'hJs is 
not the opinion of any Member of Congress from · Oklahoma. 
This will not be a misleading ·tatement · it will be a safe au-
thority to follow. ' 

Mr. 1\LlliN. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there'l 
l\Ir. FERRIS. Yes. 

. l\Ir. l\Lli~. Was this Judge Clayton a United State district 
JUdge or a Territorial district judge? . 

~Jr. FERRIS. He was a United State uistrict ju<l~e, ap­
pomted by the President for Indian Territory. He was also 
given final jurisdiction of these cases. 

l\lr. 1\IANN. Appointed for life? 
l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. He was appointed by the Presi­

dent and confirmed by the Senate. 
1\lr. MANN. I am sure tl1e gentleman is in error. 
1\lr. DAVENPORT. 1\fr. Chairman, if my colleague will yield 

to me for a moment, I will answer the gentleman's question. 
1\fr. FERRIS. Yes. I can not understand what difference 

it was whether for four years or for life be was a Federal jud"'e 
and he did decide this case. '"' ' 

Mr. DA. VENPORT. Judge Clayton was appointed for four 
years. We had only an Indian Territory. We had only a Fed­
eral court. We had no State or district court. 

Mr. l\iA1'\fN. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma to the fact that this was before Oklahoma was 
admitted to statehood, and consequently it must have been a 
Territorial court. That juuge was not a United States Federal 
district judge. 

1\lr. FERRIS. Congress gave him final jurisdiction. He was 
appointed by the President of the United States. He of course 
was assigned to a Territory, but that. did not make bim a Ter: 
ritorial court at all. Let me read what he belds. I hope the 
House will hear this. It is important enough. .He says : 

To permit men with, perchance, llut a strain of Choctaw blood in 
their veins who 65 years ago broke away from their kindred and their 
nation and during that time, or the most of it, have been exercising 
the rights of citizenship and doing homage to the sovereignty of an­
other nation, who have borne none of the burdens of this nation, and 
have become strangers to the people, to reach forth their bands from 
their distant and alien home and lay hold of a part of the public do­
main, the common property of the people, and appropriate it to their 
own use would be unjust anu inequitable. 

Now, listen. I reau: 
It is, therefore, the opinion of the court that absent Mississippi 

Choctaws are not entitled to be enrolled as citizens of the Choctaw 
Nation. 

The action of the Dawes Commission is the1·efore affirmed, and a. 
decree will be entered for the Choctaw Nation. 

l\lr. \VOOD of Indiana. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield there for a question? · 

The CHA.IRl\.IAN. Does the gentleman· yield? 
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1\Ir. FERRIS. Yes. 
1\Ir. WOOD of Indiana. The gentleman says that decision 

was appealed from? 
1\Ir. FERRIS. Yes. From that decision Jack Amos and his 

fellow Choctaws in Mississippi appealed to the Supreme Court. 
You will find it in One hundred and ninetieth United States. It 
was dismissed by the appellants and became a final judgment. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. The gentleman does not intend to say that 
the Supreme Court settled the merits of the case? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not yield to the gentleman from 1\Iissis­
sippi, 1\fr. Chairman. He makes too many speeches and inter­
rupts without permission too frequently. The Supreme Court 
was interrupted in its duty by the appellants dismissing their 
own case, which shows they, at least, were willing to abide the 
decision of the lower court. 

1\Ir. DAVENPORT. It did settb the principle that Congress 
by legislation gave Judge Clayton of that court the right to pass 
upon it. It settled the contention that Congress had that right. 

Mr. FERRIS. 1\Ir. Chairman, it would take hours to present 
this case adequately, and I am trying my best to present it in 
25 minutes. 

1\Ir. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a moment? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 
l\1r. BUTLER. The gentleman can probably shorten his speech 

- a little bit by the an wer which he can give to the question I will 
propound. 

l\Ir. FERRIS. Certainly; I yield. 
Mr. BUTLER. The question I wish to ask the gentleman 

is this : Has anything happened to change the minds of men 
on this question? 

1\Ir. FERRIS. Yes; two things. The Secretary of the In­
terior has again reported that these rolls should not be 
opened, and the Committee on Indian Affairs has made n 
unanimous report that they should not be opened; and there is 
no minority report, and there is no minority vote. [Applause.] 
If there ever was a case of res judicata by courts, by cabinets, 
by commissioners, by Congress, it is this one. Still it comes 
here. Still the gentleman from Mississippi will every year put 
on this vaudeville and take up the time of the House. After 
60 years they asked that these rolls remain open to ali that 
would come to Oklahoma. Fourteen years the Congress of the 
United States held these rolls open and they came not. Con­
gress said to the Oklahoma Choctaws, "We will enroll your 
people if you will move here," but they refused to move. It 
has been tried in the courts, it has been tried before the Dawes 
Commission, it has been tried before three Secretaries of the 
Interior. President Taft wrote an open letter on this proposi­
tion, saying that these rolls should never be reopened. Presi­
dent Roosevelt, President Wilson, Secretary Fisher, Secretary 
Ballinger, Secretary Garfield, Secretary Lane, and four Indian 
Commissioners have all -refused to agree with the contention of 
the gentleman. This Congress has voted upon it five or six 
times. Still the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] 
injects it in here again. l\Iight we not in good humor, but in 
earnesteness, ask when will this fiasco end? 

Again I apologize to the House for consuming so much tim~ 
on Oklahoma matters, but this is distinctly not of our choosing. 
Our State was made the assembling point for all the Indians 
in the Republic. They were most all brought there together. 
These Oklahoma Indians are entitled to their peace. They are 
entitled to their own money that Congress and the Atoka agree­
ment agreed to give them. Article 14 of the Atoka agree­
ment said, We will pay you for your surplus land within a 
year after we collect it. The Curtis Act said, section 19, We 
will pay you your money as soon as we collect it, or within a 
year after it is collected. Last summer I went to a Blue and 
Gray reunion right over in the midst of these people, and I 
saw a once proud people, the Oklahoma Choctaws, reduced to 
chain harness and rags as they drove in to attend that reunion, 

- and this while the Federal Government holds on to their mil­
lions and refuses to give them their own money. They have 
their allotments, but they have little or nothing in the way 
of houses. They have no teams to work with, they have no 
implements to work ·with.' Still the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HAmusoN] comes in with his so-called limitation, and 
proposes to limit this payment until all the negroes and mixed 
breeds can have their case tried by the Court of Claims. Such 
a course is unjust. It is unfair. It will teach a proud people 
to hate their Government for .broken and blasted faith. 

How much time have I, l\fr. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN (:Mr. FosTER). ·The gentleman has five 

minutes. 
1\Ir. FERRIS. There is a reason for all this noise, and a 

good one. Sometimes we can observe the reason for unreason-

able requests, but how fortunate are we to-day. I hold in my 
hand the printed copy of the hearings before the Indian Com­
mittee for the House for this year. Here is the picture of Nelson 
Durant, a full-blood negro who has had ser-vice in the Okla­
homa penitentiary, who e lapel number is 803. I exhibt to you 
the picture of another negro, Ben Grayson. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is his number? 
Mr. FERRIS. His lapel number is 1739 in the Oklahoma 

penitentiary. I hold in my hand the picture on another full­
blood negro whose lapel number is 6087, and still another who e 
lapel number is 6069 in the Oklahoma penitentiary ; still an­
other one whose lapel number is 6422. In 45 of these enroll­
ment cases where the evidence was taken in 1\Iu kogee this 
summer, that negro, Alec Nail, appeared 33 times as a wit­
ness to swear people onto the rolls who are no more Indian 
than I am an Indian. Another one, Web ter Burton, appeared 
20 times. W. 1\L James, 5 times. Let me read what the Gov­
ernment inspector says about this, on page 59 of the hearin(l' in 
his report. I will show you a little later what is O'oing on 
down in l\1ississippi as well as in Oklahoma. I will show you 
why there are so many people who want these rolls opened. 
Listen to this inspector : 

I find that the affidavits filed in support of practically all of the c 
Choctaw cases were made by the professional negro wltnes es, Webster 
Burton, Alec Nail, and William James. These negroes followed no 
other occupation for months, and were in constant attendance in the 
Muskogee office of 1\ir. Ballh~ger, prepared at all times to make their 
thumb marks upon and swear to every affidavit prepared and put before 
them by Mr. Ballinger's associates in this office. These witnesses were 
paid from 50 cents to $2.50 each by every applicant for whom th y 
made an affidavit, and exacted a promise of additional consideration 
fTom many. I obtained exhaustive statements from each of these negro 
witnesses, and I attach complete copies of such testimony. 

The affidavits of these witnesses as they appear attached to the 
applications filed by Mr. Ballinger are relied upon to prove that tiro 
applicant is of Choctaw blood, purporting to show clearly the ancesb.·y 
from which this blood was derived, identifying, by roll number, many 
alleged blood relatives who were enrolled as Choctaws by blood, and 
going into detail as to why sueh applicant had failed of enrollment by 
the Dawes Commission. With not one exception, every affidavit filed by 
Mr. Ballinger in support of the petitions of these so-called Choctaws 
by blood. purporting to have been executed by these witnes , is fal e 
in its entirety. '.rhese negroes testify, in the first place, that they had 
not known one of the applicants before they met such applicant in Mr. 
Balllnger's office at the time they made the affidavits. 

This is Mr. William L. Bowie, an inspector of the Indian 
Office, who is making this statement. He has no local interest, 
is doing his duty, is doing a great service. These cases are­
made by the professional negro witnesses, Webste1· Burton, Alec Nail, 
and William James et al. 

Alec Nail appeared in 33 out of 45 cases. William James 
was another convict. Let me ju t di sect this Government re­
port and show what is going on down there: 

These negroes followed no other occupation for months, and were 
in constant attendance in the Muskogee office of Mr. Ballinger, pre­
pared at all times to make thdr thumb marks upon and swear to every 
affidavit prepared and put before them by Mr. Ballinger's associates in 
this office. 

They can not read a word. 
These witnesses were paid from 50 cents to $2.50 each by e-very ap­

plicant for whom they made an aflidavit, and exacted a promise of ad­
ditional consideration from many. I obtained exhaustive statements 
from -each of these negro witnes es, and I attach complete copies ot 
such testimony. 

It is· all in here. 
The affidavits of these witnesses, as they appear attached to the ap­

plications filed by Mr. Ballinger, are relied upon to prove that the ap­
plicant is of Choctaw blood, purporting to show clearly the ancestry 
from which this blood was denved, identifying, by roll number, many 
alleged blood relatives who were enrolled as Choctaws by blood-

What would they do in the Court of Claims with four ex­
convicts appearing to swear men's property away for 50 cents? 
Listen to this : 
and going into details as to why such applicant had failed of enroll­
ment by the Dawes Commission. 

Let us see what the reply is. Here is 1\lr. Bowie, continuing: 
With not one exception, every affidavit filed by Mr. Ballinger in 

support of the petitions of these so-called Choctaws by blood, purport­
ing to have been executed by witnesses, is false in its entirety. 

They impeach themselves in the first question in every in· 
stance. 

These negroes testify, in the first place, that they had not known 
one of the applicants before they met such applicant in Mr. Ballinger's 
office at the time they made the affidavits. 

I wish I could read the rest of it or I wish the House could 
read what we heard before the Indian Committee. 

l\1r. CARTER of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman know what 
will be the fees of this firm of which l\1r. Ballinger is a member? 

l\1r. FERRIS. I have the statement right here. It is ap­
proximately over $4,000,000. I will print a statement of their 
fee so the House can know what a diabolical scheme this is. 
This whole matter ought to be presented to the Federal grand 
jm·y, and the Indian Office ought to do it. 

I 
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Lee's proposed sale of 40 per cent of his individual shares, or f~e. is 

figured as follows : 

Less 

2, 051 persons. 
$3, 000 Value of individual share. 

$6, 153, 000 Total value of shares of 2,051 persons. 
40 per cent basis of fee. 

-----
$2, 461, 200 E timated fee. 

487 persons. 
$3, 000 Value of hare. 

$1, 461, 000 'l'otal Yalue of shares of 487 persons. 
12?; per cent basi£ of fee of Ballinger & Lee. 

-----
$183, 023 Total estimated fee of Ballinger & Lee for 487 

persons. 

1, 200 per~ons. 
.'500 Ballinger & Lee's fee per person. 

-----
$600. 000 Total t'stimat{'d fee for 1,200 -persons. 

$~,461 , 200 
183,023 

$u00,0UO 

$3. 244: , 223 Total of Balllng:er & Lee's fee. 
$150, 000 Bstimated expense of collection. 

$3,094,223 
4fi per cent with which assistance was contracted. 

$1, 392, 400 Estimated cost of assistance. 

$3. 094, 223 Net fee. 
Les. 1, 392, 400 Cost of assi. tance. 

2) $1, 701, 823 Net fee to Ballinger & Lee. 

$8:JO, 911 Net fee to Lee. 
40 pet· ct>n t proposed as ignment. 

$340, 36-! Fee which will go to owners of the 40 per cent to 
he ·old. 

Mr. BUTLER. Four million doll:us ... ~ 
l\Ir. FERRIS. It is estimated at that. I suitl I would tell you 

\\-hat was going on in Oklahoma. If I had the time I wou.ld tell 
you what vi·a g-oing on in 1\Ii. ·sissippi. 

l\Jr. MORGA!."'{ of Okhthoma. Some gentlemen are asking who 
J\lr. Ballinger i. . 

1\Ir. FEH.HIS. l\Ir. Ballinger is a la\Yyer here in Washington, 
\Yho \Yent down to Oklahoma and picked up t\Yo fellows who 
practice law along the same lines that he does, and they nre 
con. ·tautly at thi. ta. k. They work at it in. en son and out. They 
are rthe ones who back-fire Congressmen and who put on this 
])rogram. Another firm goes clown to l\Ii~sissippi and employs 
three negroes, one of whom has since gone to the penitentiary, 
to do the same thing in Mi:.:sissippi. Let me exonerate the 
gentleman from lUis ·i .-·ippi [l\fr. 1-Luunsox] before my time is 
gone. I know he doeJ not tand for this; but if be keeps on 
pulling in the f'ame direction much longer, he will be like the 
Iri hman wllo yoked himself up with a calf, and \Yhen the <'Ulf 
began to run nway somebody asked him where he was going, and 
he aid dnrned if he knew·, but they could ask the calf; and if 
this warm-hearted, faithful, bl'illiant Hepre entative fl'om 1\lis~is­
. ippi does not s top traveling in the same direction with these 
perjured negroes, who will perjure themselYes for . 2.50, some­
body will a k him where l1e is going, and he will not be nble to 
answer the question. This proceeding has gone on long enough. 
It i. the duty of the Hou~e to stamp it out once and for all. 
The Yote should be ·o deci ·ive that we will not be troubled with 
thi claim ewry Year. I thank tJ1e House for their attention. 

'l'lle HAillUA.N. 'l'he time of tlle gentleman has expired. 
The question i on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from 1\Ii sissippi to the amendment offered by tile gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER] . 

The que tion wa taken; and on a division (demanded by l\Ir. 
HARRiso~) there were 37 ayes and 117 noes. 

So the amendment to the amendment was lost 
l\Ir._ HARlli. ON. 1\lr. Chairman, I want to offer :mother 

amendment to the amendment. I move to strike out the figures 
"300" and insert the figures "200.'' 

'l he CIIAIHl\IArT. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read a follows : 
.Amend the amendment lJy striking out the figures "300 " anu in-

serting the figures " 200." . 
The CHAill~lAN. Tile question is on the amendment to the 

amendment. 
Tile que. tion was taken, and the amendment to the nmend­

ment was lost. 
The CIIAIUi\LA."N. The question now i. on the amendment 

offeretl by the gentleman from Oklaboma [:\lr. C~\RTER]. 
The question wa taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

l\lr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to offer this amendment at the end of the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
.Add at the enu of the amendment just adopted: 
"Provided tm·the1·, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au­

thorized to use not to exceed $8,000 out of the Chickasaw and Choctaw 
tribal fund for the expenses and compensation of all the United States 
employees for the distribution of the said per capita payments." 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I reserve a point of order to that. 
l\1r. MADDEN. l\lr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
1\Ir. HASTINGS. 'Vill not the gentleman reserve it so that 

I can make a statement in regard to it? 
l\Ir. 1\IADDEN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asked unani­

mous consent, and I objected. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. There is no more debate on the proposition. 
1\lr. HASTINGS. 1\lr. Chairman, I offer it as a separate para­

graph. 
1\lr. 1\L..\.DDEN. The gentleman asked unanimous consent, and 

I entered my objection. ..-... 
l\Ir. MANN. The gentleman from Oklahoma did not~aYe to 

a. k unanimous consent. · 
1\lr. l\IADDEN. ·But he did. Then, 1\Ir. Chairman, I will make 

a point of order against the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tlle Chair is ready to rule on this amend­

ment. The Chair thinks that it is entirely new legislation, and 
su tuins the point of order. 

l\lr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
proYiso of the amendment that was adopted and add the fol­
lowing. 

Tile CHAIRl\IAN. The committee hus already adopted ~hat, 
and it is not in oruer to trike it out. 

1\lr. KOllTOX That was the umlerstanding, that we should 
perfect this by adopting this proviso. I ask unanimous consent 
that I mu;\- offer this proviso. 

l\lr. 1\fA~~. It is stilt in order to add something. 
The CHAIHl\IAN. The Chair understood the gentleman's 

fir t offer was to strike something out of a pro"\"ision that had 
already been adoptetl. 

Mr. NORTON. 1\lr. Chairman, I move to add this DrOYision to 
the amendment already adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk "-ill repol't it. 
The Clerk read a follows: 
.A1lu to the amendment the follov;iilg: 
''Prot·illed tzwther, That the money pai<l to the em·olleu members as 

proyid('(l herein shall be exempt from any lien for attorneys' fees or other 
debts contracted prior to the pa. sage of thi;· act." 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of ~exas. I think that amendment . hould 
1)e ndopte<l, for it is for the p-rotection of the Indians. 

'l'he CHAIRl\IAl'J'. The question is on the amendment offerell 
by the gentleman from North Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment " ·as agreed to. 
'l'he Ulerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read m; 

follows: 
For salaries anll exp<>nse of uch attorneys aqd other employees as 

the 'ecretary of the Interior may, in his di cretion, deem necessary in 
proiJntc matters affecting allottees or their heirs in the Five Civilized 
Tribes and in the everal tribes of 1he Quapaw Agency, and for the costs 
and other n .~cessary expenses incident to suits instituted or conuuctcd 
by sn<'h attorneys, $85,000. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous con­
!'=ent to return to the last pamgrnph and reoffer my amendment. 
I ilaYe explained it to the gentleman from Illinois [1\lr. l\lAIJDEN] 
who made the objection, aud I think he ees dearly that it ought 
to be atlopted. 

The UHAIRl\lAJ.'J'. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unan­
imous consent to return to the previous paragraph for the pur­
po. e of offering an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
.Add t!.' the last paragraph the following~ 
"Pror·idea further, That the Secretary is hereby authorizf'd to u c 

not to exceed $8,000 out of the Chickasaw and Choctaw tribal fund 
for the expense and compensation of all Unitt>fl States employees for 
the distribution of the said per capita payment.' ' 

The CHAIR~V ... N. I s there objection to the reqne t of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

::Ur. STEPHE~S of Texas. I object. But let me ask the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, <lof'. · it come out of the tribal fund ? 

:\Ir. HAYDK~. It comeN out of the tribal fund. 
1\lr. STEPHENS of Texn . Then I do not object . 
~Ir. KONOP. I would like to ask the gentleman a que tion. 
The CH.AIRl\l..:L."\'. All debate on this paragraph has been closed. 
l\Ir. KONOP. I ask unanimous consent that I may ask the 

gentleman a question. 
The CH"'UR:\IAX. The gentlcmnn from 'Viscon. in asks unan­

imot!S consent to :.vk the gentleman from Oklahoma a question. 
Is tlwre objection? 

There was no objection. 
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1\Ir. KONOP. I would like to ask whether or not there are 
not Government agents down there that could distribute the 
money without further expense? 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. I think that is true, but this is likely to 
run through 8 or 10 months, and there would only be a few 
per ons placed upon this job, whereas if a part of their own 
fund is used to help distribute this money more quickly, be­
cause they need it badly, and need it now, they would be glad 
to have part of their fund so used. Then a great number of 
clerks could be placed on this so that the distribution could be 
made much more speedily and expeditiously. 

1\fr. HARRISON. What has been the practice heretofore 
when per capita payments are made relative to the distribu­
tion? 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. HAsTINGS] will permit me to answer that, 
I will say that it has been done both ways. Up until about 
1908 the expenses for per capita payments were taken out of 
the tribal funds, and then the Comptroller of the Currency 
ruled that that could not be done. Since that time the ex­
penses have been met from the Federal Treasury, as they will 
be met in this case, and there is not a particle of doubt that 
some new men will be put upon the work to do this, and it will 
take extra expense. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [1\lr. HASTINGS]? 

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

ment offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. HAsTINGs]. 
The amendment was agreed~to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the support, continuance, and maintenance of the Cherokee 

Orphan Training School, near Tahlequah, Okla., for the orphan Indian 
children of the Five Civilized Tribes belonging to the restricted class, 
to be conducted as an industrial school under the direction of the Sec­
retary of the Interior, including repairs and improvements, $40,000: 
Provided, That the unexpended balance of $7,500 appropriated by the 
act of August 1, 1914, is hereby reappropriated for the purchatle of addi­
tional land not to exceed 60 acres. 

Mr. 1\IANN. 1\fr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. In 
the gr~.at confusion in the Hall a moment ago I did not ask a 
question about the preceding paragraph, which I would like 
to ask at this time. Is this $85,000 which we appropriate for 
salaries and expenses of attorneys in connection with probate 
matters reimbursable to the Government? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No ; the $85,000 is not reimbursable to the 
Government. 

Mr. MA..~. Do I understand, then, that we have just voted 
to pay out about $7,000,000 to a portion of these Indians and 
that they have large sums of money left to their credit in the 
~'reasury, besicles a very large amount of land, but that when 
we do anything for them we have to pay it out of the General 
Treasury? • 

1\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague 
wm permit me to answer that, I will say that under the agree­
ments of 1898 and 1902 it is provided that certain tribal funds 
shall be used for some purposes and for no others. Those two 
agreements provide that the tribes shall pay for their schools, 
providing the amount dces not exceed the amount used in the 
year previous--

1\fr. MANN. But the gentleman and I are talking about 
different matters. I am talking about the matter in respect to 
the probate attorneys. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. No; my remarks are applicable. 
We are trying to comply with the agreements with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws and other of the Five Civilized Tribes in mak­
ing up this bill, so far as Oklahoma is concerned. The agree­
ment provides that all that money except the money used for 
schools shall be distributed per capita among the Indians. That 

ns an agreement made between the United States and the 
Indians, was adopted by the Congress, and was approved by 
the vote of the Choctaw and Chickasaw people. 

Mr. MANN. Does that agreement require the Government 
of the United States to pay for probate proceedings out of the 
General Treasury? 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. No. 
Mr. l\fANN. Is there . any reason why we should pay it out 

of the Federal Treasury when it is for the Indians and not 
reimbursable? I understand that we do a lot of probate work 
down there, but that some of it is reimbur ed to the Gor-ernment 
when the estates are settled? 

l\fr. ARTER of Oklahoma. That is tme. 
l\Ir. 1\IA.l\"'N. I that true of this $85,000? 
1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. It is not. 

Mr. 1\.IANN. Ought it not to be true? 
1\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. I think it might be reimbur eu 

from the estate that is settled, and I am glad the gentleman 
called attention to that. I think a provision might be inserted 
to that effect, because that is the same way we deal with every 
other tribe, except the Five Civilized Tribes, under the Burke. 
Act. 

Mr. 1\fANN. It seems to me that if we do that work-and it 
is probably done more cheaply by om· agent than by any oue 
else-it is proper that the estates should pay the money for it. 
- 1\fr. HASTINGS. There are some of the estates that have 

nothing out of which to reimburse. 
1\Ir. MANN. Then they would not reimburse. . 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. If there is an estate to be set­

tled by the court, there would probably be something with which · 
to reimburse the cost. 

Mr. 1\IANN. I do not object to the item. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The Burke Act provides that 

from ten to twenty dollars, if I remember it correctly, shall be 
taken out of the settlements of each probate matter, out of the 
funds after the settlement has been made, for the settlement 
of the matter by the United States Government; but the Burke 
Act does not apply to the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. 1\fA.l.~N. Ten or fifteen dollars, or something of that sort. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I think that ought to be done. 
1\Ir. MANN. In reference to this matter which is under con-

sideration, the orphan training school at Tallequah, that is to 
be made into an industrial school? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I will say to the gentleman that that is 
the purpose of it. Congress two years ago appropriated $8,000 
for the purpose of buying an additional 80 acres of land. Out 
of that $8,000, $500_ was used. Twenty acres of land were pur­
chased. There is a tract of land consisting of 20 acres whicll 
it is desired to use the remainder of this money unexpended of 
the appropriation of two years ago to purchase. . 

Mr. MANN. How much land have the Cherokees left down 
there? 

Mr. HASTINGS. None. Every foot of it has been dis-
tributed. 

1\fr. MANN. I thought they had some coal and oil lands? 
Mr. HASTINGS. None whatever. 
Mr. l\I.ANN. The moment they get all of the land away by 

allotment or sale then they come to the General Treasury and 
want u to buy more land for them. Is not that rather going it 
some? . 

Mr. HASTINGS. This is for the orphan children of tlie re­
stricted members of the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it is for the orphan children, They nll get 
their allotment. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The Cherokee Nation gave the Government 
this property of $50,000 for $5,000 a year ago. 

Mr. MANN. Possibly so, and yet they want u to pay 40,000 
besides $7,500, that is $47,500, out of the ~'reasury ·for their 
benefit right here. I do not see we are the gainers. 

llr. HASTINGS. I will say the gentleman from Illinois must 
appreciate that no better appropriations have been made than 
to protect the orphan children of the restricted class of Indians. 

.Mr. MANN. Oh, that is very true, and no better appropria­
tion can be made of the lndians' ·property than to do it. What 
we do is, and that is my complaint usually here, we go ahead 
and give the Indians all of their property and all of their money, 
and just as soon as that is done we say that we have to support 
them out of the General Treasury. Of course, there will always 
be Indian orphans as long a.s there are Indian people, and: there 
will be white orphans as long as there are white people; but 
when. we give them their money in large sums, then, as soon as 
they have it, we turn around and pay out of the General Treas­
ury and do everything which they ought to do themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ha.s expired. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I am going to say in reply 

to the gentleman from Illinois I do not desire to consume the 
time of the committee, but Congress took up this policy a 
number of years ago in reference to the Indians, and, unfortu­
nately for me, or maybe fortunately for Congress, I was not in 
Congress, and I did not have anything to do with that policy 
of Congress; but Congress has provided, however, for the dis­
tribution of all the Cherokee funds and "for the allotment of 
all their lands, and their lands have been allotted and their 
funds have been distributed just as the gentleman from Illinois 
has stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois make 
the point of order? 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. Well, I think I ought to make the point of 
order, but I will not. 
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:;\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle-

man will withdraw his point of order. · 
Mr. l\IANN. If the gentleman talks about it, I will make the 

point of ercle.r; but I withdraw the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The sum of $275.000, to be expended in the. discretion of th~ Secre­

tary of the Interior, under rules and regulations to be prescnbed by 
him in aid of the common schools in the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, 
Chi~·kasaw, Seminole, and Osage Nations and the Quapaw Agency in 
Oklahoma, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917: Provided,_That 
this appropriation shall not be subject to the limitation in section 1 
of this act limiting the expenditure of money to educate children of 
less than one-fourth Indian blood. 

~ft·. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
l\Ir. HASTINGS. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would 

be kind enough to reserve the point of order. 
l\1r. 1\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of order. 
1\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. How much time is desired on 

this, l\fr. Chairman? 
1\Ir. HASTINGS. I do not want over five minutes. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma. 
Ur. HASTINGS. l\fr. Chairman, there is this kind of condi­

tion which exists in eastern Oklahoma. There were 19,500,000 
acres, in round numbers, of Indian lands. ~ Congress has 
heard to-day, these lands by various treaties were allotted. 
Under the Atoka agreement with the Choctaws in 1897 all of 
their lands were made· nontaxable. Under the agreement with 
the Creek Indians their homesteads were nontaxable for 21 
years. The homesteads of the Seminole Indians are made non­
taxable in perpetuity. The homestead allotments to the Chero­
kee Indians were made nonta..'rab1e as long as held by the orig­
inal allottee. Now, Congress, recognizing that that would be 
an injustice to the new State, as early as the appropriation bill 
of 1907, appropriated $30.0,000 in aid of the schools in a provi­
sion in ·language similar to this provision. The same sort of 
provision was carried in the Indian appropriation bill of 1908. 
Then Congress, by the act of May 27, 1908, attempted to remove 
restrictions upon certain Indian lands and attempted to make 
those lands taxable. Suits to test the constitutionality of the 
act of 1908 were brought in the courts . . The courts ·of the State 
of Oklahoma sustained the constitutionality of the act of Con­
gress approved May 27, 1908, making these lands taxable. Ap­
peals were taken to the · Supreme Court of the United States, 
and in the leading case of Choate against Trapp, May 13, 
reported in Two hundred and twenty-fourth United States 
Reports, page 665, the Supreme Court of the Unit~d States 
held that the provision of the act of Congress makmg these 
lands taxable was unconstitutional Now, what is the result? 
Since that time, by the act of 1912, Congress appropriated $300,-
000 to aid the public schools in Oklahoma in lieu of these non­
taxable lands. By a provision of the act of 1.913 Congress 
appropriated $300,000. By a provision of the act of 1914 Congress 
appropriated $275,000, and the resolution of last year continued 
that in the appropriation of this year. ~ow, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, there are something like 2,2~ or 
2,300 of these public scheols throughout eastern Oklahoma aided 
out of this appropriation, and the Indian Department has a 
school supervisor and other officers and clerical force who are 
working in harmony with the State superintendent and county 
superintendent of schools, and these Indian children--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\1r. HASTINGS. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask for one minute more. 
·.rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Oklahoma? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HASTINGS. These Indian children are being specially 
looked after and are placed in these schools. If this appro­
priation is not made, a great many of these schools can not run 
more than two or three months in the year, by reason of the 
fact that there is so much restricted land in a great many 
of the school districts; and that is the reason why, l\fr. Chair­
man and gentlemen of the committee, that I appeal in behalf 
of the restricted Indian children of eastern Oklahoma, who 
are receiving the direct benefit of what, I admit, is a gratuity 
from the Congress of the United States, to the gentleman to 
withdraw his point of order and allow the House to have a vote 
upon this amendment. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. l\.lr. Chairman, what is the allowance that 
bas just been given by the House for a per capita to the Indians? 

1\Ir. RASTINGS. J..et me say to the gentleman from Texas 
that that applies exclusively to the Chickasaw and ChoctP.w 
Tribes. It does not apply to the Cherokees, it does not apply 
to the Seminoles, nor does it apply to the Creeks. It is a dis­
tribution of a part of their own funds to the amount which the 
gentleman has heard. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex­
pired. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I will take five minute of my own time. 
Ha>e the Cherokees, Seminoles, and Creeks had all their allot­
ments and allowances heretofore? 

l\1r. HASTINGS. I am not so familiar with the Creeh--s and 
the Seminoles. The Cherokees are now having dish·ibuted among 
them 3.30 each, which the Indian Office says is the last penny 
that is due them. · Their last foot of land bas been allotted 
and last fra-ctional piece of land sold, so that they have not a 
foot of tribal land and not a penny of tribal money. And it is 
my information that when the existing law is carried out with 
the Creeks, they will not have any, and perhaps do not have 
enough to equalize their allotments under existing law. 

Mr. CALLA. WAY. The Creeks, Choctaws, and Seminoles do 
not come within this allowance? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No, sir. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. They have had all their allowances and 

allotments heretofore? 
Mr. HASTINGS. The provision for the distribution of this 

money per capita made to-day dee.s not apply to the Creeks, 
Cherokees, or Seminoles. . 

l\Ir. CALLAWAY. The Creeks, Cherokees, and Seminoles 
have heretofore bad their allotments and allowances, and the 
Government does not now hold .anything that belongs to them? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I have answered you particularly in ref­
erence to the Cherokees. It is my information when the funds 
in the hands of tile Government are used, and when the obli­
gations of the Government are met with reference to the Creek~ 
and the Seminoles, the Government will have no funds belong­
ing to them. I would not like to say that the Government has 
no funds belonging to them. For instance, it has certain money 
with which to equalize allotments. I think that money be· 
longs, instead of to the h·ibe, to the individuals of the· tribe. 
It is like a man who has a sum of money and owes some debts. 
After his debts are paid he perhaps wi1l have uone. And that 
is what I think is true with reference to these. tribes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that they hn.ve 
not enough money on hand with which to equalize? 

Mr. HASTINGS. That is my idea. They have not enough 
money with which to equalize. I refer to the Creeks. 

l\Ir. CALLAWAY. Does your State make provision in its 
common-school system to take care of their schools, or does 
their exemption from taxation exempt them from the ben«?fits of 
the _public~school system? 

Mr. HASTINGS. No; they are not exempt from the benefits 
of it. The State goes as far as it can. It taxes what land it 
can · tax, and taxes all the property it can tax, and Congress 
by the act of 1908 said that a lot of this land should be taxed, 
and the State supreme court upheld the act of Cong1·es~, but 
when it came up to the Supreme Court of the United Stntes 
that court said that this act of Congress making these Indi...'ln 
lands taxable was, in violatio~ of the treaties and agreements 
made with the several tribes, unconstitutional, and since that 
time, of course, we have not attempted to tax those lancls. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. But they get the same privileges and bene­
fits under your public-school law that any other children of 
Oklahoma get? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Well, the way in which they are doing it 
now is that a part of this money is u ed to aid the common 
school , to supplement the school district fund and giYP t!1em 
about eight months out of the year. For instance, none of the 
appropriation goes to an incorporated city or town-not n penny. 
It goes to the rural schools exclusively, and in some school dis­
tricts the land is practically all nontaxable. Where there would­
be little or no school funds at all, a part of the school fnnd is 
apportioned in order to enable the district to have a school for 
a reasonable length of time. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Do you mean to say that under yonr law, 
where. there is a range of territory and land all exempt from 
taxation in that territory, the State does not provide any public 
schools at all? 

Mr. HASTINGS. \Ve do not have exactly that kin<! of a 
case. There is hardly any school district in Oklahoma hut has 
a little taxable land; some of them have a good deal ant1 Rome 
have but little. Now. there is no eA'tra provision made h.r the 
State of Oklahoma for those particular districts. 

Mr. C.tlLLA,VAY. Are your schools in tbe respecti\ e dis­
tricts dependent on the taxable localities for their uppPrt? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Largely. There are some State ta:xes 
which go to them. 

l\fr. CALLAWAY. But the schools depend on the local tax of 
that community? 
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l\Ir. HASTINGS. Largely. They have a State school fund, 
but that is a mall matter. 

The CHAilll\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
[l\lr. GALLAWAY) has expired. , 

l\Ir. THOMPSON of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Chairman, I would like to 
say in further response to the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. C.Ai.­
LAW~\Y] a.nu in further amplification of the statement of my 
colleague from Oklahoma [Mr. HASTINGS] that we have anum­
ber of districts in the St~te where there are a large number of 
Indian pupils and a large number of white pupils attending the 
schools. Now, all of this Indian land is nontaxable and the land 
that has been alienated and sold to the noncitizen is taxable. 
But the property of the noncitizens subject to taxation in that 
State is not sufficient to carry on the schools, as provided under 
the constitution and laws of that State, for six months in the 
year, and in order to do that it is necessary to have this addi­
tional appropriation. For instance, in my own county of Garvin, 
in the western part of the old Chickasaw Nation, and one of the 
counties that is least occupied by Indians, we have some 30 
district that have not a sufficient amount of taxable property to 
carrv on the schools for six months. This money is used to aid 
those schools and to carry them on for the constitutional period 
requil'ed in the State. 

Mr. CALLA WAY. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. THOMPSON. I do. 
1\lr. CALLAWAY. How much was a11propriated for this pur­

pose a year ago 7 
l\1r. HASTINGS. Two hundred and seventy-five thousand 

dollars. 
Mr. CALLA 'VAY. How long has this appropriation been 

running? 
l\fr. HASTINGS. Since 1907. 
l\lr. CALLAWAY. What is the reason for ·it? 
l\Ir. HASTINGS. It is in lieu of making the lands non­

taxable. Congress I1as <lone that since 1907, e:s:cept in one year, 
and tlmt was penuing a decision of the case in ' ··e Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

1\lr. CALLAWAY. If the Government is exempting them 
from taxes, does the gentleman think it should also give them 
$275,000 a year to school them? 

1\11.'. THOMPSON. l\lr. Chairman I believe I have the floor_. 
· We submit that we ought to have an amount in addition to this, 
becuu ·e this land is made nontaxable by an net of Congress and 
by n treaty with the India-ns. We are simply asking this to 
hel11 out the schools. The buruen of taxation is placed upon 
the lands ~that are taxable and on the perNonal property, which 
belong · largely to the noncitizen element in our country. ·we 
are not asking anything unreasonable in this bill, and we are 
taking care of that in this bill-. 

1\lr. CALLA 'V .AY. I agree \vith the gentleman that they all 
ought to he required to J}ay taxes State and county and mu­
nidpal alike; but I do not agree with the gentleman in his idea 
that sinec the Gowi·nment has b!"nefitt>!l the Indians by exempt­
ing them from taxation, it ought also to benefit them in main­
taining their school · on th.at account. 

lHr. TH01IPSON. If the gentleman were familiar with the 
vario11. · treaties made by the United State with the Choctaws, 
whereby they ceded to the Government theit· right to hold their 
lands in . everalty, \Yhen they formerly held them in common, 
and smTenclereu their government and council to the goveru­
ment of the white man, I am satisfied he would not hold that 
opllllOn. When that treaty was made that was one of the in­
ducements offered to the Indian ·-that the l1l"Operty of the In­
dian sl10uhl not be taxable for 23 years. 

l\Ir. CA.LLA.WAY. Not taxable by the localities ? 
1\lr. TH0::.\1PSON. Not taxable at nll. 
1\lr. CALLAWAY. I can unuer tand how the Congress coulLl 

exempt the territory from taxation hy the Govermnent itself, 
but I do not understand how it coulu exempt them from local 
taxation. 

1\ir. THO'MPSOX That was in acconlunce with the provi· 
sion. · of the treaty. 

l\[l'. STEPHE~S of Texa . This appropriation has been car­
ried for about 10 ;.·ear . I recall that I offered the first amend­
ment that secured the fir t appropriation. 

Mr. 1\IANN. The gentleman from Oklalwma [l\Ir. HASTINGS 1 
said this had been clone ·ince 1907. I do not think his recollec­
tion is very goo(l unless my own is extr·emely poor, becau. ·e I 
think we have carried it only three or four years, when we 
passed the act making the Indian laJ1<ls taxHble. 

l\lr. DA. ,:"},.~~PORT. That "·n~ on :\Iny ~7. 1908. 
1\fr. l\L-\..!\X. \Y e pa~~e<l the law in 1908, making -it t:lx­

able. di<l we not ? 
l\Ir. H_\.STI~G '. Yes. 

1\lr. l\IANN. Well, that act "·ent before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and we diu not begin to make an appro­
priation until that case had gone through the Supreme Court 
of the United States, so that the gentlemen, both of them, are 
in error about this. I think they are in error also about some 
other things. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I have tbe provision here. 
Mr. MANN. It would not make any difference. I haYe maue 

a point of order on it several times before. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Chairman, if the gentle­

man will yield to me, I will say that I have no idea on earth 
that I can per. uade him not to withdraw the point of onler on 
this, but--

1\fr. MANN. I am trying to get some information; that is alL 
l\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I have argued with him often 

before on this same proposition, and on only one occasion he 
did not insist on his point of order. On thut occa ·ion I won 
my point without arguing. 

Mr. MAl~. Then the gentleman should not argue too much 
now. [Laughter.] Let me ask the gentleman how much ditl 
we pay the State of Oklahoma when she was admitteu to the 
Union becatlse of the fact that a lot of the land there was. 
nontaxable? 

1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. When the State of Oklahoma 
was organized, Congress very generously endowed the new 
Commonwealth with $5,000,000 in lieu of section 16 anu 36, 
which could not be given because all the land on Indian Terri­
tory side belonged to the Indians. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It was in lieu. of public land 
used for Indian purposes. 

l\fr. 1\IANN. It was for school pnrpo ·es. You were paill 
$5,000,000 because the Indian lands were not taxable. Now, 
how much do we carry in this l>ill which could be u ed- for the 
payment of tuition of Inuian pupils in tho ·e schools in addition 
to this item? 

1\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. Doe the gentleman mean the 
Five Civilized Tribes? 

1\Ir. l\IAl~N. I mean exactly what I . aid. How much <lo we 
carry in this bill now, out ·iue of this item, which could be used 
for the payment of tuition for Inuian pupils in those schools? 
Oh, \Yell, if the gentleman doe not know--

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. None of it has been usetl in the 
past. 

Mr. l\1.\..J.~N. We appropriate 5;1,630,000 which can b u <1 
for that pnrpose. 

l\fr. CARTER of Ohlahoma. Not one <Iollar of that i to l>e 
used in the Five Civilized Tribes, I will say to the gentleman. 

l\1r: · 1\I.ANN. It has never been used, because it ha never -
been available for that purpose. For the fir t time we have in­
serted a provision in the bill making it a'·ailable for the pay­
ment of tuition of children .in \Yhite schools-$1,550,000-nnd 
the amount of the item has been much increased. There are 
three items in the bill, each de igned for Oklahoma . ·chools. 
Of course I appreciate the difficulties there. I grant you that 
there is quite a difficult situation down there in Oklahoma. Yet 
the ituation there is not so different from what it has been 
elsewhere throughout the Unite<l State . When the ·e original 
treaties "·ere made, everybody knew in the end what would be 
the result. 

Here is tllis yery valuable land in Oklahoma which people 
have obtained, much of it, and at very low prices, and some of 
it,· I fear, nt prices above \\hat it was \Yorth when it "·as pur­
chased a ncl--

lr. STEPHE?\S of Te~as. 1\lr: Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield there? 

Mr. 1\lAl~?\. I \Vill when I get through my statement. 
1\Ir. STEPHE~S of Texas. I want to give the gentleman the 

e:s:act figures he a~keu for. 
Mr. l\IAXX I have giYen the gentleman -the exact figures. I 

doubt if h~ can gi\e them to me. I have read the item from the 
bill-$1,5;)0,000. If the gentleman admits that those are the 
e:s:uet figures. all right. If not, he is mi. taken. 

1\lr. STEPHEXS of Texas. · The figure. l.Iwopose to giYe the 
gentleman are from House Document 121--

1\Ir. !\L\.~~- Oh, thnt has nothing to do with thL · bill. H ou ·e 
Do ·mnent 121 is · not legislation. 

l\lr. STEPHE!\S of Texas. The Sixty-fourth Congrc · hn 
something to <lo with thi. · bill. 

l\lr. 1\lAKX. The Sixty-fourth Congres.· ha ha tl nothing to 
do wi th it , except ns it is up before it uow. No Hou~ docu­
ment hns anything to do with it. \Ve C'atT)- in this bill for the 
fir~t time-! Anti for t uition of Inlli:ln chihlren in public sch ools , Sl ,::J::iO,OOO. 
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Mr. S'.I;EPHENS of Texas. Not one cent goes to the Civilized 

Tribes. 
Mr. MANN. I am reading from the bil1. That money is not 

all for this purpose. 
Mr. STEPHlDNS of Texas. If the gentleman will wait a mo­

ment, I will explain this matter. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will give me an opportunity, I 

will explain it, or I will yield and let him do it. 
Mr. STEPHENs of Texas. I will give you all day, if you 

want it. 
1\fr. MANN. No; I am glad to let the gentleman explain· it. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I know the gen­

tleman from Illinois [1\fr. MANN] wants to be perfectly fair 
about this matter. Not one dollar of this $1,550,000 is spent 
among the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. MANN. Not one dollar of it is appropriated yet. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Not one do1lar of the amount of 

the appropriation carried in this item last year was spent for 
the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. 1\IANN. Certainly; and this language was not in the 
bill: 

And for tuition of Indian children in public schools. 
It could not be utilized, nor was the amount the same that 

tt is in this bill. 
l\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I will say to the gentleman that 

I have no hope that any of this money will be spent among the 
Five Civilized 'l'ribes. The Federal Government has never spent 
any money for education among the Five Civilized Tribes, except 
this $275,000 last year and the appropriation of, I believe, $35,000 
for the Cherokee Orphan·Training School. 

Mr. HASTINGS. l\fr. Ohairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[1\fr. MANN], in my judgment, is more often correct about de­
tails than any other man I ever ·saw : but I want to invite his 
attention to the Indian appropriation act of 1907, which I bold 
in my hand, and which does carry a provision in it for $300,000. 

I call the gentleman's attention to the Indian appropriation 
act of 1908, which I bold in my hand, and which does carry an 
appropriation of $300,000. 

I also call the gentleman's attention to the Indian appropria­
tion act of 1912, and I will say that it does carry an appro­
priation of $300,000. 

The appropriation act of 1913 carries an appropriation of 
$300,000. . 

For 1914 it was cut down to $275,000. The resolution of last 
year continued that, so this year it is $275,000. So I am cor­
rect in saying that the appropriation of 1907 was $300,000; the 
appropriation of 1908 was $300,000; the appropriation of 1913 
was $300,000; and the appropria~ions for 1914 and 1915 were 
$275,000 each. 

But I find that Congress began, even before that time, and 
appropriated in the Indian appropriation bill of 1906, long before 
statehood, $150,000 in aid of the public schools of the then 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. l\1ANN. Why, certainly; before statehood we did it, but 
we have not done it for 10 years, not even on the gentleman~s 
own statement. 

1\~r. HASTINGS. The appropriations which I have read to the 
gentlemen since 1907 are all within 10 years, and the appropria­
tion has been made in :varying amounts every year except 1911, 
and that was while the tax case referred to was pending in the 
Supreme Court. The case of Choate versus Trapp was decided 
in the Supreme Court of the United States on the 13th day of 
May, 1912, and immediately thereafter the Indian appropriation 
bill of that year carried this appropriation of $300,000 again . . 
It did not carry it in 1911, because we were taxing the lands 
down there during that year, and that was pending a decision 
of this matter by the Supreme Court of the United States. Those 
are really the facts. 

l\1r. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The point of order is well taken, 

Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 

to use not exceeding $35,000 of the proceeds of ales of unallotted 
lands and other tribal property belonging to any of the Five Civilized 
Tribes for payment of salaries of employees and other expenses of 
advertising and sale in connection with the further sales of such 
tribal lands and propHty, including the advertising and sale of· the 
land within thl' egregate<l coal and asphalt area of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nation.-, or of the surface thereof as provided for in 
the act of Congress approve« February 19, 1912 (37 Stat. L., 
67), and of the improvements thereon, which is hereby expressly 
authoTized, and for otbl'r work n~cessary to a final settlement of the 
affairs of the l!~ive Civilized Tri!Jes : Provided, That not to exceed 

10,000 of such amount may be used in connection with the collec­
tion of rents of unallott d land;; and tribal buildings: Provided further, 
That during the fi cal year ending June 30, 1917, no moneys shall be 

expended from tribal funds belonging to the Five Civilized Tribes 
without specific appropriation by Congress, except as follows: Equali­
zation of allotments, per capita and other payments authorized by law 
to individual members of the respective tribes, tribal and other Indian 
schools for the current fiscal year under existing law, salaries and 
contingent expenses of governors, chiefs, assistant chiefs, secretaries, 
interpreters, and mining trustees of the tribes for the current fiscal 
year at salaries at the rate heretofore paid, and attorneys for said 
tribes employed under contract approved by the President, under 
existing law1 for the current fiscal year: Provided turthe;J That the 
Secretary or the Interior is hereby authorized to pay roe cost of 
maintenance during the current fiscal year of the tribal and other 
schools and to continue during the ensuing fiscal year the tribal and 
other schools among the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, and Seminole 
Tribes from the tribal funds of those nations, within his discretion 
and under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on this paragJ.~aph. May I ask the chairman of the committee, 
is this in the exact language of former appropriation bills, except 
the last proviso? 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I think it is the same language, 
with the exception of the last proviso. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is the gentleman practically sure of that ? 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I have not compared it word for 

word, but I am reasonably sure it is practically similar. 
Mr. MANN. There is a provision in there that is legiRlation, 

and is new. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Yes; the last provisot 
1\Ir. MANN. No; language which expressly authorizes the 

sale of the land and improvements. The language is, on page 40, 
line 8-
which is hereby expressly authorized. 

I take it that is an express authorization of the sale. The 
·grammar is not very good, but I think that is what it refers to. 

Mr. GARTER of Oklahoma. As I indicated, I had not com­
pared the paragraph word for word with last year's bill, and it 
is barely po~sible that there is some slight change in the 
verbiage. 

Mr. MANN. .It was not in the bill last year. Whether it 
was in the law two years ago, I am not sure. · 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I am looking now to see if it 
was in the law two years ago. 

Mr. 1\IANN. And there is a difference in the language as 
to the rate paid to clerks, and so forth. I suppose it means 
the same thing. While the gentleman from Mississippi is 
looking up the m~tter, may I ask about the expenditure of 
funds for the maintenance of the tribal schools, how much money 
is expended for that purpose, and what limitation the~ is on 
it, and what control Congress has over the subject? 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The only limitation is that they 
shall not expend any more than was expended in the year end­
ing June 30, 1905. 

J\fr. MANN. And that provision is not in the last proviso. 
l\1r. CARTER of Oklahoma. No; tne act of April 26 1006, 

which transferred the schools from the tribal to the Federal 
authorities, .set out that there should not be used in any fi cal 
.year thereafter more than bad been used in the fiscal year pre­
ceding. That is in section 10, act of April 26, 1906. 

l\1r. 1\IANN. Those are salaries and contingent expenses, and 
so forth, but that does not govern the last proviso. 

l\1r. OARTER of Oklahoma. The question I understood the 
gentleman to ask was, How much was authorized to be used for 
the school? · 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. Yes; how mu h ha been used for the school. 
l\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. I do not know what the authori­

zation is, because I do not know how much was used in the year 
ending June 30, 1905. 

llr. MANN. You carry an 1tem in this bill in reference to 
certain employees, that they shall n:ot be paid salaries in excess 
of those for the last fiscal year, the rate heretofore paid. 

Mr. CARTER o.f Oklahoma. No, no; I bad no reference to 
the limitation contained in this paragraph. Whtl.t I called atten­
tion to was section 10 of the act of April 26, 1906, which reads 
as follows: 

SEC. 10. That the Secretary of the Interior Is hereby authorizec.I and 
directed to assume control and direction of the schools in the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Cherokee, CreE-k, and Seminole '.rribes, with the lanrls aud ail 
school property pertaining thereto, March 5, 1906, and to conduct such 
schools under rules and regulations to be prescribed by him, retain~ng 
tribal educational officers, subject to dtsmissal by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the present system so far as practicable, until such time 
as a public-school system shall have been establlshed under Territorial 
or tate government, and proper prO-vision made thereunder for the 
education of the Indian children of said tribes, and he is hereby author­
ized and directed to set aside a sufficient amount of any funds, in;-ested 
or otherwise, in the Treasury of the United States, belonging to said 
tribes, including the royalties on coal and asphalt in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw ~ations, to defray all the necessary expenses of said . chools, 
using, howJver, only ~uch portion of said funds of each tribe as may be 
requisite for the schools of that tribe, not exceeding in any one year for 
the respective tribes the amount expended for the scholastic year ending 
June 30, 1905. 
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l\lr. l)LlNN. Ha that law expired? 
:Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. No. 
l\lr. :JIANN. Does not that give the SecTetary authority to use 

the tribal fund •? 
i\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. The comptroller, under a ruling 

whlch eemed to me to be erroneous, decided that the Secretary 
did not llaYe authority to use these funds for these schools unless 
sp cific appropriation was made by Congress. 

l\lr. l\lANN. So the purpose here is to let him use the tribal 
fund to take care of white schools down there. 

.• Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. No; but to let him use the funds 
far pa~· ing the Indians who attend tribal and contract boarding 
,·chool~. 

2\lr. ::.\IA.1..~N. That does not say so here. It says tribal and 
other ·chools. You want the money to help support the white 
school:. I suppose you prefer to get it out of the General 
T1·ea ·ury rather than the Indian treasm·y, but you want some 
money to support the white schools. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The gentleman is mistaken. 
l\Ir. 1\lA lli. Why, we just struck out an item on a point of 

order ''llere it was admitted that the money was wanted for 
that purpo. e. 

l\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. If the gentleman from Illinois 
'-rill vermit me-l know he wants to be fair--

l)Jr. MANN. That goes without saying. 
Jr. UA.nTER of Oklahoma. The $275,000 which ha ·just been 

~ h·ickrn from the bill on a point of order was to be used for the 
I ullin n children in white schools. To that extent it was in 
support of the w·hite schools and no more, and I am very sorry it 
went out. It was not to be u eel for the education of white chil­
uren. Thi · amount is to be used for Indians going to tribal and 
contract schools which -are operated almost exclusively for the 
Indian·. 

2\lr. :.\.liN~. The gentleman sati :fies me, but it wa the gen­
tleman from l\Ii. si ·ippi [l\lr. HARRiso~] "·ho reserved a point 
of order. 

~Ir. H-illRISO:N. l\Ir. Chairman, the reason that I make the 
point of order is because I think there is new legislation in the 
proYh;ion. The language, in lines 8, 9, and 10, " which is hereby 
exprc · ·ly authorized, and for other work necessary to a final 
ettlement of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes," is, I 

think, new legislation. The wording of that clause or provision 
might giYe authority to the Secretary after selling these lands 
to pay out the money as it came in and wind up the affairs of 
the FiYe CiYilized Tribes without further legislation. 

1\Ir. ~I.Al\"N. I think this does not authorize the expenditure 
of any money. 

l\Ir. IlillRIS01 1• It authorize the sale of the land and for 
othe1· "·ork necessary for _final settlement. 

.l\lr. 1\IA...."'N. Yes; but the appropriation is only $35,000. Last 
year it was $40,000. All of that money is to be paid into the 
Trea m·y except $33,000, and there could not be paill out by 
thP • e ·retary any more than that sum. 

l\lr. H~-\.RHISON. I think the language sugge 'ted in lines 
8, 9, and 10 i' new legislation, and I make the point of order to 
that part of the provi ·ion. 

::.\Ir. M.:L.~N'. There is no doubt but that it is subject to a 
point of order, but I think the gentleman may not understand 
what the purpose of this is, and I may not either. There is 
some land down there that ought to be sold. We haye been 
carrying a pro-rision of thi kind authorizing the sale of thi'3 
land. I take it that some question has arisen by reason, per­
hap , of the want of expre s authority. But the Secretary does 
not. pend the money. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. What I object to are the words " for other 
"·ork nece ·. ·ary to a final settlement of the Five Civilized 
Tribe." 

l\Ir. MA~~. But that is all within the $35,000 appropriation. 
lr. C.-UtTER of Oklahoma. That was in the bill of la~t year. 

l\lr. MANN. The bill of last year did not become a law, but 
it w-a in the bill as it passed the House. 

l\lr. STEPHEXS of Texas. And it i not law at the present 
time. 
~ Mr. HARIUSON. Do I underEtand the gentleman from Illi­
noi · to ay that he thinks the unallotted lands can be sold 
under this provision, and that there is nothing in this pro-ri­
sion that would give the Secretary the right to do any other 
"·ork that might be nece ·sary toward _a final settlement of the 

- affair of the Five Civilized Tribes? 
1\lr. l\lA!\~. They could not spend any more than the $35,000. 
1\Ir. HARRISON. No; but if that should be sufficient to sell 

all of the unallotted land arid get into the Trea ·m-y, say, fi-re 
or ten million dollar , then might there not be some danger 
under that wording of giYing him tlle right to distribute the 
money? 

Mr. 1\LL""''N. Oh, no; he can not pay a dollar out without 
an authorization, and that is not an -authorization. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. That has been my idea about the law, and 
·that is why I do not want any provision incorporated in the 
bill that will_ change existing law. 

l\Ir. MANN. This does not change existing law. This is only 
an appropriation and it is not an authorization. 

l\lr. HARRISON. Mi·. Chairman, in view of what tbe gentle­
man from Illinois [l\1r. l\IA "N] says, I withdraw the point of 
order. All I desire to do is to play safe against the Secretary 
being autllorizecl to make any per cal)ita payment without ex­
pre authorization. 

The Clerk read .as follows : 
For the salaries and expenses of not to exceed six oil and gas in­

s~ecto;s, under th~ qirection of the Secretary of the Interior, to super­
Vl~e oil and gas mmmg operations on allotted land leased by members 
of the Five Civilized Tribes from which restriction have not b~>en 
removed, !I.Ild to conduct investigations with a view to the preYentiou 
of waste, $15,000. 

Mr. 1\IAJ\"N. l\Ir. Chairman, I resen-e the point of order on 
the paragraph. I would like to get information on two points: 
First, the ·e oil lands being very profitable to the owners, why 
should we pay for their inspection out of the Federal Treas­
ury? Second, why should we create a new rruning bureau in 
the Indian Service when we have the statement of the Director 
of Mines now that they know a good deal about the subject 
of oil? · 

l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. l\lr. Chairman, I do not think 
this creates a new bureau. As I understand it, those six in­
spectors are there now. 

Mr. MANN. I think that to conduct inve ·tigation "'ilh a 
view to the prevention of wa te would be the creation of another 
bureau of mines in the Indiaa Service. That is one of the 
duties of the present Bureau of l\line in the ' Interior Depart­
ment at the pre ent time. 

l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was not so represented to us 
in the statement made before the committee by Mr. Meritt, 
wllo represented the department. 

Mr. KONOP. l\lr. Chairman, the. e inspectors are acting both 
under tl1e Bureau of Indian Affairs and under the Bureau of 
Mines. 

l\Ir. l\IA~N. "Why does the Indian Committee bring them in 
there and have them paid out of the Federal Treasury? If 
the Indian Committee provided that they be in the Bureau of 
Mines, to be paid out of the Indian money, where it ought to 
come from, .. ! would have no objection to it. 

l\lr. STEPHENS of 'Texas. I 'vould not ba-re any objection 
to that. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. These oil and ga · wells down there are of im­
mense value and it is perfectly proper undoubtedly for the 
Government to have somebody there to ad-ri e and inspect, 
but with the enormous profits coming from them, "·hy ·houlcl 
we take the money from the rest of the people and ~l_)en<l it 
for their benefit, and they get all of the profit they make out 
of the '"ells? 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. l\lr. Chairman, let me say to the gent! -
man that this i to super-ri e the lands of re tricted Indian 
that have been leased. Under the law a restricted Indian can 
not make a lea ·e of llis oil lands without the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior. That has always been the law. It 
would be difficult to cha-rge that up to any one particular lea.· . 
because there are a number of counties, 6 or or 10, in whi ·h 
there is a great amount of oil development, and I do not hnvc 
any idea how many of those Indians have oil lands. It wouhl 
be difficult for me to estimate. It would be very difficult to 
say that an hom· or two of some man's alary for to-day shnll 
be charged up to this particular Indian and an hour or two 
of the man' · salary ne~:t week charged up to some other par­
ticular Indian. It seems to me that is entirely impracticubl(', 
and it could not be Teimbursed out of any particular Indian·~ 
royalty that is coming in. The purpo e of this is to see thnt 
the Indian gets all that is coming to him. The purpose of it i' 
to see that there is no waste committed on the land, that the­
oil is properly run, that the oil is not stolen, anu things of 
that kind. In other word , it i to protect the intere t of tllc 
Indian. As I suggested a moment ago, by &'ll'ly legi lation the e 
Jea es were made only with the con ent of the Secretary of the 
Interior. He has supervision O\er the making of th m and 
the approYal of them, and he has supervi ·ion over the royaltie 
that come in and their disbursement. It would be exceptionally 
difficult to say what l)Ul't :ron are going to take out of one 
and what part of the expense out of another. It would be im­
practicable in my judgment. 

The CHAIRl\I.A..:."\1'. The time of the· gentleman from Illinois 
ha · expired. 

I 
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l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 

ont the last word for the purpose of giving the information 
that the gentleman from Illinois desires. I read from page 353 
of th.e hearings. l\lr. l\leritt is speaking: 

You will observe, 1\Ir. Chairman, we are broadening the scope of 
this work so as to include other reservations outside of the Five 
Civilized Tribes but in the State of Oklahoma. Oil has been discovered 
on other reservations besides the lands of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
This appropriation has been very helpful in conserving the gas supply. 
There was a very large amount of gas going to waste. It has also 
resulted in improving the operations of the oil men. 

Ir. CAnTER. Who are these inspectors, Mr. Meritt? 
~lr. MERITT. They are civil-service employees, Mr. Carter, and one 

of the requirements was that they should have had practical ex-perience 
in oil and gas operations. 

Mr. C.iRTER. What are their names? 
~r. MEmTT. 'The following list gives the information requested. 

Salary. 
Carl H. Beal-------------------------------------------- $2,160 
Wllliam F. l\lc:llurray ------------------------------------ 3, 000 
Harry D. Aggers----------------------------------------- 2, 500 
Ueorge W. 1\IcPherson------------------------------------- 2, 500 John C. Fowler __________________________________________ 2,500 

Louis W. Courtney--------------------------------------- 2, 500 
l\lr. CARTER. What are they paid? 
)Ir. NERITT. About $2,500 a year. 
hlr. CAnTER. And their expenses? 
:Ur. l\IEIUTT. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do they put in all of their time on this work? 
Mr. MERITT. Yes, sir. 
'l.'he CHAIRMA::-1. They are regular Government employees? 
Mr. MERITT. Yes, sir. They are operating under the directions of 

the Bureau of Indian. Affairs and the Bureau of Mines and under the 
general direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I think that answers the gentleman's question. 
1\fr. MANN. If they are paid a salary of $2,500 and expenses, 

be ·ides, the $15,000 is not sufficient to take care of six of them. 
1\fr. KONOP. We cut that amount down because there was an 

unexpended balance of $11,826 from last year. 
1\fr. JI.IANN. There was no appropriation last year for this 

purpose, was there? 
1\fr. KONOP. Oh, :res. The last bill carried $25,000, and we 

cut that down to $15,000. 
l\fr. MANN. These oil wells, as I understand it, are very val­

uable and the royalties are quite large, and, I suppose, are 
paid very promptly. They are no smaller to-day probably than 
they were )resterday, and it looks as though they would not be 
any less to-morrow than they are to-day. Now, why should we 
pay for this out of the General Treasury? Why should not this 
work be done by the Bureau of Mines? 

l\1r. KONOP. Well, I catch the point of the gentleman. I 
think the reason for that is the Secretary of" the Interior has 
charge over this. He has charge of the approval of these leases. 
The whole matter goes through the Indian Bureau, and having 
it all in the same department is probably the reason for it; I 
do not know. 

:Mr. DA VE~TOHT. l\lr. Chairman, I can answ& the question 
of the gentleman, I think, so far as our section of the State is 
concerned. The Interior Department was unable, so much being 
restricted land and leased subject to the approval of the Interior 
Department, to draw any distinction as to just what part they 
could apply to the work done on each allotment,· so as to appor­
tion the money to those owning the respective leases, and the 
operators were permitting much oil to flow from the wells and 
waste. There were also the gas wells, where gas was going to 
waste. and the representatives of the Government there re­
quested that some one be designated to look after this waste 
and to prm·ent the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. DA VENPOUT. I will take the floor in my own right. It 

was represented by those who had knowledge of the facts that it 
could not be done without making it general and look after the 
entire part of the lands which were restricted in Oklahoma. 

1\Ir. MANN. I want to say to my friend from Oklahoma that 
if we save the money for the Indians, then we must do so at our 
expense, not at theirs. It is a great saving, no doubt, to have 
this waste pre\ented, and yet, if we make them $1,000 at a cost 
of $10, we must pny the $10 ourselves and not take it out of 
them. 

l\lr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will permit, Congress has 
. upervision over their property without their consent. They do 
not want Congress to have any supervision. 

l\lr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 
1\Ir. DAVENPORT. There is a savi.Iig in two ways. One is 

the prevention of waste and to prevent an injury that might be 
done to the adjoining properties, because if the oil is permitted 
to flow down the streams it destroys what few fish are in them, 
and often they have a great many fires. It is true it was a sav­
ing to the party who had a right to a royalty ·from the produc-
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tion. but the Government had assumed that responsibility in 
looking after that for the restricted Indian. 

.1\lr. MAL'I'N. The Government has to send people down and 
teach them how to operate the oil wells, how to handle them 
and prevent waste, and to save enormous quantities of oil mid 
gas, which means an enormous amount of money for the benefit 
of the Indians. Every time you do something for the benefit 
of the Indians we must put our hands in our own pockets and­
pull out the money and pay the expense. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. But when we started in we voluntarily 
agreed to assume to do that. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all; the gentleman is mistaken. We 
did not agree to do anything of the kind. 

1\fr. DAVENPORT. In every treaty and in every restriction 
placed upon the Indian, when we sought to distribute to him 
his property, we said that we would allot it for him, and as 
long as it was restricted we would administer the property for 
him free of costs to the restricted Indian. 

Mr. MANN. We did not say we would do this. 
l\fr. DAVENPORT. 'Ve will not permit him to make a lease 

without the approval of the Government. 
Mr. MANN. We will not permit you gentlemen down in 

Oklahoma to get all of it away from right away, because we 
know you will get it sooner or later, but not at the moment. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. We congratulate the gentleman upon 
that. because a great many of the gentleman's constituents from 
Illinois and all over the country generally, all of them are com­
ing down there seeking the same thing, to accomplish the same 
result. 

Mr. MANN. We sent some of our best men, not to mention 
others, down there to help you to get it away from the In­
dians, and we know that they are pretty smooth at the business, 
and that is the renson I a.m somewhat suspicious. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I am glad the gentleman made the con­
fession he has, that some of his constituents and others went to 
'Oklahoma to assist in getting the property from the Indian. 
Many good men come to Oklahoma to better their condition 
and have done so. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I will ; but we did not get anywhere. 
Mr. CALLA,VAY. Mr. Chairman, I will make the point of 

order. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is too late. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 

of order. The noint of order is sustained. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, is it not too ·late 

after the former point of order was withdrawn? 
The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman had the right to renew 

the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That no farming or grazing lease executed by a member or members 

of the Five Civilized Tribes for a longer period than one year or with 
stipulations for a renewal thereof covering lands from which restric­
tions upon alienation have not been removed shall be valid unless 
approved by the superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes in the State 
of Oklahoma, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe : 
Pt·ovided, That all such leases shall· be either approved or disapproved 
by the said superintendent within 30 days after said leases shall have 
been completed and filed with the officer. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve a point or· 
order on that paragraph. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it is evident it is 
~ubject to the point of order; it is new legislation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. .Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman explain 
the reason for the change of law? I understand there is no 
provision of law now restricting leases on--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas made the 
point of order. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas reserved the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Texas to make the point of order and then he got up and left 
the Chamber. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. No ; he reserved the point of 
order . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is true; the gentleman re­
served the point of order. 

The CHAIRJI.IAN. That is all right; the point of order is 
reserved. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The gentleman from Arkansas 
was asking me a question and my attention was diverted at 
the time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, there is some provision 
ot law protecting the rights of the Indians on restricted lands 
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so far a leased lands are concerned for grazing puri:>oses. Does 
this mnplify- the power of the Secretary? If it does, I am in 
favor of it; but if it resh·icts the power I am opposed to it. 

·Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The present law provides that 
the i·estricted home tead allotments in the Five Civilized Tribes 
may not be leased without the consent of the Secretary of the 
Interior, but that all surplus allotments may be leased for 
five rears without the consent of the Secretary of the Interior. 
This item, as the gentleman will notice, provides that no re­
stricted land shall be subject to lease unless approved by the 
Superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes, which is an official 
of the Secretary of the Interior in Oklahoma. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then, the purpose of the provision is to 
further protect the Indian? 

1\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The paragraph clearly prevents 
the leasing of the restricted surplus for longer than one year 
without the approval of the Superintendent for the Five Civilized 
Tribes, a condition which does not now exist. Furthermore it 
gives the same official in Oklahoma full authority to finally 
approve leases on the restricted homestead, which can not now 
be done without the red tape of having the applications come all 
the way to Washington for final action which sometimes re­
quires several months. 

Mr. STAFFORD. For my part, I am in favor of the pro­
vision. 

M:r. DAVENPORT. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
is intended to change that law so that every time you make an 
agricultural lea e with an Indian for a longer period than 12 
months you will wait the process of approval that it goes 
through? 

l\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. No. This changes the law in 
that respect. There are two propositions here. One is to re­
strict the surplus allotment, and the other is to place that 
authority with the superintendent of the Five Civi.lized Tribes 
in Oklahoma. 

1\ir. DAVENPORT. The point I want to get at is, if it i§ 
intended now that they can not lease for agricultural or grazing 
purposes for a longer period than 12 months unless it is ap­
proved by the Secretary of the Interior? .. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Unless it is approved by the 
superintendent of the Five Civilized Tribes-the local office in 
Oklahoma. 
· l\fr. DA YENPORT. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 

it, but I withhold it. 
Mr. NORTON. 'Vill the gentleman withhold it? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. I withhold it. 
l\Ir. NORTON. The purpose of this provision is this: At the 

present time, without the permission of the Secretary of the 
Interior or the Superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes, a 
lease can be made by any Indian of his surplus allotted lands 
for a period of five years. 

It has been the practice of the people in Oklahoma to 
secure five-year leases on the surface rights of some of this 
land, and after the lease had run about a year they would 
take another five-year lease, always holding the Indian surplus 
lands under lease for about five years. Then, if the Indian 
should desire to sell his land, this five-year lease would be found 
to be outstanding against it and would tend to depreciate the 
selling price of the land, and would depreciate it. 

The purpose of this paragraph is to put an end to that kind of 
practice. I recall that in Minneapolis a man who owned a great 
amount of very valuable real estate, and who was somewhat of 
an eccentric character, gave leases on his property for 25 years. 
Then be was approached by some scheming speculators, who 
urged him to give to them leases on all his property for a term 
of a thousand years at such rental as he might name. He, busi­
ness man as be was, fell for the scheme. In giving this thousand­
year lease be usually remarked facetiously: "Gentlemen, when 
tl1is lease expires Cbme around and I shall be glad to renew it." 
He died a few years ago. After his death it was found that 
tho e outstanding thousand-year lea~es on his property which 
he had given to scheming speculators for nothing it was prac­
tically impossible to sell that property until the leases had 
been canceled. And, as you may well understand, it cost a great 
deal of money to secure their cancellation. 

1\lr. STEPHENS of Texas. The reason I think this amend­
ment would be beneficial to the Indians is simply this: They 
have a good many farming lands, and they have to rent the 
land in order -to get anything from it. A great ma-ny men come 
in from Kansas and Mis oul'i and rent the land. They go to the 
·Indians nnd find the land and make a trnde with them. Here­
tofore it took 60 or 90 days to get the lease recognized, and, there­
fore, not wishing to wait, would then pass on to Texas, and that 
State has benefited by it. I think they should stop in Oklahoma 
nnd that tber~ should be an office there where this one-year 

rental contract could be approved.- Benefit would result to the 
Indian and also to the people who are searching for some work 
to do and are leasing lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CAL-
LAWAY] make the point of order? 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I make the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc. 3. That when such lands are surveyed and platted they shall be 

appraised and sold, except land reserved for water-power sites as pro­
vided in section 2 of this act, under the provisions of the Revised 
Statutes covering the sale of town sites located on the public domain. 
That the proceeds deriyed from the sale of any lands heJ.·eunder, after 
reimbursing the United States for the expense incurred in carrying out 
the provisions of this act, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of said Indians. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph just read. We ought to have some explanation of 
the purpose to be attained by the change of law as indicated by 
the provision in the bill. I tried to obtain some information 
from the hearings, but they seem to be rather obscure, and not 
only obscure, but rather vapid. 

Mr. KONOP. I will say to my colleague from Wisconsin that 
I was looking at the hearings and I see nothing in the hearings 
upon the proposition except a justification from the assistant 
commissioner. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That "justification " is no justification at 
all. I would like to have some explanation of this. The hearings 
do not disclose one word in justification of this change of law. 

Mr. KONOP. I think the gentleman from ·Oregon appeared 
before the committee on this item. 

Mr . . CARTER of Oklahoma. I thought it went out of the bill. 
Mr. STEPHEN of Texas . . It is subject to a point of order. 
Mr. KONOP. The gentleman from t·Pgoa [1\Ir. HAWLEY] 

appeared before the committee about some item. I do not know 
whether it was this or not. 

:Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is temporarily out of the 
Chamber. I do not want to take any unfair advantage of him. I 
ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to have the item passed 
over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STAFFORD] asks unanimous consent that the item ma1 be passed 
over without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the construction of two bridges on the Umatilla Indian Reser­

vation, in Oregon, suitable for wagon and other purposes, across the 
Umatilla River, at a limited cost of $28,500

1 
the first at or near Thorn 

Hollow Station, the second at or near M ssion Station, the sum oe 
$19,000 is hereby appropriated to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and to be reimbursable from any funds 
now or hereafter placed in the Treasury to the credit of said Indians: 
Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated shall · be 
expended untU the Secretary of the Interior shall have obtainf'd from 
the proper authorities of the State of Oregon1 or from the county oe 
Umatilla, at least one-third of the cost of srud bridges, and that the 
proper authorities of the said State of Oregon or the said county of 
Umatilla shall assume full responsibility for, and will at all times 
maintain and repair, said bridges and construct a.nd maintain the ap­
proaches thereto : Provided turthe1·, That any and all expenses above the 
amount herein named in connection with the building and maintenance 
of said bridges ·shall be borne by the saM State of Oregon or t.he said 
county of Umatilla. 

1\Ir. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to that paragraph. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SIN­
NOTT] offers an amendment, which' the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 44, line 25, strike out " $28,500 " and insert in lieu thereof 

" $281000," and on page 45, line 1, strike out " $19,000" and insert in 
lieu thereof " $18,866." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment offered by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I wish the gentleman from Oregon would explain his 
item a little bit further. It is a somewhat novel proposition. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairma.tl, I introduced a bill providing 
for the construction of the bridges referred to, and my bill did 
not have the reimbnrsible feature which this paragraph has. 

Mr. :MANN. Of course the gentl~man knows that he could 
not get this through without the reimbursible feature. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes; I understand. The bill was referred to 
the department, and the Secretary of the Interior and the In­
dian Bureau approved the bill and recommended its passage to 
the committee. The committee inserted the provision of my 
bill in this appropriation bill, with the change of the reim­
bursable feature. 

Now, in justification of the matter, I would state that the 
two bridge sites are on the Umatilla Indian Reservation, Oreg. 
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This Indian reservation contains the very cream of the wheat 
lands of Oregou. They raise from 45 to 60 bushels of wheat 
per acre upon this reservation. The wheat raised in the vicinity 
of these bri<lge sites is hauled to the market at the stations of 
l\lission and Thorn Hollow. These two stations are across the 
Umatilla River from where the wheat is raised. At the station 
of Mission there is hauled 150,000 bushels of grain every year. 
At the other station there is hauled to market some 250,000 
bu hels of grain every year. The Umatilla River has to be 
crossed at these stations. There is no bridge at either station. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is a deep, swift stream. 
Mr. SINNOTT. Yes. The river is a swift stream and a 

changeaole stream. The grain has to be hauled over a river 
bed from 250 to 300 feet in width, which changes yearly and is 
full of bowlders. The Indians and the white renters every year 
put up temporary sh·uctures at these points. The floods come 
and wash away the structures. During a part of the year it 
is impossible to haul any grain to market. 
· Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle­

man yield there.? 
Mr. SLl\TNOTT. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the IndianS desire 

this, and the amount is reimbursable from their funds? 
Mr. SINNOTT. Yes. The amount is reimbursable, and the 

item has the approval of the Indian Bureau. There are now 
Indian funds to the ap1otmt of $150,000, but those funds belong 
to minors on the reservation. The department is averse to 
using the funds of the minors. In addition to that t11ere are 
some 72,000 acres of tribal land unallotted. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 'Vhat ls the value of those lands? 
Mr. SINNOTT. Those lands are conservatively worth 

$uOO,ooo. 
l\lr. MANN. 1\.lr. Chairman, I move to amend, page 4-!, line 

24, by striking out the word " limited " and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words "limit of." 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That only corrects the language, 
as I understand it. I have no objection to it. 

'l'be CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 44, lin~ 24, strike out the word " limited " anu insert the words 

"limit of." 

The CHAIRi\L-\.1~. The question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment. 

The amendment 'Ya agreed to. 
Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I moYe to strike out the last 

word. · 
'l'he CHAIRl\lA.N. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. MANN. This reads, in line 11, page, 45, in reference to 

the county and State, "and will at all times maintain and re­
pair said bridges." Should not that read " and agree to muin­
tn in," and so forth? 

l\fr. KONOP. I think tl1at would be better language. We do 
not know whether they will or not. 

l\fr. l\1Al'o~TN. It is impossible to wait for the construction of 
the bridges to see whether they will at all times repair and im­
prove them. 

1\fr. KONOP. I think that change should be made. 
l\lr. l\IANN. I move, l\Ir. Chairman, to amend, on page 45, 

line 11, by striking out the wor(l " will " and inserting the word 
" agree " and to insert the word " to " before the word " main­
tain." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offere<l by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Cletk read us follows: 
Page 45 line 11, strike out the word " will " and insert in lieu thereof 

the word •1 agree,' ' and after the word " time " insert the word " to." 

The CHAIRi\1Al~. The question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment. 

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

PENNSYLVANIA. 

SEC. 20. For f:Upport and education of Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Carlisle, Pa., including pay of superintendent, $132,000; for 
general repairs and improvements, $20,000; in all, $152,000. 

Mr. S'.rEPHENS of Nebraska. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.An1cnllment offered by l\!r. STEPHENS of Nebraska: 
rage 45, line 20, after the word "superintendent," strike out 

" $132,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $119,550." 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. l\!r. Chairman, I hope the amend­
_ment will not be adopted. This is one of oui· best schools, and 
the amount per capita is lower than $167, as I remember. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
STEPHENS] wishes to explain his amendment. There may be 
some reason advanced by him that will convince the cl1airman 
of the committee. 

1\'lr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. If the gentleman will permit, 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this bill carries an appropriation of $240 per capita for support 
and superintendent's salary for the 550 pupils that should be 
appropriated for in this bil1. There are 513 pupils in attend­
ance, and in my amendment I have allowed an appropriation 
of $167 per capita for 700 pupils. Now, if we should allow an 
appropriation for 550 pupils at $167 per capita, we would have 
.approximately the exact basis upon which all these largs schools 
are appropriated for in this bill. 1\.Iy amendment, instead of 
reducing the amount of this appropriation to what it ought to 
be, is still $25,000 above what is appropriated for these other 
schools. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Wi11 the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I yielu to the gentleman from 

Oklahoma. 
1\fr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Has the gentleman ever been 

at th Carlisle School? 
l\lr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I have not. 
l\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman know any-

thing about how that school is conducted? -
l\Ir. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I suppo e it is an industrial 

school, of the same character as the other schools. 
l\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman know any­

thing about the outing ;;ystem that is practiced at the Carlisle 
School? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Yes; I do. 
l\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. For the gentleman's benefit I 

will say that tl1e enrollment of the Carlisle School is 911. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Yes; but more than 300 of 

them are out on faJ,;llls, and not costing the school anything 
except for their cloth'~!! and supervision. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. It costs money to supply them 
with clothes. It co ts money to send them out and ·to bring 
them back. They are sent out to private families. The girls 
ru·e giYen an opportu.nity to learn to do housework, to learn 
to cook, to learn to keep house, to learn to launder, and to 
learn the other things necessary for a housewife to do, oppor­
tunities which the children do not have in any other school, 
so far as I know. The boys are sent out to shops, to get actual 
e~-perience in different kinds of shopwork. All of this co. ts 
money. All of this means expense. There are 911 pupils en· 
rolled at Carlisle; only 513 in actual attendance, but that 
means in actual attendance at the school in pursuance of their 
literary studies. '.rhat does not mean, as bas been the prac­
tice sometimes in the past, that those 513 children are out in 
private families learning to do housework or out in factories 
learning shopwork, but it means 513 children who are actually 
in the school every day, having their expenses paid. The 
gentleman must remember that the expenses of the others 
'Yho are out in families and in shops are still going on and 
must be paid, so that the figures ns to the actual attendance, 
set out at 513, is not a fair test when compared 'Yith other 
schools which clo not have to carry a portion of the expenses 
of pupils not in actual attendance at the school. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. The gentleman's statement is 
entirely correct, but it does not dispute the claim I make here 
that this school should not be appropriated for at the rate of 
$240 per capita, when other schools-the gentleman's school at 
Chilocco, and the school at Haskell, and at Sherman Institute, 
and other schools just as large as this school at Carlisle, and 
having a greater attendance than the school at Carlisle--are 
appropriated for at the rate of $167 per capita. The 341 pupils 
out in the counh·y, working for farmers for their board and for 
what they can learn, are not costing the school at Carlisle any­
thing except their transportation and clothing; and I want to 
submit to the committee whether or not it is reasonable that we 
should pay $100 per capita more for the euucation of the chil­
dren at Carlisle than we' pay for the education of the children · 
at Haskell, a larger school, and at Chilocco, and at Sherman 
Institute, all as lru·ge or larger Echools than the Carlisle School'? 
Is it reasonable that we should carry Indian pupils across the 
continent, from 1,000 to 2,000 miles, at an expense of $10,000 
annually for traveling expenses, for the sake of educating them 
in a school costing $101 per capita more than other schools of 
like character are costing this Government? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that Carlisle is the ranking school for Indians in the country, 
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and that it costs more to employ an insh·uctor to teach higher 
mathematics, or to teach Greek or Latin, than it do~s to teach 
the lower branches or the high-school branches? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. If it is true, as the gentle­
man ay , that they are teaching Greek and Latin at Carlisle, 
it is the biggest argument you can produce for the reduction 
of thi appropriation. The idea of giving a Greek and Latin 
education to an Indian at Carli le is absurd and ridiculous. 

1\lr. TILLMAN. Waiving that for the time being, is it not 
also true that it costs more to employ instructors in engineer­
ing--

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Nebraska. It does not employ such in-
structor . _ 

1\Tr. TILLMAN. And in the higher branches? 
l\Ir. S'l'EPHENS of Nebra~ka. The1·e are no higher branches 

taught there. I will call the gentleman's attention to a state­
ment tlla t was made to me this morning by the commissioner 
himself in answer to the question I submitted to him asking 
why it should co t more at Carlisle. He said, "They do more 
work." Why do they do more work? Do they teach a higher 
class of studies? Is their curriculum more extended? If it is, 
it is a criticism against the department and against any com­
mittee who advocate that a school should teach that class of 
stuff to an Indian, who needs the rudiments, needs to know how 
.to feed and clothe himself, and not to secure an ornamental 
education. 

1\lr. TILLMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Ne-
braska--

The CH.A.IR:al.Al~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\lr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent that 

my time may be extended five minutes. 
The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani­

mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Tl1ere was no objection. 
Mr. TILLl\IAN. 1\Iy iliformation is that they confer the de­

gree of A. B. and that they employ a high class of faculty there 
for teachin~. They teach adnmced scie ific studies, and as a . 
matter of course-

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. But they ought not--
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to get into any control'ersy 

with the gentleman as to what they ought to teach there. 
1\fr. STEPHEN of Nebraska. But I .am stating what they 

ought not to do, and we ought not to appropriate $101 per 
capita more to support that school than we do for the good prac­
tical schools in the Indian country. 

1\Ir. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. , TEPHENS of Nebraska. Yes. 
1\Ir. FESS. I have been to the school at Carlisle, and it is 

really an unusual plant. The course is quite extended, way 
beyond anything like the high school. As a school grows in 
equipment, in spite of all we can do, the cost increases. 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I should say it did. 
Mr. FESS. In other words the highly endowed universities 

cost the student per capita very much more than it costs in a 
small institution like the one of which I am president, where the 
equipment is not nearly so great. I do not believe it is fair to 
say that a school of the type of the Carli le could be run on as 
chenp a per capita basis as a chool le s in equipment. 

Mr . . S'l'EPHENS of Nebraska. It could not, and I will say 
that tile school at arlisle has absolutely no excuse for existence; 
it c·an not b'e ju tified by a single fact. Here we are transport­
ing pupils from right under the shadow of Haskell Institute, a 
great school, and the Sl1erman Institute, and other large, well­
equipped Indian chools that are giving the Indians the sort of 
education they ought to ha\e, in the environment in -which they 
mu t live. If this is h·ue it is proof in it elf that that school 
has no excuse for it existence. 

There are now in attendance there 2 pupils from Arizona, 
under the shadow of the ,Phoenix school ; 6 from California ; 2 
from Idaho; 4 from Kansas; 30 from Michigan; 40 from 1\Iin­
ne ota-goo<l schools in both States-18 from 1\Iontana; 23 from 
Nebra ka; 1 from Nevada; 33 from New Mexico; 89 from New 
York, the only legitimate territory the school has got; 59 from 
North Carolina; 7 from North Dakota; 184 from Oklahoma, right 
under the shadow of the Chilocco School ; 92 from South Dakota; 
88 from \Visconsin ; and 9 from Wyoming, all transported at a 
$10,000 e~']>ense to the United States Government. This $10,000 
i apparently appropriated for transportation of pupils for the 
purpose of paying $101 per capita more for their education than 
it would co t in schools near their homes. 

1\lr. FESS. Is there not a reason why the students from the 
West nn<l South go to the great institutions like Yale and 
IL~Taru? 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Oh, you are talking about 
whites and not about the Indians, who do not need that kind of 
an education. These Indians need a rudimentary education, to 
know how to clothe and feed themselves, and not the sort of 
education you get at Yale and Harvard. 

1\fr. KONOP. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Yes. 
Mr. KONOP. If you have an Indian who wants to pur ue a 

high cour e of study, I ay let him have it. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I say let him pay for it. The 

Government should give him only a practical education. 
1\fr. KONOP. They want to go to the Carlisle institution and 

get this high-cla education, and then go back among their 
own people; and they will be an influence toward a higher edu­
cation. 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Oh, I have seen students come 
back from Carli le and be repudiated by their own people. 
They ha\e had a sort of education that unfit them to live 
among their own people and the environment where they grew 
up. I tell you that the school ha::; no justification whatever. 

Mr. KONOP. There are 88, the gentleman says, from Wis­
consin. They go to this school, and you will see them come 
back fi·om Carlisle and teach in other schools. You will find 
Indian lawyers, Indian doctors, who were educated at Carlisle . 
I am willing to educate the Indian ju t as far as he wants 
to go. 

l\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Well, giYe him the education, 
but give it to him in hi own neighborhood. 

The CH.A.IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebra ka 
has expired. 

Mr. STEPHEN of Nebraska. I ask for fi\e minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi·om Nebraska asks for five 

minutes more. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask that all de­

bate on this item clo e in 20 minutes. · 
The CH.A.IRl\IAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani­

mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amendments 
thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOW .t\RD. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yielrl? 
l\Ir. STEPHE.1 ·s of Nebraska. I will yield to tl1e gentleman 

fi·om Georgia. 
Mr. HOWARD. I would like to call the attention of the gen­

tleman from Nebra ka to the fact that I haYe heard recently in 
another body the Filipino bill debated, allowinO' certain pri\i­
leges to the Filipino . I have heard the Di trict bill debated ns 
to the privileges that the negroes get in the District of Columhia. 
I have heard here for three or four days debated the Indian bill, 
and my observation is that it is a pretty poor thing in this 
country to be a white man. I do not think the white folks are 
getting what is due them in comparison to what the Negroes, the 
Filipino , and the Indians are getting. [Laughter.] 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I thank the gentleman -for his 
obsenation. I want to call attention to a compact on of the 
per capita cost for alarie and wages at Carli le and how that 
it is $101 more than the per capita co t in other chools of similar 
size. 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Since the gentleman look! diredly 
at me, will he yield? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. In a moment-almost twice 
as much as some of the chool . Now, the per capita co t of ub-
8istence, an important factor, is $48 at Carlisle, while it is $32 
at the Sherman Institute, and runs along from $32 to $39 and 
$40 at the other eight large schools. Forty-eight dollars at Car­
lisle. I am trying to show that this school is most extravagant 
in every way, and that this reduction in the· appropriation, 
which I have proposed in an amendment is justifiable. The 
per capita cost of fuel, I want you to particularly notice. At 
Carlisle it is $25, while up at Fort Totten, where it is 20 rlegrees 
below zero three months in the year, approximately the per 
capita cost is $15. Fifteen dollars as against $25. At Genoa 
and other schools in the same latitude the per capita cost runs 
from $10 to $13 as against $25 at this school Coming to the 
matter of equipment, the per capita cost of equipment and sup­
plies is $20.80 at Carlisle and an average of $W at all of the 
other similar-sized schools. No one can justify that. Do you 
know what I find in that item of equipment? I find that there 
is an item of $11,000 for paper and other supplie for their 
printing press. Can you justify that? . 

Mr. KONOP. Why, they get out a paper up at that institu­
tion, and a good one. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Nebra lm. Ye ; and I find another item 
of $26,000 for athletic . Can you justify that? 

1\lr. KONOP. Yes; because I think atllletic is a good thing. 
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Mr. STEPHENS of.Nebraska. And then they expend $37,000 

from the products of the school that they sell or consume. I 
want to tell you that when you come to justify these things you 
will not find the facts, and that you will have to admit that this 
appropriation should be cut to the figures I have suggested; 
and even when that is done this school has $25,000 more than 
any other school of like size and character. I submit also that 
the statement made in regard to the curriculum of that school 
and the quality of education there is an error. That school 
gives practically no better education than is given at Haskell, 
at Genoa, and the Sherman Institute. It should not give any 
better, either. I object to this school being favored of all 
others. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from liebraska 
has expired. · 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CoLLIER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bill of the following title, in which the concur­
rence of the House was requested : 

S. 381. An act to declare the purpose of the people of the 
United States as to the future political status of the people of 
the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more autonomous gov­
ernment for those islands. 

because it costs a few dollars more per student than it does in 
some of the schools located close to and on the reservations. It 
costs something to bring the boys and girls from the West t~ 
Carlisle, and there is not only the item of transportationy but 
there is another item of expense which is charged to the Indian 
school at Carlisle which the gentleman has entirely overlooked, 
that is the expense of looking afte.r these boys and girls who are 
sent out under.. contract, or let out, whatever the term used 
may be. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Farmed out. 
Mr. KREIDER. They have some one, and he must be paid, 

who is constantly going around seeing to it that these girls 
have proper homes, that they are instructed in the domestic 
arts, that they are properly clothed and fed, and receive decent, 
humane treatment. It is the same with the boys ; they all 
require looking after; the management must keep in touch with 
them, and of course it costs a little money. The boys and girls 
who have come under my observation were well educated; they 
were taught to act and behave like ladies and gentlemen fit 
to mingle with the people in any community, and while thiS 
costs money and the Carlisle School is charged with the ex­
pense, I insist that it is a very proper- expense, and brings a 
tremendous return upon the investment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that 
it is called the " outing system," and the report is that 346 
pupils were under the outing system, and those have not been 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. counted in the attendance. It seems the amount based on the 
The committee resumed its session. enrollment is $157 per capita, while based on the average 
Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska attendance it is $275; and then there are 346 pupils in the out­

[Mr. STEEHENS] has made a very fine speech, but the facts are ing system. 
that the essential features of the school and the expenses neces- Mr. KREIDER. The gentleman from Nebraska has, I think, 
sary to the successful conduct of the school have not been unconsciously paid the school the very highest possible com­
touched upon by: the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. STEPHENS]. pliment when he said that boys and girls from Carlisle do not 
The facts are that this school stands perhaps head and shoulders mix as well with their people when they return home from 
above any other Indian school in the United States to-day, and Carlisle as they do when they return from other schools. Very 
I do not say that in a disparaging way to any other school. But true. In Carlisle we sow the seeds of civilization into their 
it stands hi.gher because the pupils from that school receive a minds and hearts, showing them by actual example a better 
practical training. They are not only taught to read and write way, and as this seed grows its. influences are seen in their 
but are taught agriculture, carpentering, blacksmithing, and every act and conduct; in fact, their very lives are changed; 
so forth; in short, are educated and trained in such a manner they have different ideals, and of course are not willing to go 
that they are qualified to go out, and do go out, a credit to back to Indian customs, habits, and practices; they have be­
themselves and the school. A majority of them perhaps do not come civilized, and now they desire to be useful and honored 
go back to the reservation and stay there, but prefer to engage citizens, and they engage in agriculture, in arts and sciences, in 
in useful occupations, some in business, others in various lines the professions, ~nd many stand at the very top of their chosen 
of manufacturing activities. Many of them enter the profes- profession or calling to-day, a living monument to the I ndian 
sions. There are teachers and doctors and lawyers. Some of School at Carlisle, Pa. · 
our best citizens and business men to-day are Indians graduated lli. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I think that the purpose of the 
at the Carlisle School. This school above all others brings the amendment of the Member from Nebraska was expressed when 
Indian into actual contact in daily life with the civilized people he said that there was no need whatever of this school. If I 
of the United States. I do not say this only because this school understand why the school ought to be discontinued, from his 
is located in my district, but it is a fact that to civilize an standpoint, it is because there is no need of work being done 
Indian you must take him out of his environment, off of the there; and if that be the purpose, then the amendment is simply 
Indian reservations, and he must see something of civilized to cripple the institution beyond what it is now able to do, and 
life and must come in daily contact with it. The Indian boy I do not think that that amendment ought to be offered in that 
must come into actual contact with the tradesman if he is to way for the purpose of discontinuing--
become a mechanic; with the practical farmer if he is to be- 1\lr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield ? 
come an agriculturist, one that is up to date, who makes a profit Mr. FESS. Yes. 
out of farming. MI:. STEPHENS of Nebraska. It is not the purpose of crip-

The girls must come in contact with women who know how piing the work that is being done at that school now, but 
to. do housework. They must be taught how to cook and how simply for the purpose of reducing the amount to something 
to take care of the home, to be neat, tidy, and clean, and they like a reasonable basis. The school is now getting, under my 
can l~arn that in no better environment than in eastern Penn- amendment, $25,000 more than it is entitled to have according 
sylvania, than which there is no section of the United States ·to the pro rata apportionm: nt that is given to all the other 
superior. [Applause.] There are perhaps a few dollars more. schools of this size. 
expense attached to bringing an Indian into Carlisle, but the Mr. FESS. I would say, if it is the gentleman's purpose to 
question is, What do we get for the money that we spend? Are . reduce it to the same basis of cost of the other schools, the 
we not getting a hundred cents on the dollar? I have looked gentleman ought not to agree to $25,000 more than the other 
over the wage scale, and I do not see anyone overpaid, and I schools get. _ 
do not see any necessity for cutting down the wages of anyone. Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I hope to accomplish some­
If there is any waste or mismanagement it should be stopped. thing. I hope to make my amendment do a great deal if I can 
The management should be held strictly accountable for every get it through. 
dollar expended, but I submit to you that in order to as_certain Mr. FESS. _ Now, Mr. Chairman, I thin~ that it would be an 
wh,ether there is a possibility of effecting a saving it is not a unwise thing to do anything that would cripple this institution, 
proper procedure to cut down the appropriation and thereby which I have visited more than once and which I think is doing 
destroy the efficiency of the school. The men who are respon- a wonderful work. I admit that a school in the East is, as a 
sible for the conduct of the schools, the men who manage the rule, more expensive than a school in the Middle West or 
finances of the schooL must be held strictly accountable and see in the far West. There seems to be a different standard of 
to it that every dollar is expended fairly, honestly, and economi- expenditure, of cost. As we ascend the scale in education 
cally, and for the best interest of the students. the- cost increases. That is why the Carlisle School is more 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Will the gentlema.p. yield? expensive than schools of less rank. I do not think that that 
Mr. KREIDER. Not just at this moment. The management· means that it is useless or extravagant, but there is a greater 

must see to it that there is no waste and that every dollar that expenditure, and I know this is true, that as you increase in 
is appropriated by the Congress in this bill is used to good ad- the equipment, in the plant, the- expenditure is bound to be 
vantage. There seems to be a disposition to criticize this school. 'more than where you haV'e not made the improvement; and that 
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being the ease, it i:~ not a usele s expenditure. It is an in­
eyituiJle eJ..""J)enditure and in most case a most justifiable one, 
and I do not l>elim·e that we ought to do anything to reduce 
the efficiency of this work nor ought we to limit the increase 
in the equi11ment 01: in the course ·of study. ·I do not think 
there is any reason whate\er why an Indian wanting to be 
educated should be throttled in his aspirations and ambitio-ns to 
go on and take an increased course so that he might go back to 
his people and the school that is near where he came from and 
do "'·ork in advance of what he possibly could have done had 
he not had this adYance training. I think it is fundamentally 
wrong to take that position. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Nebraska. The gentleman wo-uld not 
yie1d to me? 

1\lr. FESS. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman. 
1\lr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. The gentleman is an educator. 

He know what it means to educate a child out of the environ­
ment in which he must live. It is well known to a man who has 
lived in an Indian counh·y that the taking of boys and girls 
from Indian reservations to other schools outside of that en­
vironment and educating them is impracticable in the results 
obtained, because when they come back they do not fit into the 
scheme. I know a great many discredited students of Carlisle 
in the. West, because they are out of harmony with their people, 
out of tune with them. They are taken when they are 15 or 
16 years old to Carlisle, and after several years taken back to a 
raw re ervation to live. 

l\Ir. KREIDER. Is it the gentleman's iuea, or his objection 
to the Carlisle School, that when a student goes there he comes 
b~ck changed, showing the evidence of his education? Is it 
his desire to send a boy or girl to school and have them re­
turned showing that no change has been effected? · 

l\Ir. KONOP. Mr. Chairman, this is a higher in titution of 
learmng, and every person knows that it necessarily costs more 
to euucate Indians in a higher institution than in a lower insti­
tution of learning. As to the point the gentleman talks about, 
to the effect that the Indian does not fit into this environment, 
I wish to state to the committee that we are appropriating hun­
dreds of thousands of dollars for the purpose of educating and 
ci Yilizing the Indian . · If we want to civilize him, we want to 
take him from the Indian-reservation environment and put him ­
among white people, and civilize him by having him associate 
with tile white people. That i the only way we can civilize 
the Indian. It i a well-known fact that where an Indian is 
educated away from the reservation, and goes back to the Indian 
reseryation, if he stays with the Indians again for any length 
of time he usually takes up with Indian customs and goes back 
to the old life. So, I say, the only way by which you can d'\'ilize 
an Indian and make him like a white man is to make him asso­
ciate among white men, no matter in what part of the country­
the West, or anywhere else. 

1\lr. FESS. It is not true, as a rule, is it, that when they come 
to Carlisle and are educated in that atmosphere they go back 
and are u eles ? That is not the rule? 

Mr. KOXOP. That is not the rule. 1\!r. Rogers, one of the 
Chippewa Indian , of Minnesota, is a prosecuting attorney in a 
county in Minne ota, where there are only GOO Indians who vote 
and oYer 3,000 white people who vote. He is a man of intelli­
crence, a good lawyer, and capable of holding such a position 
intrusted to him by ,yhite men. He 'vas educated at Carlisle. 
Vile have an attorney in the State of Wisconsin, Mr. Denison 
'Vheelock, who was educated at the Carlisle School, who is 
practicing law and competing with white la"·yer ·, and is a very 
capable man. 

If we want to civilize the Indian, I believe the way to do so 
is to take him and place him among the white people, and in 
that way educate him indush'ially, intellectually, and every other 
way. I think the Carlisle School is a higher institution of 
learning, and eYery dollar that this committee has provided is 
nece · ary to run it in a proper and efficient manner. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
Tile CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Nebraska [l\lr. STEPHENS]. _ 
The que tion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
1\!r. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\lr. Cllairrnan, I move that the 

committee do now rise. 
Tlle motion wa agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havina 

re umed the chair, l\II·. FosTER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the. Whole Hou e on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the l>ill H. n. 10385, 
the Indian a11propriation bill, and hacl come to no resolution 
thereon. 

RE IG . A.TION FR<?l\[ COlUUTTF.E. 
The SPEAKER laid before the Hon:e the follo"·ing communi­

cation: 
Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 

Speaket· of the Hottse of Representatit;es of tl!e Uuited tates. 
Srn: I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Committee 

on Invalid Pension . 
Respectfully, yours, W. R. OGLESBY. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the re ignation i ac­
cepted. 

There was no objection. 
MEXICO AND N.\TIOXAL DF.FE~SE. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. · Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con­
sent that I l>e allowed to extend my remarks in the RECORD 
touching the Mexican war problem and national defen e. ' 

The CHAIRMAl~. 'I·he gentleman from Texas asks uhani­
mouse consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the suh­
ject of the Mexican situation and the national defense. Is ther 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hear none. 

BELIEF TN FLOODED DISTRICT . 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 1\lr. Speaker, a nrunber of 1\Iembers of 

the House have been very much interested in the pas •aO'e of a 
joint resolution extending relief to persons in what is d~cribed 
a~ the "flood area" as the result of the ri e in the Mississippi 
R1ver. A few da3'S ago the Chief of Engineers sent telegrams 
to all of the United States district engineers along the river 
requesting reports upon the situation in tileir respecti'\'e eli -
tricts. I have copies of five telegrams, dated, two o:e_ them, on 
the 3d of February, one on the 4th, and two on the 5th. Thev 
m:e from the Army engineers at l\Iemphi , New Orleans, and 
VIcksburg, and they not only show there is no nece sity for 
any action at this time, but they expre the hope that it be 
made clear that there is no possibility that free rations will 
be provided by Congress, in order that they may effectuallv 
control the situation. So long as hope is held out that tller'e 
will be free rations, or so long as appropriations are made pro­
viding rations for the people in the flooded district, they can not 
get the labor under favorable conditions, and it completely de­
moralizes the labor situation. 

I . ask that these telegrams be }Wintecl in the RECORD with 
this statement, so that Member will under tancl the sit~ation 
a a certained from responsible oft1cial source . 

Mr. CARAWAY. Reserving the right to object, l\lr. Speaker, 
I want to ask the gentleman a question. Do they not deal alto­
gether with the situation of the leYee? 

1\fr. FITZGERALD. They refer to the situation regardinf" 
the le\-ees, of course. 

1\fr. CARAWAY. Of course, the engineers say they have suf­
ficient money to care for the levee. Tlley do not deal at u1l 
with the question of distress? 

~ir. FITZGERALD. They deal with the que tion of dis­
tress. They say there are ample provi ions to take care of 
per ons in distress. They notified different parties that Gov­
ernment boats ~-ill be sent wherever there is any danger, and 
one representative planter has asked that no favorable recom­
mendation be made for the furnishing of free rations, ·as they 
are amply able to tnke care of the situation. The telegrams 
show that there is no need for Government aid in that respect 
any more than there is need :for Government aid in regard to 
the maintenance of the levee. A number of telegrams have 
been sent to variou Members of the Hou e from different per­
sons in various parts of the affected area. and this reque t is 
made so as to put at the disposal of Members repre enting the 
di h·icts affected accurate official information as to the real 
condition . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [1\Ir. FITZ­
GERALD] asks unanimou · con ent to extend his remm·ks in the 
RECORD by printing certain telegrams from certain GoYern­
ment engineers. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Following are the telegrams referred to : 

ME:'IIPHIS, TE~x., Fcbntm·y ... , 1916. 
To the CHIEF OF EXGINEERS, 

War Department. 
Have every hope and reason to believe that the flood will pass these 

districts without ·levee break, except at the extreme lower end of the 
White River dish'ict, in the vicinity of Laconia Circle, which will almost 
certainly be fiood<>d, The Government levee at Ilickman protecting the 
Reelfoot district is in prime condition, without the slightest indication 
of prospective trouble. This levee is due not more than an a.uditlonal 
foot to 18 inches of water, to resist which the system is generally 
above this morning's stage from 4 to G feet. A small private lc-.eo 
at Rich-man, entirely di-.orced from Feueral responsibility or super­
vision, broke several days ago, with the result of flooding a few acres 
of the low portion of the town, as well as the yard~ and plant of the 
Mengel Box C_o. This break bears no relation to the Government levee 
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in rear. Unless something untoward occurs, the assumption ls rea­
sonable that these districts will escape overflow, except in vicinity ol 
Laconia Circle. 

MARKHAM, En-gineers. 

CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
MEMPHIS, TENN., February 3, 1916. 

War Depa1·tment, Washington, D. 0. 
Reference to conditions at Hickman, the flooded area is a small 

sector between the Government levee and the Hickman Hills of about 
one hundred-odd acres area. Of this amount, less than one-third in­
volves small scattered town property and factory houses a.t the base of 
the Hickman Hills. 'rhe balance is farm land, mill sites, storage 
yards, etc. About 200 cottages, mainly one storied, have been vacated, 
the occupants being cared for by their friends in other portions of the 
town or in a tent camp established on the hills. Those requiring as­
sistance, including 100 or more refugees from the backwater country 
across the river, total between six and seven hundred. Red Cross has 
representative on the ground, as has also the State of Kentucky, which 
has provided tents. Provisions are at hand in ample amount and can 
be readily augmented. The situation is, of course, distressing to those 
immediately involved, but is purely local and is in no sense or degree 
acute. No suffering of any kind exists, nor at present is there any 
possibility <'f such. The problem is of such relatively small magnitude 
as to be squarely and exclusively a responsibility for the community 
and the State, by which it should be readily handled. Assuming your 
desire for an expression of opinion, I see no possible occasion for inter­
vention by the Federal Government at this time. 

MARKHAM, Engineers. 

CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
NEW ORLEANS, LA., February .q, 1916.. 

United States Army, Washington: 
Senator RANSDALL and Representative MARTIN request telegraphic 

information· of levee situation below New Orleans. Wired them in­
formation telegraphed to your office, situation as follows: Am giving 
high-water protection as far as Socola Canal, 50 miles right bank, and 
Nestor Canal, 55 miles, left bank below New Orleans. Prospects are 
that levees will hold as far as protected ; available balances approxi­
mately $10,000 for each bank, but too small to justify extension of 
protection; possible to protect further on right bank at heavy ex­
pense, but would require more funds. Levees below Socola Canal are 
deficient in grade and section and are exposed to wave action. Pros­
pects of holding these levees depend largely upon winds on left bank ; 
only sea marsh and oyster industry airected by crevasses now flowing; 
conditions are due to September storm and subsequent rises. 

. CAPLES, Engineers. 

VICKSBURG, MISS., Febn,ary 5, 1916. 
CONGWAR, Washington, D. 0.: 

Levees being subjected to severe test but no point specially endan­
gered yet. Excellent chance of holding line if white population will 
put up proper fight. Can give employment and subsistence to all per­
sons in flooded parts of Arkansas. Have already offered such assistance 
and am extending further offers. At present am having to ~ay fancy 

- prices for labor to hold commission levees on Arkansas R1ver. Ar­
kansas authorities advised by my assistant , several days ago that 
Government boats would proceed to any point where life was in danger. 
It \.Ould materially help situation if all hope of free rations were 
squelched. 

,SLATTERY. 

MEMPHIS, TENN., Febr·uary 5, 1916. 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 

War Department, Washington, D. 0.: 
Cairo crested last night at 53x\ and shows fall this morning of 

one-tenth. Upper Mississippi and entire Ohio falling except at Paducah, 
which should be at a stand to-day. Cairo gauge should continue to 
falL Weather conditions throughout drainage basins suggest no prob­
ability of any resumption of rainfall in a numoer of days. Reports 
from levees throughout these districts are uniforlnly most favorable 
and suggest no probability of levee breaks or overflow. Lower White 
River district is, of course, covered with back water. As to this back­
water situation, relief measures are understood to be in progress and 
to be -- satisfactorily effective. I am in receipt of the following tele­
gram from planter of standing in White River district, which is indica­
tive of the sentiment of substantial representatives of the community : 

"The representative farmers of this county are unalterably opposed 
to any plan providing free rations or tents for refugees at Helena, as 
all are capable of taking care of themselves or their tenants. Govern­
ment aid only serves to demoralize labor now working on levees, and 
makes it difficult to handle the labor after water goes down. Our 
chief interests is in holding the levee · and not in selling supplies to 
the Government. Kindly oppose any such plan if presented for your 
recommendation." 

MARKHAM, Engineers. 
Mr. CARAWAY. M:r. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous con­

sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing a tele­
gram from the governor of the State of Arkansas, dealing with 
the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. CARA­
WAY] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD by printing a · telegram from the governor of Arkansas 
respecting the flood situation. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move _that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock· and 2 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, February 
7, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXEOUTIVE OOIDIDNIOATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, e.."'S:.ecutive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table an.d referred as follows : 
1. A letter :from the Secretary of the Treasury, ·transmitting 

a supplemental estimate for the inerease of an appropriation 
under " Expenses of Public Health Service " over the amount 
originally estimated therefor on page 821 of the Book of Esti­
mates for 1917 (H. Doc. No. 658); to the Committee on Appro· 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter :from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of State, submitting 
an estimate of reappropriation in th~ sum of ~2,000 for the ex­
penses of two officers of the United States Public Health Service 
to represent the United States in the Six\;h International Sani­
tary Conference of American States, held at the city of Monte­
video, Uruguay, in December, 1914 (H. Doc. No. 659); to the 
Committee OJl Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, transmitting 
report of business of the Patent Office for the year ended De­
cember 31, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 660) ; to the Committee on Patents 
and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the 
District ot Columbia, transmitting report of .consulting engineer 
upon the collection and disposal of garbage and other city wuste 
originating in the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 661) ; to the Committee on th-e Dis­
trict of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter :from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting list of 
useless papers in the Department of Labor (H. Doc. No. 662); 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers 
and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex· 
amination and survey of Ogdensburg Harbor, N. Y. (H. Iroc. 
No. 663); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbo1·s and -ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
amended estimate of appropriation " Gener-al expenses of public 
buildings," as carried in the Book of Estimates, 1917, page 533 
(H. Doc. No. 664); to the Committee on Appropriations and or­
dered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev­
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

Mr. McKENZIE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 9547) authorizing the ac­
ceptance by the United States Government from the Kene aw 
Memorial Association of Illinois of a proposed gift of land on 
the Kenesaw battle field, in the State of Georgia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 123), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union~ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Col-orado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 28) to amend an 
act entitled "An act granting to the city of Durango, in the State 
of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water res­
ervoirs," approved March 1, 1907, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 125) ; which said bill 
and report were refened to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9691) authorizing leave of absence to homestead 
settlers upon unsurveyed lands, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 126), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi, from the Committee on Claims, 

to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7862) :for the relief of 
New England Coal & Coke Co., owner of the American bargef:! 
Emilie and Oassie, and Bruusgaard, Kiosterud Dampskibsak­
tieselskab, owner of the Norwegian steamship Hesperos, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No~ 
124), which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 
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CHA....l\\GE OF llEFE.REXCE. 

L'nuer clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consiueration of the following bills, which -were re­
ferred as follows : 

A. bill (H. R. 10644) to satisfy the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the claim of Bettie L. Pankey, J. W. Longacre, and 
T. D. Longacre, heirs of William I. Longacre, deceased; Com­
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
\\ar Claims. 

A. bill (H. R. 10063) to satisfy the findings of the Court of 
Claim in the claim of .Annie l\1. Bradshaw, Beulah B. Dingle. 
Clara Belle Bergeron, and George William Bradshaw, heirs of 
1\illiam H. Bradshaw, deceased; Committee on Claims dis­
chnrgetl, and referred to ~he Committee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND l\lEMORIA.LS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
-were introduced and seYerally referTed as follows: ' 
: By l\lr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 10917) to authorize the ac­
ceptance and auministration of savings by the· Postal Savings 
Bank Service of the Post Office Department for crescent life 
annuitie ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KELLElY: A bill (H. R. 10918) authorizing the Sec­
retary of War to make certain donations of condemned cannon 
and cannon balls; to the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

By l\lr. ASHBROOK : A uill (H. R. 10919) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to increa ·e the pension of "'ido,vs, minor chil­
dren, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, 
the _ War with !\1exico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to 
grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased ·oldiers an<l 
sailors of the late Civil War," approved April 19, 1908; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. BUCHANAN of Texas: kbill (H. R. 10920) to remo1lel 
the ol<.l post-office building at Austin, Tex. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By l\Ir. STOUT :· A bill (H. R. 10921) authorizing le:n·e of 
ab ence to homestead settlers upon un. ·urveyed lands ; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. • 

By Mr. l\IORGAN of Loulliiana : A. bill (H. R. 10922) author­
izing the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Covington, La.; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds. ' 

Also, n bill (H. R. 10923) authorizing the purchase of a site 
and tlle erection of a public building thereon at Plaquemine, 
La. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 10924) to prohibit exporta­
tion of rum and other intoxicants to Afr1ca, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By l\lr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10925) author­
izing Ashley County, Ark., to construct :;t bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. · 

By l\Ir. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 10926) to amend an act ap­
proved .June 8, 1906, entitled "An act to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled 'An act relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
Dish·ict of Columbia,'_ approved February 28, 1901 " ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\lr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 10927) to amend an net 
entitled "An aet to increase the pensions of widows, minor chil­
ch·en, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 'Var, 
the 'Var with l\fexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to 
grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the late Civil War," approved April 19, 1908; to · the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. W A'l'KINS: A bill (H. R. 10928) appropriating 
$100,000 for the use of the United States Public Health Sen-ice 
in encouraging rural :sanitation, with special reference to the 
prevention and suppression of pellagra and typhoid fe\er ; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By l\Ir. KELLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 126) directing the 
St>cretary of the Navy to ascertain and report to the House 
CE-rtain information relative .to time and COSt of COnlp,leting naval 
vessels no'v authorized or in course of construction; to the Com­
mittee on Naval Affair . 

PRIVATE BILLS Al~D RESOLUTIONS. 
Unuer clause 1 of Rule XXII, pri,ate bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
·By l\lr. ALMON: A" bill (H. R. 10929) for the relief of John 

Scott; to the Committee on Claims. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. - 10930) granting a pen ion to ~Io es A. 

Coleman; to tl1e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

· Also, a bill (H. n.. 10931) for the relief -of Blair & Blake; 
_to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\1r. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 10932) gnmting an in­
crease of pension to Freuerick B. Lewis; to tlle Committee on 
InYalid Pensions. 
~Y lr. BLACK: A bill (H. R. 10933) for the relief of the 

e tate of Paul A. Swink; to the Committee on Claim . 
By ::\1r. BUCH.A.~'\A1" of Illinois: A bill (H. n. 10934) O'rnntinv 

a pension to Euwin L. Barker; to the Committee on Pe~ioru ·. '"' 
By l\lr. COLEl\lAN: A bill (H. R. 10935) granting an increa · 

of pension to Walter S. Hood; to the Committee on Pen ·ions. 
By Mr. COXNELLY: A bill (H. R. 1093G) granting an in­

crease of pension to George W. Jacob ; to the Committee Oil 
InYalid Pen ions. 

By l\Ir. CRfu\1TON: .A bill (H. R. 10937) granting n pen .. J on 
to Guy W. Johnson; to the Committee on Innllid Pem~ions. 

By l\lr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 1.0938) for the relief of the 
Citizens' Homestead As ociation, of New Orleans, Ln.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. ESTOPINA.L: A bill (H . .R. 10939) granting an hon­
orable dischai·ge to John Proctor, alias John ~Teal; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 10940) for the relief of An:1. ­
tasios Argyros; to the Committee on Foreign_ .Affaie~ . 

AlElo, a bill (H. n: 10941) for the relief of Arete, .Aiketerini , 
and Christos Nicolaos Gikas, children of Nicolao. D. Gikas, de­
ceased; to the Committee on Foreign Affair·. 

By l\lr. FREEl\Lu~ : A bill (H .. R 10942 grunting a·n increa~e 
of pension to Etta J. Knowlton; to the Committee on Itwalid 
Pensjous. 

By l\lr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. ll. 10943) granting n pen­
sion to Edward E . Clapp; to the Committee on Iun11itl Pen­
sions. 

By l\lr. GOODWIX of A.rkansa.•: A !Jill (H. R. 109-:1-:l) author­
izing the Secretary of the Intet·ior to enroll l\lt'K L. F. Burke 
as a Choctmv Indian; to the Committee on Iuctiau Affair ·. 

By l\lr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. H. 109-J.:') gl'anting an in­
crease of pension to Ho\\a..rll Grant; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. · 

Al~o, n bill (H. n. 10~:!6) granting a pension to Alphonsine 
Babin; to the Committee on Pension . 

By l\Ir. HATES: .A bill _(H. R. 109-!7) for the reli f of William 
Richard Hogg: to the Committee on )Iilitary Affail' ·. . 

By l\Ir. HEL::\I : A bill (H. H. 10948) for the r elief of John r. 
l\liller; to the Committee on Claim~. · 

By l\lr. JOHXSO~ of '\ushino-ton: A hill (H. H. 10!}:1:0) 
granting an increase of pension to Carlos E. Scale:- ; to the Com- · 
mit tee on -InYalid Pensions. · 

B:r ~Ir. KEA.R~S: A bill (H. H. 10950) granting a pen,· ion to 
Dana A. Smalley; to the Committee on Invalitl Pension~. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109"51) granting a pen ·ion to \Villmina 
Porste; to the Committee on Penl'lions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10~52) granting an increase of pen.· ion to 
James L. P. Estle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen:;iomt 

By Mr. KETTNER.: A bill (H. R. 10953) granting an increal'l 
of pen ion to George J . llichards; to the Committee ou In\ali{l 
Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10954) granting an increa~e of pension to 
Frederick Flescber; to the Committee .on In\alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10955) granting an incren ·e of pen ·ion to 
James G. Doane; to the Committee on Invaliu Pensions. 

By l\lr. LA.NGLElY: A bill (H. R. 10956) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas ·w. Elliott; to the Committee on InYalill 
Pensions. 
• By l\Ir. LESHER:- A bill (H. n. 10957) to correct the military 
reconl of James C. Connelly; to the Committee on !\Iilitnrv 
.A.ffai..rs. ~ 
. By l\lr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 10958) granting n pen· 

sion to Gus Born; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 10959) granting a pen­

sion to l\lary 'Vall ace; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\fr. MANN: A· b~ll (H. R. 100130) granting an increase 

of pension to Henry C. Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. l\IONDELL: A bill (H. R. 10961) granting a pen­
sion to Frank Bradley; to the Committee on In...-alid Pension . 

By l\lr. l\100N: A uill (H. R. 10962) granting a pension to 
Louisa 'Vilson; to tlle Committee on Pensions. 

By l\lr. OAK~"¥: A bill (H. 1I- 1096..~) g,t'anting an increase _ 
of peru ion to Fannie Davi ; to the ComQlittee on In-valid Pen­
sions. 

By lr. PETERS: A bill (H:n. 109G.J.) granting an .incren~e of 
pension to John W. Bigelo"· ; to th2 Comruitt & on Invalid Pen­
sion~ .. 
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By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 10965) granting an increase 

of pension to Albert McHenry ; to t11e Committee on lnYalid 
Pensions. 
. Al:o, a bill (H. R. 10966) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Maloy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al ·o, a bill (H. R. 10967) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
'Yei ·enburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B.r Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 10968) granting an in­
crease of pension to Avery T. Lawrence; to the Committee on 
JnyaJid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard Blackburn ; to the Committee on Iamlid 
Pensions. 

By l\lr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 10970) granting an increase of 
pension to Esther Phoebus; to the Committee on InYalid Pen­
sion~. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 10971) granting a pension to Ed"·an1 
"~aldo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10972) granting an increase of pen ion to 
Tbomns Armstrong ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SMITH of 1\Iiclligan: A bill (H. R. 10973) to correct 
the military record of Israel Boyer· to the Committee on l\Iill· 
tary Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SPARK1\I.A..~: A bill (H. n. 10974) granting a pen­
sion to Marvin E. Bmndon ; to the Committee Oil Pensions. 

Ry l\Ir. STEELE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10973) g-ranting an 
increa ·e of pension to George W. Alt; to tlw Committee_ on In­
valicl Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10976) granting an increase of pen ion to 
Elia. C. Decker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~Ir. STEPREKS of California: A bill (H. R. 10977) grunt­
ing a pension to Ora 1\Iay Larkin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10978) granting an increase of pen ion to 
Otm1y C. Cha ·e; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10979) granting an in­
crea:e of pension to Silas H. Awry; to the Committee on lnntlid 
Pcm~ions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10980) grantin~ an increase of pension to 
Ellen J. l\lcintire; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10981) granting au increase of pension to 
1\linnie N. Emerson; to the Committee on lnYalid Pensions. 

H...- l\Ir. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. H. 10982) for the relief of 
the 'estates of Aaron \an Camp and Virginiu~ l'. Chapin; to the 
Committee on Claim._·. 

By l\Ir. THOl\lAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. H. 10983) grant­
ing an increase of pension to Hnne Huff; to the Committee on 
·Pen. ·ions. 

By l\lr. 'VOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. n. 1098--!) gmutin~ an 
increase of pension to Henuund Gndmand~on ; to the Committee 
on Itwalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions aml papers "·ere laid 
on the Clerk's de~ k and referred as follows: 

By ~r. BARCHFELD: Petition of Hartje Pnper Manufactur­
ing Co., of Pittsburgll, Pa., fa...-oring tax on dye tuffs; to the 
Committee on Ways and 1\IeH.n!':. 

Also, petition of Rev. A. P. l\Iihrn and 50 citizens, of Allegheny 
County, Pa., fayoring embargo on arms; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for relief of Frederick 
n. Le,TiS; to the Committee Oil Invalid Pensions. 

By Ir. BAILEY: Petitions of C. Liebegott, Jerry W. Leedom, 
L. l\Idlaster, L. W. Delozier, and Howard Mauk all of Dun­
cansville, Pa., for a tax on mail-order houses; to the Committee 
on Ways and l\leans. . 

Also, petitions of Slolers & Little, T. C. Fulton & Co., J. C. 
Eichelberger, J. H. Benner, and J. F. Emgeart & Son, all of Sax­
ton, Pa., for a tax on mail-order houses; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNE'l"l': Memorial of Thomas Jefferson Council, 
No. 12, Junior Order United. American Mechanics, and Golden 
Rule Council, No. 10, Daughters of America, faYoring legisla­
tion for restriction of foreign immigration; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Nnturalizatiou. 

Also, memorial of Lincoln Conncil, No. 20, Independent Sons 
antl Daughters of Liuerty, in f~H·or of the Burnett bill; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also. memorial of United Spanl.sh War Veterans, of St. Louis, 
l\Io .. for preparedne.:s; to tile Committee on Military Affairs. 

Al:o. memorial of Columbia Council, No. 11. of Hartland, Vt., 
iu fn,·or of the Rnmett immigration bill; to tbc Committee on 
Immigration and XHtnralizatiou. 

Also, memorial of Revere Council, No. 102, Sons and Daugh­
ters of Liberty, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in fayor of the Burnett im­
migration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali­
zation . 

By Mr. CAllY: Petitions of Kenneth W. Jacobs Co. and Mil­
waukee-Western Fuel Co., of Milwaukee; Coopers' Union. No. 
35; Manitowoc Central Labor Council; and Retail Liquor Deal­
ers of Kenosha, all in the State of Wisconsin, protesting against 
the passage of Senate bill 1082; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CASEY : Petition of 1,050 people of Luzerne and 48G 
of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. COOPER of Ohio: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Youngstown, Ohio, protesting against tax on tooth paste in the 
emergency war-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. CURRY: Petitions by the Allied Busines. Men's Asso­
ciation of San Joaquin County; the El Dorado Bt·ewing Co., 
of Stockton; F. J. Ruhstaller, of Sacramento; and the Im­
porters & Wholesale Liquor 1\Ierchants' As ·ociation of San F.ran­
cisco, all in the State of California, opposing prohibition in the 
Di trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

By l\1r. DALE of ~ew York: Memorial of Chamber of Com­
merce of the State of New York, relati\'e to appropriation for 
training ship Neu·port ,· to the Committee on the Merchant l\Ia­
rine and Fisheries. 

AI o, petition of George W. H. Andrews, of Brooklyn, N. Y .. 
faYoring pasRage of Hou ·c bill 9814, relatiYe to :ale of Oregon 
and California railway lands; to the Committee on the Public 
Land. 

AI ·o, petitions of undry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 
tax: on tooth paste; to the Committee on w· ays and :\Ieam:. 

Also, melllot·ial of 'hamber of Commerce of the State of Xew 
York, relati>e to reducing to budget form the appr01)l'iations, 
etc.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Salts' Textile Co., faYoring tax on dyestuffs; 
to the Committee on 'Vays and l\Ieans. 

By l\It·. DALE of vermont: Petitions of N.D. Phelps Co. 'and 
others, of Barre; F. R. Graham and others, of 'Vhite lliYer 
Junction; Dwinell Har(hmre Co. and other , of Montpeliet·; 
H. D. Allen and other·, of Wilmington; 0. ,V. & C. S. Sea\er 
and others, of Kortlr Troy; H. P. Silsby and others, of Lyndon­
YUle; H. T. SeaYer and others, of Barton; F. C. Lamb and others, 
of Waterbury; C. S. Dole and others, of Dam·me; G. H. Pills­
bury and others, of Groton; Whipple, French & Co. and others, 
of Orleans; S. E. Clark and others, of Wells RiYer; George E. 
·welch & Son and others, of Bellows Falls ; C. A. Leland & Son 
and others, of Springfield; Robbins & Co"·Ies and other"', of 
Brattleboro; C. F. 1\Tann & Co. and others, of Ludlow; F. C. 
Locke and otller:q, of Chester; · Cook & Wells and others, of 
Proctorsville; B. W. Abbott and other·, of Fairlee; A. E. Hale 
and others, of Bradford; ,V. W. HaTtwell and others, of North­
field; Ordway, Holmes & Co. and others, of Chelsea; .J. 0. 
Belknap Sons and others, of South Royalton; J. H. Lamson & 
Sons and others, of Randolph; James A. Graham and others, of 
Bethel; E. A. Spear and others, of Woodstock; La Fountain 
'Voolson Co. and others, of Windsor; Campbell, Greeley & Co. 
and others, of Roche~ ter; J. F. McLam and others, of South 
Ryegate; True & Blanchard Co. and others, of Newport; C. F. 
Davis and others, of Hardwick; the Peck Co. and others of 
St. Johnsbm:r, all in the State of vermont, urging legislation to 
compel concerns elllng goods by mail to contribute to the 
deYelopment of the local community; to the Committee on Ways 
and 1\leans. 

Br 1\fr. DUNN: Petition of Vogt Manufacturing & Coach Lnce 
Co., of Rochester, N. Y., in favor of House bill 702, the dyestuff 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 

B.r Mr. FLYNN: 1\femorial of Chamber of Commerce of State 
of Kew York, relative to budget form for entire :cheme of ap­
propriations ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of State of New 
York, relative to trnining ship Newport,· to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By l\Ir. FULLER: Petition of the Tra...-elers' ProtectiYe As­
sociation of America, favoring the Stevens standard-price bill; 
to the Committee on Inter 'tate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of James S. Hinchman Camp, Sons of Veterans, 
of Somer et, Pa., favoring House bill 463, to increase pensions 
of Civil Wm· widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. GARDNER: Petition of Helburn Leather Co., of 
Salem, Mass., in favor of House bill 702, the dyestuff bill ; to 
the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 

.Also, vetition of 128 re~idents of Salem, BeYerl;r, DanYers, 
Gloucester, HaYerhill, Amesbury, "~est Kewbury, South Gro...-e-
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land, and Merrimac, Mass., protesting against the tax ·on tooth 
paste; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. GREENE of Massachusetts: Memorial against that 
provision of the so-called emergency war-tax bill which im­
po es a tax on tooth paste; to the Committee on Ways and. 
Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT: Petition of many residents of the second 
congressional district of Massachusetts for the removal of tax 
on tooth paste by the so-called war revenue act ; to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES : Petition of Burbank district people and 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of San Jose, Cal., favor­
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of California, favoring 
embargo on arms, etc. ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Canners' League of California, favoring 
House bill 651, to regulate commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Pa­
cific Grove, Cal., relative to censorship of moving pictures; to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, petitions of 1\Irs. Clara Lajannette, of Gilroy, and Chal'les 
E. Cox, of San Jose, Cal., against preparedness; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, favoring the 
Federal bill relative to pa.yment to h<>spitals; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, relative to 
publication of reports of Industrial Relations Commission; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: Memorial of Associated Chambers of 
Commerce of the Pacific Coast, urging the appropriation of 
money for the completion of the Alaskan railroau ; to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of executive committee of the Colorado Board 
of Agriculture, favoring the extension of road and trails iu or 
near Estes Park, Colo. ; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, petition of Ralph E. Finnicum, of Denver, Colo., urging 
the passage of the Smith-Hughes motion-picture censorship bill; 
to the ·committee on Education. . 

Also, memorial of Associated Chambers of Commerce of the 
Pacific Coast, favoring an app1·opriation to improve the equip­
ment of the Coast and Geodetic Survey ; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. IGOE : Petition of 78 druggists and doctors of St. 
Louis, Mo., protesting against war tax on tooth paste; to the 
Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Health Department, by Assistant 
Health Commissioner Dr. G. A. Jordan, favoring bill for a 
national leprosarium or Government hospital; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. John Trigg Moss, regent of Cornelia 
Green Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of St. 
Louis, Mo., on behalf of herself and 34 other members, favoring 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Hon. Howard A. Gass, State superintendent 
of education of Missouri, favoring House bill 57, to eliminate 
illiteracy; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Legione Giuseppe Garibaldi, of 
Laurium, 1\f.ich., against passage of the immigration bill; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. . 

By :Mr. JOHNSON of 'Vashington: Memorial of Highway 
Board of the Stnte of Washington, favoring House bill 3715, 
relative to State highways; to the Cemmittee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. KET'r::l\TER: Resolution of Alameda County Medical 
.Asso-ciation, asking adequate provi"lion for medical officers in 
any reorganization of Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Berkeley Chamber of Commerce, advocating 
investigation to ascertain whether railroads are receiving ade­
quate compensation for carrying mails; to the Committee on the 
Post Office nn<l Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., 
·asking pr<>per !'emediallegislation for oil industry of California; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Alsf), resolution of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
CaUfornia, favoring interstate gambling law, etc. ; to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of Local Union 
No. 114, International Union of United Brewery Workers, of · 
Providence, R. I ., protesting against national prohibition legis­
lation; to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of Sheim-Williams Co.., of Boston, Mass., in 
favor of House bill 702, the dyestuff bill ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY : Petition, of A. B. Robertson and 38 other 
citizens of Lansing .and Jackson, 1\fich., -against revenue tax on 
dental preparations; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of Mr. L. L. Ander on, president of 
class 8, Presbyterian Church of Canton, m., and other members 
of said class and voters of the fifteenth congressional dish·ict, 
urging an adequate national defense; to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. LIEB: Petition of Eva K. Froelich, member of the 
city public library board of Evansville, Ind., protesting against 
provision in House bill 4715 which would preYent libraries 
from gettiQg good book:s at reasonable rates ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Globe-Bosse-World Furniture Co.; the Evans­
ville FuTniture Co., by E. W. P loegei·, secretary; the Buehner 
Chair Co. ; and the American Pharmacal Co., by J. H .. Rol1Sen­
berger, secretat·y, all of Evansville, Ind., fayoring Honse bill 
702, the dyestuffs bill; t o the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. l\IAPES: P etition Eignetl by 'Villinm Loving and 14 
others, protesting against the adoption by Congress of any plan 
of military or naYal expansion providing for a larger expencli­
ture annually, except in case o f actual \Yar, than has been appro­
printed and used for tha·t purpose in recent years; to the Com­
mittee on Appropriation . 

By Mr. McFADDEN: Petition of American Chair Manufactur­
ing Co., Hallstead, Pa., favoring tax on dye tuff; to the Com­
mittee on W ays and Mean . 

By 1\Ir. MOON: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10962) for 
the relief of Loui a Wil on ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. 1\.IOOH.E of P enn ·lyania: Memorial of National As o­
ciation of Dn1cr Clerks, favoring Ste,-ens standard-price bill ; to 
the Commit tee on Inter ·tate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of P ennsylvnnia State Federation of Labor, 
against repeal of seamen's law ; to 'the Committee on the Mer­
chant l\larine and Fisheri . 

AI o. petition of Druetling Bro. . Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring tax on dyestuff ; t o th Committee on Ways and :Means. 

Also; petitions of Harry Little and others. of Philadelphia, 
Pa .. again t war tax on tooth pa te; to the Committee on 'Vays 
and l\Ieans. 

AI o, petition of Philadelphia Branch of the National German­
American Alliance, favoring pas a ere of bills to amend the 
naturalization laws ; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By 1\lr. NORTH: 1\femorinl of .Joseph A. Blakeley Camp, No. 
71, United Spanish War Veterans, of Indiana, Pa., urging the 
passage of the Key bill; t o th e Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts : Petition of Brown Bur Cd., 
of Gardner, Mass., favor ing tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee 
on Ways and 1\fea.ns. 

Also, petition of Guy P. Howe an<l 39 other , of Athol, Mass., 
protesting against any r evenue tax: on tooth paste ; to the Com­
mittee on ·ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. SCULLY: Letter favoring resolution ordering· em­
bargo on war material from L. Li am, Albert G. Peterson, Julius 
Roth, Karl Cal'lson, Charles Nordl tram, and A. A. Greib, all of 
Elberon, in the State of New Jersey, and Alfred J . 1\Iason, 
favoring Stevens-Ayers bill; to the Committee on Foreign 
.Affairs. ~ ' 

By 1\fr. SMITH of Michigan: Protest of George Russell and 26 
other citizens of Athens, Mich., against military or naval eX])an­
sion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, protest of D. Messenger and 10 other citizens of Olivet, 
28 citizens of Montgomery, and 1 citizen of Vicksbm·g, all in the 
State of 1\fichigan, against military or naval expansion provWing 
for larger expenditure annually, except in case of actual war, 
than sum app1·opriated in recent years; to the Committee on 1\lili­
tru·y Affairs. 

Also, protest of Charles H. Palmer, Alamo, Mich., against any 
extensive preparations for war; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of .Jackson County Ministerial Association, of 
Jackson, 1\Iich., favoring Federal retirement law; to the Com­
mittee on Labor. 

Also, protest of Pomona Grange, of Hillsdale County, l\Iich. , 
against any extensive program of preparation for war; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. · 

Also, protest of the Organized Liquor Dealers, of Detroit, 1\fich., 
against Senate bill1082; to the Committee on the J udiciary. 
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B,· ~lr. STEELE of Pennsvlnmia: Petition of F. G. Semple, 

South Bethlehem, Pa., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Com­
mittee on Ways :mel l\leans. 

By :\lr. STIKESS : Petition of Euward F. McElroy, of Provi­
dence, R. I., favoring the bill granting indefinite leave of absence 
to superannuated po. tal employees; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Hhode Island, favoring the bill to create a Federal motion­
pichu·e commission; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Narragansett Bay Oyster Co., of Providence, 
R. I., favori<ng an appropriation for the scientific propagation of 
o.r. ters; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Sherwin-Wil1iams Co., of Boston, l\lnss., fa­
voring House bill 702-the dyestuffs bill; to the Committee on 
W' ays and Means. 

AI o, memorial of Rhode Island Equal Suffrage Association, 
favoring the child-labor bill; to tl1e Committee on Labor. 
· By l\'Ir. SULLO\VAY: Memorial of Glory Council, Sons and 

Daughters of Liberty, of Center Barnstead, N. H., favoring pas­
sage of the immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Natm~llization . 

B\ 1\lr. TAYLOR: Petition of \V. l\1. Crook and other citizens 
of Lincoln County, Ark., in favor of Hou ·e bill 478; to the Com­
mittee on War Claims. 

By ::\lr. TEl'.1PLE: P etition of citizens of New Castl.e, Pa., 
favoring abolishing polygamy in United States; to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also. petition of Louis Zelt, jr., and 43 members of Local Union 
No. 313. \Vashington, Pa., again ·t national prohibition; to the 
Com1 Iittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Charleroi, Pa., against prohibi­
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis­
trict of Columbia. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 10903, granting a pen­
sion to· Anna Pleasa Spencer; to the. Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

lly ~Ir. V..c:\.RE: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., fa­
vol"lng tax on dye ·tuffs; 'to the Committee on \vays anu l\leaus. 

SENATE. 
~1oxDAY, February 7, 1916. 

ThP Chnplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. p., offered the 
following prayer: 

We come before Thee. Almi:;!ht;'l· God, to ask for Thy highest 
and best gift, the ~ift of the spirit of Thy Son. With Thy holy 
spirit within us om· darkness is tnmed to light, om· sorrow is 
turned to joy; death is bnt the entedng into life. ·we seek Thy 
spirit, which is grace in om· henrts, tlmt we may perform the 
duties of life with Thy spirit and walk as heroes and con­
queror· tbrough alL the difficulties of the life that Thou hast 
gi,·en to us. Guide us this day with l'hy spirit's grace anu 
power. For Clu·i t's sake. Amen. 

The Jomnal of the proceedin~s of the legislatiYe day of 
Thm· ··day, Febnmry 3, 1916, was read and approved. 

FRlGA.TE " CONSTITUTIO~ " ( S . DOC. ~o . 314) . 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi­
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re­
sponse to a resolution of January 23, 1916, certain information 
relntiYe to the present condition of the frigate Constitution 
and the amount of money estimated to put it in a condition of 
good repair, which was referred to the Committee on Appro­
priations and ordered to be printed. 

DIRPOSITION OF USELESS P _\PERS. 

The VICE PllE IDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting a 
list of documents and file and papers useless to the Department 
of Labor and \Yhich have no historical value. The communica­
tion will be referred to the Joint Seleet Committee on the Dis­
position of Useless Papers in the Executive Department , nod 
the Chail' appoints the Senator from Wa ·hington [1\fr. Jo~ms] 
ami the Senator from New Jersey [l\lr. MARTINE] the com­
mittee on the part of ihe Senate. The Secretary Trill notify 
the House of Representatives of the appointment thereof. 

The VICE P.RESIDE!\TT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit­
ting a list of document · and files and papers useles to the 
Department of the Interior and which have no historical value. 
ThE' communication vdll be referred to the Joint Select Com­
mittE'e on the Di~position of Useless Papers in the Executive 
Departments, and the Chair appoints the Senator from Wash-

ington [~lr. JoxEs] and the Senator from New Jersey [l\lr. 
l\L<\RTI:XE] the committee on the part of the Senate. The See­
retary will notify the Rouse of Representatives of the appoint­
ment thereof. 
AN~U.AL REPORT OF Cm.UIISSIO;>\ER OF PA.TE~-TS (H. DOC. NO. 660). 

ThE' VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re­
port of the Commissioner of Patents for the year ended De­
cember 31, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on Pat­
ents and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF FRAN'CIS HART (S. DOC'. ::\0. 3lu). 

The YICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi­
cation from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit­
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusion filed 
by the court in the cau e of Francis Hnrt, administratOl' of the 
estate of John Hart, deceased, which, with the accompanying 
pa11er, wn8 referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printeu. 

PRODuCT OF CHILD L\BOR. 

H. n. 8~3-:l:. An act to prevent interstate commerce in the procl­
ucts of child labor, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title. 

The YICE PRESIDEKT. The Chair is of opinion that this 
bill should be referred to the Committe on Interstate Commerce, 
but has been informed that there i. · a de ·ire to make a motion 
to refer it to another committee. 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I moYe Umt the bill be referred to the · 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The YICE PRESIDE:'\T. The bill will be r eferred to the 
Committee on Inter tate Commerce. -

PETITIONS .AND MEl\fORB.LS. 

The YICl~ PRESIDEXT pre:ente<l a petition of tlH• First In­
dependent Odes~er Sick Benefit A$sociation, of Ne'' Yor!~ City. 
N. Y., praying for the pas age of tl!e joint resolution to com·en~ 
a congre s of neutral nation. to offer mediation to the belligerent 
nations of Europe, which _was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

1\lr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted at a rna~~ meet­
ing of citizens of ~fassachusetts held in Boston, January 30, 1!)10, 
in favor of prepareclne antl in opposition to the embargo on 
mnuition'3 of war. I ask that the resolutions be printetl in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on l\lilitary Affairs. 

There being no objection, the reRolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printeu in the 
RECORD, a.' follows : 

BOSTOX, M.tSS., February ~ 1916. 
lion. HEXIH C. LODGE , 

United States J:leuate, Wa8hi11gton, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: At a ml'eting called at Tremont Temple, Sunday January 

30, 1916, to consider "The duty of American,; in the war," the follow­
ing resolutions were adopted, with a vote of 2,300 to 3 : 

"Resol·ved, That we, American citizen . spared from th£' horrors of 
war by conditions which we can not attributE' to our own Yirtue, deem 
it incumbent upon us to make public declaration of those principles of 
faith and purpose ·which sustain the cause of ci>ilization . 

"Resolved, That we pledge to the President our support and :;;ervlce 
in any action that the fearless protection of our national interests may 
require, or that our rightful place among nations may demand. 

'Resolt'ed, That while we appro>e the firm and open action by our· 
Government aiming to preser...-e the rights of neutrals, we deplore any 
appearance of valuing commercial interests as highly as human lives; 
and especially do we repudiate the suggestion that any monetary pay­
ment can compensate for the murf4'r of noncombatants at sea. 

"Resol~:ed, That a national neutrality does not forbid u , either as 
individuals or as a Nation, to express our condemnation of any warfare 
that outra;;es international treaties or Yiolates the territory of nations 
which seek only to maintain their independence and to protect their 
homes. 

u Resolr·ed_, That we protest against every effort, whether among the 
people or in the GoYernment, to restrict or suppress the export of muni­
tions of war to any belligerent, since such r estriction or suppression of 
commerce must, under the con<litions which the war has deYeloped, 
constitute an eyident, if not an a>owed, act of national partisanship. 

"Resolt'ed, That we are inflexibly opposed to any policy which may 
represent that we dare not protest against wrongs which we condemn, 
or that we hesitate, at the risk of life, to defend our flag, and those who 
ha•c the right to its protertion, Qr to take our just part in the t>nforce­
men of those principles of humanity without which there can be n{) 
peace or justice." 

RICIIAllD C: CABOT, 
Clrail'mall. 

HExnY CorLEY GnEE.'E, 
lkcretary. 

1\Ir. LODGE presented petitions of the \\"oman's Cht·istian 
Temperance Union of Lawrence, Bolton, and Blackstone, all in 
the State of ~Iassachusetts, praying for national prohibition, 
which \\ere referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also pre~entetl n petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade, praying for the establishment of a permanent, non­
partisan tariff commission, which was referred to the ColllDlittee 
on Finance. 

He also pt·e. ented a petition of the Political Equality Associa­
tion, of Cambridge, Ma s., praying for the adoption of an amend-
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