
1916. CONGRESSIONAL REOORD·-HOUSE. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. The SPEAKER. Is there objectiorr't 
· ~ 1 

. Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that if t:ae Uill' comes up 
MoNDAY, Aprib a; 1916!. at all the gentleman from New· Jersey' [Mr-. EAGA!N1T wants to 

take up the Senate bill. 
The House met at 12 ·o'clock noon. Mr. EAGAN: Yes; r shall· ask to take-up-the Senate bill. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the foh Mr. MANN. The Senate bill is No. 66 on the Unanimous 

lowing prayer : Consent Calendar. 
Infinite, Eternal Spirit, whom we have been taught to call Our Mr. EAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub-

:B'ather, an appellation which brings us close to Thee, and makes stitute the Senate bill 1809 ior the House bill. 
the whole world akin, in the simplicity of children we pray for The SPE ... ll{ER. The gentleman from New. Jersey [Mr. 
our daily ne~ds; wisdom, that we may comprehend som~what EAGAN] asks unanimous· consent that the. Senate bill of the 
of life and its far-reaching purposes; truth, which shall lift us same tenor be considered' in lieu of the House bill j11st re­
out of the transient into the eternals, that our work may have ·ported. Is there objection 1 
a deeper significance and our life a fuller sweep in all that per- There was no objection. 
tains to the now and the then; the sublime, the beneficent, in the The SPEAKER. Is there objection to. the consideration of 
thought and purpose of Thy love and will, that our l~ngings, the Senate bill at this time?• 
hopel', and aspirations may be satisfied in the fullness of JOY. In Mr. MANN. It is on the calendur as .No 66. 

hrist Jesus our Lord. Amen. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the-Senate_ bill. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April1, 1916, was The Clerk read as follows: 

read and approved. A bill (S. 1809) to create an additional judge in tbe <lliltriet of New 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT CALENDAR. J.ersey. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President ot the Uniteu States be, and 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on the he hereby is authorized and directed, by and with the adrtce and- con-

calendar. sent of the Senatt>, to appoint an additional judge of- the district court 
of the United States for the district of New- Jersey, who shall re ide in 

ADDITIONAL TERM OF coURT AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. said district, and whose term of offi.ce, compensation, duties1 and powers 
shall be the same as now provided by law for the juuge ot said district. 

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent SEc. 2. That this act shall take efi'ect immediately. 
was the bill (H. R. 6099) to amend section 72 of an act" entitled The SPEAKER. Is the1·e· objection?. This bill is on the 
"An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the Union Calendar. 
judiciary," approved March 3, 1911. Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object. 1\.fr.. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? I "'Ould like to inquire whether any consideration was given 
There was no objection. to the desirability of holding court in the southern district of 
The SPEJAKER: This bill is on the Union Calendar. New Jersey? At present, as I understand' it, there are two 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the district judges, who hold court, respectively, at Newark and 

IJill be considered in the House as in Committee of the· \Vhole. Trenton. A number of us are acquainted with the large volume 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- of work arising in the southern· distrJct of New Jersey. I want 

mous com:ent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com- to know whether the bar has petitioned1 the Committee on. the 
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? Judiciary concerning terms of comt to be· held, ~r instance, , at 

There was no objection. Camden 01~ in some other portion of the State? 
'!'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 1\!r. STEELE of Pennsylvania. No such matter was.presented 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: to the committee. The matter was not . taken up. for considera-
lle tt enacted, etc., That section 72 of the act ent;ttled ',',An act to tion by the committee. 

codtfy, revise, and amend. the laws relating to the judiciary, approved Mr. STAFFORD. It is rather nov.el to have three J'udges March 3, 1011, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as_ to read as 
fo¥,o~sc~ 72. The State of California is divided into two d~tric~s, to be without the State being dividedl into districts. The additional 
known as the northern and southern districts of Califorma. Tlie judge is because of the increased volume ot business, as the two 
southern district shall include the territory embraced on the 1st day judges are not able to take care of it. I wanted to inquire 
of July, 1910. in the counties of Fresno, Kt>rn, Kings, Madera, ~i- whether any recommendations had been· made by- the bar of 
posa, "M<'rced, and Tulare, which shall constitute the northern division southern New Jersey as, for instance, for holding court ~t 
of said district; also the territory embraced on the date l~st mentioned Comden? 
in tho counties of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orang.e, Riverside, San Ber- a. 

nnrdino !:!an Diego San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, and Ventura, 11r. EAGAN. Not to my. knowledge. 
which shaH constitute the southern division of said district. Terms of Ml'. STAFFORD. I think. ther.e is oecasion. for. having an 
the district court for the northern division shall be held at Fresno on addl.tt'onal court for the convenience of the practitioners of the first Monday in .lay and the second Monday in November; and 
for the southern division, at Los Angeles on the second Monday in southern New Jersey. 
January and the second Monday in July, and at San Diego on the sec- The SPEAKER. Is· there objection? 
ond Monday in March and September. The northern district. shall 
include the territory embraced on the 1st day of July,. 1:91.0, m the There was no objection. 
counties of Del Norte, Siskiyou, Modoc, Humboldt, Tnmty, Shasta, The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union-Calendar. 
Lassen, Tehama, Plumas, Mendocino, Lake, ColuM-, Glenn, Butte, Sierra, 1\Ir. EAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con-
' utter Yuba, Nevada, Sonoma, Napa., Yolo, Places Solano, Sacramento, si'der· the bill m· the House oc. in· Committee- of the Whole.' El no'rado, San Joaquin, Amador, . Calaveras, ~tanisla~s, . Tuolumne, ...., 
.Alpirie, and 1\Iono, which shaH constitute the northern diVIsio~ of said The SPEAKER. The gentleman from N-ew Jersey [Mr. 
district; also the territory embraced on tht> date last mentioned in EAGAN] asks unanimous· consent to consider the· bUt: irrthe House. 
the counties of San Francisco, Marin, Contra Costa, Alameda. San 
Mn.teo santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Monterey, and San Benito, which shall as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?· 
co'nstitute the. southern division of said district. Terms of the district There was no objection. 
court for tbe northern division of the northern district shall be held at The SPEAKER. The question .is on the thh·(tl reading of the 
Sacramento on the second Monday in April and the first Monday in Sennte bill. 
October and at Eureka on the third Monday in July; and fol'l the "" 
souther~ division of the northern district at San Francisco on the first 1\fr. EAGAN. Mr. Speaker, there is an· amendment, to insert, 
Monday in March, the second Monday in July, and the first Monday in lin 9 1 after the """Ord "therein" the following· 
Novt>mber. The clerk of the district court for the northern district on e • page • •• · · • · 
shall maintain an office at Sacramento, in charge of himself or a deputy, Provided, howeve1·, That the President shall make public all indorse-
which shall be kept open at all times tor the transaction of the business ments made in behalf of the person appointed as such district judge. 
of the court." The SPEAKER. The Clerk will repont the amendment. 

With a committee amendment, as follows : The Clerk read as foU.ows : 
Amend, page 2, line 1, by inserting after the word " Fresno " the Amend the bill by inserting, in line 9; page- 1; after the word 

word " Inyo." "therein," the following: . 
Th Sp'l:'l ~ TTTl'R Th est' IS' n greem· g to the amend · u Provided, however, That" the President shall make publit: all m-

e .w~ • e qu wn ° a - dorsements made in behalf of the person appointed as sucli <listrict 
ment. judge." 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. MANN. Where does•this ·come in? 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and Mr. EAGAN. On line 9, page r. 

third reading of the bill. Mr. STAFFORD. 1tfr. Speaker, may. we have tile amend-
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, ment reported again? l could not quite follow it. 

was read the third time, and passed. · Mr. MANN. There is no such word· as " therein-" in the bill. 
On motion of Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon- The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again 

sider the vote whereby the bilL was passed was laid on the table. report the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next one. The amendment was again read. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY.. Mr. STAFFORD. ·_ There is no SUCh word in that line, 1\Ir. 
The next . business on the Calendax for Unanimous Consent ' Speaker. 

wa.'3 the bill (H. R. 538) to appoint aru additional judge in• the · Mr. MANN. There is. no such word as: "'therein" in the bill, 
district of New Jersey. either in line 9 or anywhere else. 
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•· The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman want the amend-
ment to come in? . 

. · Mt-. l\IANN. It should come in after the 'vord "district," on 
line 9. 

Mr. EAGAN. It shoult.l come in after the word "dish·i~t," on 
Jine 9 ; .res. . . . 

Tlle SPEAKER The Clerk '"~'ill again repoi·t the a'rnend­
.ment . 

The Clerk read as follows : 
: At t he enci of line !1, after the word ' district;: in. crt the follo'l\ing: 
· " Pror idca, lwwm;er,•.That the President shall make pui.Jlic all indorsc­
.mt:nt .· made in behalf of the person appointed as :mch district judge." 

. l\lr. G4ffiNER. -l\Ir. ·Speaker: \vni the gentleman frou1 Kew 
Jersey yield? .. 
· .• :r.ll·. EAGAN. I yield to the. gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GARNER Do I understand the gentleman from New 
Jersey to s~y that this is a committee amendment? 

l\1r . . EAGAN. No. 
Mr. GAR~TER This is an ame.tltlment offered by the gentle-

man fron;:1New Jersey on llis own bellalf? . , : 
1\Ir. EAGAN. No. The question came up in the last House, 

and objection was made because we had not agreed to such an 1 

amendment. · 
Tile SPEAKER. The question i on the amendment. 
Tl1e question being taken, on a division (demanded by :Mr. 

CULLOP) · there were:-a.res 201 noes 61. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was ordered to a third reaclirig, and was accordingly 

read the third time and pas~ed. . . 
On motion of 1\lr. STEELE of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon-

sider the last vote was laid on· the table. · 
By unanimous consent the corresponding House bill was or­

det·ed to lie on the table. 
HOMESTEAD OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Tile next business on the Calendar. for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 8351) to accept a deed of gift or convey­
ance from the Lincoln Farm Association, a corporation, to the 
United States of America, of land near the town of Hodgen­
ville, county of Larue, State of· Kentucky, embrac~ng the home­
·stead of Abraham Lincoln and the log cabin in which he was 
born, . together with the memorial hall inclosing the same; and, 
further, to accept an assignn'lent or transfer of an endowment 
fund of $50,000 in relation thereto. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. · Is there objection? 
Ml'. MANN. Reserving the right to o!Jject, the Committee on 

the Library will very shortly be ·-reached on Calendar Wednes­
day, prabably on next Wednesday. There are some amend­
ments that ought to be made to this bill. I hope there will be 
no objection to letting it go oYer until it is reached on Calendar 
\Vednesday. 

Mr. JOHNSON ·of Kentucky. There are only two amend­
ment , and they are very simple. One is the change from the 
Secret:uy of· State to the Secretary of \Var and the other is a 
short amendment putting the Secretary of War in control of the 
property. 

Mr. 1\IANN. · I think it is a matter that ought to go oYer, inas­
much as it will be reached anyhow this week. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. · I hope the gentleman will let 
the matter be consid.ered now. I do not think there is any seri-

. ous objection. . -
1\fr. STAFFORD. I think there will be some debate on the 

proposition, and as we have had no Unanimous Consent Calendar 
for a month for the hearing of bills on that calendar, no-harm 
can be done by letting this go over until \Vednesday, when · it 
can be brought up under the call of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. I wish the gentleman would ask to have it 
pas eel by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I do not like to do that, unless 
the gentleman propo es to object to its consideration now. 

Mr. MA~. I would object to its consideration to-day, Mr. · 
Speake~'. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Under those circumstances I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed without prej­
udice, with the understanQiug that it is to hold its present 

-po ·ition on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 

pa the bill without prejudice: Is there objection? 
There wa no object~ou. 

THE CORBETT TU ~ \EL. 

The next business on the Calendar for .Unanimous Consent 
was the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) appropriating money 
for the payment of certain claims on account of labor; sup-

plies, materials, and cash furnished in the const:Tnction of tlte 
Corbett ·Tunnel. 

The Clerk read '·he-title of .tile joint. resol_!-ltion . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. S',I'A.FFORJ). I object. . - . : -

· 1\Ir.MO~"'DELL. · W·ill not ' the ' gentlcmn.n withhold his ob-
jection? . 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will' re erve the olJje tion nt the requ~ t 
of the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. l\IANN. The bill will ha"e to be read. 
Mr. l\IONDET~L. \Vill the gentleman withlloiLl hi· objection? 

· Mr. 'STAFFORD. Mr. · Speaker, I · itm quite po ith·e that 
there will be nothing deYel op _ll tll~Lt will chang my 011iuion 

·on this bill. · 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. I thillk it i ·possible that 'O}nething mi~ht 

deyelop. · 
L Mr . . S'.r.AFFORD. I will 'lvithhold my objection ou t of 
courtesy to tile gentleman from :wyoming. 
· Mr. MONDELL'. I want to state to the gentleman 1hat 

something ought to be ·done with regard to thi · matter. It ha. · 
been pending a_. long tirl}e. A number of years ago Congres · 
made an _[Jppropriation of . -12,000 to pay certain claims. ne­
cently the Secretary of the· Interior has been enjoined from the 
payment of those claims. The people to wliDm these moneys 
are due .are all of them people who are needing tl1e money Yery 
badly, most of them people of very limited means, a nll they 
l1ave already waited a long time for their money. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. 1\lONDELL. Yes. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. Doe· the gentleman con itlel' that it is 

good governmeutal polic~; to pay a d~finite amount, as is pro­
vided in ~his bill, to a· certain lobbyist, and thereby establish as 
a ·prece<lent of the House that we will pay tho ·e who h·y to ob­
tain the payment of claim· agq.in t the GoYernment? 

l\lr. l\IONDELL. That . depends. Congress hn · nppropriateil 
hundreds of thousands of dollars that llaYe been paid to people 
who have pro eci.1tcd claims against the GoYernrnent. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If . the 'geutleman "ill permit, I tlo not · h.)-­
lieve there J;lns ·eyer been an in tan<;e where we have sepnr~tely 
recognized a lobbyist rrho has geuerated such claim ~ as this 
bill provi<les. 

1\lr. MO:N'DELL. I do not think tlle party who would be ~ 
ben~ficiary under thi · pro,-i ·ion -ought to be -called a lobbyist. 
I would not be in faYor of tllc passage of the bill as reported 
by the committee. I do not think that ought to be done, hut I 
think the Senate bill ou~ht to pa , and I want to make this 
suggestion with regard to what the effect of the Senate bill 
would be: In order to uring the ·e claim · within the . 42,000 
appropriated by Congres~ it became neces ary for tile Secretary 
of the Interior to cut down the amount of tile claim . Tili wa · 
done by the action of one of the claimant·, who agree<! to accept 
about $3,000 less than the amount of his <:lnim in ort.ler· to bring­
about a settlement. Now, in addition to a little owr ~4G,OOO 
that is actually due there i · a claim ,for . omething more than 
$3,000, which was not covered by the original appropriation, 
which is for work done on the . pillway. 'o a n matter of fact 
there are clain1 for OYer .$6,000 which woulLl-uot be paid if t11ere 
were no further legislation and the $-12,000 wer distributed. If 
we pass the 'Senate bill, -it \Yould pay tho ·e n<lditionnl claim· 
and would leaye something over $8,000, which, nuder t11e terms 
of tlie Senate bill, the Secretary could pay, or a r a onable 
amount of it, to the person tllrough 1vho ·o :cnice · :aid claims 
were pre ented to t11e attention of Congres . 

l\1r. McLAUGHLIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. l\101\"'DELL. Yes; but ju t Jet me conclude tllis sen tence. 
The effect of the pas~age of the Senate bill would be to pay all 
the claims, including the spillway claim, ant.l leave sometiling 
over $8,000, which the Secretru·y could pay in wilole or in part 
to 1\Irs. MacDona~d. There is no question but what Mrs. l\lac­
Donalti did ,a . great deal of work in connection with securing 
the legislation for the payment of these claim , ant.l while I do 
not think it would be 1·ight to cale down, as is propo et.l in the 
House amendment, the sums already appropriated, it doe · ecrn 
to me that it would be entirely proper to proYit:le the additional 
appropriation, which will pay t.ll ·additional claims, and leave, 
as I said, about $8,000, a part of which the Secretary could pay 
to 1\lrs. MacDonald if he felt it proper to do so. 

:Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Tile gentleman says that the bill ought 
to be passed promptly becau ·e the amount is going to persons 
in great need of the money. Is it not a fact tllat a Yery large 
part of these claims involved, a larO'e part of the appropriation 
to be made, is in the hands of those who did not do the work, 
in the bands of others by assignment? 

1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. That is not entirely true. As a matter 
of fact 1\It·s. UacDonald, who did have an a ignment of quite a 



-. 191G. CONGRESS! ON AL llECORD-HOUSE. 5377 
· numuet·. of claimf.l, found when she came to present the claims to 

the Interior Department that tlle as.·ignmeuts were not all of a 
character they could accept. My understanding is that ·the 
claims which ~he holtls amounts to less than $6,000 in all. I 
umlerstana· the gentleman from Montnna to ~ay that is correct. 
Slw is the largest .holller, and practically ·the only hol<ler, of 

.- assigned claims, if I am righfu.Uy informed, othenyise the · pay­
ments will be made directly to the parties who did the work or 
furnished the material. 

l\lr. STOUT. The assigned claim · were stricken out by the 
department. 
· l\lr. McLAUGHLIN. All the assigned claims haYe not been 

· sti·icken out, and a large part of the money will go to the 
assignees. 

' ' l\1r. l\fONDELL·. I thought I had stated that to the gentle­
mao. I under 'tnnd 'that l\Irs. l\iacDonald has in the neighbor­

. hood of $6,000 of claims. She aCtually put in more than $G,OOO. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. By the purchase of ·claims by others. 
Mr. MONDELL. No; only where she received them in pay­

ment of sums due. The department has not accepted any of 
those assignments except '"here it was very clearly shown that 
the assignment w~s n1a(le foi· value received. Outside of that 

· one case, ·so far as I am informed-and I am fairly familiar with 
this matter-the oi·iginal ·claimants still hold their claims. 

· 1\It'. 1\IcLAUGHLIN. This claim, or one similar to it coyer­
ing Uie" same matter,: bas been before. the House before, aml 

.-objected to- largely because -the claims were not in the liands of 
those who performed the work and to "·hom the debts were 

'originally 'due. 
l\Ir. MONDELL. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 

· that. ·objection lias been made to paying l\lrs. MacDonald money 
· ·which she claimed for bringing the matter to the attention to 

Congress. 
· Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Is not her claim now largely in excess 
' of the amount she paid for the claims? 

Mr. l\iONDELL. No; that has not deyelopcd. So far as the 
department has proof of her claims, and they do not :i'mount in 

- all to more than $6,000, they are all for Yalue receiyed. She is 
. making nothing out of them, I understand. So if Mt;s. Mac­
Donald gets anything for her time and trouble it will be by 
proYiding in the appropriation that she may be paid. Now, if 
we pass the Senate bill it will pay certain claims that were not 

. included in the $42,000 of approved claims, and 'vill lea\·e about 
$8,000, which th~ Secretary coilld distribute under the te1:ms of 
the bill to those who had 'been instrumental in secm·ing the 
pa sage of the legislation . . 

l\lr. McLAUGHLIN. In ot11er '"ords, the GoYernment: puts 
a premium on, and pays for the senices of those "~ho work up 
claims against the Government. -

:Mr. l\10NDELL. I think that is hardly a fair statement of 
the matter. 
. l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN. I think it is a fair stat~ment, because 
tl1e money will be paid. 

l\Ir. l\IO~'DELL. For bringing claims to the attention of 
: Congress. I am not interested in Mrs. J.\I~cDonald's claim, but I 
am interested in having people who furnished these supplies 
paid for them. . 

l\lr. HAMILTON of l\licblgan. w·m the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\IONDELL. ·Yes. 
1\fr. HAMILTON of 1\Iicbigan. Mrs. 1\IucDonald "·us board­

ing tile men employed? 
l\lr. MONDELL. Yes; some of them. 

· l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. And she neYer received pay 
for the board? 

l\£r. 1\.IONDELL. She did not in all cases. 
l\1r. HAMILTON of Michigan. And these claims that these 

. men had for services were assigned to her to compensate her 
for the obligations that they were under to her? . 

· Mr. MONDELL. · That is it, and .I will say that it is my 
understanding that not only have none of her claims been ap­

. proYed, except where. it was clear that .they were transferred 
to pay for board or supplies, but the dep~rtment has not ac­

' cepteu,· and will not accept, some of the transfers made, because 
" they are-not made in a way that the department considers regu­
. lar. I am told that so far as- Mrs. MacDonald is concerned she 

'vould not be repaid for · the money she has actually spent and 
· for the food subsistence she . has furnished as matters now 
stand. ' · 

' · l\Ir. HAMILTON of l\lichigan. .And I assume that she became 
· _actiYe· i~ the presentation of ·the claim inspired by her desire 
· to get 11ay for what she hau actnalJy furnished. 

. Mr. · l\fAJ."VN. '.And now she wants :$7,000 to $10,000 in addi­
tion. 

LIII--339 

Mr. HA~HLTON of Michigan. I am not discussing that. 
Mr. 1\IANN. That is the Yery thing we are discussing. 
1\lr. HAl\liLTON of Michigan. As to the assigned claims, it 

seems to me that it is only fair that she should be paid. 
l\Ir. 1\IAi\N. She would have been paid the money long before 

this if she had not filed injunction proceedings to prevent the 
Government paying it oyer-a proceeding 'vhich was Yalueles ·­
:md if the GoYernment had attended to its business the snit 
would have been <lismi ·sed. 

l\Ir. l\IO~DELL. In the meantime the!":e people who can not 
afford to wn it are l;:ept out of their money. They are wt·iting 
continuou. ·ly in regard to the claims and wanting to know when 
they will be paid. I am not interested in compensating l\Ir~. 
MacDonnld, except as I am in favor of having the fair and just 
thing done, but I am interC! ted in having the money paid to some 
of my constitutents who haye waited for it for years. 

l\lr. 1\IA.NN. 'l'he gentleman knows flmt in the last Congre. ·s, 
Congress was prepared to appropriate the mone3·, but the one 
who held it up was l\Irs. 1\lacDonald, or those seeking to protect 
her rights, to prewnt Congress appropriating sufficient money to 
pay the claims unless they included rr large sum to pa.y her ovcl' 
and above her claim. It will be a long time before they gl't 
the money on those terms, in my judgment. 

Mr. l\IONDELL. Is nof the gentleman 'villing to leave it to 
the Secretary, as the Senate bill does, to determine that mattt-r? 
. l\Ir . .M.A..J."'\TN. - The Senate bill in effect directs the Secretary­
to pay 1.\Irs. MacDonald in the neighborhood of $10,000 oYer 
and ·above the amount of hel' claims, because she claims she 
'"as instl'umental in bringing · the claimS to the attention of 
Congress. 

l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. .And she was. There is no doubt about 
that. 

l\Ir. l\l..V..~. Oh, she is not the only one. We might as well 
treat them all alike-double the amount of theiL· claims, be­
cause they had a claim against the Government and got it 
allowed, because they called it to the attention of Congress, 
when the whole thing was a gratuity. There was no legal claim 
against the Govermnent.- · 

Mr. MONDELL. There should haYe been . 
Mr. MANN. But there was not. 
1\Ir. 1\:IONDELL. If there was no legal claim against the 

Goyernment, it is the fault of Congress, and we certainly ought 
not to have a condition in which there is no claim against the 
Gm-ernment for material furnished for Government work. If 
we have so neglected om· duty here that we haye not provided 
for a legal claim in such cases, then the fault is ours and not 
that of the people 'vho fm·nished the material. 

1\Ir. l\IANN. There is n·o fault about it. It was the deliberate 
intention of Congress. 

l\lr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IO:NDELL. Yes. 
l\fr. FORD~EY. Is it not true that those claims are the 

ones that were really the course of the breach between Mr. 
Pinchot and Secretary of the Interior Ballinger, for this reason, 
that when l\Ir. Ballinger was appointed Secretary of the In­
terior it was found that those in charge of the construction of 
these irrigation projects out there had run out of money, there 
was no more money in the fund to carry out the work, and due­
bills or those receipts were given to the people wbo had set­
tled on the lands that '\Yere likely to be irrigated by thr.se 
projects, squatted on the land before they had the right to tnke 
up the land, and had gone to work for the Government on these 
project·--

1\lr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is as far from the facts in this 
case as the sun is from the moon. 

l\lr. MO:NDELL. The gentleman is barking up the wrong tret'. 
l\Ir. FOito:~·EY. Are not those receipts that were issued to 

tliose men ma.de transf-erable? · 
· _Mr: 1\IONDELL. What the gentleman is talking about has 
nothing to do with ' this matter at all. 

l\!r. FOHDNEY. If- I urn wrong about it, I desire to be set 
right. 

Mr. l\IO~DELL. · There· is no connection at all between the 
matter the gentleman has in mind and the things here in­
volved . 
· Mr. FORDNEY. -'\\'hat were those receipts issuetl for? 

Mr. l\10NDELL. There were some due bills issued, but not 
upon this project or any-n·here nenr it. · · 
- 1\lr. FORDNEY. · I refer to the whole 3::!. Testimony of that 
kind came before the committee. 
. ' l\Ir. 1\IOKDELL. I am tnfkin~ from kno'\vledge, and I nm 
afraid the gE:>htleman hns bt-(:'i\ misinformed . 

l\11'. FORDNEY.· That wn, the testimony before the com­
mittee. 
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Mr.. MANN. Not -these claims. 
Mr. l\10NDELL. None ·Of :these cla:i:ms had anything to do 

with that -situation. Mr . .Speaker, it seems to me it would be 
fair to ,pass this :Senate bill and .settle this matter which has 
been banging up for so many ·years. 

1\lr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. ·The regular order is demanded. Is there 

objection? 
:Mr. MANN. I object. 
The. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, :and 

the bill is stricken from the calendar. 
EXCHANGING ·CERTAIN LANDS IN WYOMING. 

The ·ne-xt business ·on the Calendar for Unanimous .Consent 
was the .bill H. R. .177, :authorizing :the Secretary of the In­
terior to -accept the relinquishment of :the State of Wyoming 
to ~er.tain lnnds :heretofore certified to said State, -and the · State 
of 'Vyoming to select other lands in lieu of the lands thus re­
linquished. 

The SPEAKER. Is there -objection? 
1\lr. FOSTER. 1\fr. Speaker, I reserve the :right t..o object 
l\fr. ·sTAFFORD. Let the bill be reported. 
l\fr. FOSTER. The bill has been reported rby title and tbe 

.Speaker asked J.f there is objection. I notice tllat this bill 
provides that the ·State of Wyoming shall have the .right to 
select other lands of approximately equal acreage. · The.I'e is 
nothing said about the value of the land lrt alL 

Mr . .MONDELL_. 1\IT. Speaker, 1: will say, if ~the gentleman 
will permit, that a number of years .ago the State of Wyoming 
selected, on the application of one of its citizens, 320 acres .of 
I:i.nd, this man desiring to .lease :the ,same. While he had the 
land under lease, but had not cultivated or improved it in any 
way, .an ambitions young woman ·came from the State of 'Michi­
gan into the State of Wyoming looking for .a homestead. -she 
saw this particular 1f:ract .of land. :n.nd while it was not :much 
better or very Clifferent ·from the surrounding lands she ,eon­
-eluded it w.ould make ..a good .ll:omestead _and she settLed upon 
these lands and built her house upon them, understanding ·they 
were public lands subject to .entry . .A few months iater .she dis­
covered that these lands belonged to the :State. The ·State was 
willing to go out of the way in order to :aid this young lady in 
her laudable .ambition to secure a home, and all that the :State 
asks is authority to select another 32(} acres of iand which they 
could have selected when .they .selected these, the same character 
lOf lands. · 

Mr. MANN. 1\ir: . .Speaker, will the gentleman 'Y1eld1 
1\Ir. MONDELL. Y e.s. 
1\Ir. MANN. 1n .ordeJ.' -to assist rthis young lady in ller laudable 

ambition to have a home, why does not the State gtve he1· title 
to the land? 

Mr. MONDELL. The State can not .do 1t, because nnder our 
law .and constitution ~the State can :not part :with tit1e to its 
lands exce];Xt .in -exchange wltb .the ·Government o:r o.n pay.ment .of 
$10 an ·acre. 

MrA MANN. They do n.{)t seem to be very anxious in !he .State 
!o get .settlers out there. 

1\Ir. 1\fONDELL. They-.m·e ·:very anxious_, -and the State land 
boa1'.d went to the b·ouble of passing a :resolution ~sk.ing that .this 
be done, .and agreeing to take ~ther lands ·in lieu .of these lands. 

. 1\-Ir. MANN. They are ·very anxivus to get .settlers -.on Go-v­
ernment lands, but not on the .State lands. 

Mr .. MQNDELL. This young :woman can not afford to pay $10 
an acre to the State for these lands; they are not w.ortb. that 
amount; anyway~ in t;beir ,natur.al -state~ 

Mr. l\fANN. The· State could afford to give the I,ady land as 
well ns the .Government. worth just .as much whether ~owned by 
the .State or the Government. 

Mr. MONDELL. The State can ·not under its constitution 
give this y-oung lady this land. · 

1\lr. 1\IANN. But it does not do for a new State to hide behind 
a constitution in dealing with settlexs, because they made the 
constitution. 

l\Ir. l\IONDELL. l trust the gentleman from Illinois will not 
urge, as some others have, that a constitution js 1110t worthy of 
consideration and should be ignored. 

Mr. ~IANN. N.o; .but it eomes with poor grace for the people 
in a · new countl~y to adopt .a constitution which is against the 
settlers and those coming in and say that the General ·Govern­
ment .ought to be generous . because we ~an not; we prohibiteti 
om·sel ves from doing it. 

1\.f:r • .1\fONDELL. I wil.l tell the gentleman how we .came to 
adopt that provision. -Gentlemen .like the gentleman from I'lli­
D~is sai<l .at one time and .another that the Western States were 
wasting their lands, were frittering them away, and were not 
getting much of anything for them. So the people of Wyoming 

said, .. Very well, we will agree t'hat ·we wi'l.l not sell any land 
unless we get $10 an acre for it." 'Ve <lid that because certnin 
gentlemen in ·Congress insisted on having it done. vVe are not, 
.however, especially 'I'egretting it. ' · 

:Mr. MANN. I think probably that was a good thing. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. W.ill the gentleman yield? . 
Mr. MONDELL. The lady lin ..question comes frem the State 

of my distinguished friend. 
Mr. McLAUOHLIN. I should think iher.e would have to be 

ample ·inducement to offer to citizens orf Michigan to go to 
Wyoming and settle. [Laughter.] There is nothing in here 
'that gives any assurance that the title to the land .after it is 
:vested in the State of Wyoming will !be transferred to this 
woman, in whom, of course, I am very much interested. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the .gentleman "'rill read the report, he 
will find the _young lady has been living on this land for s me 
time, and, being -a a·esident upon the land, s:Qe has the preference 
rtght to enter the land when transfer shall be made. 

J\fr. McLAUGHLIN. I will ay to the gentleman a number 
of :b-ills of this kind .come before the House and a number ,of 
them -of similar import have .eo me befo1·e the committee of w.hlch 
I ..am a member-that is_, providing for .transfer -and · no bill 
{)f the kind :now receives favorable consideration unless the 
value ()f the land to be ..excllanged is taken into consideration. 
Now, then, the illnd described here may ·be of little '\'"alue nnd 
it will be -possible for the State .of Wyoming to select lan1l of 
similar qnantizy but o.f higber v.alue. ·That ;would not be r l.{l'ht, 
would it? 

1\lr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will listen for a moruen.t, 
ii will show him how little there is 'in his contention. A t the 
time the State uf Wyoming selected this land it .could lla:ve 
.selected :any v.acant land subject to homestead settlement in the 
entire State. That was a number of years ago. That i all 
it can do now. It ~does not llave neav.ly so wide a selection now 
as 1t had then, 'because in the meantime a lot of lands have heen 
homesteaded. The .State .can no.t take .an acre now it could 
not ba..ve taken at the time it took this land. They are l u nds 
of approximately the .same .character, nonmineral lands, subject 
to homestead settlement. 

Mr. 1\fcLAUGHLIN. I am .disposed to do ..anything that will 
help this young woman. · ' 

·_Mr . .MONDELL. Then llel.p us p.ass the .bill and give the 
-young lady the homestead. · 

.Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Because 1 think it is evident the Land 
Dep.artment made a lnistake in _permitting her to J3ettle on land 
not subject to homestead entry', and Oo.ngil'ess is .so lax in making 
provision for those who ru·e the victims of mistakes ' of that k ind. 
In my dlstrict a few ;years _ago a w.orwi..n settled on .a piece of 
land which she understood from the Land Department was ub­
ject to entry as a homestead ,She -settled and made improve­
ments to the extent of "$2,'500, as a-ppears by tbe testimony before 
the Committee on the Public Lands of this House. The commi.ttee 
aeeepted that statement on ·her -paTt and proof she submitted .as 
correct, that she laid out $2,500. Later .it became knpwn tlmt 
an .error had ·been .made in J;he Land Office and the land w·ru · not 
subject to homestead. She lost the :land -and all she put in, and 
the Land Office refused to reimburse her in any respect whatever, 
and in the last session when n bill for her re\ief came up I am 
ashamed to say to t1lis !Honse lit was -o-bjected to 'RD.d it wn de­
feated. If there is any way to penalize the Government and 
make this grant clear, I will be glad to -see it -d<me. As far as 
I can see, this land would go to the State and tbe woman could 
not get anything. · · 

..1\.h. M.ONDELL. I desir-e to say to the gentleman from Michi­
gan that if this bill passes the young lady in question will get 
the land. It is simply 1l.Il effort to give to .a young · ady who has 
already established her residence upon ,it a .tract of ordinil:ry, 
bench land arul give t6 the .state, which now :awns it, authority to 
take another piece of land. 

1\!r. CANNON. If that is o., had not ve better stand by the 
girl2 

.Mr. McLAUGHLIN. .As befor.e, the girl will have to take her 
~an~~ . . 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr4 Speaker, in view of the fact that this 
y.oung lady w:as Willing to go from the ;State of lichigan out 
into Wy.oming, 'I l>elieve .she is ..eiltltled to consideration, and fur 
that reasOil 1: will make-.no objection. 

.The ~SP.EAKER. Is there objection:? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. . This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

:Mr. MONDELL. Mr . .Sp~aker, I ask that the bill may be 
..ronsidered in the Honse as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman .from \Vyom:ing asks ununi· 
mous -c-onsent that tbe bill be oonsid.ered in the Hou e as in the 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pau e.] 
The Chair hears none, and tl1e Clerk wiJ.l report the bill. 
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The Clerk read ns ' follows: 

A hill (H. R. 177) authorizing the Secretary· of the Interior to accept 
th rc:linquishmcnt of the State of .Wyoming to certain lands . hereto­
fore Cl·rtitied to said Statl', and the State of Wyoming to select other 
lands in lieu of the lands thus rel_inquished. 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l'hat the Secretarv of the Interior is ber·eby 

authorized to accept the relinqui ·hment of ·the State of Wyoming to the 
east half of the north we ·t quarter, sonthwe t quarter of northeast 
quartN·, northwest quarter of southeast quarter, south half of south­
east quarter of section HI, town. blp G3 north, range 103 west of sixth 
principal meridian, which lands were certlfie1l to the State of Wyoming 
in Lander Clear List Ko. 6, approved March 10, 1910; and the State 
of Wyoming is hereby authorized to select, and the Secretary .of the 
Interior· is authorized to certify to the State of Wyoming, an approxi­
mate equal acreage of lands subject to selection under the terms of the 
g1·ant under which the lands herein •Jescribed were selected. 

The SPEAKER The question i · on the engrossment and 
third reacting of the bill. 

The bill wa ordered to be engrossed and read a tbirll time, 
was reu<l the third time, and pas~ed .. 

'l'TTLJ<: TO CERT ..U~ LA:£\DS I~ COLOR.\DO. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimoul'l Consent 
wns the bill (H. n. 2744) to correct the title to certain ·Innd in 
Colorado. 

The SPE-~KEll. I there objection to the consideration of 
the hill? 

Mr. MAN~: l\lr. Speaker, I ·would like to have the bill rend. 
'l'he SPEAKER. ·The Clerk will report the bill. 
'l'he Clerk rentl as follows: 
Be it cnactccl, etc., 'I'hat the Secretary £'f. the Interior be ana is 

hereuy, authorized ami uirected to issue a patent conveying to 'the Lily 
Par!;: '.to~k Gro~·ing A· ociation, a corporation of Colorado, all of lots 
2 and 4 m section 23; lots 7, 9, and 11 in section 24 · lots 3 4 (i 6 
7:.: ' 12, 13, .14. Hi •. 17, ~nd 19 in. section 25; lots 1: 2, 7, '8, '!>, '10; 
1.•. n.n1l 17 m. section 26 township G nQ.rth, range 99 west, sixth 
prlnc-tpal merid1an, Colorado, containing 639.14 acres, according to re­
sur~'ey made in pursuance of the act of April 28, 1904 (33 Stat. L., 
p .• •19), being the same land transferred to the said Lily Park ::>tock 
Growing Association by the State of Colorado by patent dated Sep­
tember G, 1894, ancl filed fot· record August 15, 1901, in book 37, page 
18_. one of th~ land records for Routt County, Colo., and described in 
saHl patent from the State as section 36 of said township. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 
Pa~e 1, lines 4 and l:i, strike out the word "Lily Park Stock Growing 

Association, a corporation or Colorado," and in ·ert "State of Colorado 
and its a signs." 

The SPBAKEU. I· there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? [AftE:'r u puu. e.] The Chair hears none. This bill is 
on the Union Calendar. 

~rr. TAYLOR of Colorauo . . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered in the House us in the 
Committee of the \:Vhole. 

'l'hJ .'PE.tU\:EH. The gentleman from Colorado asks ununi­
mou,· consent that the bill be consiUered in the House us in the 
Committee of the \Vhole. Is thei·e objection? [After a pause.] 
The 'hair hears none. 

~'he question is on agreeing to the committee amendment. 
The runendment \vas agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
~'he Clerk reau as follows: 
Amcnu, on page 2, line :;, by inserting -after the word " acres " the 

word~: ·• more or less-." 
The r~mendment was agreed to. 
Also the following committee amendment was read : 
Page 2, at the beginning of line 7, sh·ike out the word "said." 
The umenclment wa · agreed to. 
Also the following committee amendment wn read: 

lJt~~."page 2, line 7, insert the wor~.s ''a corporation of the State of 

The amendment was egreeu to. 
Al o the following committee umendmerrt was read : 
Page 2, line 13, after the word "township," insert: 
Proriderl, 'l'hat the Stat<' of Colorado and the said Lily Parl;: Stock 

Growln~; Association, its successors or assigns, if any, shall relinquish 
to the Unite<l States any and all claims to section a6 of said town­
ship and range, as shown by the survey made in pursuance of said act 
of Apr·il 28, HIO-!, which survey was approved August 14. 1007. 

The amendment was agree<l to. · 
The SPEAKER. The question is on U1e engrossment and 

thir!l reading of the bill. 
'l'he bill us amended wu. oruered to be engrossed anu rend a 

third time, was read the third t~e, and passed. 
N_\TIOX..\L P.U:K, TERPJTORY OF HAWAII. 

The next busine s on the Calen<lnr for Unanimous Con ent 
was the bill (H. R. 9325) to estnbllsh u national park in the 
Territory of llawuii. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the consideration of 
the oill? 

~Ir. FOSTER I object. · 

l\Ir. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois withhold 
his objection? 

· · l\Ir. FOSTER. I am going to object, l\lr. Speaker, but I ,,.ill 
reserye it for a few minutes. 

l\lr. AUSTIN. I think you nre probnbly subject to conyersion 
on the proposition. 

l\lr. lt'OSTER We are goin(l' to ohject. 
The • 'Pl~Al\: I~R I.· there objection? 
l\fr. FOSTER I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoi object:, nntl 

the bill will be stricken from the culemlnr. 
BR1DGE ACROSS THE :lliSSOUlU I:IYER. 

The next busfness on the Calendar for Unauimou Consent 
\vas the bill (H. R. 9909) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Unilway Co. to con ·truct n bri<.l;e acros ·the :\Iissouri 
River. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
1\Ir. ST.A.FIPORD. Ile erving the right to object, l\Ir. Speaker, 

I woulu like to hnYe the bill reporteu. 
The SPEA.h.~R. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk rend n.s follows : 
Be .it c11acted, etc., That t~e Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 

Co.! Its successors :md a. stgns, ~ue hereby autllorized to construct, 
m!lmtaJ!l, ~nd operate. a bri!lge, and approaches thereto, across the 
l~s ·oun lltver at a pomt s~ntable to the interests of navigation, said 

bndge to extend fr·om a pomt on the west l>ank of said rl\·cr in the 
county of Lyman to a point in o1· ncar the city of Chamberlain, in 
Brule . Conntr, in the :::ita t.~ of South Dakota, in accor·dance with the 
provlsivns of an net entitled ''An act to regulate the construction of 
bri~ges ove1· navigable waters," approved March 2;}, l90fi. 

SEc. 2. That the. act of Co~gress appt:oYc<l February U. 100:i, which 
granted to the ·wh1te Riwr '~lley Co., It successor.· and a.·signs, the 
rl~ht to construct and ~ainunn a pontoon vncl pit brill~e across ._aid 
Missouri River from a pomt on the west bank of said rl\'Cr in the county 
of Lyman to a point on the east bunk of salt! river in or ncar the citr 
of Chamberlain, in Brule County, in the State of South Dakota is 
hereby repealed, but permission is hereby granted to maintain the p~·es­
ent pontoon and pile bridge for one year from and after the date of thi .· 
act: P·ro~:·idcd, '.rhat if, on or before one year from nnll utter the date 
of t!Iis act, it shaH be shown to the satisfaction of the ::>ecretary of 
War that actual con ·truction of the bridge herein authorized lla.· bcNI 
collUllenced, theJ? the said. compan~, its successors ~r as.:i~;n~. i.· herehy 
granted pc:rmisswn .to m:untain s.aid pontoon and p1le hntlge !luring thr~ 
pcriotl of constructJon of the bndge herein uthorizoo, but in uo ca. H 
IS said company gmntell PCI'mission to maintain said pontoon and pile 
bridge for n periou longer than three years from and after the uate or 
thlR net. 

S~:;c. ~. That the right to niter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expt·essly resern~d. 

•.rhe SPEAKER I .· there objection? 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. neserTing the rigi.1t to object, thi bill is 

different fTom the ordinary bridge bill. It is the fir ·t bridge 
bill to my kno"·ledge in which an attempt is made to repeal a 
prior bridge act nml force the railroad company to build n briuge 
of u uifferent character from that now existing. I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman who has reported the bill \Yhether the 
railroad company was granteu a hearing or whethet· they ap­
peared before the committee ns to their wishes in the matter 
unu a· to the need of having a permanent bridge sub ·titute<l fm· 
thi present pontoon bridge. 

Mr. DILLO~. I will sny to the gentleman that this pontoon 
bridge has been maintained for about nine years. It goes out 
from one to fom· times C\-ery year ; usually whenever the spring 
snows melt the J)Ontoon briuge and the piles of the bridge are 
carried out, and there is no service there for u period of from 
two to four week . And then, again, \Yhen the June rise comes 
it takes out the pontoon bridge unu the piles. And you haYe the 
same thing of no ·ervice for about a month. And then, again, 
in July we usually have the same result; and in the full of the 
year, when the ice begins' to freeze, we also baYe u similnr con· 
clition. Now, the railroad. company has made constant assur­
ances to the people nlong the line that they will put in a per­
manent bridge. The railroad commL'5sion of the State has fre­
quently requested the company to put in a permanent bridge 
and had hearings on the mutter, and the company promised to 
put in n permanent briuge. 

Notice of tl1is matter has been publi ·hed in all the papers of 
South Dakota, and the committee has not heard one word of 
opposition, aml \Ye umlerstand that the company is satisfieu 
with it. · 

1\Ir. STA.FFOTID. On what does the gentleman base his po­
sition that the company hn · no opposition to the rE:'penl of the 
pre ent act authorizing the pontoon briuge and the sub titution 
under this act of u permanent bridge instead? 

1\Ir. DILLON. ·we bn e it on the theory that they haw a 
repre:entntiYe here, and that it is a mutter of general publicity, 
uml that they have assured these people for the last fiye -or six 
years thnt they would construct this permanent bridge. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. Hu any notice been given to the company 
or it ofliciuls that there is a proposal to do a wa.r with tile 
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pontoon bridge and require the company to erect a perman.ent 
bridge, as is proposed by this act? 

1\!r. DILLON. I do not know as to the notice, but it is a 
matter of ueneral publicity. They know all about it, and they 
have assur~ our people from time to· time that they would con­
struct this permanent bridge. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Who has assured you? 
l\Ir. DILLON. The company officials. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. Assured whom? . . 
Mr. DILLON. They have assured our railroad comnnssion-

ers and the people along the line. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. There has been no assurance given to any 

'per on connected with the National Government? 
1\!r. DILLON. Not so far as I know, except as they have re_p-

re ·entatives in the city·. . 
l\lr. STAFFORD. Are you sure they have representatives in 

the city? 
Ur. DILLON. Yes; I so understand. MJ.·. Charles McCoy 

repre ents the company. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Although I come from a city where this 

railroad had its headquarters, I never knew that it had a rep­
re ·entative here. 

l\!r. 1\LillDEN. Was he sent for when this bill was under 
consideration? 

Mr. DILLON. Not to my knowledge. 
l\1r. l\1ADDEN. Ought he not to have been? 
Ur. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to my colleague Mr. 

GANDY, who has special knowledge of the subject. 
l\lr. STAFFORD. I believe I have the floor. I will yield 

to the gentleman in a minute. 
l\lr. HAMILTON of Michigan. How does the gentleman from 

'Wisconsin happen to have the floor? 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. I re erved the right to object, and I yielded 

the floor temporarily to the gentleman from South Dakota [1\Ir. 
DILLO~ ]. • 

Mr. ADA.l\lSON. 1\lr. Speaker, I wanted to ask a question of 
the uentleman from Wisconsin and make a suggestion or two, 

· nnd othen, I tl1ink, the other gentleman fr.om ~isconsin [Mr. 
}~scH] will . ay something valuable concerrung this matter. .In 
the first place, my recollection is that the author of the bill, 
lUr. GA.l'.-nY, stated that it had been a matter of frequent sta~e­
ment and correspondence, and that the attorney for the rail­
road had conversed' with him about it, and that it was always 
UJH.lerstood that tl1is permanent bridge would be built. 

Mr. DILLON. That is my understanding. 
1\lr. AD.AMSON. The next suggestion I have to make is that 

the act of 1905, which we undertake to repeal by section 2, 
t>xpressly provided for the modification and !epeal of · that act, 
a wl we are now repealing it, as we have the right to do. 

~lr. DILLON. Yes. The bridge is wholly unsafe as it is. 
l\1r. HAMILTON of Michigan. I wanted to suggest to the 

..,.entleman from Wi consin that the railroad company was put 
~pon notice by the passage of the original act, which reserved the 
right to amend, alter, and repeal. 

)[r. STAFFORD. Oh, every bridge act reserves that right. 
l\l r. HA...l\:IILTON of Michigan. Certainly. 
1\lr. STAFFORD. But here is a new proposition entirely. 
1\Ir. IL.-\1\IILTON of Michigan. Not at all. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. In a case where you would compel the rail­

road company to go to an expense of possibly several million 
dollars it is well to know whether they have been given notice 
of this bill before they shall be forced to discontinue their train 
service across the Missow·i River without knowledge of this 
new obligation, and the question is whether the railroad has 
r eeeiYed notice of this proceeding before we take this action. 

Mr. ESCH. l\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. STAFFORD. Yes; I yield. 
l\It·. ESCH. ·The Legislatw·e of the State of South Dakota 

on l\Iarch 17, 1915, passed a resolution as follows: 
A joint r esolution memorializing Congress and our Senators and Rep­

r t>st'nt atives in Congress to use all honorable means to compel the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & ::St. Pa_ul Ra~way Co. to con.struct a perman~nt 
railwa y brillge a cross the l\lissoun River at the city o! Chamberlam. 

B e it r·esolt;ed by the Senate ana House of Representatives of the State 
of South Da1•ota: 

Wher eas about the year 1905, the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail­
way Co., ns the parent corporation o~ the Whit~ River ~alley Rail­
way Co entered upon the construction of a line of railway com­
mencing' a t the east bank of the Missouri River at the city of Cham­
bc.r lain anu extendmg we&i:ward thro_ugh .Lyman, Stanley, and Pen­
ningt on Counties to -the city of Rap1d Ciqtt and as a part ~f said 
line of r a ilway constructed a pontoon br1age across the M1ssouri 
Ri ver at Chamberlain; and 

Wher eas the aid Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. has 
taken o,·er the property of the White River Valley Railway Co., in­
el u!ling thP. pon toon or pile bridge .at Chamberlain, but has never 
ons tr ucteLl a p ermanent railroad bridge; and 

Wl>er eas t he saill pontoon o:r pile bridge goes out at least fl•om one to 
four times each year when there is any unusual condition of the 
l\lissom·i Uiver at Chamberlain; and 

Whereas said pontoon or pile bridge is unsafe and dangerous to the 
traveling public and by reason of the maintenance of said bridge in 
its unsafe condition a railway train, either passenger or freight, is 
liable at r..ny time to be precipitated in the Missom·i River, especially 
during the early spring of the yeal' when the ice is going out and 
during the June rise, and in the fall of the year and when the ice 
is formed or fioating in said river, .it is impossible to operate the 
draw in said brldq-e, and the m::t.i.ntenance of said bridge by the said 
railway company 1s inimical and dangerous to the public health and 
safety of the traveling public generally as well as to shlppers; and 

Whereas, by reason of the fact that all traffic to points west of the 
Missouri River when said bridge is out or the draw open must be 
sent via the lines of the Chicago Northwestern Railway Co. via 
Wolsey and Rapid City to consignees between Chamberlain and 
Rapid City, an•l passengers, mail, express, and freight are ther eby 
greatly delayed and the development of said country deterred and 
the busint·ss interests of the people located between Chamberlain nnd 
Rapid City jeopardized: Therefore be it 
R esoived by the Legi~Zature of the Btate of South Dakota, That the 

Congress of the United States and our Senators and Represen t a tives 
in Congress be, and hereby are, urged to use all honorable and lawful 
means at their command to compel the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Co. to erect at tile earliest possible date a good, sa.fe, per­
manent railway bridge across the Missouri River at Chamberlam ; and 
be it fUI'ther 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the. Congr es of 
the United States and to our Senators and Representa.tives in Cqn­
gress and to the Secretary of War. 

That would be consideroo sufficient notice, would it not? 
Mr. STAFFORD. No; it would not be sufficient notice that 

the matter would be brought up in Congre s. It might be 
sufficient notice of the agitation in the State, but as the gentle- . 
man knows, we often receive memorials to which we do not . 
give attention, because we, know the signers or _originator.· are 
not conversant \vith the facts. 

The question is a larger one th!:j.n that. What will be the 
cost to the railroad company of this bridge? · And, furthel'. in 
case the raih·oad company d~ not think it is financially war­
ranted in going .ahead at this time to erect a permanent bri(lge, 
the question arises whether it should discontinue the pre~ent 
train service. The gentleman knows that bern·een Balti111ore 
and Philadelphia the Pennsylvania Railroad maintained for 
many years pile bridges across Gunpowder Creek and adjoin­
inu biahts of Chesapeake Bay, and only recently did it erect 
pe~ma~ent structures. But here Congress, without calling upon 
the railroad company, is proposing that the company slmll rect 
a permanent structure, when, perhaps, the structure is Yery 
expensive and its finances will not warrant the railroad com­
pany in expending millions and millions of dollars on such a 
permanent structure. 

Mr. ESCH. When Congress passed the original grant in 1005 
to build a bridge aCI·oss the Missouri River Congress hn<l the 
right to assume that the railroad company would fulfill it · obli­
gations and put a structure there that would not at all ob~ti'Uct 
the passage of mails ~nd passengers. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. You might as well say that when Conf!"ress 
granted the right to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to ~red a 
pile bridge aero s Gunpowder Creek Congress had the. r1ght to 
as ume that ultimately a permanent structure would be el'(~cted. 
The Pennsylvania Railroad Co. did in, due time erect a I>erma­
nent sh·uctw·e. I want to know whether fhe railroad company, 
which has some rights that are proper to be considered. have 
had a hearing on this proposition. 

l\.Ir. GANDY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman from South 

Dakota. · 
Mr. GANDY. I want to say to the gentleman that since this 

bill was introduced in this Congress one of tll.e men from the 
]jead offices of the Milwaukee Railroad system, 1\lr. Harry 
Hunter who for yeru·s has been one of their publicity men and 
one of 'their field men out of the Chicago office, talked ahout 
this bill \vith me in this city, and he and the company have full 
notice of what is going on. This matter has been mentioned 
time and again in the newspapers in South Dak.ota. EYery 
Milwaukee superintendent and agent and employee knows what 
is going on, and so far as the tempor_ary bridge is concer~ed, 
not a vestige of that bridge remains this day except a few p1les 
sticking out of the water. 

Mr. STA.l!.,FORD. Will the gentleman yield 1 
1\lr. GA..i~DY. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Wi1l the gentleman inform the Hou~e who 

this l\Ir. Harry Hunter is, and what is his representabYe ca­
pacity, and whether he has authority to represent the railroad 
in this particular matter? 

Mr. GA .... l"fDY. I can not say as to that. He has been con­
~ected with the Milwaukee general o:ffi<.·es, and appeared for 
the company before committees of the Legislature of the State 
of South Dakota at the time when I was a member of that body, 
and he seems to represent them in field matters. 

1\Ir. DILLON. I~ all legislative matters. 
1\lr. STAFFORD. Out in South .Dakota. 
1\lr. DILLON. He lives in Chicago. 
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~Ir. G~\.....~DY. Hi home is in Chicago. 
~1r. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think that in a 

matter of this importance to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Hailroad Co., or any railToad company, involving the expendi­
ture of bow much--

1\Ir. GANDY. I do not know. Less than a million dollars. 
:Mr. ST.A.F:F'ORD. That some information should be given to 

the representatives of the company that it is pending, so that 
th~,\· may be heUTd? 

l\Ir. G~~'IT>.Y. I mailed a copy of this bill to the head office of 
the Chicago & l\filwankee Railroad Co. 

:Mtr. STAFFORD. When did the gentleman qo that? 
.!. I1r. GANDY. About two months ago. 
l\Ir. 1\IANN. I received a- protest, I think from the counsel 

of tlle Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad, against the re­
peal of the act authorizing them to construct a pontoon 'bridge, 
and requiring them to construct a new bridge which they say 
will cost a millien doll..'U"s and which they say they are not able· 
to finance· at this time. I know nothing about that, but it seems 
to me that where we propose to repeal a bri~lge act, which we 
have the po\Yer to do, although I am not certain that we can do 
it without making recompense for the damage-we insert are­
pealing clause in all the bridge bills that we pass-if the com­
pans desires to be heard before the committee, it ought to have 
that opportunity. I do not know whether the company were 
neglectful abou.t appearing or not, but we all know that these· 
bridge bills UTe usually passed through the committee without 
very much speeial consideration, because they are largely fot·mal 
matters. I hope the gentleman will let this go over until there 
is-some consideration by the committee. 

1\Ir. AD.Al\ISON. I want to assure the. gentleman from Illi­
nois tlutt every question raised by him and by the gentleman 
from 'Visconsin [l\fr. ST.d.FFORo] was raised by me as chairman 
of the committee. We postponed the hearing several times to · 
secure the attendanc~ of the author of the bill and examined 
him about every one of these questions, and by his statement he 
sati tied~ tile · cemmittee that the railroad company had had full 
and amJ?leo know1edge of the pendency of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. 'rhe committee may have secured· the presence· 
of the author of the bill, which, I take it, was not hard to dc--

1\Ir. AD.Al\1SON. It was a little difficult in thfs case. 
Mr. M~'"N. But it seems to me if the company desire to be· 

heard before you repeal an act giving them rights you ought to­
give them nn opportunity to be heard. 

1\lr. ADAMSON. We had no protest. If there lmd been any 
prote t it would have been regarded. 

~1r. MANN. Doubtless the committee would have regarded it 
if they bad received it, and it ought to have been. presented to 
them. 

1\lr. ADAMSOX If the railroad company want to be heard 
they cnn be beard. 

:i\Ir. FlAl\ULTON of l\lichigan. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [1\lr. MANN] whether it does not Taise a fair pre­
sumption that the railroad compan;r did have notice, when their 
ngent called upon the Representative from that district and dis­
cussed the matter with him, nd thereafter failed to send any­
one to appear before the committee. 

1\Ir. 1\lAl\TN. I do not know whether it was thereafter. The 
gentleman from South Dakota did not say thereafter. 

l\Ie. ADA.l\ISO:N. Gentlemen state that protests have reached 
them which did not reach the committee, and so I do• not think 
we ouO'ht to pas the bill without giving the railroad company 
an opportunity to 1·e heard. I as~ unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed without prejudice, in order that between now and 
the next unanimous-consent day ti1e railroad company may be 
heard before the- committee. 

The SPEA.h.'""ER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani­
mous consent to pass this bill without- prejudice. Is there ob­
jection? 

There was no obj"ection. 

EW ORL:'!~.A.i,S, BATON ROUGE & VICKSBURG R.d.ILI!OAD CO. 

The next business on:· the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 540) for the relief of settlers. within the 
limi · of the grant to the New Orlean 1 Baton Rouge & Vicks­
burg Railroad Co~ 

The- @erk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there obje:ction? 
1\fr. M.AiliJDEN. Reserving the right to object, I tltink this 

bill covers sucll important questions- that it. ought not to be con­
sider€'(] on. the Unanimous Consent Calendar. l have· been try-­
ing to ge.t some information in connection with just what it 
does. It is not clear in the bill what it doe , though_ there is a 
letter here fi:om some· one to the chairman of the Committee. 
on the Public Lands. 

l\Ir. FERRIS. Does not the gentleman think it is fairly clear 
that it only authorizes a readjuclication by the department? 

Mr. MADDEN. That may be, but it takes away certain right 
from private individuals. 

Mr. FERRIS. I t might result in that, but not without a heal'ing. 
Mr. MADDEN. I think the bill is so important that it ought 

not to be considered by unanimous consent. I am perfectly 
willing, however, if t11e gentleman from Louisiana prefers to do 
it, to have the matter go over without prejudice. I would not 
object to that; but unless he is willing to do that I shall feel 
constrained to object. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentlBman yield for a suggestion? Of 
course the bill, as the gentleman knows, was up last year and 
had. great consideration. The witnesses for the lumber people 
and the railroads were before us, and the settlers were before 
us, and heard at great length. The hearing is voluminous; it 
is all printed and preserved. The bill" went through here· by 
almost unanimous consent, and this yeaT, rather- than bring tl'le 
old· settlers up here again, the committ-ee reported the bill out, 
and it was passed without prejudice two or three weeks ago 
because the· gentleman from Michigan, Mr. FoRDNEY, was ab­
sent. It has been kicked and cuffed around a good deal, and 
would not the gentleman be willing to let us consider it and 
have it out of the way. Unanimous consent for consideration 
does not mean that the bill will necessarily be passed ; but let 
us debate it and have a chance. 

l\fr. MADDEN. I would like to have an OJ?portunity to read 
the hearings. 

1\fr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman think he will read them 
now? They have been printed,~ think, for two· years. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. If the gentleman will permit me, the reading 
of the rer>Ort on the· bill, I do noi: think, would give anybody a cor­
rect idea of what the bill itself does do. The report deals with the 
merits of the question involved. The bill itself does nothing more 
than rurect the Interior Department to take up the question and 
deal with the merits under the law as it may exist. I am frank to 
say that the reading of-the -report is in favor of the- contention 
made by the constituents of the gentleman fi·om Leuisiana, Dr. 
AB·wELL, but the· bill itself does not in any way attempt to decide 
anything. 

Mr. ASWELL. It merely puts the question up to. the Land 
Office, and there rrre only a: few people to be considered llnder 
the bill. We haYe had altogether five hearings on this bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will not the gentleman let it go over without 
prejudice? 

Mr. ASWELL. I would like to haye it taken up and consid­
ered now. 

l\fr. MADDEN. I want to read the hearings J)efore ·the com­
mittee. 

Mr. ASWELL. Would not the gentleman be willing for it to 
come and be debated and discussed? The gentleman and others 
can vote against it. 

l\Ir. 1\-lA.DDEN. r·o; I shall object to tlie bill unless it goes 
oYer without prejudice. 

lU r. AS WELL. We ha-ve had so many hearings and so many 
discussions tbat I wouTd like to have it consideTed now. 

l\lr. MADDEN. As I say, I ha.ve not read the hearings, but I 
will do so between now and next unanimous-consent day. · 

Mr. ASWELL. All this bi1l does is to put the matter up to 
the Land Office. 

l\1r. MADDEN. I must insist that unless it goes over with.out 
prejudice I shall object. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
'.L'.he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects, and 

the Clerk will report the next bill. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MO~ONGA.IIELA RIVER, FAITIYONT, W. VA. 

The next busmess on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent' 
was the bill (H. R. 10139) to authorize the city of Fairmont 
to construct and operate a bridge across the Monongahela Riyer 
at or near the city of Fairmont, in the State of West Virginia. 

T.he SPE....~ll. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk r-ead the bill, as follows: 
Be it ena.ct·ea, etc., That the eity of Fairmont, a municipal cbrpora­

tlon under the laws. of the State- of West Virginia, is. hereby authorized 
to construct, maintain; and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the. Monongahela River at or near the city of Fairmont, in 

' Marion County, W. Va., at a point suitable- to the interests O'f naviga­
tion, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled "An act to 
regulate the construction of bridges OYer navigable waters," approved 
March 28, 1906. 

SEc. 2: That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Tlle bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a tliird time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr .. -\n.A:.u ox, a motion to reconsider the yote 
" ·herebJ the bill wa. pn , ·ed was lniu on the fable. 

COLLECTIO~ OF ADDlTIOX.AL ST~TISTTCS 0:\' COTTOX. 

The next bu ·inc s on the Calendar for Unanjruous Con ent 
was House joint resolution 103, authorh:ing · nnu uirecting the 
Director of the Census to collect antl publish ndditionnl statis· 
tics. 

The SPEAKER. I · t here objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. He. en·ing the right to object, this resolu­

tion is under coru i<leration by the Hon ~e on Calendar Wedlle ·. 
day, and it will req11ire some little. further con ideration. · 

l\lr. HEFLIN. \Vill the gentleman withhold his objection? 
1\fr. STAFFOHD. I will glnclly withhold. 
l\lr. HEFLIN. I \rill ay that this measure is \ers important. 

The Director of the Census is nn....:ious to hn\e it enacted nt the 
enrliest moment. I thought if we could consider it to-day we 
coul(l get it ove1· so much curlier to the Senate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman realizes that it is now 
under con iderntion· on Cnlendur W'edne day. We have not 
had unanimous consent for a month, and as this would require 
some time for con ideration I think it would expedite business 
to have it consiuet·ed on Culentlar Wetlnesdny, and so I will 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Tlle gentleman from Wisconsin object , and 
the Clerk will report the next uill. 

BI:lDGE ACTIOSS SU SQv"'EH.\:\'XA Rl\"ER, :MII.TO:'\, P.\. 

The n xt business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 9666)' to authorize the Catawissa Rnilroau 
Co., it~ le sees, succe or·, and a . . igns, to con truct a railroad 
bridge aero s the we. t branch of the Snsqnehanna Ri\er from 
the borough of Milton, Nortlmmuerlan<l County, Pa., to the 
uorough of We t 1\Iilton. Union ounty, Pa. 

rrbe , PEAK Ell. Is there object\on? [After a pause.] The 
Ch::u-ut hears none. 

Mr . .A.D.A .. liSON. :\lr. Speaker, I expected the gentleman from 
. l'enm;slvnnia to be here ancl attend to tbi · mutter, but I under­

. tnnd that he i·· ill. There is n Senate bill of identical char­
acter on the cal mlar, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate bill he con idered in lieu of the House bill. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Georgia asks unani­
mous con. ent to ·on ·ider the , 'en ate bill in lieu of the House 
bill. Is there objection? 

'l'here wns 110 ohjedion. 
The Clerk re:1d the Senate bill, ns follows: 

An a.ct { . 3078) to authorize the Cata.wi~; . a Railroad Co .• it les. ee , 
~ucce!'.. "O I' , ::l.ll<l as igns to cpnstruct a. railroatl bridge a.ci·os. the west 
branch of th~ Su. quehanna Hiver from the borough of Milton. 1\orth­
umbc-rlantl County, l'a., to the J.;orough of "'e t :\Iilton, Union 
County, Pa.. 
B e i r; cna.ctcd, etc., That the Catawis a Railroa.tl Co., its lessees, 

successcrs , anll as!'<lgn · t>c, antl they arc hereby, uuthorizell to construct, 
maintain, antl operate a rallroa•l britlge and approaches thereto across 
the west uranch of the • usquehanna Hiver, at a polut suitable to the 
interests of naYigation, from the borough of Milton, co1mty of North· 
umberlanll , 'tate of rennsylyania, to a point about 1,700 fee t south ot' 
Wel't l\lilton ' tation, in the borough of West Milton, in the County 
of Union, in the 'tate of Pennsylvania, in accordance with the provi­
.·ions of the act entitl ed "An act to regulate the construction of Lrirlges 
over navigable water s." approved )larch 23, 1906. 

'Ec. ~. '1'llat the right to alter, ament.l, ot· repeal this act i · hereby 
exprc sly reserved. 

The following committee amendment was agreed to: 
In line u, page 1, st.rikc out the word "railroat.l." 
The bill as amended was orderetl to be rend a third time, was 

r ad the third time, and pa ·e<l. 
Tl1e title was amended ·o as to r ead: " \..n net to authorize the 

'ntawi:5 n HailToad Co., its lessee , . ucce or , and a igns, to 
con truct a bridge nero the west branch of the uquehanna 

. Hiver from the borough of Milton, Northumberland County, Pa., 
to the borough of Wet l\Iilton, Union County, Pn." 

'l'he bill H. R. !>666 "iVUS laid on the table. 

BRJJJGE ACROSS S U ' QUEHANNA RIVER AT SUXBl:JTIY", PA. 

The llE'Xt bu ine s on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was t11e bill (H. R. !>667) to authorize the Shnmokin, Sunbury 
& Lewisburg ..Railroad Co., its lessees, successors, and assigns, 
to construct a railroad bridge aero ·s the Susque!Jruma River 
from the borough of Sunbury, Northu~berlnnd County, Pn., to 
::\.Ionroe Township, Snyder County, Pa. · 

Tlle SPE..:\.KEH. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there is an identical Senate 

bill, S. 3977, Calendar No. 79, on the calendar, and I ask unani­
mous con ent that it be con ltlere<.l in lieu of Hou e bill 9667. 

The , PE.AKER. The geutlPman from Georgia asks unani­
mous consent that nn identicnl t;enate bill be consiuered in lieu 
of the House bill. I. · there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will revort the Senate bill. 
The Clerk rend as follows: 
Be U enacted, etc., That the Shamokin, Sunbury & Lewisburg Rail­

road Co .• its lessees, succes or , and assigns, be, antl there a.re hereby, 
authorizetl to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridg antl 
approaches thereto aero ·. the Su. quehanna River at a point suitable 
to the interests of navigation, at or about 560 feet north of Sunbury 
Station , county of Northumberland, State of Pennsylvania, to a point 
at or near the existing bridge south of Clement Station, in the town-
hip of Monroe, in the county of Snytler, in the State of Penn ylvania, 

in a ccordance with the provi ions of the act entitled "An act to regu­
late the construction of bridges o>er navigable waters," approved 
March ~3. 1!)Uf;. 

SDC. 2. That the right to alter, amentl, or repeal this act i. · h reby 
expre sly rc. en ·ed. · 

With the follo"·iug committee nmenrlment: 
Page 1, lilies 5 aml G, s trike out the word "raU1·oat.l." 
The SPEAKER The que. tion i · on agreeing to the commit­

tee nmeuchnent. 
The committee ameutlmcut \\'a agreed to. 
The SP:FJAKEU. The question is on tbe third reading of the 

Senate bill. 
The bill wa. ordered to be read n third time, was rentl the 

third time, and pas ·ell. 
On motion of Mr. AD.\Mso~, a. motion to reconsider the -rote 

by which the bill \YllS pas ed was laid on the table. 
The title was umended so a .· to renu: "An act to authorize the 

Shamokin, Sunbury & Lewisburg Hnilroad Co., its Jessees, . uc­
ce · ·o1", nml n ·igns, to con truct a bridge across the Sn que­
hanna Ri-rer from the borough of Sunbury, Northumberland 
County, Pn., to ::Uonroe To·wn. hip, Snyder County, Pa." 

r.RTJ>GI~ ACROSS FLI:-.T RITER, GA. 

1.'he next bu.·iuess on tlle Calendar for Unanimous Con:ent 
was the bill (H. H. DD~3) g1·nnting the consent of Congress to 
the county of l\litchell, or to the county ·of Baker, both of the 
State of Georgia, actiu~ jointly m· separately, and their suc­
ce ~ors aud as. igw~. to con.· truct a hridge aero. s the Flint Ri-rcr . 

The SPK\..KER. I. there objection? 
There was no object ion. 

·The SPEAKEH. The Clerk will report tl1e bill. 
The Clet·k rend the bill, ns follow : 
ne it cunctcd, etc., 'l'bat the consent of Congress i . hereby gl'anted 

to the county of l\lHchell. ot· to the county of Baker, both of the State 
of Heol'gia. acting jointly or . eparately. and their successor: antl 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and opcmte a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Flint Ri\·et· nt :t point suitable to the intet·e ts of 
na\igntion, at or near :-\('wton. in the county of llaker, in the State of 
Oeorgia, in accorllancc with the provi. ions of the act entitled 'An act 
to regulate the constructioa of brltlg('S O>er navigable waters," approyed 
1Iai'Ch :!3. 'lt>OG.· 

Hl-X'. :.! · That til e l'ight lo alter, aro('nd. or repeal this act is hereby 
expres ly resen-~ 11 . 

The SPEAKEH. The que:·tion i.· on the engl'ossment un<l 
third rending of tile bill. 

The bill wa. orclet· tl to he engr s:ed nncl read n tllirtl time, 
was read the third tin1e, nnll pns 'ell. 

On motion of l\1r. l'AnK, a. mot"ion to reconsider the Yote by 
\Yhich the bill . wa. pn. :e l wa: laid on the table. 

\YE. TEll:\' A:'\D EASTER •. • l'CIHCIAL DISTRICTS OF OKL..\HO:.U.\. 

The next bnsine.' s on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 11148) tmu~ferring the counties of Osage 
and Pawnee from the western judicial rustrict of the United 
States court, in· the State of OkJnhoma, to the eastern jmlicial 
district of said court in said State, for judicial purposes: 

'l'he SPl~A.KER. Is there olJjection? 
~[r. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Speaker, I reserve the rigl1t to object. 
1\Ir. THO::\IPSON. :Mr. Speaker, I object. 
l\1r. DAVENPORT. :Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 

to resene his objection. 
l\Ir. THO~.IPSON. I reser\e the objection. 
l\1r. DAVENPORT. :Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to 

reser-re his objection, for the reason that I desire to present to 
the House a letter from the trial juuge of the eastern juuicial 
district and also from the Department of Justice aying that 
they do not raise any objedion to the passage of this bill, and 
also telegrams from the men..1bers of the burs of those t"·o 
counties affected bl this legislation. The truth is that tha 
Osage County line runs down and corners in the city of Tulsa, 
where the Federal court is held in t11e eastern judicial di h·ict, 
within half n mile of where the court . its, and people lh:ing in 
that county mu t go all of the way·ft·om 75 to 150 miles to court 
when they coulu go this hort uL- tnnce if· this Jegislation were 
pas ed. Pawnee County corners on a direct line of rnilroncl 
within 14 miles of the city of 'Iul. a, in the eastern district, anll 
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i;here are .railroads -coming into 'Tulsa from all sections of the 
' two co'lmties; ·as the trial.judge says, making it more convenient 

to attenu court at a:'ulsa than any other point where the court 
is now held, and. while he says it will increase his work, he 
states .if Congress passes this legislation he will have no objec­
tion to it . 

. 1\fr. THOMPSON . . Mr. Speaker, is it not a fact that the 
United States court fo1· the eastern district of Oklahoma, to 
which the gentleman is trying to attach these counties, is some­
thing like two and a half to three years behind with its docket, 
and that in the western district they are now about up with the 
docket? 
. l\fr. DAVENPORT. That is not the fact. It is a fact that 

the docket at Muskogee in the eastern judiCial district is be­
hinu, but the docket that is tried at Tulsa is not behind, and they 
never sit there the :full length of time that is assigned for that 
docket. A copy of the ·Oocket for the .April term, 1916, is as 
~~= . 
Uxr.rnn ST*'TES DISTRICT cCOUBT FOR :TH:El EASTERN ' DISTRICT OF 0KLA­

HO~A-A.SSIGXMEh"'T .FOC APRil, TER i, 1916, AT TULSA. 

MOTIOKS AXD DEliURI:ERS. 

Monday, Ap1~l 3. 
21tmE. lJnited States '!;. W. E. Privett et aJ. : Motion to strike 

answers of .John 0. Mitchell a.nd J. E. Crosbie . 
.22!>3E. The 'Fr-ed W. Wolf Co. v. Weleetka Light & Water Co·. et a.l. : 

Motion of 1rrigation Loan & Trust Co. to dismiss. 
22u5E. United States v. Canoe Jimsey · et al.: ·Motion of ..Roma Oil 

Co. et al to di miss. 
2267E. United States v. Henry Hornecker : Motion •to dismiss. 
2269E. The Uncle Sam Oil Co. v . The City of Tulsa et al. : Applica­

tion for temporary injunction ; motion to dismiss. 
2333. Golda Bu~ton, admini-stratrix, v. Receivers -st. Louis & San 

Ft·ancisco Railroad Co. : Motion to strike amendment to petition. 
2341. William B. Mars v . Receivers St. Louis & .San Francisco Rail­

road Co. : Demurrer to petition. 
2345. United States v . Charles Price: Motion 'to make more definite 

and ce1·tain. 
2359. Receivers St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. v. G. S. 

Straughber : Demurrer to petition. 
· ..2311. Smith Barnes & Strohber Co. v. The Tulsa Music Co. -et al. : 
Demurrer to petition. 

2378. C. A. Smith ·v. The Tulsa Music Co. ·et al:: Motion to make 
more definite and certain. 

2390. Anna Haley v. Receivers St. Louis & San Francis-co ·Raih·oad 
Co. : Motion to quash service. 

2393. G-eorge W. Summers v. The Hubert Mining Co. : Motion to 
strike parts of petition; motion for costs. · 

CRIMINAL ASSIGNMENT. 

T ·uesday, April 4. 
1144. Martin F. Witte, introducing. 
1661. W. R. Sander·s, retail liquor dealer. 
1971. Clarence Nail. -forgery of money ordel,". 
1965. John P. 'Matthews, ·embezzlement of mail matter. 
1890 . .John Scruggs, introducing. 
18G2. Algie Baldridge- a.nd Dolin Reed, introducing. 

Wednesday, Apr-il 5. 
2018. John Foley, ra.ta.il liquo"t" dealer. 
2020. W. G. ,Holleman, retail liquor clea.ler.. 
2064. Grant Gordon, introducing. 
2073. Ike Reynolds, introducing. 
2074. ·Cam 'Finley, introducing. 

Thttt•sday, AIH·il 6, . 
2088. Aaron Paxton, introducing. 
2098. Oscar Sauls, introducing. 
2007. Etta Tweedy, introducing. 
2106. Hiram May, introducing. 
2117. Andrew J. Wandick, white slavery. 

Monday, .April 10. 
1008. Ed E. Lewis, making false entry. 
1909. Ed .E. Lewis, .making false entry. 
1.910. Ed E. Lewis, misapplication of funds of national bank. 
1011. George Lewis, lnisapplicatlon of funds of national bank. 
1912. Geor~ Lewis, un:.a.wful certification of ·check on national 'ba.nk. 
The above criminal cases have by order of court been assigned for 

trial .in the United States District Court at the April, .l.916, term, a.t 
'Tulsa, ·m the order set forth. All -defendants in such cases are re­
quired to be in attendance upon said court on -;th:e date when herein 
assigned. 

D. H. LINEB.AtJOH, 
United StateJt Attorney. 

CIVIL TRIAL .ASSIGNMENT. 

Tlzttrsday, April 13. 
2360. United . States v . .J. Knox Greer et a.I. 
2861. United States v. J. Knox Greer et a.I. 
2366. United States v. Charles Roper et a.I. 
2381. United States v. '.rwenty-three 60-_pound Tubs of Uncolored 

Oleomargarine, and so forth. 
F1·iauv, AvriZ 14. 

2328. Contin~ntal Gin Co. v. W. L. Stocker et 111. 
2280. Andrew !teed v. A. L. Atchison. 

• 1404. In re Ot·pbcum TheatPr, bankruptcy. 
. Saturday, Apri' 15. 

2120. Clint Moore v. Midland Valley Railroad Co. 
2248. Richardson Dry Good.s Co. -v. Elmer Coon. 
2268. Richardson Dry Goods Co. v. Rachel C. -Brady. 

Monday, A-pf·i.Z 1'1. 
1853. Annie Silas v . W. E. Waddle' at a.I. 
2049. Reinforced ConCl'ete Co. v. August Nelson et .al. 
2118. S. Phillips v. J. W. Boen et .al. 

Tuescla·y, April .:lB. 
2253. Missouri, Kansas & Texas .Railway Co. v. Bartle.svi1le .Sop­

ply Co. 
2332. Edward C. Mahan v. St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. 
2365. Receivers St. Louis & ·San Francisco Railroad Co. v . Oce Allen, 

county treasurer of 'Rogers County. 
Wednesday, Ap1·il 19. 

~348. Harry S. Evans v. The Board of County Commissioners of 
Hughes County. 

2376. Miami Lead & Zinc Co. v. James -s. Mabon et al. 
2802. Minnie Goodell .et aJ. tl. St. Louis, Iron l\Iountain & Southern 

Railway Co. 
Thursday, Apr il 20. 

235. Thomas L. Sloan v. World Publishing Co. et al . 
.2239. Thomas L. Sloan v. Tb~ Petroleum Publishing Co • 

EQUITY TIDAL ASSIGNMENT. 

Monday, April 24. 
2211E. Harry Lee Taft et al. v . .Joe Mcintosh et aL 
2019E. _\, -H. Sharum v. Whiteheaa ·Coal & Mining Co. 
2174E. Lones Friedman v. Regina. .M. Kaadt. 

'l'uesaay, .April 25. 
2192E . .Tames A. Swindle v. l:..on C. Hill et al. 
2238E. Finley Shuck v. William ~pencer. 
2271E. Wade£. Stanfield .v. Winnifred T. Stanfield et al. 

Wednesday, .ApriL 26. 
2D10E. T. N. Barnsdall v. Charles Ow.en. 
2023E. Alluwe Oil Co. v. Morgan-Nelson Oil & Gas Co. ~t al. 
2037E. Charles A. Bosworth, Trustee, .v. Frederick Oil Co. ~t al. 

Thrwsday, ·Apr-il 21. 
2216E'. The Presto-Lite Co. v. The Western Auto Supply Co. et al. 

Friday, April zs. 
2090E. Joseph Burns et a.I. v. John Finlayson et a.I. 

The next term of court for the eastern district is the fir-st 
l\lon.iay in June, 1916, after the term in April at Tulsa. 

Mr. THO::\IPSON. In the western and eastern districts. they 
do not have any lines between the courts. They do business 
all over the -entire district, and l\ftiskogee being the head­
quarters, they try most of the business the1·e, and so necessarily 
the judge sits there most of the time. 

1\Ir. DA VE!'WORT. A date is fixed in each place for ·holding 
court in the eastern district. _ They. commence on a certain aay ' 
at 'Tulsa and they have three or four weeks assigned, and use 
such time as is necessary 'to dispose of the cases for trial. The 
docket is always disposed of before the time is up. In Muskogee 
in the Federal court there is a large docket. I want to say to 
the gentleman that while the counties sought to be trn.nsferred 
are not in his congressional district, they are in the western 
district of Oklahoma, .and I do not believe there is a single -
man -interested in the Federal court proceedings in the two 
counties who has not asked to have these counties transferred 
to Tulsa where the railroads lead into the town and where 
nearly all men having business with the court can leave home 
in the morning or early in the night and get there for court the 
next day instead of having to go a ver;y much greater distance. 
· Mr. THOMPSON. 1\ir. Speaker, I will say that I have a 

great many protests against the change, for the reason that the 
eastern counties were in the original territory of Oklahoma, 
and under Oklahoma law, and the two jurisdictions doWn there; 
the easter~n district · and- the western dish·ict, were entirely 
separate. If -you transfer these two counties out of the western 
district you transfer them out of the code of laws under which 
they have been since the enabling act and you will put them 
into a district that has had the Arkansas laws, entirely dis­
similar. I hn-ve a great many }>rotestR and I have telegrams 
.from .the counties affected .showing that they want to remain 
in the western dish·ict, because they say they can get their 
business transac:ed down there expeditiously, whereas th-ey can 
not, if the two counties are transferred to the eastern district. 

'lfr. DAVENPORT. 1\ir. Speaker, I am surprised that the 
gentleman, a lawyer by profession~ should make such a state­
·ment when he kllows that since November 16, -.1907, the whole 
State has been operating under a universal code of laws. 

Mr. 'THOMPSON. I understand the qu-estion involved here 
.comes up under 'the question of construction of treaties. The 
questions involved will be questions of Osage treaties in Osage 
County, and do not app1y to the Five .Oivilized Tribes of the 
eastern district, and the court in the eastern district wotild not 
be familiar .with that question, whereas the judge of the west­
ern district has tried many of those cases. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I know and I realize the opposition of 
my colleague. Gnthrie is one of the cities where court is held 
and they do not want to lose jurisdiction . 

Mr. THOMPSON. That is not the question. The people af­
fected _feel that it can not be done as well in the eastern dis­
trict as in the western district. 

1\Ir. DAVENPORT. If the gentleman wants to object, he can 
do ·so; but 1: 'WOuld like fm• him to _put his telegram nnd protests 
in the RE.co1ID from the bar or business men, either or both, of 
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tJ1e counties-business man or lawyer-\vho are opposing this 
bill. · 

l\Ir. '.rROl\IP.SON. I '"ill say to the gentleman I can tmt in a 
letter from the Attorney General that was written to the gentle­
man himself showing that be thinks there should be an entire 
r earrangement. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
l\:Ir. DAVBNPOHT. Ancl the Attorney General suggests that 

iu the gentleman's uish·ict there should be some of tho e coun­
ties transferred to the ·western district in order to make it more 
convenient for litigants who haye to attend Federal court. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Our people object to that for the same 
reason that tllose people object to being transferred to the east­
N."n district. 

The SPEAKER. · Is there objection? 
1\Ir. THOMPSON. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. ]3oth gentlemen 

nsk leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD. Is there . ob­
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The mntf~Jr refen~ed to abo\e is as follows: 
PAWHt::SK.A, OKLA., Pebrttary 9, 1916. 

lion. JAMES S. DAYE:\"POR.!..I M . . C., 
IYashwgton,-D. C.: 

At a caJl of the meeting of the Osage County Bar Association the fol-
lowing r esolution was adopted: . . 

"Resolved, 'l'hat the Osage County Ba.r Association is unanimously 
in favor of lhe transfer of Osage County Okla., from the jQl'iSdiction 
of the FedeL·al court, westem district of 6klahoma, to the eastern dis­
trict of Oklahoma. · we also l>elieve proposed change meets the appt·oval 
of all the citizens of Osage Co~mty, A.kla." 

C. S. hl.A.CDO~AL, 
L. F. ROBERTS, 
E. E. GlUNSTEAD, 

Committee. 

TCLSA, OKLA., Pcbrllal'Y 9, 1916. 
lion . . fA~Es S. DaYEXPORT, : 

· Care lio11se of Representatives, Wasllingto1~, D. a.: 
It is the r.onsensus of opinion of the bar of Tulsa COunty that Osage 

and Pawnee Counties should be transferred from western to eastern 
Federal district. We urge the Oklahoma delegation to support bill and 
desire that you tr:msmit this communication to Chairman Webb of the 

- Judiciary Committee. 
TULSA COUNTY BAn ASSOCIATIO~, 

By ALBERT H. BELL, P1'esident. 

lion. JAMES DAVENPORT, 
TVasl!in!]ton, D. C.: 

'l'he citizens of this section are stmngly in favor of 'l'ulsa for several 
reasons. Better railroad center; cloF.:er accommodations; better in gen­
<·ra l. I f I can be of any further :-:erTice, call. 

JAS. s. DA\EXPORT, 
Washington, D. C.: 

K. L. COLLEY. 

IIo:mNx, OKLA., March :!8, 191G. 

CitizE.>ns of t his section are heartily in fa,·or bill r elative to Federal 
court. We are all with you. 

Hon. J.UJES R. D.I.VE:\PORT, 

CARL :MULLE:\"DORE. 

DEPAUTliE:\T OF JGSTICE, 
Washingto11, D. a., Mat·ch 22, 1916. 

llousc bf Rc]n·csentati,;es. 
Sm: Referring to your letter of the 17th instant relative to H. R. 

11148, transferring the counties of Osage and Pawnee .from the western 
judicial di trict to the eastern judicial district of Oklahoma, you are 
respectfully informed that this matter was considered to some extent 
in connection with the bill introduced some time ago providing for the 
clivision of the eastern district of Oklahoma into three divisions, etc. 
'l'he following information is submitted from the files of the depart­
ment: 

Accortling to the news of the officials in the· western district of 
Oklahoffia, as expressed in the pas t, the proposed transfer of Osage 
County woul\1 be obj-ectionable. This view was expressed at the time 
the bill for dividing the eastern district was under consideration. In 
connection with that bill the departmE.>nt recommended that it might 
he advi ·able to transfer the counties of Grady, McClain, Garvin, 
~tephens, .Murray, Carter, Jefferson, and Love from the eastern judicial 
«li::>trict to the western judicial district on account of the railroad 
facilities in that section of the country. 

The district attorney and marshal for the eastern district of Okla­
homn. were in Washington some time ago and suggested that the coun­
ties sp ecified above be transferred to the western district and that 
0 age a.nd Pawnee be placed in the eastern district. There appears to 
be no real objection to the proposed b·ansfer of the two counties tn 
question . As far as the department is concerned, the transfer would 
be satisfactory. . 

· If it is desired that an expression of the views of E.>ach of the court 
officials in each of. the two districts of" Oklahoma. be procured, please 
a\l>ise, and arrangements will be made to secure the same. 

Respectfu1ly, 

Ilon. JA~JES S. DA\E:\PORT, 

SAl\I J. GRAHAM, 
Assistant Atton1.ey Ge11eral 

(For the Attorney General). 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. a., March 28, 1916. 

Hous-e of R epresentatives, Washington, D. C. 
SIR : In reply to your letter of the 23d instant relating to H. R. 

111481 you are 1·espectfully informed that the information furnished by 
depanment letter of the 22d instant was obtained from the files of the 

office. The la.st reports beal'ing in any way upon the question of trans­
fer of the counties mentioned in the bill were made ip uno, and no 
additional facts have · beE.>n procm·ed si nce that time. '!'his being the 
case. it is · impracticable ·for the department to make any fm·ther state-
ment than that contained ia its previous communication. · 

Whatever change is considered best by those affected in the two d1s­
tJ·icts of Oklahoma with reference to the counties in question will be 
ent irely satisfactory to the department, as it has no other interest .in 
the matter. 

As heretofore stated, the views of t.be several court officials will be 
obtained. if you so desire. 

HC'spcctfully, for the Attorney General, . 
SAMUEL . J. GRAHAM, 

Assistant AttonlelJ Genera l . 

UXITEJ? STA'l'ES DISTRICT COURT, . 
E.iSTER . DISTRICT OF 0KLAHOliA, 

Muskogee, Okla., Ma,·ch 31, 1916. 
llon. J.UJES S. D .\YEXPoa·r, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR Ma. DAVEXPORT: Answering yours of the 29th relative to. 

yom· bill to add Osage and Pawnee Counties to the eastern district Of 
Oklahoma for judicial purposes, I agree with you that from 'the stand­
point of railroad facilities the people of these two counties can no 
doubt reach Tulsa,· a place of holding court in the eastern district, more 
conveniently than they . can any court town in the western dish·ict; 
and if I could have the relief which you say the department suggests 
by way of attaching certain of the western counties of the eastPrn dis­
trict to the western district T would consider it a wise " swap " from 
tbe standpoint of the convenience of the litigants and the courts. I do 
feel , though, that if the !idditional litigation arising in Osage and 
Pawnee Counties be added to the eastern district, this additional burden 
should be compensated by some such corresponding relief as the depart­
ment suggests, especially in view of the already large volume of busi­
ness in this district. It always has seemed to me an unwise arrange­
ment of the districts which necessitates my · going right through Okla­
homa City, a court town in the western district, on to Chickasha, GO 
miles farther, to hold court for the eastern district. If it seems best 
to Congre:;:s to make the change contemplated by yom· bill, I shall, of 
course, not complain, but I do think if any change is made at all it 
should be such an adjustment as will not result in increasing rathet· 
than lightening the load this district now carries. . 

Yours, >ery truJy, 
RAr.PH E. CA!.\IPBELL, Jutlgc . . 

HO~IESTEAD E~T.RIES OF MINORS. 

The next business on the Calenunr for Unanimous Omseui 
was the bill (H. R. 16) permitting minors of the age of 18 years 
or over to make homestead e·ntry or other entry of the pnblic · 
lands of the United States. · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD . . 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to oll-

ject-- . 
1\Ir. MAl\TN. Mr. Speaker, I object. · · 
The SPEAKER. The' bill goes off the calendar. 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. llr. Speaker, will tl1e gentlem:u 

withhold his objection for a moment? 
1\Ir. l\IANN. What is the use? We ~1ave ltad this np n 1lozpn 

or more times. · 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. This bill has been up fo•: consitlem­

tion by unanimous consent once or possibly twice before, nn<l 
the bill has never been consider.ed by the House at all yet. The 
gentleman will obser•e this bill has been modified a great <leal 
from the form in wllicb·.it wa. a rear ago. It does not apply now 
to anything except homestead entries, · and does not permit 
entry until the entryman becomes 24 year~ of age. It merely 
allows a boy or girl to go and ·select a piece of land. · It is to 
induce boys to stay on the farm nn<l to gi~e them some incentive 
to work and get a start in the world. It seems to me there 
could be no better use of the public domain than to encourage 
our boys to undertake to take it up and improve it and let thenr 
have something to work for when and before they reach their 
majority. The people of tllc West are very much interested in 
the mutter. 

1\fr. 1\fANN. 1\Ir.-Speaker, it would make a world of difference, 
to hear some men talk, whether a minor got a homestead a year 
earlier or a year later. 

. The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Illinois going to 
object? 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. 
moment ago. 

I am not going to object, but I did object a 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colora<lo. Dit1 not the gentleman with­
hold it? 

1\Ir. 1\.IA.l~. No; I did not. 
1\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I feel we ought to give our boys 

every chance we can in this counh-y. I want to read _into . the 
RECORD a few statements from the report of tile Public Lau<ls 
Committee on this bill, as follows: 

As will appear from -the report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
this bill ·was favorably approved and reported upon by the Interior 
Department during the Sixty-third Congress. The bill was passed hy 
the Senate aud unanimously and favorably reported by the Public 
Lands Committee of the Bouse, but was never reached for considera­
tion in the House before the adjournment of that Congress. 

The bill as it passed the Senate authorized a mi.nor to make any 
kind of entrY of the public lands. The bill as it was reported to the 
House by the Public Lands Committee on March 19, 1914 (Rept. No. 
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410), favoraiJly r ecommP..nded . the bill allowing minors to make heme­
); teall and desert-land entries only, s.ncl in that form the bill was 
again introduced on the first day of this session as H. R. lG by Mr. 

! !'AYLOR of Colorado. Your committee, . however, has deemed it · ad­
visable to IJmit the authorization of entries by minors to the home­
r:;tea<l right only, and it also deems it advisable to prohibit final entry 
until the entryman has attained the age of 24 years. The ame!id­
ment does n.:>t require six years' residence, but merely the usual p ~nod 
of three years' residence after attaining the age of 21 years. 

While the bill in this form is >ery greatly limited in its operation, 
ns compared with the form recommended by the Interior Department, 
as well as by the Department of Agriculture, which reported thereon 
favorably on June 14, 1914 (S. 2410) ; at the same time, the bill as 
recommended by your committee will be of considerable benefit. 

'l'be main object of this legislation is to induce the boys to stay on 
the farm by gi>ing them an opportunity of initiating. a right to a 
piece of public land upon which they can make improvements. and 
ba,-e a small start in the world when they have reached their majority, 

· anll thereby induce them to continue in the impro>ement of the land 
and the making of a home thereon. · 

It is believed that this law would be in accordance with sound 
public policy and in the intt .. rest of the development of the W,est. 
The Legislature of the State of South Dakota has memorialized 
(.:on,~ITess urging the passage- ·of this measure, and the platforms and 
public resolutions of various pa1·ties and communities of the West 
have urged the i,assage of the bill. The demands for this measure 
ha>e -r.ome prin1arily from the Northwest~>rn States by reason of the 
fact that the Dominion of Canada has a law much more liberal than 
this provision. Their minors of the age of 11? years . are J?ermitted 
to make public-lantl enh·y and at the same trme reside with their 
parent:;;, and a very l~rge number of ~D?bitious. boys. who have been 
compelled to make a living before attammg their maJority :tave gone 
to Canadfl for the purpose of acquiring a home. · 

Your cKmmittee afteL' having this mattei' pending before it and in 
Congress for nea1·ly - three years 1u:e still of the unanimous opinion 
that this legislation would be a wise and beneficent measure m the 
interest of encouragin~ the youths . of the country to make a home 
upon the public tlomain, and thereby yery greatly assisting in the 
de>elopment of the country. . . 

.ADDITION.ll. COUIIT; TO BE HELD AT _S .. U.IXA, KAKS. 

· 'l'he next business in oruer on the Calenua1· for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill (H. R. 6914) to amend section 82, chapter 
231. of the act to codify, re\"ise, and amenu the l::nYs relating to 
the juuiciary. 

The Clerk reau the title of. the bill .. 
·- The SPEAKER. Is there objecti9ll? . _ 

Mr. STAFFORD. IJe . erving th~ r:ight to object, l\1-r. Speaker, 
I ask that the bill be read; it is short. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willreu<l the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (ll. R. 6914) to amend section 82, cbapter 231, of the act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary. 

Be it e11actecl, etc., That sect1cn 82, page 1112, part 1, vo~u~e. 36, 
of the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the JUdlClary 
be amended to read as follows : . 

" SEC. 82. That the ~tate of Kansas shall constitute one judicial 
tlistrict, · to be known as the district of Kansas. It is divided into 
three c.liviRions, to be known as the first, second, and third di>isions ' of 
the district ot Kansas. The first division shall !nclude the territory 
~mb1·aced on the 1st day of .July, 1910, in the counties of Atchison, 
Brown, Chase. Cheyenne, Clay, Cloud, Decatur, Dickinson, Doniphan, 
Douglas, Ellis, Franklin, Geary, Gove, Graham, Jackson, Jell'erson, 
Jewell, Johnson, Leavenworth, Lincoln, , Logan, · Lyon, · Marion, Mar-
1-lhall, ::\litchell, Morris, Nemaha, Norton, Osage, Osborne, Ottawa, 
Phillips, Pottawatomie, Rawlins, Hepublk, Riley, Rooks. Russell, Saline, 
~hawneP, Sheridan, Sherman, Smith, Thomas, Trego, Wabaunsee, "\Val­
lace, Washington, anu Wyandotte. The second division shall include 
the territory embraced on the date 11\st mentioned in the counties ot 
Ila. riler, BartonJ. Butler, Clark, Comanche, Cowl~, Edwards, Ellsworth, 
Finney, Ford, urant, Gray~,.~Greel(:Y-~-.- Hamilton, uarper, Harvey, Hodge­
man, Haskell, Kingman, Jj.iowa, Jj.earny, Lane, McPherson, Morton, 
1\Ieadf-, Ness, Pratt, Pawnee, Reno, Rice, Rush, Scott, Sedgwick, Staf­
ford, Ste>ens, Seward, Sumner, Stanton, and Wichita. The third 
division shall include the territory embraced on the said date last men­
tioned in the counties of Allen., Anderson, .Bourbon, Cherokee, Coll'cy, 
Chautauqua, Crawfol'(l, Elk, Greenwood, Labette, Linn, Miami, Mont­
gomery, Neosho, Wilson, and Woodson. Terms of the district· court for 
the fi1·st' (]!vision · shall be held at Leaven-worth on the second Monday 
in October; at Topeka on the second Monday in April; at Kansas City 
on the se\ond Monday in January and the first Monday in October; and 
at ~allna on the second Monday ln May; terms of the court for the sec­
ond didsion shall be at Wichita on the second Mondays in March and 
Heptember; and for the third division, at Fort Scott on the first Mon­
day in May and the second Monday in November. The clerk of . the 
di strict court shall appoint three deputies, one of whom shall reside 
antl keep his office at Fort Scott, one at Wichita and the other at 
. 'alina. anrl the marshal shall ·appoint a deputy who shall reside and 
ket>p his offict> at Fort Scott." 
• Tile committee amen.dment ,-,.·as rea<l, as follows : 

Page 3, after the word c; Scott," on line 11, insert the words "and 
the marshal shall also appoint a deputy who shall reside and keep his 
office in Kansas City." 

· 1\Ir. ~.IAl\'N. 'Vhere uoes that amelldment come from? It is 
not in my copy of the bill. 

1\fr. OONNELLY. It comes from the Committee ·on the Judi­
ciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has the correct ·copy. 
Mr. STAFFORD-. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the amendment mny be reported again so we \Vill know exactly 
what it is. · 

The SPEAKER. Wi~hout objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

There was no obj~ction. _ 

-Mr. STA.F FOUD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to olJject, 
there are one or two mutters I would like to inquire about of 
the gentleman who introduced_ this bilL First, I llotice he pro­
vides the term of court for the second Monday ill 1\Iay, at 
Salina. 

1\.fr. HELVERING. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Whereas, under existing law and ill this 

bill the gentleman. provides for a term of court to be held on 
the first Monday of May, at Fort · Scott. I wish to ask this 
practical question of the gentleman, whether there is sufficient 
interval of time between the first l\Ion<lay in l\lay and the second 
l\londay in May whereby court coul<l be held at Fort Scott, 
and whether it· \Yould not be better to make a <.lifferellt date for 
the holding o·f court at Salina? 

Mr. HELVERING. ·As I understand, in urawing tl.lis bill, 
the work at Fort Scott is Yery light and that in the Kansas City 
c1ivision--

l\Ir. ~LJ\NN. There is · no change from existillg law. 
Mr. STAFFORD. No change from existing law; but ut the 

te.rm herein proviueu for holding court on the second l\Ion<lay 
in 1\Iay the court would not have sufficient time · to <lispatclt 
even a jury trial which might be in progress at Fort Scott in the 
term beginning on the first Monday in May. 

l\Ir.· MANN. That is the case now. 
l\lr. S'l'AFFORD. No ; it is llot compulsory nO\v to hold court 

in S-alina. It is optional with -the judge, so that he can, if he 
'wi.slies to, under existing law, postpone the term of court that is 
proviued to b~ held at Salina. I woulU like to ask the gentleman 
whether he has considere<l that OYerluppillg? 

Mr. HELVERING. \Ve did consider that, and we considered 
that- the judge could dispose of the work that week and come 
home ::ind go out to Fort Scott and Kansas City. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. There is not sufficient time to give for n 
jury trial. 
_ l\lr. HELVERING. The way the business is trallsacte<l, it 

goes to Kansas City rather thall to Fort Scott. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I think it will be more corrective to have 

it Oll the third Monday in l\.Iay in Salina, and provide fer that 
contingency in case there was n jm·y trial on the first Monday 
ill May at Fort Scott. · 

1\lr. HELVERING. The time for holding court at Fort Scott 
alld Salina has been changed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Heretofore it has llot been obligatory to 
hold the court at Salina on the second Monday in 1\Iay. · 

Mr. l\IANN. It is just as obligatory as it is now. Absolutely 
no change in that respect. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Under the existing law it was left to the 
judge whether he would hold court there or not. 

Mr. UA.1'lN. Oh, no. · It was left as to what cases he would 
try. 

l\Ir. ST.ll FORD. It \Y"as left us to whether he would hold 
court there or not. 

Mr. l\IAJ\TN. I ha\e the language of the law in front of me, 
and there is no such thing in t11e law. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. I read the law recently, alld I recall it 
.as I have stated. 

MJ.·. HELVERING. 'Ve know that under the law the judge 
never· held court there. Since the western part of the State 
has become so thickly settled, it is better to take the court to 
the litigants rather than to bring lawyers and litigants 400 
miles in order to try these cases. Therefore we thought it 
better to introdlice this bill rather than to introduce the bill for 
a special district, as many are asking us to do. 

1.\Ir. STAFFORD. Are there any jury trials at the term of 
court held on the first Monday in l\Iay at Fort Scott? 

Mr. HEL YERING. I am not advised. There are likely· 
to be. 

1.\Ir. STAFFORD. It is very possible the judge could not get 
through a jury . trial if it was a lengthy one inside of a week, 
and ne would be compelled to adjourn court and open the court 
at Salina on the second Monday in May. 

1.\Ir. WEBB. The question was raised in the .Judiciary Com­
mittee and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TAGG.ABT), who rep· ­
resents part of Kansas on the committee, said that there would 
be no trouble in getting from Fort Scott on Saturday to Salina 
on Monday morning. · 

Mr. STAFFORD. Did the committee consider the possibility, 
of the holding over of ·a jury trial at Fort Scott, say, on the 
first Monday in May, that would go over to the following week, 
and the judge would not be able to hold court on the second 
Monday in Salina? · 

l\Ir. WEBB. The judges in one week will not take up an 
important case Oll Friday or Saturday, for the very reason that 
. they would not wa1_1t to hold the jury over. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Here is "an instance where the court ·only The SP.EAEER. The que ·tion is on the engro sment and 
holds a session once eYery ·six months in thes-e cases where tllere third reading of the ·bill. 
might be need of having a jury trial, and yet the court could The 'bill wa ordered to JJe ~grossed and Tend a third time, 
-not expedite ~he case for hearing because there is a mandatory -was read -the third time, and passed. · 
expression to hold court on the next Monday at another ·p1ace. . On motion of 1\fr. HELVERING, a motion to reconsider the -vote 

l\lr. WEBB. - I see the force of the _gentleman's suggestion, · whereby the bill-was passed wa-s laid on i:he table. 
ancl if there 'is any trouble about it we can have it ftxed later on. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. But we are making permanent law. RELIEF OF INDIANS IN :Ar.IZONA, ·NEw -:MEXIco, ~'"'D CALIFORNIA. 
1\fr. WEBB. 'There ·are mimbers of cases in 'the books which The next business on the Calendar -for Unanimous Con ent 

provide one-term shall follow immediately after another. 'This was the hi1l (S. amn) .to amend an act ~ntitled ·~act for the 
provision i-s nothing ·new. relif!f of 'Indians-occupying railroad 1ands in AI:izona, New 1\Iex. 

The ·SPEAKER. Is there objection? . ico, or California," approved March 4, 1913. . 
Mr. ·STAFFORD. "'Reserving the right to object-- The title of the bill was ~·ead. · 
l\lr. CANNON. Is there any business at Fort 'Scott whatevei;! The 'SPEAKER . ..Is there objection? 
Mr. WEBB. "I can not ·say. 'I can only :say that the :evidence There was no objection. 

"before the commlttee says so. The SPEAKER. This bill 'is on the Union Calendar. 
1\Ir. C~NON. Twice a year they do summon a :petit and 'U Mr. "FERRIS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

grand jm·y at Fort ·scott? the bill be con idered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
1\ir. WEBB. I -think -so. · "Th~ SPEAKER. The gentleman ;from Oklahoma [1\Ir. FERRIS] 
l\1r . .HELVERING. i will say it has been the practice at Fort asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 

Scott at the -spring term to take up such matters -as could be as in Committee of the Whole. ls there objection? 
easily disposed ·of, and in the fall term take up <!ases that the · There was no obje·ction. 
gentleman refers to. I miderstand it 'will be no hindrance to The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

· the work of the judge. I understand they never rn.ll a jury at The ,Clerk read the 'bill, as follows: 
Fort 'Scott in the -spring. Be it ·enactea, etc., .That all of. tbe provisions ef an act entitled "An 

1\Ir. CANNON. They dispense with it at least for one term 'in act ior i:he .relief of Indians occupying :railroad lands in Arizona, New 
the year·? .Mexico, ·or California," approved March 4, 1913, be, and the same are 

lUr. HELVERING. 'I will say to the 
0
uentieman that this law, hereby, .extended for a per1od of two years from and .after the 4th day of March, 1.916. 

as I have introduced it, simply ·makes it compulsory ·on the 
judge to hold com·t ·at Sa1ina-- The SPEAKER. The question is _on the third. reading of 

Mr. CANNON. 'There is no business, practically, at Salina the bill. 
or Fort Scott, i ther.e? _ 1\Ir. MANN. I would like to know what anybody expects to 

Mr. HEI.;VERING. At Sa1ina now, ·no; but we contemplate accomplish by -this bill unless it is amende<I. 
that there will be a great deal of business there on -'account of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is the bill of the .gentleman 
the way the western part of the State has ·settled up. The object from New Mexico [1\Ir. HERNANDEZ], and he will explain it. 
of this bill is to take the court out as far west as we can, where Mr. MANN. He did not draw the bill. 
we have a _public building and a com:t room already established, -1\Ir. HERNANDEZ. 1\Ir. Speaker, the .House bill, H. ·R. 9131, 
and bold court jn the w-estern part of the State. of similar import, has been reported to the Hou e. It is a 

1\lr. -CANNON. Why do you ·not do away ·with ·the Fort Scott similar bill. 
court? 1\Ir. MANN. Yes. l am familiar with both 'bills, but I call 

l\1r. WEBB. I suppose it has not been suggested, for one the attention of the gentleman from New l\Ie:xico to the fact 
reason. that this only extends --an i:he~rovision-s of a certain act, w.hich 

1\Ir. HEL'VElliNG. W-e could not do that. act limited the amount of land "that could be dtsposed of'tmder it, 
1\Ir. 'CANNON. You ·could do it by ·legi-slation. .and that that land has all been disposed of already. 
l\lr. RELVERING. We eould, but 'I -do not think it would be l\Ir. HERNANDEZ. My understanding ls that there has been 

just. very little of the land that the original bill -provided for -allotted 
1\Ir. \VEBB. If you will take up the map of Xansas, ·you ·will to these Indians. 

see the western part of the -state is without court facilities. 1\Ir. 1\.IANN. But the · secretru·y of the Interior says that the 
lli. -OA.l~ON. ~ am talking about the southern -part of the recoros -of the Indian Office show that the area ttpplied for in 

State. Primarily these tbings ru·e an excuse to get a public .Arizona exceeds the authorized area by possibly 2,000 acres, and 
building. You have got ·a public building at .Srilina'? he make.3 a similar statement practically in regru·d to New 

1\Ir. HELVERING. Not '·in this case. Mexico, where 16,000 acres have been :applied for, while the 
.l\1r. CANNON. But primarily. In my home State .there was limit m the act w.hich it is pro__posed to extend is not to exceed · 

a court held at Cairo pro forma and in Quincy pro _forma, and 3,000 acres in Arizona and l,OOO ·acres in New l\1exico and 5,000 
I think in seve.r~al other places, which resulted in :public build- acres in California. All that could be applied for under the 
ings. As I understand it, it is not necessary to .have the jtu~ origina1 act ·has already been applied for, so that the extending 
,nt Fm:t Scott but once a year instead .of twice. the act would not accom_plisl1 wllat is desh·ed. I offer an amend-

Mr. HELVERil~G. I will say it is the practice to have a ment to correct it. 
jury meet at the .fall term, w:hlch is .a longer term than the · ~he SPEAKER. The .gentleman.from illinois offers an amend­
-spring term, whiCh is -only, under the original law, one week in :ment, which the Clerk will report. 
length. 'The Clerk Tead as ·fo1lows: 

The SPEAKER. Is the.r·e objection.? .Amendment offered by Mr. ·MA...VN: At the end of line B insert the 
Thet·e v.as no objection. .following aftei' the ward " sh..-teen " : · 
The SPEAKER. This bill .is -on :the Union Calendar. u Provided, That 'there may be -exchanged under the -provisions of •the 
1\ .r ••• WE; BB. I ask unon'mous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the ·act named herein a total area not exceeding ,10,000 acr·es in Arizona 
J.u.J. ..........._ .and ·25,000 acres in New Mexico;'' _ 

·,bill be considered in the.H.ouse as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [1\Ir. The ·SPEAKER. The ·question is on agreeing to the amend-

WEBB] asks urianimous ·consent that the . bill be considered in ment . 
. the House .a.,s ·in ·Committee .of the Whol~. Is there objection2 The amendment was agreed to. 

There -was no objection. The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading --of the 
1\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by .inserting, on bill. 

])age .1, line 4, after the word "thii:ty-six " the words " Statutes The .bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
at Large," and then inclose the language beginning with "page · third time, and ·p·assed. 

-:112" and ending with the word "Large" in parenthesis. On motion of Mr. HERNANDEZ, .House bill No. 913~. of similar 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. tenor, was lald on the table. 
Tile Clerk read as follOWS: LAND .FOB DllAHA INDIAN CEMETERY .PURPOSES. 
lnsert, page 1, line 4, .after the ;w_ord "thirty-six," the words "Stat-

1lte at "Large,~' and inclose the language "_page ~12, par_t ·1, volume 116, The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
Statutes .at Large,. in parenthesis. was the bill (H. R. 6417) to -provide for the selection by the 

·The 'SEEAKER. The question is -on 1lgl'-eeing to the amend- ·Omaha Indians and .tlle setting apart ·of reservation lan·ds for 
ment. trib-al cemetery purposes. 

The amendme!}t was agreed to. The title of the bill was read . 
.The SPEAKER. The questionis on agreeing to-the committee The SPEAKER. 1:-s there objection~ 

nrnenument. There was no objection. 
The committee amenament '\vas agreed to~ The SPEAKER. This bill is on the 'Union Oalendar. 
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1\Ir. STEPHEKS of Texas. I ask unanimous consent, 1\lr. 

Spenker, that the bill be considere<l in the Hou. e as in Com· 
mittee of the Wlwle. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
con. ent that the bill be considered in the Hou. e as in Commit­
tee of the Whole. Is ti1ere objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEaKER Tile Clerk will report the bill. 
Tile Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior IJe, and he is 

hereby, directed to reserve from sale. mf<ler the terms of the act of 
May 11, HH2 ( 37 Stat. L., 111) , the followlng-descri!Jed tracts of land 
within the Omaha Agency Rescne in Nebraska: The northwe t 
quarter of the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter, formerly 
used by the Pre byter.inn missionary ; anll the northeast quarter of 
the southwest quarter of the ~outhwest quart<'r, in allllition to the 
8 acres in the soutneast quarter of the southwest quarter of the 
southwest quarter which have alreRdy been set apart; all in section 
24, township 25 north, range 9 <'ast, of the sixth principal meridian; 
saiU land.· to be u ed by the Omo.ha Inllians for cemetery purposes. 

~EC. 2. 'l'hat the Secretary of the Interior, in his uiscretion, may 
likewi ·e cau c to be set apart for Indian cemetery purposes unappro­
priat d lands as follows: Not to exceed 10 a crf's other than herein 
described ln the south half of tll-c southwe~t quarter of section 24, 
township 25 north, range 9 east, and not to exceed 40 acres in hvo or 
more tracts in other parts of the resenaUon, saiU tracts to ue selected 
by the Indjans. 

The SPEAKER. Tile que ·tion is on the engros ment :md 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill \Yas ordered to be cngro~setl and re::ul a third time. 
"·as read the third time, and l)DSsed. 

AME~DMEl'\'1' OF THE COP"l'"RJGHT I.AWS. 

Tbe next busine s on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 835G) to amenll sections 28 and _ 30 of an 
act entitled "An act to amend and consolidate the acts respect­
ing copyright," appro\ed March 4, 1909. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore C\Ir. 0.\JL\. w_w). I· there olJ-

jection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempor The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Be it enacted, etc., That sections 28 and 30 of the act entitled "An 

act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright," appro>ell 
}~arch 4, 1909, be nmended to read as follows: 

'' SEc. 28. That any person who 'villfully a.nu for profit shall infl·in:;c 
any copyright in uny worl• protected uuller the copyright laws of the 
United ~tates, or who shall Jmowingly anll "illfully aiu or abet such 
infringement, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con­
Yiction thP.reof shaH be punished by imprisonment for not exceeding one 
year or by a. fine of not less than $100 not· more than $1,000, or both, 
in the discretion of the court: Pt·o"''ided, llolocre~·, That nothing ln thi~ 
act shall be so construed as to prevent the performance of religious or 
secular works, such as ora tories, cantatas, rna ses, or octavo choruses 
hy public schools, church choirs, or >ocal ;ocleties, rented, borrowed, 
or obtained from some publlc library, public ·choo1, church choir, school 
choir, or vocal society, provided the performance is given for charitable 
or educational purposes and not for profit. 

"SEC. 30. That the importation into the United States of any article 
bearing a false notice of copyright when there is no e::\'istlng copyright 
thereon in the United State., or of any.. infringing copies, matter, or 
material of any work copyrighted in the United States, is prohibited." 

'Vith a committee amenument, as follows: 
On page 2, line 6, strike out the word "oratories'' and insert the 

woru •· oratorios." 
The SPEAKEH. pro tempore. The question is on ngreeing to 

the committee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreecl to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross­

ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed nnd read a 

third time, was read the third time, aml passed. 
CH.AIUTOX COU~TY, MO. 

The next busine s on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 11792) transferring Chariton County from 
the n01·tllern division of the eastern district to the western divi­
sion of the western judicial district of l\1issouri. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. UA:J\TN. Let the bill be read, l\ll'. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Cb.a.l'iton, in the State of Mis­

souri, be detached from the ·northern divi<;ion of the eastern judicial 
district and attached to the western divisiou of the western judicial 
district of the State of !Hssourl: Pt·ovided, That courts of the northern 
division of the eastern diRtrict shall retain and exercise jurisdiction 
over all causes and proceedings, civil and criminal, arising in or coming 
from said county and begun and pending at the date of taking effect of 
this act and of all crim!nal offenses committed in said county prior to 
the date this act goes into effect, the prosecution of which have not 
begun, as completely as if this act were not passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I . there objection to the pres­
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. He. erving the right to object, in view of the very 
illuminating statement in the report, which is s imply u recom· 
mendation that the bill do pass, I \vould like a little information 
on the subject, and on the form of the bill. 

Before the gentleman makes a statement ns to the form, I ''ill . ay that the Judiciary Committee has fallen into the pruc ... 
ticc of re110rting some bill·, making slight changes in ntrious 
judicial t1ish·icts, and ehanges in the time of holding courts, by 
amending the sections of the .Tuditial Code in some cases, and in 
other case: by paying no attention at all to the section of the 
Jmlicial Code, but putting in an independent statute. It seems 
to me thnt the committee ought to have a uniform practice, one 
wny or the other, and adhere to it. \Ve passeu the Judicial Code 
a fe\Y years ago and diYided up the States into districtcs, nam­
ing the counties, and so forth; and for a time most of the amend­
ment to that code were pnssed by amending the section, repeat­
in"' it anc1 making the change in the section, so that anyone who 
had the nmenlled act would haYe the whole thing before Ilim. 
?\ow hHls nre introducecl. some of U1em doing it in that way and 
some in the other way. The Judiciary Committee ought to have 
n vractire on the subject to which it conforms, and ha"f'c all of 
these alike, so that anyone examining the statute cah lmow 
what the cu. toru is. 

l\lr. IGOl~. fr. Clmil:man, \\'lien this bill was considered that 
question was raisetl, as to whether it might not be the better 
practice to set out the statute as it ,,·ould read when amended, 
and some of us wet·c informetl that on another occasion when 
that hntl lJeen done Ute Senate changed the practice and re­
JlOrted back the bill in . ome , uch form as tilis. 

l\lr. ~LL'\X The gentlemnn·s information was incorrect. 
There ha been no such <:a e. There has been no case where the 
House pas ·ec1 a l>ill amending an original section, where the 
Senate struck that out and in ·erted a mere change of the Jaw. 

lVlr. IGOE. _\..s to the nece sity for this, the gentleman from 
l\Iissouri, my colleague [Mr. RucKER], who llrew the bill and 
introduce(! it, aml who comes from Chariton County, \Yill ex­
plain the neces ity for it. 

, 1\Ir. l\IA.:~~. I suppo. o it was on account of the importance 
of it that the gentlemnn from l\Iissouri, my friend [Mr. 
H"t;CKER] ditl not hnYe any information contained in the report. 

~Ir. RCCKBH. l\Ir. Chairman, I haYe no doubt the criticism 
of the gentleman from Illinois--

~Ir. l\IA~X. I am not makiug any criticism-far from it. 
l\Ir. lllJCKEH. I ltaYc no doulJt the remarks of the g-entle-­

man nre well founded. and J)OSsibly it would be better to follow 
the sugge. ·tion lle mnl,!'. ·. The fact is, how eYer, that this bill 
i. · in the form in which lil'e bill have frequently passed the 
House. 

Ii1 this particular matter the gentleman asks for information 
IJecause the report tloe: not fully di. close the reason for the 
bill. I will . ay that Chariton County, l\Io., iu wilich I reside, 
was always in the we. tem diYision of the we. tern district of 
1\li ouri until a few yenr.' ago, when a certain judge presided 
oYer that coui't before whom the lawyers were so reluctant to 
try their cases thnt at their reque ·t nncl the request of the peo­
ple I introduced a bill, in form like this one, by which Chm·iton 
County was transferred from the \YC, tern to the eastern division 
of the Sta tc. Since that time a Dew occupant of the bench has 
appeared, before \\'hom the Imucrs are perfectly willing to try 
their cases, and for conYcnience they desire to be put back into 
the western district. 

I will sny that the county scat of Chariton County is on the 
main line of the Wabash Railway and close by Kansas City, so 
that it is Yery con\enient to i.raYcl backward and fcrward, 
while the comt in the eastern w -·trict is much more inconven­
iently located, requiring a longer time, a greater distance, and 
ut least one, if not t\Yo, trnnsfers on the railroad, with the inci­
dental delay in waiting for trains, and so forth. 

Mr. ~L~~. How long is it since we transferred this county 
to t11e eastern dish·ict? 

Mr. RUCh.~R I do not remember definitely, but I woul~ say 
about 10 years. · 

Mr. MANN. And nmv we arc h·ansferring it back? 
Mr. RUCKER Yes. 
l\1r. MANN. How long uoes tlte gentleman think it will be 

before we transfer it back again? 
Mr. RUC~R. Wilenever we get another judge on the bench 

like the one who was there at the time it was transferred before. 
l\lr. l\lANN. That excuse hardly goes. 
Mr. RUCKER. I have told the gentleman frankly why this 

county was taken out of the western district some years ago and 
why it is desirable to put it back now. 
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1\lr. 1\lANN. I know;. but the gentleman says they took one 
county out of the district because that county did not happen 
to like the judge. 

Mr-. RUCKER. The gentleman well knows that proceedings 
of a different character 'were threatened here ; and this is not 
the only county, but a number of other counties were taken out 
of the jurisdiction of a certain judge; and when he saw that 
something wns being done that interfered with his jurisdiction, 
he .retired from the bench, as he had the right to do under the 
law, and tl1en the b·ouble disappeared. 

l\1r. MAl'I'N. As I understand it, if somebody in Missouri 
'l;hinks the judge is looking cross-eyed at him, he wants his 
county moved into another district. 

l\fr. RUCKER. I will say tQ the gentlen:um that there can be 
no quan·el between him and me about that, bec::ruse· the judge I 
have referen-ce- to was appointed by President Cleveland and 
happened to come from this side of the House, the side I rep­
resent. We could ne>t get along. and that is nil there is about it. 
I will say to the gentleman that if he had been in the court and 
had seen· what I have seen be would not have hesitated to do 
what has been done.. 

Mr. MANN. I can understand now why the report (liu not 
eontaiu any information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordeTed to be eng11o sed and reau a thiru time, 

antl \-TI\.5 a:ccorclin-gly read the third time ~-tud passed. 
On motion of Mr. RucKER, a motion to reconsitler the last 

"fOte was laid on the L:'l.ble. 
DESERT-LAND ENTRIES L~ RIVERSIDE COUNTY~ Cll. 

The next business on the· Calendar fo1· Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 11.081) to exempt from cancellation certain 
ue ert-land enb·ies in Riverside County, Cal. 

1\lr. FERRIS, 1\Ir. Speaker, the cotTeS[)Onding Senate- bill \vas 
pass-ed Saturday by unanimous consent; and I ask unanimous 
consent that tl1is bill lie on the· table. 

1\lr. 1\lAl\'N. This House bill, the Raker !JHI has alre-ad.r been 
laid on the table. 

1\lr. FERRIS. Yes-; it is unneces ary to· have it <lone again. 
BRIDUE ACROSS MISSOURI RITER, 1fA;~{IiTO:S OOUN'lT, N. DAR. 

'l'he next business on· the Calendar foi~ Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 10836, granting.the consent of .Congre s to the 
Yankton County Bridge Co-., a corporation, to construct a bridge 

- across the 1\fissouri River at a 11oint between Yankton County, 
S. Dak., and Cedar County, Nebr. 

Mr. DILLON. 1\lr. Speaker, I a k unanimous con ent that the 
bill S. 419 , a bill of the same tenor, be substitntecl. for the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I there objection to consider­
ing the Senate bill in lieu of the House bill? [After a pau ~e.] 
The Chair hears none-. 

The- Clerk rea<l ti1e Senate bill, a · follo\TS : 
An acl! ( . 4190) authorizing the Yankton County Britlgc Co., a cor­

p~rution, to- con trnct and maintain a bl1dge or bridges ancT ap­
proachrs thereto acros:s the l\lisso1.1Ti RiTer at a point between Yank­
ton County,. S. Dak., and Cedar County, Nebr. 
Be it cnacte(l, etc., That the Yankton County Bridge Co., a corporation 

orbani7.ecl under the laws of the State of Soutlt Dakota, its succes:::ors 
anu assigns, be and they :ue hereby, authorized to- construct, maintain, 
arul operate· a bridge or briuge · and approaches thereto aero · the lis­
so-uri River at a point suitable to the interest of navigation, in section 
13, township 93 noi'th, of range 56 " "est, Yankton Comity, S. Dak., to 
the shore opposite thereto, at a point in section 11, township 33 north, 
range 1 west, Ced:u County, Nebr.., in- accordance with the provisions 
of an. act entitled '"'An. act: to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navi'gable waters," approved l\Iarch 2.3, T90"6. 

SEC. 2'. Tbat the right to alter, am-end, or repeal this act is heN!br 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to be rerr<l -tlle thinl time-, was read the 
tlliTCl time, and paSsed. 

On motion of Mr. D]]'_J_OX, a motion to reconsiuer the vote 
whereby the bill was- passed was laid on the table. 

The bill H. n. 10836 was laid on the table. 
BlUDGE ACROSS MISSO'Uni RI;VER, MOST. 

The next business on the Calenuar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. n. 10750, permitting the Mondak Bridge Ge. to 
construct, maintain~ and operate ru bridge across the Missouri 
RiTer, in the State of Montana. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the p:resent consiclera- · 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, ns follows: 
Be it l'nacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby grante-d- to 

tne 1\Iondak Briilge Co., a corporation. organfzed under the laws of the 
State of Montana, and its succes 0r and assigns-, to constn1ct, main- . 
tain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the M!ssourl 

River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near sec­
tions 14 and ~5 township 26 north, range 59 east, Montana principal 
meridian, in the counties of Slre1'idan and Richland, in the State of 
Montana, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ' An act 
to regulate the construction of bridges {)Ver navigable waters," ap-
proved !arch 23, 1906. · . 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly r eserred. 

The following co1m11ittee amenument wa read and agreed to: 
Line 1, page 2, after the· word "Montana," insert- the following: 

"at least one-half mile distant from the existing bl1dge of the Great 
Nm·thern Railway Co. in tbat vicinity .. 

The bill as amended was or-dered t(} be engroSBeu and read the 
third' time, was :read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of l\Ir. DII.l!.ON, a m-Otion to :reconsider the Yote 
whereby the om was passed was- laid on the table. 

AM.E...\DlNG SECTIO~ 17 OF THE BA.NKRL"'PTCY LAW. 

Tile na"i:t busine · on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bjll (H. R. 12195) to amend section 17 of the Uniled 
State.· bankrnptcy law of July 1, 1898, and amendments thereto 
of February 5, 1903. 

The SPEAKER. I · there objection? 
-:\:Ir. l\IANN. Let the bill be read. 
The Clerk react the bill, as fon·ows: 
B e it cnactefl, etc., That section 17 of an act ('n-ti tled .. An act to 

e:~tabli sb a unifo1m system of bankrupt~y th ·oughout the United States/' 
approHd July 1, 1 !)8, a . amended l!'eb:r:uary 5, 1903, be amended so as 
hereafter to read a. follq.w : 

•· SEC. 17. Debts not affected by a discharge.~A discharge in bank­
ruptcy shall release a uankrupt from all of his provable debts, except 
such as (first) are uue as a tax Ievteu by the United' States, the State, 
county, district, or municipality in which he resides; (second) are 
liab-ilities for o()taining property~ by- fal e pretenses, Ol" fal e representa­
tions, or for willful and- malteiou .. <~- injUllies to thC" person o-1r preperty of 
anotlier, or for alimony due or•to I.Jeco-me due, m· for_ maintena.n.ce or SUP.­
port. of wife- or chilti, or for s-cduetion of an unmm:ried femare, or for 
breach of promise of marriage ar:companied by seduction, or for criminal 
conversation; (third) have not been. dol~ scheduled in time: for proof 
ann allowance. with the name of the creditor, if lmewn to the bank­
rupt, unless suc-li creditot· had notic-e or- actual knowledge of the pro­
credings in banluuptcy; or (fourth) were created by his fraud, embezzle­
ment, misappropriation, or def.1.lcation while acting. as ru1 oll:iG!er or in 
any fitluciary cavacity." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. MAl"N. Reservi-ng Ute- right te object, I. w-oultllike first 

to ask in reference t0J a mntta otf form whJeh is not,_ perllaps, 
important. I notice that the gentleman introducing the bill 
change one·" to « first," '' two ,.,. to. " econd," " three" to 
"tl1ircl," and «four n to "fourth." It i. · not quite tl1e form of 
tl1e bankruptcy aet. I \Tant to ask out of curiosity why the 
change '"'a:s mode? 

l\fr'. D.-VIFOUTII. I will say that that was ag;1inst the 
wishes of the introducer of the bill. The copy was changed 
twice se a to make it accord with the o-riginal secti-en, but the 
Go...-ernme-nt Printing Office- insisted on substituting the words 
•• fir t," " ·econd," and so foo:th.. 

Mr. ~L\.~XN. I thlnk it is about time that the Public Printer 
t.nll some one oown there who 1.-new how to follow copy. He has 
freQuently and impudently made changes from the copy. 

JUr. D..-U\""FORTH. I think the rules that the Printing Office 
prescribe reQuire these words to be used. 

l\Jr. ~L-L'IX. The other day we sent to the Printing Office 
the record of some pair which did not in the slightest degree 
concern tlre Public Printer in any way that I know of. He cliO. 
not like the form in which the pairs were put and o he changed 
th<>Jn nround-thougl:1t it was none of our business-an<l fixed 
up the pairs the wny lte wanted them, giving no information. 
He deHlJerately cut it o-ut. He has done that a number of 
times lately. Here is a bill introduced amending a section ef 
a long law, drawn on certain lines. The original act might have 
saiu "first" in teau of "one," but it did not. All through it is 
dividell up into one, two, three, four, .five, and six. The Public 
Printer thought "first" would look better than "one;• so he 
changetl it; he thought " second n would look better than cr two," 
so Ile changed tlmt~ It is not :po ible to have the Public Printer 
print an amenument to a law following the language of the 
original law. I think it is about time. it was stopped. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [Afte1: a pause~] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill ·was ordered to be engros eu and. read the tllli:d. time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of l\fr. DANFORTH, a motion to recon ·ider the vote 
whereby U1:e bill was pa sed was laid on the· tahle. 

IE.l.SING OF IP.JUGABLE AmD LANDS. 

TI'te rrert business on the Calenu'ar for Unanimous· Consent 
\Yas-the bill ~H. n. 67'82) providing for the leasing of a:rid lanrls 
which are inigable· belongil1lg to. Indian allottees· and fixing th~ 
maximum time for which su.ch leases mny run. 

The Clerk Tead the title to the flill. . . 



1916. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 5389 
---- ~----------------------------------.---------------------------------------

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
con ent thm that bill be fY3. sed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER~ The g.entleman from Texas asks unanimous 
(.'()nsent that that bill be passed without prejudice. Is there 
Qbjeetion? 

There w.as no objection. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT AIKEN, S. CJ 

The ne:rt business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 9819) ,to amend the act -of March 3, 1915, pro­
'litling the time f-or the holding of the United Stat-es court nt 
.Aiken, S. C. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to oojeet, let the bill be 

reported. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be U enacted, eta .• That section 5 of the · act of March 3, ~915, en­

titled "An act to ,provide d'or the appointment of a district judge, dis­
trict attorney, and marshal for the western district .of South Caronna, 
~nd .for o.tlJer purposes," be, and the li.1l.IDe is hereby_, a:mended to read 
as follows : 

" SEC. 5. That ternl.S of the district court for the eastern district 
shall be held at Charle ton on the fust 'l'uesdays in June and Decemtmr; 
at olumbia on the third Tuesday in :January and the first Tuesday in 

-ove.mber; .at Florence oo the first •.ruesday in March; and at .A.lli-en 
tOn the fourth Tuesdays in .M.arch and Oetober." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
:M1·. ML'NN. Rese~ the right to -object, I assume that this 

b'ili is possibly to .a.ccummodate or, if oot to a-ccommodate,, to 
accord with the reeommendati~n of .Judge Johnson. 

Mr. WEBB. No; I can not say that it is. 
1\Ir. l\IANN. If it is not in accord with his wishes, it has not 

the chance of a snow flake. 
Mr. WEBB. I wiU say t-o the gentleman that the United 

:States court and the State eourts are held in the State court..: 
house in South Carolina. The holding of the United Stutes 
court conflicts with the holding of the State cour·ts, and in 
order to relieve the confiJct and permit both .authorities to hold 
their courts regularly this bill is recommen-ded. 

l\1r. BYRNES of South Carolina. l\[r. Speaker, will the gen­
tleman yield? 

1\l.r. WEBB. Certa.inl..v. 
l\IJ.". BYRNES of South Cru.'Olina. I can say to th~ gentleman 

from Illinois that this courthouse. is not in the district in which 
.Judge Johnson is presi-ding judge, but is in the district in which 
. ludge Smith presides antl is recommended by him. The bill ts 
introduced for the purpose stated by tbe gentleman from North 
Carolina [lllr. WEBB]. 

1\-lr. WEBB. There is no other place for holding court in 
Aiken except the State courthouse. 

l\lr. 1\IAN.N. This is amentling the ac.t -of last year which 
created an additional judge down there? 

Mr. BYR't\"ES of South Carolina. Yes. 
l\lr. MAJ\TN. Did the act do any more than that9 
1\Ir. BYR1\~S of South Carolina. Yes; it fixed the time for 

holding the courts at all of t11e points in the State. Through 
an e;rro.r a date was fixed wllid1 conflicts with the hol<Jing of 
the State court at this point. For that reason a change is 
sought to IJ.e made in the t:i.Ine for holding the court ut Aiken. 

l\lr. l\IANN. 1\fr. Speaker, I am rather slow at getting at 
l.Yhat I wnnt to say, but I arose simply to say that ·one of the 
ablest Members this ~ouse ever had, in my opinion, was ap­
pointed United States district ju-dge in the State of South 
Carolina, Mr. Joseph T. Johnson, and I will take my hat <lff 
to him at any time, whether in the House or on the bench. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Is th"BI·e objection? 
There was no <objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is 011 the engrossment and 

third reading of the bilL 
The bill was ordered to be engr-ossed and read a third time. 

was read the third time, and pas ed. -
LOCATING AND MARKIN{} CONFEDERATE GRAVES~ 

The next bu.o;;iness on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was House joint, resolution 171, to continue in effect the pro- · 
visions of the act of .l\Iarch 9, 1906. 

Th-e Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., T.hat the act entitled "An act to provide for the ap­

propriate marking of the g1·aves of the sold1e:rs and sailors of the Con­
federate a:rmy -and na'\ly who dle(} in northern prisons and were buri-ed 
near the vri.so.ns where they died, an-d for <Other purposes," approved 
March 9, 1906; and continued in full f<Orce and effect for two years by 
joint resolution approved February 26, ~908 ; and for the ad<litional 
period o-f one ye~t: by a jo~nt resolution appr-oved 1l'~ruary 25, 1910; · 
and for tile additional period of two yeat·s by a JOlDt resolution ap­
proved Deee-mher 23, 1.910 ; and !or the furt.her additional -period of 
two yt>ars by a joint resolution approved Mareb 14, 1914, be, and tiLe 
same is hereby, continued jn full force and effect for two years from 
the explratioJ>. of the prt>sent continuation, l\Iarch 13, 1916; and -the 

'Ull~!Jded ~ance of the appropriation made by saifl act of Ma!I"ch 9, 
190?~ 1s continued and made applicable for expenditure uuring ·the 
additional period of two years berein provide<1 fm.· : Provided That the 
t!'iplicate registers prov-ided for in the 'Original act sha11 illcluue the 
time .and p1a.ce :cf d~th -of eaC'h Confede:rate !SOldier prisoner of war : 
Protnded further, That the c.ompensa.tio.n of the commissioner shall be 
fixed by the Seeretarv of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ST~FORD. Mr. Speaker. 1·eserving th-e right to object, 

I d.o not think there is a Member OR either ·side of the :aisle who 
is oppo.sed to the worthy purpose covered ~Jy thL~ ·resolution, but 
I -do think: there s-oouid !be some evidence -of a desire to terminate 
this work. ~ would like to inquire of the gentleman from Vir­
ginia '[lli. HAY] whether he thinks the work \YilL be completetl 
when the present unexpended balance of $40,00.0 is exhausted, 
or wh~ther there -will be this biennial call upon Congress to eon­
tinu_e I~eviving the work of this commission and providing f.or 
additional funds when w-e are long out of Congress? -

1\ir. HAY. 1\h·. Speaker, it is impossible for me to anSl\er 
that .question, as I do not know how much more work has tn be 
done. The present incumbent of this -office has filed a yery 
full ll"eport showing what has been done under ills administra­
tion, and he says in the la-st part of that report that it is not 
possible at this time· to definitely foreeast the time required 
to complete the work~ but that due diligence is being ex:e.rciRecl 
to do o in the shortest time possible. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. Perhaps he meant by that that he might 
·urpri ·e Congress by completing the work \vitbin the two-yem· 

period? 
Mr. H.A .. Y. Yes. · I will say that the 'flresent commissioner is 

.a gentl-eman of great in-dustry and has discharged the tluties of 
his office ~,-vith great .ability. 

:Mz.·. S'l'A.FFORD. The reeent r port shows that .he bus been 
•ery a siduous in the work;, but I assnm.e that the gentleman 
from Virginia is ia sympathy with this work :being concluded at 
some time? 

Mr. HAY. ·Ob, cel"tainly. 
l\Ir. ST.AF<b"ORD. We wouhl all like to see the work brought 

to a clo e, and there is no reason why it should not be brought 
to a close. 

Mr. H.A.Y. Yes; I ·sb.oul<l think in two yea1~s it ought to be· 
completed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection . 
The SPEAKER. This resolution is on the Union Calendar . 
Mr. HA.Y. 1\lr. Spea..ke1·J I ask uiUlllimous consent that it may 

be considered in the House as in Committee .of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection'? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 

reading of the House joint resolution. 
The House joint resulution was ordered to be engrossed -and 

read a third time, was read the thh·d time, and passed. 
On motion of l:tr. HAY:. a .moti-on to reconsider the vote by 

which the joint resolution was paEsed was laid on the table. 

ALSEA INDIANS, SILETZ BESER.V.ATION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Una.n.imous Con ·ent 
was the bill (H. R. 10007) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior tQ pay and to distribute the bal.a.nee now in the Treasury 
to the Cii."eclit of the Alsea antl otbeT Indi-ans on the Sil-etz Re er­
vation. 

The Clerk I'e.ad the bill, a follow ; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th-e Inteti.or is hereuy au­

thorizeu, in ~~ discretion, . to pay to th~ heirs of any deceased person 
enrolled as hvmg on th:e Siletz Re~rvati-on .at the time -of the ratifica­
tion of the agreement with tile Alsea and other Indians on the iJetz 
Reservation. on .August 15, 1894 (28 Stat. L~, p. 324), the pro .rata share 
of such deceased person in the fund of $100,000 set aside as a pP.rma­
nent fund by article 2 of the agreement. 
· The Secretary of the In~tior iis al·o hereby anthormoo to pay pt>r 
capita to living members of the tribe any or all of any balance remaining 
from the $4.2,600 set aside by a:rtiete 2 of the agreement for paying 
$75 each to u mru~s of 21 years and females· of 1B years <Or more, and 
all m.a.rrred per.sans. wheth('r they :shall be o-f age OJ.' mJt.." The -&!ere- -
tary is also authori~ed, in his ill:seretion, to expend .all or any part 
of said balance for the care aml support of aged, infirm, o.r destitute 
members enrolled under tlre provision3 of th-e agree-ment. 

The SPEA.h.'"'ER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. Mr. S11eaker, reserving th.e right to object, 

as I understand it, there .are about 28 persons to whom this fund 
wm be available. 

Mr. HA. WLEY. In the distribution of the first part of it, the 
balance of t11e $100,000. 

Mr.- STAFFORD. And .there are some ~42,600 now uu!liS­
tributed? 

l\fr. HAWLEY. Of the $42.000, the !'IUID iu U1e second pm·t 
of tbe bill, there is about ~4,600 yet umlistributed, '\V'ith some 
accrued interest. 
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1\Il'. STAFFOrtD. What I wi ·h to inquire especially about is 
this: I coulu not get a clear i<lea from reading the report how 
much per capita will be paid to the e heirs pel' stirpes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As I understand from the departments state­
ment, the same amount as would have been paid to the original 
persons had they lived. Each lleh· "'iVill take that \Yhich would 
ha"Ve been paid to the immediate ancestor. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. Where is there any such direc1iion in the 
bill under consideration, that tbey shall receiYe no more than 
·what their original ancestor woul<.l have taken? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not answer that, except that the bill 
was prepared by the department in order to enable them to carry 
out that plll'po e. They haYe been doing this work before-dis­
tributing the money. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. To the heirs of the original persons entitletl 
to it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; and as they state in tlleir report, they 
reread the terms of the agreement and concluded that it did not 
'Tarrant them in doing that-about three years ago-and so they 
ceased the distribution that had been formerly made, holding 
it up awaiting tbis legislation to enable the~ to go on with the 
work as it llad been heretofore curried on. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give e timate as to the 
amount of money that will be available for payment to these heirs~ 

l\fr. HAWLEY. As I remember the report of the Commis­
sioner of Indian Affairs, which I do not have before me at this 
time, there would be a few thousand dollars, I haYe forgotten 
how many but not a very large sum. . 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. 'Veil, it says hel'c in the report payment 
has been made to the heirs of all but 4 decca ed persons, and 
in addition to those 4 persons there are now 24: living who are 
entitled to their pro rata sllare, making in all . orne 28. I was 
curious to find out what would be the basis of apportionment 
to those who are heirs, wlletller they would receive a larger per­
centage t11an the original ancestor would be entitled to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, I understood the practice of the de­
partment was to pay the heirs '-vhat their ancestors would have 
receiYetl. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course, tllere is nothing here in the bill 
making such a limitation. I do not think it would be fair to 
pay the heirs a greater pro rata than what the ancestors "'ivere 
originally entitled to. 

~11·. MANN. Why not? They usually treat an Indian as an 
Indian; I do not know what they do here, where every one is 
born it comes in as though he was a grandfather. 

1\ll'. STAFFORD. The e descendants are not neces arily 
members of the tribe. 

l\lr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 
l\lr. STAFFORD. Oh, no. They do not haye to be members 

of the tribe. The original allottee did not receive the fund, 
because he was perhaps a shiftless person or noncompetent or 
for some other reason the money was held up. There are only 
24 persons who have receiYed the fund and there are 4 otller 
shares of. deceased persons whose l1eirs would be entitled to 
a shnre in the proceeds of this fund under this bill, and I am 
curious to know whether they are going to receiYe more or only 
the ame portion as the original allotment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My understanding is that the 24 who did not 
receive the amount when it was originally distributed will re· 
ceiYe their full share, and the heirs of the others \Till receive 
the pa1·t that their ancestors would have received. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Would there be any balance of this $48,000 
remaining after it is divided into 28 equal parts? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of the $100,000? 
Mr. STAFFORD. There is only $42,000. 
l\fr. HAWLEY. That is the second part-of the bill and in the 

Just 11aragraph. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 
l\Ir. HAWLEY. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

consider the bill in the House as in the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Tile bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read t.l1e third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill "·as passed was laid on the table. 

E~L~GED HOMESTEADS. 

The next business in order-on the Calendar for Uminimous 
Consf•nt wns the bill (H. R. 8G54) to amend an act entitled "An 
act to provide for an enlarged home tead." 

The Clerk real as follows : 
Be it cnaclc<~, etc., That section 3 of the act entitled "An act to 

provide for an enlarged homestead," approved February 19, 1009, and 
of an act entitled "An act to provide for an enlru·ged homstead," ap­
proved June 17, 1910, as amended by an act approved February 11, 
1913, anll a~ amended by an act approved March 3, 1915, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read us follows : · 

·• SEc. 3. '.rha t any person who has made or shall make homestead 
enb.·y · of the character herein described and who has not submitted 
final proof thereon, or who, having submitted final proof, still owns and 
occupies the land thus entered, shall have the l'ight to enter public 
lands, subject to the provisions of this act, contiguous to his first 
entry, which shall not, together with the original entry, exceed 320 
acre. : Pro t>ided1 That if the1·e be no vacant land of this character 
contiguous to h1s original entry such person may enter as such addi­
tional entry other land f:ituatt'd in the land district where such former 
entry was made: Pro'l:i(lccl That the land originally entered and that 
covered by the ·additional entry shall have first been designated as sttb­
ject to this act, ns proyided by section 1 he1·eof." 

The committee a·ruendment wa_s read, as follows: 
Strike out all the matter just read and insert the following: 
·• That the act entitled 'An act to provide for an enlarged homestead,' 

approved February 19, 1909, be amended by adding thereto an addi­
tional section to be known as section 7 : 

"• SEC. 7. That any person who has made or t .. :tll make entry of 
less than 320 acres of lands of the character herein described, and who 
shall have submitted final proof thereon, shall have the right to enter 
public lands subject to the pro\"islons of this act, not contiguous to 
his first enb·y, which shall not with the original entry exceed 320 
acres: Pro-r;ided, That the land originally entered and that covered by 
the additional entry shall first have been designated as subject to this 
act as provided by section 1 thereof: Pro-r;idcd turthe1·, That in no case 
shall patent is ue for the land covered by such additional entry until 
the person making same shall have actually and in conformity with 
the homestead laws resided upon and cultivated the lands so addi­
tionally entered, r,nd otherwise complied with such laws: And pJ·ovidecl 
tm·tltcr, Tbat this section shall not be construed as affecting any 
rights as to location of soldiers' additional home teads under section 
230G of the Revised Statute .' " 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I understand this bill go s farther than any bill pas ed by t.hi · 
House, as the additional land 'to which the former homesteader 
could make entry under former bills was to within 30 miles of 
his homestead, but this gives the privilege to go anywhere nnd 
take up an additional amount of land to make up his quota of 
320 acres. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I will say be is restricted, however to 
the charactel' of land contained in his first application. This 
amendment was a recommentl::ttion by the Department of the 
Interior. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. But he i not restricted to any local di -
trict. He may go a.ny"'i\·here, even if he is no longer living on 
the lanu, even if he ha · sold his homestead right; he can mnke 
additional entry for an ameunt of land to equnl 320 acres. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. That is only in the case where 320 wonhl 
be necessary for a home tead entry. There is n reason for tll:-tt. 
They have undergone all the J1ardships incident to that countt·~·. 
and just when the time arri.\~es when be could be recompcn ·etl 
for the \TOrk he had done be was barred by reason of tl1e fnct 
he had made final proof, and he sees his nei"llbor, \Yho ha<l not 
undergone the hardship , take an aujacent home tead giving llim 
320 acres. 

Mr. STAFFORD. He h:-td. a preferential choice and he dechled 
on land on which the enUre homestead was sufli.cient to mn in­
tain him. He went aheau and entered and improYed the property. 
Just because we passed an enlarged home tend law, because tl1C 
remaining land 'vas not sufficient to sustain a family, you ure 
going to give this man, who may haYe abandoned the farm a 
year ago, the right to locate somewhere el e and take up a secon<l 
entry. 

1\lr. TIMBERLAKE. I would like to say to the gentleman 
that applied to the person who is giYen tile benefits of this act. 
Now, .three OL' four year later a settler ettles in this same 
locality; the Government comes on and says that it requiL·es 
320 acres in order to make a comfortable living. Now, that 
man comes in there tlu·ee or four years Jater than this man and 
he is giYen the benefit of the 320 acres. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. Tho e were cases \\"here the man had not 
up to that time made final proof. 

l\Ir. Til\1BERLAKE. That is true. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. An<l, of course, granting to everyone ·who 

was tllen going to enter upon land the additional right to take 
up land of 320 acres, Congress was naturally infiuencecl by the 
equitable side to extend it to those who had already entered 
but had not made final proof. But here you are giving a second 
homestead entry to per ons who alreauy may llave abandonc<l 
their homesteads, a depm·tm·e entirely from t11e policy of Con­
gress which can not be justified, in my opinion. 

1\I.r. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there l 
every justification to give this to tho e people who went out to 
that country in an early day. It had not been said to him that 



1916 . . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 5391 
1GO acres ·y.-as u.mple _for him to maintain himself und family, 
anti they l1ad gone out there presuming that they might be able 
to do so, and they underwent a .hardship for five or six years 
on that 160 acres, and very nearly starved to death in many 
cases. They were requii·ed to make _proof in seven years, 
which prevented them from getting the benefit of the 320 acres 
which ·Congress decided .ufterwards was necessary for a living 
on that character -of public land, and· the consequence is that 
they really received no benefit from this homestead entry. Now, 
the provisions of this bill requii·e that they comply with the 
homestead Jaw. If does not give it to them in fee. They have 
to go and cultivate it and reside on it for three years. And it 
does seem to me it is giving consideration to those who went to 
this country at s.n early day and underwent all the hardships 
of that region, und there is no justification, in my mind, for 
barring them. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think it is .giving 
them a second bQrnestead entry to 'the land? 

Mr. Tll\1BERLAKE. It il'! a second homestead -entry, but it 
simply equalizes them with their neighbors who came in later 
and had not undergone all the hardships of that -country that 
the earlier settler had undergone. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This could not be used in conjunction 
with a homestead entry. 

l\Ir. MAJ\"'N. Under this they have to live on the new land. 
1Hr. S'l'AFFOUD. They may have sold their old entry, and 

this give them a second homestead entry. 
Mr. MANN. On this class of land. 
1\Ir. TIMBERLAKE. Possibly some of them have sold it 

and the title . has parted from them for fue reason that they 
absolutely ex~austed all they could get out of the land to keep 
their families and educate their children. 

1\lr. ST.Al FORD. The gentleman is taking -an inconsistent 
position. He claims that formerly, under the original iaw, be­
fore the enla~ged homestead entry, a man could not make a 
living on 1.60 acres -of that eharacter of land. Now, he 'has 
abandoned that land, and you are going 'to :give him the -rigbt 
to enter upon a remnant of the 320 acres, the CJ.ifference be­
tween his original entry and the 320, where it is acknowledged 
he could not make a living, just merely for the purpose, maybe, 
to get title to it and sell it. 

1\Ir. MAJ\"'N. Is not this the situation: 'Ve have given 'to 
those who are now on the lanu, . and have their hemesteads 
there, the right to 160 ndditional acres of the same dass, 'With­
out their even going to Uve upon 'it at .all .; that we will. make 
them a present ·of W? 

l\1r. STAFFORD. Subject to the passage of the enlarged 
homestead entry. · 

l\Ir. "1\IANN. Now, this proposition proposes i:o -give those 
who did make a homestead and lost it, perhaps, or i might say 
·old it-but I take it that most af them ""Practically lost it-a 
chance to try .it over on the arne class 'Of land. 

Mr. STAFFORD. On .a smaller fraction. 
l\Ir. 1\lANN. Not a smaller fractio~the 'Same fractiQn. 

What they could take before was 160 acres, and this would give 
them a cl1a.nee to take a oow 1.60 acres. .Can we not just as 
w-ell afford to take em·e of the fellow who lost his place ·as one 
who kept-it! 

Mr. STAFFORD. Are we not taking care of the fellow who 
has got an ·advantuge in his original llomestead entry of 160 
acres, and now wishes to -go and exploit another 160 acres? 

Ur. l\I.AJ\"TN. I take it that in most 'CaSes they have lost it. 
Mr. TIMBERLAKE. 'In 99 cases out of 100. 
l\!r. STAFFORD. This ~ not a -case where a man goes -and 

takes a piece of ground out of which he makes profit. 
:Mr. FERRIS. These must be investigated by the Geologica 1 

Survey, and it must .be found to be nonirrigated, nonmineral, 
and notiinbered. 

Mr. STA'FFOUD. And 320 acres are required and, therefore, 
you propose to give him .16()..-

l\lr. FERRIS. The gentleman will recan that on our wa.y 
out through The Needles there was land similiar to this. Sup­
pose it did exist, and suppose he did wru-ry along with it and 
get title to the first 160 -acres, and then came along under the 
act ofJ.899, which ·gave a man a right to 320 acres, that amount 
is not toO" much. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. .I would not object to granting to the man 
who is still living on his land the right to an additiona1 .160 
acres, provided it was tributary, but to ·grant h1m 11.n additional 
right, no mntter where the location is to be, I think is to adopt 
a policy that should not be approved by this House. 

Mr. FERRIS. I wish to sny that the gentleman from Colo­
rado {1\Ir. TnrBERLAKE] has been in the ·L-and Office himself as 
receiver; and his judgment is so1.md on that, and ·he is right 
about it. It is not too much to give a man an a<Iditional entry 

of 1.60 ·acres 'that ·already has 160 acres •of this nonirrigable, non­
timbered land. 

If it was irrigable land. if it was timbertand, if it was min­
era1 land, I would be in agreement with the gentleman~tmd 
he .and I agree about most things as rto tbat kind of land-but 
Congress has got to display 11 little libe1·nlity toward thoSe 
people, you know. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think Congress has 
been displaying a considerable amount of liberality tow·ard tllose 
persons whQ are an the land? I do not object to affording fur­
ther rights to the man who is on the land, but to the man who 
has sold his entry I do not think we should do it. 

1\.f.r. F.ERRIS. They are .constrained by the ilirest circum­
stances sometimes to part wifh their 160 acres. They may h:;tve 
only a team of ponies, w-orth -about $25 a-piece, and · a bmTel of 
water and a shanty, and they may be trying to raise .a 'family 
and ·a little broom corn and a little . od crop, and tbey uo not 
have mueh music while they eat, I can assure the gentleman. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. I will withhold my objection, 'Mr. 'Spe:iker, 
in response to the request -of the gentleman from Colorado fMr. 
TIMBERLAKE]. 

Mr. r.rrMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, 1 want to ay tfhat this is 
in line with the acts. -of Congress all the way through. The. act 
of 1889 gave an additio.nal homestead to lthe men who ha(l filed 
on an· earlier hom~stead, ·where it was 1leemed at first tlmt 80 
acres would be enough to .keep .a family. They went •01'tt to this 
territory., where it was designated that 320 acres were necess..'U'y 
to make a homestead, and the depa1·t.rrumt allows tthem to t.'lke 
up, in all, 320 acres. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman be \Yilling 
-to -pa~s this ·over until next week without prejudice, wl1en I 
can make further inquiry along the line of the gentlemn.n's 
remarks? 

.Mr. Tll\fBERLA.KE. Yes. J .ask unanimous consent, ·l\Ir. 
Speaker, that we pass over this bill without prejudice. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman .from Colorado [Mr. Tn.I.:BER­
.LAKE] asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over 
without prejudice: Is there 'Objection? 

There was no o.bjection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

ENLISTED MEN OF THE NAVY AND RABINE CORPS IN SERVICE OF 
THE JUll>lJ.BLIC 'OF HArTL 

"The next business on the Calentl.ar for Unanimous Con..-<;ent 
was the bill (H. R. 12835) to authorize .and empower officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy ..and Marine Corps to .serve under 
the Government of the Rep.ttblic of Haiti, anu for other pm·­
poses. 

The title of the bill was read. 
1\ir. 1\IANN. 1\fr. Speaker, what became of Calendar No. 82? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. That was passed. ov-er by the ·CI.erk \Yith-

out prejudice. {Laughter.] Thnt is House Calendar 6(), known 
as the Gordon bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
"REPEAL OF SECT.IO.N 1342, REVISED STATUTES., 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, ns fdllows: 
A bill (H. R. 761"9) to re-peal secthn 3 cof section 1342 of the 

Revised Statutes of the United States, enacted July 27, 1892. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection~ 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mt~. Speaker, is 

this another star print? I rdo not recognize the bill from the 
copy that I have as read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Is this the star print of this bill or not? 
The Chair un-derstands that this is the original print. · 

Mr. 1\fANN. The Clerk did not read the copy that I have 
in my hand. I ask that it be read over again. 

lrhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will again J.'eJ)Ort the bill. 
The Olerk Tead as follows: 

A bill (.H. R. '7619) to rep~al s~ction "S of section 1342 of the Revised 
Statutes oi the United. States, 1mactecl July 27, 1892. 

Be it enacted, eta., That s-ectlo:n B of section 1342 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ~. ;and the ame ber~by ·is. repealed. 

SEc. .2. That this act shall take effect and be in force £rom and after 
its passage, and shall a,pply to all pending prosecutions and existing 
causes -of prosecutions. . · 

The :SPEAKER. Is there objection. 
Mr. GORDON. 1 will ask unanimous consent to pass the 

measure -without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Th~ gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 

consent to pass the bill without prejudice. Is there •objection? 
There was no objection. 

'NAVAL AND MARINE- GFFICERB EN RMTI. 

The next busin'E!ss oo the 'Calendar fot· lJn.animous Con ent 
was the bill '(H. R. 12835) tto iluthorize and empower officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy l.I.Ild 1\.la:rine Oorps te serve under 
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. the Government of the Republic of Haiti, ancl for other pur­
pose·. 

Tl1e Clerk read the title of the bill. 
l\fr. ~N. Mr. Speaker, the gentle).llan from Tennessee [:Mr. 

· PADGETT] is out of the hall at present .on committee work. I 
. tole! him that I was not willing to let this bill be passed to­
. dU3'· I ask unanimous consent that it may be passed OYer 
without prejudice. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois [1\lr. l\1AXN] 
asks un~nimom; consent to pa · · the bill without prejudice. Is 

. tJ1ere objection? 
There was no objection. 

BRIDGE ACROSS WAB..\.SH TIIYER, SILVERWOOD, IND. 

The 1iext business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13006) to authorize the reconstruction of 
an existing bridge .~cross the Wabash River at Silverwood, .in 

· the State · of Indiana, and . the maintenance and operation of 
the bridge so reconstructed. · · 

The Cterk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER · Is · tbei·e objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER: The Clerk wilt' report t11e bill. 
The bill was rea<J as . follows : 

. Be it enactea7 etc. That the Toledo, St. Louis & Westet·n Railroad 
Co. and Walter L. Ross, its receiver, their successors or assigns, be, 

· and they are hereby, authorized to reconstruct ~e bridge of said com­
pany anti operate the same across the Wabash R1ver at or near Silyer­
woo<l, Ind., at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, on the 
Une of the existing bridge of said company, in accordance with the 
provisi&ns of the act entitled, "An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters," approyed l\la.rch 23, 1906. 

l::iEc. 2. '!'hat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly ~·~served. · 

With the following committee amendment: 
l'age 1, line 6, insert after the woru "ancl" the words "maintain 

and." 
TI1e committee mnendment '-ras agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordingly rend the thii·d time and passed. 
On motion of l\Ir. Cuu.oP, a motion to reconsider the last "'ote 

was laid on the table. 
COMMERCE. 

. The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H . . R. 308) to amend the act to regulate com­

. merce, as amended, and for other purposes. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. -
1\lr. ADAl\ISOX I understand the gentleman from Illinois 

· rMr. l\I.ANN] doe not think we ought to consider this bill and 
the following bill and joint resolution to-clay? 

l\Ir. l\1ANN. Yes. 
l\Ir. ADAMSON. Then I ask unanimous. consent that Unani­

mous Consent Calendar Nos. 85, 86, and 87 go · over without 
prejudice until the next unanimous-consent day. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Georgia asks unani­
mous consent that Unanimous Consent Calendar Nos. 85, 86, and 
87 be passed without prejudice. Is there objection? 

Ther.e was . no objection. 
HOMESTEAD llW IN .A.L.ASKA. 

The next bu ines on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
wa · the bill (H. n. 228) to :unend the -United States homestead 

· law in its application to Alaska, and for other purposes. 
The Clerk rea<l the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
l\1r. STAFFORD. l\Il'. Speaker, let tlie bill be reported. 
Tl1e SPEAKER The Cler·k will report the bill. 
The bill was read, a·s follows : · 
Be it enacted, etc., That every person who is qualified under existing 

laws to make homestead entry of the public lands of the United States 
who has settled upon or who shall hereafter settle upon any of the 
public lands of the United States situated in the District of Alaska, 
whether surveyed or , unsurveyed, with the intention of claiming the 
same under the homestead laws, shall, subject to the provisions and 

-limitations hereof, be entitled to enter lGO acres or a less quantity of 
unappropriated public land in said District of Alaska, and no more. 

SEe. 2. Additional homestead entries authorized in· Alaska: That eyery 
· person who is the head .of a family, or who .has arrived at the age of 

21 years, and is a citizen of the Unit.ed States, or who has filed his or 
her tleelaration of intention to become such, as required by the natu­
ralization laws, shall be and is hereby authorized to enter one quarter 
section or ' a less quantity of unappropriated public-in the Territory of 
Alaska, undet· the provisions of the homestead laws of the United 
·tates, and the fact that such person has prior to such entry in Alaska 

entereu or acquired title tfl a homestead entry under the homestead laws 
'. of the United States in any other: State o"t· Territory shall not be held 

to bar such additional entry in Alaska, anrl the Secretary of _th~ Interior. 
shall make such additional rules and r egulations as may he necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this !':ection: . Provided; That said addi-

. tiona! h(•mestead may be located and entered upon sun·eyed .or: unsur­
veyed lands, and when so entered ll.f?OU nnsm·veyed lands sha.ll be so 
entered under the laws now in force In Alaslm in relation to the entry 
of nnsm·veyeu lands, except as modified by thls act: Ana prot:-ided 

ftwther, Thnt this section shall apply to any person in .Alaska who has 
in good faith _entered uppn .said land_ fot· homestead cnb·y prior to the 
pas ·age anti appro,·al of th1s act. . · 

With tiu~ fol~o,ving .co~inittee amendment: 
· Page .3. after. line 2, insert the following as a new s<'ction : 
"Sxc. 3. j,'hat there shall be excepted from homcstl'ad settlement allll 

entry un<ic·r this act the ' lands in Annette and Prl.bilof Islaull.s, th 
islands lea ·etl or occupied for the propagation of fo:\--e: ; and f:.tlcfl othN· 
lands as ha.Ye been or may JJe rcseryed or \Yithdrawu fl'om settlement ot· 
cnh·y.'' . 

The SPEAKER Is tliCl'e objection? 
Mr. l\I.Al\TN. llesen·ing the right to ohject, I .will ask the gen­

tleman, have tl.tey got tired of 320 acres up tilere iu Alnslm? 
1\fr. FEnRIS. Where the expense of clem·lng i ·great nml the 

terms of the Jaw :ue mandatory, as to cultivating a ceLtain nren, 
these proyisions ha-re pro-ren burdensome to tile 11eople up there. 
and the Delegate ' from Alaska. ni1d ·numerous citizens \rho Jm \·c 
wTitten_ to the committee urge that tl.te limit he cut down. 

l\Ir. l\IA.NN. Is it mandawry on them to take 320 acres 11ntlet· 
the existing law? · 

1\Ir. FERRIS. No; but they do take it undeL· the law, :m(l 
they have to cultiYate a certain proportion, I believe one-ei~lltJt 

·of it, the first ye.ar and some additional each year. 
Mr. 1\lA .. i'\TN: But a nmn who protests against ·nis right to talm 

more than 160 acres may contine himself to the pri\·iJegc (If 

taking 160 acres. He may take more, but he is not comt1eHe<l to . 
1\Ir. FERTIIS. Perhaps what the gentleman snys mny be true, 

although it is handled in this way: The Geological Surn•.r gcJC · 
out and makes an eXamination of certain lands and (1 ·ig-n:ttP~ 
them as entitled to be entered under the 320-ncre or t'nlal'g-Nl 
hom.estead law or under the 1GO-ncre horne tend Jaw. Tow, if 
n man rnade application to enter lGO acres, in lall(ls that wt're 
designatetl as dry-farming lanus, or eutitlctl to be entereil under 
the 320-acre law, I am not sure that his nt1t•licntion would he 
received. 

1\lr. l\1A.NN. I am snre that there is no law of the U11il~l 
States that require· a. man to take a fix:eil quantity of lantl. He 
is permitted to do it, but he may take le ·s if it is tliYid(;'d , au<l 
there is that division. 

I am vo·y certain that we ha'\"'e not lea!.'ned all tile renso11s fot· 
the passage of this bill, because when people protest~ tlw t the 
law permits them to take too much alHl they llave tlle rigllt to 
take less and they want the Jaw cbang0d, you ha,·e got to show 
me. [Laughter.] . 

l\lr. FERRIS. I will yield to the gentleman fL·om Alaska, "·ho 
is more familiar with it. I know of no reason why the area 
should not be reduced if they desire it up there. 

l\Ir. 1\10£\"DELL. Before the gentleman does that will lw 
yield to me for a question to refresh my memory. HaYe we cx:­
tendell to Alaska the limited homestend law, the law allowing 
a limited patent on· mineral lands? 

1\Ir. FERRIS. I think so. The gentleman from Alaska will 
probably know better than I about local laws up tbere. 

1\lr. WICKERSHAM. We haYe a speciallmv io Alaska allow-
ing the homesteader to tal.:e 320 acres. . . 

l\lr. MONDELL. Tllnt is not the que ·tion. Ha-re we ex­
tended to Alaska what is known as the limited-title Jaw, uncler 
which a homesteader may take lands containing certain min­
eral , secure a patent, re erving to the Go-rernment the minerals? 

Mr. WICKERSHAl\l. I do not know. 
l\Ir. FERRIS. 'Ve passed a law in 1SD8 extending the.tft}mc­

stead law an<l in March, 1803, an act providing that tlie home­
stead law shall be applicable up there, and no'v the gentleman 
asks if we provided for a limited homestead, a SU)'face patent. 

Mr. MO~TDELL. What is erroneously called a surface home­
stead-was that law extended to Alaska? 

l\Ir. FERRIS. . I am not sure about that. 
l\Ir. LE:!\"ROOT. It is my recollection that in the coal-leasing 

law we did, but I am not certain about it. · 
l\1r. 1\lONDELL. Let me suggest this to the gentleman, that 

as to the second section, whiclJ. seenis to me to be the only purt 
of the bill that is important, because the gentleman from Illinois 
bas called attention to the fact that there is no nece · ·ity of 
reducing the area o( a homestea(l if the object be to relie-rc tl.te 
homesteader of the necessity of more clearing and cultivation, 
he can comply with that, because he can meet that situation 
himself. That rriatter is entirely under his control. But the 
seconct section contains a provision which, I think, is a Yery 
wise one, under which a former entry in the United States is not 
a bar to a homestead in Alaska. That could be provided for in 
a bill of two lines, and that is important. But the difficulty of 
the bill, as I see it, is that reenacting, as it does at great length 
and in extenso the home.stea<l law~ followi-ng, if it does, the law 
provicling ;for a limited patent and containing no provision at all 
"·ith regard to minerals, it raises a que tion of w·bat class of 
land::; you are c"Onfining. 
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Mr. FERRIS. I wilt yield to the gentleman from Alaska, 

who, I am sure, can give you the information. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. In regard to the point made by the 

gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. ~!ANN], the bill was not intro­
duced in the interest of the man who has taken the homestead. 
It was not introduced for the purpose of preventing him from 
getting the benefits of the old law, but it was introduced because 
there is a small area of this goo<l land in Alaska, and it is now 
being taken by men in these large tracts. There is not enough to 
go around, and we think 320 acres is altogether too much to 
allow a homesteader in valleys where there is such a· limited 
quantity of this good land. Along the line of the new railroad 
there are thousands of people going in, and to allow each one 
320 acres is to limit the population too much, which will happen 
if each one takes 320 acres. 

Mr. MANN. Why did you not give the reason when the 
proposition came up instead of giving the reason that it re­
quired them to cultivate too much, which on its face is :m 
nbsurdity? 

Mr. "WICKERSHAM. Both reasons are good. 
1\Ir. MANN. The gentleman does not claim that it is a goou 

reason to say if a man has a right to take 160 acres or 320 
acres that he wants a law passed saying that he can not take 
o\er 160 acres because he can not restrain himself from work. 

Mr. 'VICKERSHAM. We find that where they can take 320 
acres or 640 acres they invariably take the maximum and then 
groan about it. 

1\Ir. MANN. Let them groan. 
1\Ir. WICKERSHAM. I want to limit them so that some 

otl1er man can get a chance. 
Ur. MANN. That is another reason, but it is not the reason 

set forth in the report. We all know that people have to re­
. train themselves, restrain their passions and appetite in 
eating and drinking, and so forth, but to say that a man must 
reJ •train his passion for work on a homestead entry by law 
gets me. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman will yield, in Congress a 
few years ago we passed the enlarged-homestead act giving the 
rigl;lt to enter 320 acres, and they now say they only want to 
enter 160. Now, what earthly objection can there be to that? 

1\Ir. MANN. No objection on my part, but as a reason on its 
face it is palpably incorrect. I asked the question hoping that 
I might find out the real reason for the passage of the bill. It 
is absolutely silly to say that a man who has the right to take 
1GO acres or 320 acres insists that Congress shall limit him to 
160 acres. He can take 160 acres if he wants it. Everybody 
knows that that is not the reason for the passage of the bill. 

1\Ir. FERRIS. What is the reason? I know of none other 
than the one assigned and the additional one, that they desire it. 

1\lr. MANN. That is what I am trying to find out. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. I stated the reason to the gentleman 

from Illinois. 
Mr~ MANN. The gentleman from Alaska may have given the 

reason, but that is not the reason assigned in the report. The 
reason assigned in the report is so palpably incorrect that I 
wanted to know what the real reason was. 

1\fr. WICKERSHAM. I have given the gentleman the real 
reason. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, resening the right to object, 

I would. like to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
whether, in considering the question of granting an additional 
homestead right to those who had heretofore exercised that 
right in the United States, the committee considered those in­
stances where persons merely go on to timberlands, strip the 
~imber off, and dispose of it, without any idea of making it a 
permanent home. I know, on a visit to Canada some years ago 
as a member of the select committee on pulp and paper investi­
gation-the Mann Committee, so called-we found numerous 
instances in northern Canada. where persons made it a practice 
of locating on timberlands with the sole idea of stripping the 
lands of the timber, selling it, and then abandoning the land. 
We all know that. in Alaska there are large timberlands. 

Mr. FERRIS. But the timberlands are all in the forest re­
serves. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. · Oh, there are some lands outside of the 
forest reserves that necessarily have timber on them, and the 
Jdea came to my mind whether this would not permit that char­
ncter of eXploitation? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I will give the theory of the 
eommittee. Of course, what the gentleman says now touches 
~ection 2 of the bill, and what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
~fANN] was talkfng about was section 1. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; I referred to section 2. 

LIII-340 

Mr. FERRIS. The committee were of opmwn that if any 
citizen of the United States, whether he hau bad lands in the 
States or not, was willing to go up to Alaska and amid the rigid 
climate there reduce any part of that Territory to a homestead 
and put it in cultivation he ought to have the right to do it. 

:Mr. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I am in sympathy with that 
i<lea, that those up there should, if they wish to make a pel;ma­
nent home, even though they have heretofore exercised the right 
of homestead in the United States, be given the privilege in 
Alaska. 

1\fr. FERRIS. An<l let me gi\e the gentleman another reason. 
There are 370,000,000 acres of unentered land in Alaska, and 
only two homesteads have ever gone to patent up there. There 
are 35,000 people, or thereabouts, in the entire Territory. Con­
gress has seen fit to appropriate thirty-five or forty million 
dollars for a railroad to open that Territory up, and it seems 
to me the height of folly to remain rigid and binding and hold 
that country back when there is so much public land there wait­
ing to be taken up by anyone. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the House why 
but two homestead entries have been availed of up there in 
the frozen north? I know the gentleman was violently oppose( I 
to the policy of extending the railroad up into those frozen 
regions. 

Mr. FERRIS. l\ir. Speaker, I did not care to go into that 
feature of it at all, although I think what the gentleman say · 
is true. I thought it was appropriating too much money for 
such a sparsely settled country. We have such a multiplicity 
of needs at home. However, it is passed and it is now my duty 
to help all I can to make. it a success. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Wl1y is It that but two homesteaus have 
gone to patent up there? 

Mr. FERRIS. I think I can tell the gentleman. A fe\v year 
ago during the Ballinger-Pinchot controversy a great flare went 
up all over the land that made everyone think, whether right­
fully or wrongfully, that they were trying to steal all of the coal 
mines and the copper mines in that country. The President, 
perhaps rightfully, withdrew the accessible areas of that lanu 
from entry for mineral purposes, not knowing where it was or 
what it was, and the Geological Survey did not have enough 
money to enable them to find out. The President by a blanket 
order withdrew it all, and much of it was not open to any sort 
of entry and people did not try to go there. If they did, they 
were abused like pickpockets, if they went there and tried to 
develop the country. Under those conditions there could not be 
any development or settlement, and with 370,000,000 acres wait­
ing to be developed, with scarcely any of the land entered, I 
think we better let these sturdy fellows who have gone on the 
frontier press a little farther west and develop that territory. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. I think if the gentleman from Alaska [Mr. 

\VICKERSHAM] thinks that these homesteads ought to be re­
duced in size in Alaska we should do it, for he is probably more 
familiar with the situation than . anyone else. He has now 
given what strikes me as being a good reason for it. The 
second section is important, and I am entirely in harmony with 
it, but I want to suggest to the gentleman from Oklahoma that 
in view of legislation that is following the original homestead 
act it is not wise to put a new lwmestead act on the statute 
books if we can avoid it, and all ·that is necessary to do to 
accomplish that which is proposed by section 2 is to say at the 
end of section 1, " and a former homestead entry in any other 
State or Territory shall not be a oar to a homestead entry in 
Alaska." You will accomplish everything, and you avoid sev­
eral questions that seem to me would be raised under the lan­
guage in section 2. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Alaska will probably 
know better than I, but I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

it be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? · 
There was no objection. · 
Mr. MONDELf.:,. Mt·. Speaker, I offer the following amend­

ment, to come in at the end of section 1, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, on page 3, by add1ng, after line 2, the following : "Anll a 

former homestead entry in any other State or Territory shall not be a 
bar to a homestead entry in Alaska." -
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Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, -the Committee has no objection 1\Ir . . MANN. .1\.fr. :Speaker, I ·demand·ll second. 

'9 
i..J, 

to that amendment. 1\fr. BLACK. Mr . . Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
The SPEAKER. The .question is on :agreeing to the amena- second may be considered as ordered. · 

ment. The SPEAKER. ls there objection? 
The ·amendment •WRS agreed ·to. . There was .no objection. 
M.r. MONDELL. Mr . . Speaker, I now move to stlike out Mr. MANN. May · I nsk the gentleman whether the word 

section 2 of the bill. · "'Supplies " in there includes 'food? . 
The SPEAKER. The ~uestion is on the amendment offered Mr. BLACK. 1 will say to the gentleman ·from Illinois that 

by the gentleman .from Wyoming to ·strike out section 2. I ·assume that matter would depend on ·such construction as 
The amendment was agreed to. the Becretary ·of War might give it. 
1\-[r. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, 1 \'\'ill 'ask the 'Clerk to report the Mr. MANN. I .have no .doubt of that, but I would like to 

committee amendment. -ascertain in advance wnat the construction is. 
The Olerlt read as follows: Mr . .BLACK. r do . .not think ·any rations Will be necessary at 
Aild as a new section the following: all, and it is not contemplated ·that rations wi1l be furnlsheu, 
"SEc. 3. That there shall be -excepted from homestead settlement unless the situation requires it. J will say to ltlle gentleman 

anil entry under tbis act the lands in Annette and Pribilof Islands, the fr lllin' · th t th 1 f p · h · d 1 11 
islamls leased or occupied for the propagation ot foxes, and such other om OlS · a e ·peop e o ans ave Tal e ' ocu Y so 
lands as have been or may b-e .reserved or withdrawn ·from settlement I am informed, the sum of $22,000, and the neighboring cities 
or entry." have r.aised about $23 000, to take care of the e immediate 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committee necessities for food. supplies. These amounts will probably 
amendment. · care for all the emergency needs rm· 'food. 

The committee amendment was agree.d to. Mr. MANN. I ·would like to -ask the gentleman from New 
.Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the York [1\Ir. FITZGERALD], the distinguished chairman of the 

section just adopted be numbered 2 instead of 3. Committee on A];!propriations, who I belieYe drafted the .amend-
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ment, whether this is intended -to co.ver the furru hing of 
There was no obj-ection, -and it was so ordered. Tatiens or food? 
lUr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I -offer an amendment. Mr. F.ITZGERALD. Yes; if it .is found to be nece ary. I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an mean that the intention was that if a situation exi ted there in 

·amendment, :which the Clerk will report. the emergency where it is thought ·by 'the War Department to 
~'he Clerk read as follows : be necessary to issue rations to persons in ·that distri'ct, they 
On page 1, in line 10, strike out the word " hereof " and insert " o1 should have power to do so. · 

the act approved March 3, 1903, chapter 1012, United States Statutes Mr. 1\fAl\TN. · Thi~ ill. which \\"fi · ordered reporte1l 11n•l 
at Large, page 102 ·" · dropped in the bu. k:et on ;:)u un.luy, ·luL<' n<}t ·yttt collie into my 

The . SPEAKER. The question is .on agreeing 'to the amend- hands, and I was informed on Saturday that the Committee on 
ment. 1\filitm:y .Affairs had decided not ·to Tecommend the furni hing 

The question was taken, ancl the amendment was agreed to. of food. I do not .know whether that is correct or ·not. nut 
The SPHAKER. 'The question is on the engro~sment and that was the impression I got. 

third reading of the bill. lli. GARNER. The gentleman .from Illinois is in -error about 
~'he bill was ardered to be engrossed .and ·read a third time, that. The Committee on Military .'lifa'irs reported a: bill carry-

wa rea.d the 'third time, and passed. ing ·ul'l. ,appropriation of , '60,000 :for ·cots, 'tents, and rations. 
On motion o'f 1\lr. FErurrs, _a .motion to reconsider the \'Ote by 1\fr. BLACK . . And suppli . 

which the bill was passe<} · ·as laid on the table. 1\fr. l\!Al\"'N. I am afraid the gentleman from Texas [1\lr. 
AID TO PARIS, TEX., FIRE SUFFERERS. GARNER) iS in errar .DOW. 

The ·SPEAKER. The ,gentleman from Texas [l\fr. BLACK] l\Ir. BLACK. 1 will say to the gentleman that the Committee 
:lL.'l.S a bill which the Chair think:; is an emergency matter, ·and, I ()n Military Affairs in the bill that they have reported to this 
if tltere is .no --objection to it, he will recognize him to call it up. Honse. and which is the bill .introduced by me on March 27, 

l\Ir. 1\IANN. ·WJly ·does .not the gentleman make .a J"equest to used the same language us is u ed by the gentleman from New 
suspend the rules? York [Mr. FITZGERALD] ·in the amendment which he :has _pro-

1\Ir. GARNER. If there is Do objection to it-- posed. Tbe only 'difference i that his :amendment eliminates 
The SP11JAKE.Il. The Chair will a_y to the gentleman from the ~pecific appropriation of 60,000 and authorizes the Secre-

Illinois that .this mutte1•-- tary of War to .go ahead and :gi\e suCh relief ·as he finds neces-
1\lr. 1\lA..NN. I know not what it is; but I think on unani- sru·y, .and the sum expended will be covered by a deficiency ap­

mous-consent -day, -e-ven ·on this matter, it is wiser to Tecognize propriation later on. This is the effect of the amendment pre-
blm to suspend the rules. pared by the gentleman from New York [Mr. iFITz'aERALD] .' 

Mr. GARNER. I understand the ;gentleman from Illinois l\1r. MANN. 'W11s there a ·qne tion raised in ·the •Committee 
{1\ll:. 1\ll.~-"N] simply does JlOt want t-o make a precedent of tllis on Military Affairs as -to whether we should fllrnish rations 
character? or not? 

Mr. 1\lANN. I -did not say that. 1\Ir. BLA.OK. I will say to 'the gentleman that the bill as 
Mr. GARNER. 'I wanted to get the gentleman to say it, if 1 originally drafted. did use the word "food." 

could.. Mr. MANN. Did not the committee cut that out? 
.The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [1\fl;. BLACK] 1\Ir. BLACK. They d.id; and used the same language as used 

moves to suspend thenlles ;and pass the bill (H. R. 13769), with here by the ·gentleman from New York [1\lr. FITZGERALD] in bis 
an amendment, whlch the Clerk will .repo~·t. amendment ·\vhich he draft~, whlch eliminates the word " food " 

The Clerk Tend as follows: and substitute in lieu t11ereof the worus " and such supplies as 
Be it ·Mactcd, eta., That the Secretary -of War Js here~;>y authorized to in the judgment of the War Department are necessary." 

supply for tempor~ry use, under such rules and regulations as he may Mr. FITZGERALD. This amendment contains the language 
prescribe, a sufficient number of 'tents to afford shelter for the sufferers . . O . . 
from the recent conflagration an Paris, 'Tex., who are in need .of the from the bill as reported from the OITlllllttee on l\Ulitary Af-
same. . . fairs and simply rearranges it some. I was un<ler the impression 
.. SEc. 2. That the sum of $60,oqo Is herebr appropnated, out of any from statements that have been made to me that there mio-ht 
money in the Treasuxy not 'Othei'WlSe appropnated, to be expended under . . • . • . . ~ 
the direction of the "ecretary of War in the purchase and distribution be a conditiOn where It would be h.lghly cleSirable, 1f not un­
of tents, c~ts, and blankets. to ~ch _-de titute person as may require portant, to issue rations and supplies for temporary u e. There-
assistance m said conflagratiOn <hstrtct. fore such provision was left in the bill, at the request of the 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLAcK]. 
1\Ir. BLACK. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a Mr. MAJ\TN. Oh, I appreciate that; but I thought that tho 

second may be considered as ordered. Committee -on Military Affairs bad decided that they -would not 
1\llr. 1\10NDELL. Has the amendment been read? recommend the furnishing of food and ~ did not desire then 
'The SPEAKER. No. The Clerk will Tead it right now. through the inadvertence of the ge~tlemun from New York [1\Ir: 
The Clerk read. as follows: FITzGERALD] in drafting an amendment to cover it, to let it go 
Pages 1 and 2, after the enacting clause, .strike out all of the la.n- without anybody knowing it. I sup1)osed the gentleman from 

gu~;,h~~ tfhee bJl:~:t;;;s~\~~a:l~ ~~1eg;iz~de fg~~~~~J :for temporary New York was informed. 
use, unde1· certain rules and regulations as lle may prescribe, ·a suffi.. 1\Ir. FITZGERALD. The wording o.f the amendment as now 
cient number of tents to afford shelter for thE' sufferers from the recent proposed is DO broader than 'the bill as reported.. It contain no 
conflagration in Paris, ·rE'x., wh:> are in 'IIeNl of same, and i:o fuTIIish dd't' 1 d' d d-,·t· 1 1 
such cots, ulankets, anl1 supp-lies us in hL<> juclgment··are necessary to a I 10na •wor Ing ·an no a ut ·wna angunge. 
reliev-e the destitute pe1·sons who may require a ·sistancc in such confta- 1\Ir. :MANN: Very well. 
gratlon tlistrict." 1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Tlle \VOrd "-rnfion " or ' food" L · not 

Tlle SPEAKER I::> a SPCOJH) llemnmlell? mentioned, but in oruer to ayoi<l a specific appropriation it 
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conl<l only be done by combining the two separate sections of the 
bill in one section to bave it read with anything like consistency. 

1\Ir. MANN. In my recollection we passed a joint resolution 
not long ago to furnish supplies to people on the Mississippi 
Ri\·er, and the War Department raised a question about it­
nbout there being no appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
llie gentleman from Texas? 

l\1r. ~"N. In a moment. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. fu that case this was the situation, if I 

recall correctly: The department had no plantation rations, 
which were uifferent from the Army rations, and it wanted 
,nuthority to be able to obtain supplies to issue the plant..'ltion 
rations in case it was necessary. The department would prefer 
n specific appropriation to be made, but there will be a deficit 
in these appropriations, anyway, and, because of the number of 
resolutions of this character that continuously come before Con­
gress, it is believed better to clothe the department with the 
power to do what is necessary under these emergencies and let 
Congress provide the money subsequently. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. 1\Ir. Speaker, I wish to say to the gen­
tleman from Illinois [l\!r. MANN] that I represent the State of 
Texas at large and, besides, that is one of my neighboring cities. 
It was one of the most disastrous fires that ever occurred in 
the United States. About the fourth building that was burned 
was the power house, leaving the town helpless, with no power 
to throw water, and the flames swept through in front of a vast 
gale, which, I understand, left 240 acres practically bare, making 
hundreds of families homeless. We do not want to let anything 
go by default, and we want the House to know exactly what we 
are asking. But we ask that something be done speedily and 
without hesitation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
11nssing this bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
RELIEF OF SETTLERS WITHIN LIMITS OF ORA "T TO NEW ORLEANS, 

BATON ROUGE & VICKSBURG RAILROAD CO. 
Mr. ASWELL rose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. As­

,n~LJ.] is recognized. 
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be sus-

penued and that the bill H. R. 540 as amended be passed. 
The SPEAKER. Is the amendment in the bill? 
1\fr. ASWELL. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows : 
A !Jill (H. R. 540) for the relief of settlers within the limits of the 

grant to New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg Railroad Co. 
Mr. CRAMTON rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

l\lielligan rise? 
Mr. CRAMTON. To make the point of order that there is no 

quorum present. 
The SPEAKETI. The gentleman from 1\Iich.igan makes the 

point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Evidently there is no quorum present. 

~Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw tbe point. 
l\Ir. :l\IANN. It is too late, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. It is too late. 
1\Ir. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of tbe House. 
Tbe SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from Georgia [1\fr. CnrsP] 

moves a call of the House. 
A call of tbe House was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 

Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to 
answer to their names : 
Ahercrombie 
Adair 
Bacharach 
Harchfeld 
Reales 
Borland 
Browning 
Bruckner 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Burnett 
Butler 
Callaway 
Can trill 
Carew 

Carlin 
Carter, Mass. 
Cary 
Casey 
Charles 
Coleman 
Cooper, Ohio 
Costello 
Crago 
Crosser 
Curry 
Dale, N.Y. 
Dallinger 
Darrow 

Davenport 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dewalt 
Dill 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Dowell 
Drukker 
Dunn 
l~dwards 
Fairchild 
}~nley 
Flood 

Flynn 
Gallagher 
'Gallivan 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Graham 
Gray, N.J. 
Griest 
Guernsey 
llamJll 
Hamilton, N.Y. 
Haskell 

~!~es ~~~~~rth ~~~igts, Mich. ~~B~J 
Henry Loud Oakey Shackleford 
Hill McAndrews Olney Siegel 
Hilliard . McCracken Overmyer Slayden 
Houston McCulloch Padgett Slemp 
Humphreys, Miss. McDermott Parker, N.J. Smith, Minn. 
Husted McFadden Patten Smith, N.Y. 
Hutchinson McKe1lar Peters Snyder 
Jones McKenzie Platt Stedman 
Kearns l\Iahet· Pou Sutherland 
Keating Martin Powers Swift 
Keister 1\Ieekc.:- Price Tilson 
Kennedy, Iowa Miller, Del. Ragsdale '.rinkham 
Kennedy, R.I. l\Ionta.gue Reavis Vare 
Kiess, Pa. Mooney Riordan Walker 
Kreider Moore, Pa. Roberts, Mass. Wason 
Lafean Moores, Ind. · Rodenberg Watkins 
Lesher Morin Rowe Watson, Pfl. 
Lewis Morrison Rowland William.·, Wm. E. 
L~cl Mott ~~Y w~~ 
Lloyd Neely ~abath Wood, Inu. 
Loft Nicholls, S.C. ·~ott, Pa. Young. Te~. 

The SPEAKER. On this Yote 285 Members, a quorum, have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. KITCHIN. l\lr. Speaker, I move to uispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

Tbe SPEAKER. '.rhe gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to dispense with further proceedings under tl1e call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will unlock the doors, and 

the Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill (H. R. 540 )" for the relief of settlers within the limits 

of the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg 
Railroad was reau, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and dlrectPtl to immediately take up and resume the adjustment 
and adjudication of all rights and privileges relinquished, granted, con­
veyed, and confirme1l to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Co., as the as­
signee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksuurg Railroad Co., by the 
act of Congress approved Feuruary 8.1887, and entitled "An act to declare 
a forfeiture of lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicks­
burg Railroad Co., to confi rm title to certain lands, and for other pur­
poses," subject to all the provl~ions and conditions therein contained for 
the protection of actual settlers. their heirs, and assigns. 

SEc. 2. That on the application of persons to make entry in accord­
ance with thO! provisions of the act aforesaid, the rights only of those 
who were actual settlers at the date of definite location, their heirs, 

• or other persons to whom they may have assigned their possessory 
rights prior to December 1, 1913, shall be given consideration as against 
the outstanding patent ot· patents to the New Orleans Pacific Rail­
way Co. 

SEc. 3. That in determining rights asserted by or on behalf of actual 
settlers, their heirs or assigns, proof showing actual settlement at· the 
date of definite location and the existence of such settlement and occu­
pancy at the pre!3ent time shall be deemed prima facie evidence of the 
continuity of the settlement claim. 

SEc. 4. That all cl3;im~ adverse t~ the New Orleans Pacific Hailw:ry 
Co., or its successors rn mterest, which are not asserted as herein pro­
vided within the period of two years n·om the passage and approval of 
this act shall be deemed and considered forever barred. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
1\Ir. CRAMTON. l\fr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
1\Ir. ASWELL. I ask unanimous consent that a seconu _may be 

considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Loui iana asks unani­

mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAh.'"ER. The ~entleman from Louisiana [1\Ir. As­

WELL] has 20 minutes and the gentleman from l\lichigun (Mr. 
CRAMTON] 20 minutes. 

Mr. ASWELL. l\lr. ~peaker, I yield five minutes to the gen­
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRis], chairman of tbe Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

l\Ir. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, in 1871 the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge & Vicksburg Railroad Co. received a land grant, a part 
of which was in the district represented by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. AswELL]. He has introduced a bill providing 
tl1at certain settler may have their rights adjuuicated before 
the Interior Department. To pa ·s such a bill is but scant and 
tardy justice. The bill was drafted by the Interior Department. 
Two drafts were made, draft No. 1 and draft No. 2. '.rbe de­
partment was of tbe opinion that draft No. 2 was the best one. 
Draft No. 2 was brought out as a substitute for the original 
bill. Draft No. 2 last year, as well as this year, receiYed the 
favorable report of the committee and passed the House last 
Congress with little or no opposition. In fact, I think it passed 
by unanimous consent last year. .The railroau grant wns for 
approximately 3,000,000 acres of land to the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge & Vicksburg Railroad Co., upon condition that they buil<l 
certain lines of railroad. They uid not build the railrond. or at 
least built only a small part of it, and the grunt failed. Later, 
some 8 or 10 years afterwards, I think in 1885, the grantee 
railroad company, by deed, trnnsferreu what rights they had 
to another railroad company. It developed that they llau no 
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rights to convey, and the new ra.llroad company came to Con­
gress and asked it to pass an act giving them the right to build 
the ralh·oad and further to confirm the grant. On their appli­
cation an act was passed in 1887 confirming the title of the rail­
road to certain of the lands where the railroad had built the 
line and forfeiting that part where the railroad had not con­
structed the line. 

Section 2 and section 6 of that act both provided that, in so 
far as any of the lands contained within the grant had settlers 
residing upon them, the title should not pass. However, the 
grantees under the railroad company later came to Washington 
and received patents to their lands, notwithstanding the fact 
that settlers were actually living on the lands. But all of the 
patents presented to us in the hearings-and I therefore assume 
they all contained it-specifically provided that the grant of 
title should not and did not pass, except under a certain reser­
vation which was set up in the patent. 

The timber companies who now own most of these lands say 
they should not be disturbed, because they bought from the 
railroad, which held a Government patent. They did buy from 
the railroad, which had obtained a patent, but it was a lim­
ited patent, having in it the express condition that the grant 
was subject to the reservation in the act of 1887. 

The issuance of these patents ignoring the settler was er­
roneous, and the Interior Department now wants to be given 
authority to reinvestigate this erroneous issuance of patents, 
and adjust and, in all things, adjudicate the controversy. 

This is not too much to ask. This violates no vested rights. 
This only affords a day in court those who had their rights 
patented away without any such day in court. 

We will be told these lumber people purchasing this land 
are innocent purchasers, for value, and so forth. This, we think, 
could not be, as the patents and the law all put purchasers on 
full notice of the limited title that .could be acquired. 

1\fr. CillPERFIELD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques­
tion? 

l\1r. FERRIS. I have only a moment, but I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Rave the committee a copy of the lan­
guage used in the reservation in the patent? 

Mr. FERRIS. We have the entire patent in the hearings. 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. I wish the gentleman would give that 

language to us. 
Mr. FERRIS. I have not the time to do it, but it appears 

in the hearing, and the provision is very specific. The gentle­
man from Louisiana will have a little more time, and perhaps 
he can give it to the gentleman. It is here on the desk. · 

Now, it has been said here that this act ought not to pass, 
on the theory that to pass it would be to take away vested 
rights. We do no such thing, and the bill does not even attempt 
it. It merely authorizes the Interior Department to do plain 
justice in readjudicating the relative rights. We repeal no law; 
we upset no vested rights. The report of the Interior Depart­
ment is very full and complete. The hearings are quite com­
plete. There should be but very few votes against this bill. 
It ought to pass by unanimous consent. Under the procedure 
to-day two-thirds of those voting must vote "yea" to suspend 
the rules. 

This is but scant and tardy justice to these old settle1·s. 
They have been denied their titles for almost 50 years now. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. Does the gentleman from Michigan want to use 
any of his time? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY). 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, the lands affected by this bill 
were withdrawn for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
a railroad through Louisiana in 1871. The definite line of loca­
tion of the road was established in 1881 and 1882. Two-thirds 
of the lands in this grant were patented prior to 1885, and the 
Government reserved to the actual settlers upon the land at the 
time of the definite location of the line of the road all the rights 
of those settlers. 

There have been acts of Congress and agreements entered 
into. Later on a Member of Congress and one or both Senators 
from Louisiana, representing these claimants, entered into an 
agreement with representatives of the railroad company that the 
actual settlers upon the land at the time the definite line of 
location of the road was fixed were to have two years within 
which to come in and settle and obtain title to their lands. A 
great many did come in and obtain title. 

There are two questions involved in this matter, gentlem~. 
On March 2, 1896, Congress passed an act which provides that 
the holder of any patent erroneously issued by the Government 
shall become possessed of a good title unless the Government 

'vithin five y-ears proceeds to cancel the same. That act fur­
ther provided that patents issued in the future should be un­
assailable by the Government after having been in ex.i tence 
six: years; that is to say, that the statute of limitations houltl 
run in favor of that :vatent, and the Government be barred 
from proceeding to c:mcel it after six year . 

None of the lands in question are owned to-day by the rail­
road company that earned them or any other railroad company. 
They are in the hands of bona fide vur~ha er . Far years those 
lands · were absolutely worthless. Harne teaders did not want 
them because they could not utilize th~ timberlands for farming 
purposes until the country was opened up by the railroads and 
the sawmills established in the country, whereby the timber 
became valuable. As an illustration, in 1890, on the lOth of 
April, 147,000 acres of these lands were sold at public auction 
at 13.56 cents per acre, or $20,000 for the whole 147,000 acres. 

Mr. AS WELL. Will the gentleman yield 1 
1\fr. FORDNEY. Yes. 
Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman st:lte who sold an<l who 

purchased the land? 
Mr. FORDNEY. It does not make any difference who sold 

or who bought the lands; they were bid in for 13.56 cents per 
acre. 

Mr. ASWELL. The same man that sold it bought it, did. he 
not? 

Mr. FORDNEY. The same man that brought suit to hnve 
them sold; but is it not true that the biddina was open to the 
whole public to bid on the land? Now, a fact that the gentle­
man pe1·haps will not tell you is that these ca es now ar.o in the 
courts of the United States, and last week on the 29th and 
30th days of March in the Court of Appeal in the State of 
Louisiana five of the e ca es as test ca es were argued and 
have been submitted and are now awaiting decision. And yet 
the gentleman would come in- and a k that the right be taken 
away from the court to settle the disputed question between the 
bona fide purchasers of these lands and these would-be claim­
ants. I believe that I am safe in saying to the gentleman from 
Loui iana that there is not a single claimant now claiming these 
lands that was a settler upon the land at the time the rail­
road company's rights attached to the land. 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield. I will a k the 
gentleman if he says that not a single claimant was an original 
settler--

Mr. FORDNEY. I t.hink I am safe in saying th-at there is 
not a single claimant to-day that was a settler on the land at 
the time the rights of the railroad attached in 1881 and 18 2. 

l\Ir. ASWELL. If that be true, how does it happen that at 
the first hearing before -the Public Lands Committee of the 
House the heirs of Jay Gould came before the Department of 
Justice and paid 38 ot these settlers, and I have a sworn state­
ment--

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield me some of his 
time if he is going to take up mine? The bill provides that you 
are going to adjust the claims of the settlers, their heirs and 
assignees. I was present at the hearing before the Committee 
on the Public Lands two years ago when the first bill wa.s being 
considered, which you introduced, it was- there stated that a 
man came in and claimed to be the assignee of an original 
settler. 

Let me show you what an assignee can d~. Here was a case 
where a man settled upon the land down here, and by courtesy 
permitted his brother to move onte1 the same land Which he 
claimed, and the brother cleared a little patch.of land and lived 
there. The original settler sold his right and moved away, and _ 
so did the b1Tother. Later on the brother comes in and claims 
to be the original settler on the land and assigns his claim. A 
settler upon 40 acres in the center of a section, either one of 
these four center forties can assign 600 acres,. 15 contiguous 
forties, one to the other. Many assignments can be made by 
the same man where be had settled on 40 acres. If I only bad 
the time, ·I could explain this more clearly. But the objection 
to this bill is that the people who now claim to be the bona fide 
purchasers of these lands, holding title under a Government 
patent, two-thirds of which was patented prior to 1885, and in 
face of the fact that there is a law on the statute books that 
bars the Government by statute of limitations to begin a suit 
to cancel a patent after tt has been in existence six years. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 
Mr. FORDNEY. This bill now proposes to put the power in 

the Secretary of the Interior to take the title away from these 
people that have purchased and paid a valuable consideration 
for- the land and paid taxes on the land all these years. Not 
a single_ one of these meri whose claims are now pending aS· 
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serted any rights to these lands until after the lands had become 
valuable for the timber thereon. 

Gentlemen, let me say that in 1893 I was in the State of 
Loui.~iana leoking at lands on even sections right where these 
lands are located, a..nd the choicest locations of fine timber at 
that time were offered to me for $2.5(} an acre. Nobody wanted 
timber in Louisiana, for timber- then had but little value. I say 
the 147,000 acres that were sold at 13! cents are just as good 
farming lands and better than these timber lands, because the 
timber lands can not be used for cultivation until the timber has 
been cut off. 

The real " nigger in the fence " is the fact that the bill pro­
vides that the assignees of the old original claimants are the 
men that can get these lands, and the bill ingeniously states 
that if be has presented his claim or settled on the land prior 
to 1913. 

You and I know that an unscrupulous man can purchase an 
assignment from another unscrupulous man and put in any 
date he sees fit to. There are in suit 16 of these cases to be 
decided by the court within the ne::rt 30 or 60 days-five- test 
cases. The~e gentlemen want to take the right away from the 
courts to settle this great and important question on so much 
valuable land and place 1t in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Interior. I say, gentlemen, it is absolutely wrong and cruel and 
beyond the rights of Congress to do a thing of that kind, and you 
will bring these people into court and cause extraordinary ex­
pense in litigation if you pass this• bill. 

The SPEAKEH. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
bas again expired. 

1\lr. AS-wELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT]. 

lllr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan 
rur. Fonn~EY] has made two points that would be well taken if 
they were applicable to this bill. He says, first, that we proposp 
in this bill to take away from the courts the jurisdiction to 
decide the questions involvtd, and, in the second place, that we 
propose to give to the Secretary of the Interior the right to take 
titre of these lands from the purchasers. We do neither ofthese 
things by the pending bill. As has been stated, in 1871 a land 
;rrant was given to the New Orleans & Pacific Railway. .They 
failed to fulfill the terms of the grunt, and they assigned to the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg Railwuy Co. such rights 
as they ba(l in the grant. On February 8, 1887, Congress for­
feiter! a certain portion of that grant and confirmed a certain 
other portion to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg 
Railway Co., but in mah'ing that grant there was a proviso- that 
reach:; as follows : 

Provided. That all said lands occupied by actual settlers at the date 
of the detlriite location of said road and still remaining in their posses­
sion, or in possession of their heirs or assigns, shall be held and det>-med 
excepted from said grant and shall b.e subject to entry under the public­
land laws of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the pending bill relates only to lands that had 
actual settlers upon them at the time referred to, and as to 
those lands there never was a grant to the railroad at all under 
the express provisions of the grant. Further on in the bill it is 
provided that where the lands have been patented those lands 
shaH also be deemed subject to the rights of the settlers. This 
wa · Feb1-uary 8, 1887. 

On Mal:.Ch 3, 1887, a little less than a month later, Congress 
passed a general act providing for the general adjustment of all 
land grants, and these purchasers claim, because that act had an 
innocent purchaser's clause in it, that they are entitled to the 
benefits of that act, but this act of February 8, 1887, especially 
provided that the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg Rail­
way Co., before they were entitled to the benefits of the act, 
should accept it in all its terms, and in April, a month after the 
r>assnge of the general act, in March. the railroad filed fts ac­
ceptance with the Secretary of the Interior, getting the benefits. 
and assuming the burdens of the grant. Then· in March, 1896, 
the general statute of limitations act was passed applying to all 
land grants in general, by whicfi it was provided · that the Gov­
et·nment should be barred after five years after the passage of 
the act from bringing any action on any patent erroneously 
issued, and as to all future patents erroneously issued action 
should be brought within six years or they should be forever­
barred. 

This railroad company did sell, as has been stated, to various 
purchasers, and it was admitted before our committee that 
unless the acts of March 3, 1887, or the general act of 1896 pr o­
tected tl1em because they WPI:e innocent pUTchasers,. they had no 
title to these lands and the settlers were entitled to make home­
stead entries. And so, Mr. Speaker, the only question is a ques­
tion of 1aw. The question is whether or not these people are en­
titled to the benefit of the statute of limitations of the two acts 

to which I have referred. The reason this comes before-Congress 
is that a number of years ago the Depa.Dtment of the Interior 
held that the act of 1896. and the act of 1887 did apply to· this 
particular grant, notwithstanding its acceptance by the rail­
road company, and notwithstanding the specific provisions con­
tained in it. The department now is of opinion that those de­
cisions were erroneous, and has stated that if it was open as 
an original question it would reverse the decisions made many 
years ago in relation to this grant 

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

!\.Ir. LENROOT. Can I have two minutes more? 
1\fr. ASWELL. I grant the gentleman two minutes more. 
Mr. LFTh~OOT. But in view of that line of decisions that 

shut out all these settlers the department has said that they 
did not feel warranted in opening this matter up unless they 
had a legislative direction from Congress to do so, and that iS 
what this bill does and nothing more. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to reopen this matter and adjust this grant, 
leaving the- act of 1896 to apply if it ought to apply,.leaving the 
act of 1887 to apply if- it ought to apply. It does not deprive 
one of these purchasers of a ~1ngle right th,at he has. · If the 
Secretary of the Interior shall find that the act of 1896 ·does 
not apply, or the act of 1887, he will presumably allow entries 
of' these settlers for homestead entries, but if fie· does that 
every one of these- purchasers well have his remedy in court 
to . get a decision on· the questions involved, because that is 
purely a question of law that is not binding upon these pur­
chasers in any degree. It gives these settlers an opportunity 
to get an adjudication of their rights. It deprives these pur­
chasers of timberlands of no legal rights that they possess. 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Have not practically aU of the cases that 

have been decided by the court been decided in favor of the 
bona fide purchasers? 

lUr. LENROOT. l hold in my hand a letter frem the Gov­
ernment counsel. Some or the cases are now pending in the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals; and the Government 
counsel asserts that in his opinion there is no question but that 
these timber purchasers will not succeed in the court of appeals 
but--

1\fr. MAPES. They did: succeed in the court below. 
_ :Mr. LENROOT. If tin~ court of appeals does decide this 
in their favor, cloes decide that the act of 1896 applies, then 
the Secretary of the Interior in readjusting this grant will, of 
course, follow the law as laid down by the circuit court of 
appeals. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the- gentleman from Wisconsin 
lias- again expired. 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. l yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
illinois [1\lr. 1\fADnEN] . 

Mr. 1\LillDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think wherev-er there is a 
~ case in court in pJ;ocess of adjudication it ought not to be legis­
lated' out of court; that the final adjudication of the matter 
should be left to the court. There is no reason why this body 
should assume jurisdiction while the case is under considera·­
tion by the courts of the land., There· can fie no doubt but that 
a right conclusion will be reached by the court if the matter is 
allowed to go to a conclusion. And it is fiecause of my belief 
that never under any circumstances should' this body assume 
jurisdfction of a. case that is in litigation--

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield ? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from IDinois yield t o 

the gentleman from Louisiuna? 
Mr. 1\fAli)DEN. No; I have but a minute or two. 
So my opposition is based entirely on the fact that the ques­

tions involved in this case are in process of litigation, and 
because of that fact this House ought to move slowly. I am 
told that the. case is likely to reach a conclusion in the not far­
distant future-not to exceeU. 3(} or 60 days-and if that be true 
this body can well affo:nt to wait. And if after the courts llave 
reached a conclusion there is any legislation necessary, this 
House will still have jurisdiction. Now, why hurry the case? 
Why run pell-mell into the enactment of a law to take away 
from the courts of the land the consideration o.f a question as 
important as this? I I"ecall, not Tong since, another bill of 
this character, where on the face of the bill itself there was 
no evidence whatever that an attempt was being made l>y the 
House to legislate the case out of court, but during the consid­
eration of the biH questions were asked, and the answer~'; (lis­
elosro that if the bill became a law the question would be taken 
away from the courts. . And so the House very wisely <lcdtled 
that ought not to be the case. Although I believe the House 
was almost unanimously in. favor of the bill t o begin with,. when 
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the facts were disclosed they refused .to pass the bill.. And .I 
hope they ·will do that in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
1\Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, ha\e I four minutes remain 

ing? 
The SPE.illER. Yes. 
1\Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the net was passell in 1871, 

which provided the first grant. That ''"as assignell to a second 
company, which built the road which called for the lands in 
que tion. In 1887 an act was passed confirming the title of the 
second company as to all the lands in question. The settlers nt 
t hat t ime were taken care of by two provisions-fir t, a provi­
sion thnt any lands actually occupied at the time of the location 
of the road by settlers should be thrown open to homes tead en­
try ; so these settlers could ha\e home teadell the lanll. And, 
econd, ~ettlers in possession of the land at a certain time could 

purcha e the land of the company at $2 an acre, one-third 
down-about 66 cents-and the balance in four annual pay­
ments-an annual payment of 33 cents a year. Those were 
the t erms provided, and practically no one aYailed himself of 
them. Practically none of them were homesteaders. They were 
simply squatters, hunters, who were hung. up there temporarily, 
with no desire to buy. Now the lands have gone into the hands 
of the fifth and sixth purchasers, and have gone up in price, and 
they desire to overturn the act of 1896, which was to quiet title 
within a period of five or six year. Within that period of six 
years a suit was brought by the United States. The district 
attorney curried over the whole area and dug out all the cases 
he coull1 find that gave any promise of merit-some 150. These 
were embraced in a suit brought by the Government. That suit 
not being pushed, eventually he selected from those 150 a 
smaller number, which claims were embraced in another . uit, 
and that is now io the courts, was arguell last week, and a deci­
sion will soon be reached. 

So it is apparent to anyone l1ere that has had the time to 
examine the records that the act of 1896 does apply anll ought to 
apply. Can you imagine the difficulty of defending the title 
again t these squatters down there in tlleir own· neighborhood 
who can under this act establish title if they can once pro\e that 
they have had po session in the remote past? They are not 
required to prove they have bad continuous possession. The bill 
only requires proof that they were in possession iii 1887 and 
that tlley are in posse sion now. The period in between is not 
co\ere<l by this act, and these people, these men, largely from the 
North, who have gone down there and in,ested their money in 
good faith fifth or slrth in the chain of title, are asked to 
surrenller their title on any evidence that can be trumped up. 

They tell us that the United States Court of Appeals is going 
to do so-and-so. What have tile courts done? There have been 
26 law cases and 9 equity cases involdng these lanes, and in 
every one the settlers have been defeated. There have been 
five of those equity cases appealed, and they are now pending. 
Why not wait and see what are done in those cases? There are 
two cases in Louisiana State courts in which the settlers were 
defeated. Why not let the law take its com·se, instead of Con­
gre in 40 minute trying to pass on litigation 40 years ol<l? 

Mr. ASWELL. 1\lr. Speaker, the. s tatement made by the 
gentlemen who have preceded me are erroneous in many re­
spects. In the first place, the arguments made by the gentle­
man from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] huve been made five times 
l>efore the various committees of the House and Senate during 
tile past three rears. Even those Yery maps were brought 
before those committees and presented, practically the same 
map , without any effect, because committees understood the 
absurdity of the proposition presented at tllat time and now. 

The gentleman from Michigan, for whom I have the pro­
foundest respect, made a speech on the floor of this House in 
the Sixtieth Oongress, in 1908, in opposition to tile Senate 
joint resolution authorizing the Attorney General of the United 
States to punish 'Violators of the Oregon land grant. The con­
test was waged here for three hours~ led by the gentleman from 
'Vyoming [1\ir. 1\IoNDELL], and opposed by the gentleman from 
l\Iicl1igan [1\Ir. FORDNEY]. 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. ASWELL. Let me finish my statement. And after three 

hours of debate this House voted 247 in favor of that Oregon 
re olution, and exactly 7 voted with the gentleman from 1\lichi­
gnn [l\lr. FORDNEY]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ASWELL. Yes. 
Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman is in error. I have opposed 

that bill so far as the bona fide purchasers were concerned, 
and their titles have been confirmed by the Government, sir. 

1\fr. AS'WELL. And t11is same measure, Mr. Spenker, that 
was 11:1s ed by the House the Supreme Court has confirmed. 

A bill is now favorably before the Public Lanlls Committee for 
$50,000,000 to be returned to the Government. 

It has been stated that these settlers have not tried to be 
heard. 1\Ir. Speaker, for 30 years and more those settlers, who 
have not had the money to come to Washington or to prosecute 
their cases before the courts, have been trying to be heard. It 
was only during the last Congress that they were ever gh·en 
any recognition, _ and the settlers came to this city and presented 
their case in person. The efforts of the opposition all the way 
has been and is for delay. As to the old ettler who testified. 
before the committee and to whom the gentleman referred. as 
having purchased his home nt a vet·y small price, strauge it i!'; 
that he was in such wrong that the guilty Jay Gould heir at 
the close of that hearing took him out aud gave him $300 in 
money and a deed to his home. If he hall no claim, why <.1ill 
the Jay Goulll heirs pay him for his timl>er and deed him hi 
home? 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman ;yi eld 
there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gen tleman f t·om Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

1\lr. ASWELL. Yes. 
1\!r. FORDNEY. Is it not true that tllese . ettler malle a 

perfect title, so that title could be pas eel? 
l\Ir. ASWELL. This bill is intended to 11ermit the Lanll Office 

to adjudicate the title so that all men can know to whom the 
laulls belong. And let me say to the gentleman from l\Iichigan 
[Mr. FoRD~EY] tilat when it come to a contest behYeen tl1e 
Lumber Trus t or any other trust and the average citizen of 
this Republic you will always know where to find me. 

1\lr. FORD:NE¥. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentlemnn yield? 
Mr. ASWELL. I decline to yield further. 
Mr. FORD~TEY. I yielded to the gentleman. 
Mr. ALLEN rose. 
l\1r. ASWELL. I yiellletl to the gentleman twice. I now 

yield to the gentleman from Ohio [1\lr. Ar.LEN]. 
Mr. l\IANN. The gentleman will not make anything by that. 
Mr. ALLEN. About two weeks ago I received a Jetter from 

former Gov. Harmon, of Ohio, stating that a gooll many ;yenr · 
ago he purchased for en. h, at a good price, some timberland;~ in 
Louisiana that are affected by thi' bill and stating tllnt they 
nre within the St. Landry and Calcasieu Pari he . Now, the 
gentleman fl'om Loui iann. was goou enough to write me a state­
ment, \Yhich I forwarded to Gov. Harmon last '\Yeek, but, un­
fortunately, he has had illne . and death in hi family anll I 
have not had time to receive an an wer from him. But I woul<l 
like to inquire of the gentlemnn--

1\lr. ASWELL. I "·ill say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
this land gl'ant is not near tlwse two counties or parishes. The 
go\ernor's land holding · me not in tliis grant. I took t l.!e pain. 
since I discu sell the mntter with the ;;entlemau from Ohio to 
have the court records senrche<l, and Go,·. Harmon's lan<l ·, I 
find , are not in this grant. . 

:!\fr. ALLEN. Those lands would not l> affected? 
1\lr. ASWELL. Those Ian(ls ·wonl<l not be affect c.l. And I 

\Vill say, further, at this point that the gPntlemen who nrc in­
terested in oppo ition to tl1is bill ba\e gone to the gl'ente:-:t 
extremes in the last few weeks. They have tried to enlist th~ 
influence of gentlemen like the ' gentleman to whom my frien<l 
from Ohio refers, they bl'ought a loboy to this C@itol, ntal 
some of them are in the gnll t>rie.· of this Howe no\\'. One i. 
hiding now behind hls hat. 

Beyoml that they have gone to the Stnte of Arliansas nntl 
employed a gentleman to come here as a Jegal nttorney proba­
bly becnu e he sen-eel in the House with two 1\.Iember. of the 
Senate. And, 1\Ir. Speaker, they have gone beyonc.l that nn<l 
have appealed in the magic name of "con ·ervation," trying to 
make it appear that this little bill, merely putting up to the 
Lan<l Office the right to alljudicnte some of tllese cnses in the 
eighth district of Louisiana, woulrl affect the great question 
of conservation in the United States anll in all the wm·l1l. 
They h·ied to fool the senior Senator frolll Georgia on this 
point. 

1\fr. FORDNEY. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yicltl 

again to the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. FORD:NEY. I will ask to hnve the gentleman's time ex­

tended. 
1\Ir. ASWELL. I yield, but you can not extend my time. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that under the laws of the 

State of Louisiana a peaceable possession for 10 years un<lcr 
color of title passes title? 

1\Ir. ASWELL. It is not true. 
1\lr. FORD1\TEY. And 30 years are required? 
1\Jr. ASWELL. Thirty rears are required. 
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Mr. FORDNEY. Therefore these men do not need 30 years. 
Mr. .ASWELL. The statute of limitations does not operate 

against the Government, but some of these settlers have waited 
50 years without a decent hearing. 

Mr. FORDNEY. It is the statute of limitations you are 
attacb."ing. 

l\ Ir. .ASWELL. I would like to read this patent issued to 
the railroad company, providing that "where the same shall 
have not been sold, reserved, or otherwise dispo~;ed of" shall go 
to the railroad company. I call the attention of this House to 
section 2, to which the gentleman from \Visconsin [:Mr. LE "­
ROOT] referred. Section 2 provides in this confirmatory act that 
these lands actually occupied by settlers in 1882 should be 
excepted from this grant and reserved to the actual settlers. 
The patents provide that where the land shall have been re­
served o1· otherwise disposed of by the United States, nnd to 
which a preemption or homestead claim shall not have attached 
at the time the said road was definitely fixed-which was in 
1881 ()1' 1882-the title shall not ve t in the railroad. So that, 
1\Ir. Speaker, this patent on the fuce ()f it reserves to the e set­
tlers the right to occupy their omes. They have lived there 
all these years. There are not more than 350 of th m in my 
opinion who will ever be considered by the Land Office, and 
this bill merely directs that they have the right to have their 
cases adjudicated by the department. You say the cases are 
in the courts and we should wait. The settlers know they have 
waited for 15 years on the courts. Delay has been your cheme 
until you get the timber from the Ia.nds. You mention the 
Blanchard-Robinson compromise. Why should the settlers pay 
$2 an acre for their homes when section 2 of the act of Feb­
ruary 8, 1887, provided they should have their homes free? 
The Land Office says this ad is all the law there is or ever 
was on the subject. This bill does not affect or change that 
~~ -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. All time 
has expired. The question is· on suspending the rules and pass­
ing the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that in 
the opinion of the Chair hvo-thir-ds lmd voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. CRA.MTON. 1\fr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
Tbe yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken ; and there were-yeas 198, nays 75, 

a r.<>wered "present " 6, not voting 154, as follows: 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander 
Allen 
Almon 
Anderson 
A hllrook 
Aswdl 
.Ayres 
Bailey 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Beake 
Bell 
HlaC'kmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Britt 
Brown-~ 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan, T(>x. 
Burges 
Byrnes, S.C. 
Byrn, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Candler, Miss. 
Can trill 
Caraway 
Carlin 
Carter, Okla. 
Church 
Clark, Fla. 
Coady 
Collier _ 

·Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox 
Crisp 
Cullop 
Dale, Vt. 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tex. 
Decker 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Dill 
Dillon 
Dixon 
Doolittle 

Bennet 
Butler 
Campbell 
CJtnnon 

YEAS-198. 
Doughton Johnson, Ky. 
Dupr~ · Kettner 
Eagan Key, Ohio 
Eagle Kincheloe 
Elston Kinkaid 
Esch Kitchin 
E topinal Konop 
Evans La Follette 
Ferris Lazaro 
Fields Lee 
Flood Ll>nroot 
Focht Lever 
Foster J,leb 
Freeman Linubeigh 
Gandy Littlepage 
Gard Llo:vd 
Gardn«::r Lobeck 
Garner London 
Glynn McClintic 
Goodwin, Ark. McGillicuddy 
Gordon McKellar 
Gray, Ala. McLemore 
Gray, Ind. Mann 
Greene, Vt. Martin 
Gregg Ma}s 
Griffin Mondell 
Hadley Montague 
Hamlin Moon 
Hardy Morgan, La. 
Ila-rrison Mo5:s, ln£1. 
Hastings Murray 

H
H.eay

1
?nen Nelson 

fl Nicholls, S. C. 
llelgesen Nolan 
Helm Norton 
Helvertng Olrlfif'ld 
Hensley Oliver 
llernandez 0'1::\haunessy 
Ricks Page, N.C. 
Tiolland Park 
Hollingsworth Phelan 
Hood Quin 
Howard .Hainey 
Huddleston Raker 
Hughes it:unseyer 
Hulbert Ranuall 
Hull, Tenn. Rauch 
Humphreys, Miss. Rayburn 
Igoe Reilly 
Jacoway Rouse 

NAYS-75. 
Capstick 
Chiperfielu 
Cooper, W. Va. 
Copley 

Cramton 
Danforth 
Dowell 
Driscoll 

Rucke:~.· 
Russell, Ohio 
Saunders 
Sears 
ShallenbergE:'r 
Sims 
Sinnott 
Sisson 
Sloan 
Small 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Minn. 
Smlth, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Steagall 
Steele, Iowa 
StcE:'lc, Pa. 
Stepbens , Cal. ' 
Stephens, Mi s. 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stone 
Stout 
Sumners 
Taggart 
Tague 
Talbott 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Thorup on 
Tillman 
Timbe1·Iake 
Tribble 

t!~a~Ieke 
Vinson 
Walsh 
Watson, Va. 
Webb 
Whaley 
Wheeler 
Wi111am . T. S. 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wilson, La.. 
Wise 

Dunn 
Dyer 
Edmonds 
Ellsworth 

Emerson 
Fess 
Fordney 
Foss 
Frear 
Fuller 
Garland 
Good 
Gould 
Greene, Mass. 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamilton, N.Y. 
Haugen 
HE:'aton 
Hinds 

Hopwood Matthews 
Bowell Miller, Minn. 
Bull, Iowa Morgan, Okla. 
Husted Mudd 
James Paige, Mass. 
Johnson, Wash. Parker, N.Y. 
Kahn Porter 
Kearns Pratt 

f!hfba~h ~~~~~ts 
McArthur Sanforfl 
McKinley Scott, Mich. 
McLaughlin Smith, Mich. 
Madden Smith, N.Y. 
Mapes Snell 

.ANSWERED "PRESENT-"-6. 

Stafford 
Sullo way 
Sweet 
Switzer 
Temple 
Sf' owner 
Treadway 
Volstead 
Ward 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ill 
Winslow 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, N.Dak. 

Britten 
Browning 

Green, Iowa 
Hawley 

Humphrey, Wash. Schall 

NOT VOTING-154. 
Abe:~.·crombie Farley 
.Anthony Farr 
.Austin Finley 
Bacharach Fitzgerald 
Barchfeld Flynn 
Beales Gallagher 
Black Gallivan 
Bruckner Garrett 
Buchanan, Ill. Gillett 
Burke Glass 
Burnett Godwin, N. C. 
Callaway Graham 
Carew Gray, N.J. 
Carter, Mass. Griest · 
Cary Guernsey 
Casey Hamill 
Chandler, N.Y. Hart 
Charles Ha kell 
Cline Hay 
Coleman Hayes 
Connelly Henry 
Cooper. Ohio Hill 
Costello HilliarJ. 
Crago Houston 
Crosser Hutchinson 
Curry Johnson, S.Dak. 
Dale, N.Y. Jones 
Dallinger Keating 
Darrow Kei tE:'r 

Liebel 
Linthicum 
Loft 
Longworth 
Loud 
Me: Andrews 
McCra<:ken 
McCulloch 
McDel·mott 
McFadden 
lcKenzie 

Magee 
Maher 
Meek~r 
Mil.er, DeL 
Milter, Pa. 
Mooney 
Moore, Pa. 
1\foo.res, Ind. 
Morin 
Morrison 
Mos, W.Va. 
Mort 
Neely 
Nichols, Mich. 
North 
Oal•ey 
Ogle;by 

Reavis 
Riordan 
Roberts, Ma. s. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rodenberg 
Rowe 
Rowland 
Ru llE:'y 
RtrSJell, Mo. 
Sa bath 
Scott. I'a. 
S<'nlly 
'Sells 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Shouse 
Siegel 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Snyder 
::;tedman 
Steenerson 
Stiness 
Sutherland 
Swift 
Tilson 
1'inkham 
Vare 
Walker Davenport Kelley 

DPmpsey Kennedy, Iowa 
Denis'Jn Kenned.v, R.I. 
Dent Kent 
Dewalt Kiess, Pa 
Dooling Kreider 
Doremus Lafean 

Olney 
Overmyer 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Patten 
P eters 
Platt 

Wason 
Watkins 
Watson, Pa. 
Williams, W. El. 
Wingo 

Drukker Langley 
F.ilwards Lesher 
Fairchild Lewis 

So, two-thirds voting· in the 
penued and the bill passed. 

Pou 
Powers 
Pri<'e 
llng._dale 
affirmative, 

Wood, Ind. 
Youu..-, T x. 

the rules were 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. LIEBEL with Mr. HOWLAND. 
1\Ir. DEWALT with 1\lr. l\ICFAJJDEN. 
1\Ir. SCULLY with 1\Ir. BROWNING . 
Until fuTther notice: 
1\fr. PRICE with Mr. SELLs. 
1\Ir. Pou with Mr. ScoTT of Penn ylvania. 
Mr. PADGETT with Mr. McrENzJE. 
Mr. OvERMYER with :\fr. McCRACKEN. 
Mr. OLNEY with Mr. LoNGwORTH. 
1\Ir. NEELY with :Mr. LANllLEY. 
Mr. McDERMOTT with Mr. L~FEAN. 
1\f.r. LOFT with Mr. KEEIDER.. 
Mr. LI 'THicuu with Mr. Krnss of Pennsylvania. 
1\ir. KEATING with l\1r. KENNEDY of Rhode Illnnd. 
Mr. JoNES with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. HILLIARD with Mr. JoHNSON of South Dakota. 
Mr. HEl\""RY with l\lr. HAYEs. 
Mr. HAY with l\lr. GRAY of New Jersey. 
Mr. HART with Mr. HASKELL. 
l\lr. HAMILL with Mr. GRAHAM. 
Mr. SHERLEY with Mr. GILLETT. 
l\1r. "OALE of New York with Mr. BUTCIDNSO.r-;. 
Mr. McANDREws with :Mr. BILL. 
Mr. PATTEN with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
1\lr. GALLAGHER with Mr. SNYDER. 
Mr. MORRISON with Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
1\fr. WM. ELZA WILLIAMS with Mr. GRIEsT: 
Mr. DENT with Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE with Mr. TINKHAM. 
Mr. MAHER with Mr. AUSTIN. 
Mr. DoREMUS with Mr. OAKEY. 
Mr. LEwis with Mr. STINESS. 
1\lr. HousToN with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
1\Ir. FLYNN -with Mr. McCuLLocH. 
Mr. GLAss with Mr. SLEJUP. 
Mr. RAGSDALE with Mr. SUTHERL.A~D. 
Mr. RIORDAN With Mr. SWIFT. 

us-
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fr. BLACK with lUI·. A~THOKY. 
;\ [!", BRUCKNER With Mr. BACRARACH. 
l\fr. BUCHAKAN of Illinois with 1\Ir. BARCHFELD. 
1\lr. BunKE with 1\fr. CARTER of Massachusetts. 
l\lr. BURNETT with l\fr. CHARLES. 
1\Ir. CALI.AWAY with 1\Ir. CoLEMAN. 
1\fr. CAREW with l\Ir. CooPER of Ohio. 
l\.fr. CasEY with 1\Ir. CRAGO. 
Mr. Cu:r-.'"E with Mr. DAI.LINGER. 
l\lr. Co~NELLY with l\Ir. DARROW. 
l\!.r. CROSSER with Mr. DEMPSEY. 
1\lr. D.AYE -ponT with l\lr. Dnux:n..r:n. 
1\lr. Doou -a with Mr. TILSON. 
1\I.r. Eow A.RDS with Mr. 'VAsox. 
Mr. Fu.""LEY with l\l.r. WATSON of Penns;ylvania. 
Mr. FITZGF..RALD with Mr. 'Vooo of Indiana. 

· 1\lr. RU~EY with 1\lr. MAGEE. 
Mr. RussELL of ~Hssouri with 1\cir. 1\IEEKE.R. 
Mr. SHACK'"EFORD with Mr. MIU.ER of Delawm·e. 
1\ir. SHERWOOD with l\Ir. MooNEY. 
l\Ir. SHousE with Mr. MooRE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. MoRIN. 
Mr. STEDMAN with Mr. MoTL 
Mr. 'V AT.KER with Mr. NICHOLS of :Michigan. 
Mr. W .ATKINS with 1\lr. PA.RKER of New Jersey. 
Mr. " ' I!\'GO with Mr: PETERS. 
Mr. YouNG of Texas with Mr. PI.ATT. 
l\lr. FARLEY with Mr. REAVIS. 
Mr. LESHER with Mr. RoBERTS of Nevada. 
Mr. OGLESBY witllMr. RoBERTS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. GALLIVAN with· l\lr. RODE -BERG. 
Mr. GARRETT with Mr. BRITTEN. 
l\Ir. GoDWIN of North Carolina with l\lr. CHANDLER of New 

York. 
For hYo ,yeeks : 
Mr. SABATH with l\Ir . . NORTH'. 
l\fr. BHOWNING. Mr. Speaker, I voted "no," but I have a 

geneml pair with the gentleman from New ,Jersey, ~·· ScuLLY. 
I desire to withdraw that vote and answer 'present. · 

l\lr BROWNI ·a answered "Present," as above recorded. 
1\lr: BURKE. l\lr. Speaker , I want to vote "yea." 
The SPEAKER. 'Vas the gentleman in the Hall listening 

when his mnne should have been called? 
Mt·. BURKE. I was not. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself with-

in the rule. . 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

HOUSE BILL WITH SEN A.TE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2, Rule :A"XIV, House bill with Senate amend­

ments was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

H. R.10385. An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
fulfillinO' treaty stipulations witll various Indian tribes, and for 
other p~rposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917; to t~e 
Committee on Indian . Affairs. · · 

LEAVE OF ABSE~CE. 
By unanimous consent, lea\e of absence was grm~ted as fol-

lows: · t f 1 tl · h' To Mr. MooNEY, for one '"eek, on accoun o tea 1 m 1s 
family. 

To Mr. LoBECK, indefinitely, on account of important bm;iness. 
To Mr. RUBEY, for two days, on account of illness. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW . . 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock 
a. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it ad­
journ to meet at 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. CARLIN. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask if 
the gentleman from North Carolina understands that the com­
mittees of the House meet at 10.30, and this early meeting makes 
it almost impossible for us to do any work at all? · 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; I understand. 
Mr. 1\olANN. The gentleman from North Carolina will recall 

that we have an evening session to-morrow night until .11 o'clock. 
Does not he think that 12 hours is a little too long? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think we ought to work 12 hours one day 
in the month. 

The SPEAKER. I s there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
l\Iissouri [Mr. IGOI<: ) to preside to-morrow e,·ening. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
1\Ir. KITCHIN. l\lr. Speaker, I move tlmt the Rouse do now 

adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 16 

minutes p. m.) the House, u'nder its pre\ious onle t·, adjourned 
until to-morrow, Tuesday, .April 4, 1916, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE CO:.MMUNICA'I'IONS, ETC. 

Umler clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : · 
· 1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, witll a 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Ouachita River, Ark and I.a. (H. Doc. No. 979) ; to the Com­
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, \Vith a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex­
amination and survey of Lorain Harbor, Ohio, with a view to 
preventing erosion of banks, if any, caused by the extension of 
the Government breakwater on either side of the harbor (H. 
Doc. No. 980); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineer:, report on reexamination of 
Tennessee River, Tenn., Ala., and Ky. (H. Doc. No. 981) ; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

REPORTS OF CO:.Ul\HTTEES 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 : 

l\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado, from the Committee oa the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the ·bm (H. R. 11472) to reserve 
certain lands and make them .a part of the Pike National Forest, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re­
port (No. 469) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

1\Ir. DILL, f:·om the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. n. 1776) for the relief of the Wisconsin 
Band of - Potta,vatomie Indians, and for other purposes, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re11ort 
(No. 470) ; which said bill andreport we1·e referred to the Com­
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMl\llTTEES ON PlliVATFJ BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIli, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, deli\ered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

l\lr. POU, from the Committee on Claims, to ''"hich was re­
fel-red the bill (H. R. 12798) for the relief of the estate of 
Abram l\1. Matthews, reported the same with amendriient, ac­
companied by a report (No. 471), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre<l the 
bill (H. R. 5501) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Ivy, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
472), which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from tha same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. H. 5502) for the relief of the heirs of R. F. Jarrell, re­
ported the same with amend'ment, accompanied by a report (No. 
473), which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

l\fr. CAPSTICK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the dependent 
widow of Patrick Om-ran, civilian employee of the Government, 
who was killed while in the discharge of his duties at the 
United States naval magazine at Iona Island, N.Y. reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a .report (No. 474), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\fr. POU, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re:­
ferred the bill (H. R. 9181) for the relief of the heirs of James 
n. Tolbert, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a r eport (No. 475), which said l>ill and report were .referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDl\lONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8310) for the relief of George T. Ham­
ilton, reporte<l the same with amenument, accompanied L>y a 
r eport (No. 476), 'vhich said bill anu report were r eferret1 to the 
Pri\ ate Calendar. 
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:Mt·. POU, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 

refe-rred the bill (H. R. 11150) for the relief of mail contractors, 
reporteu the same with amendi:nent, accompanied by a report 
.(No .. 477), which said bill and, report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. . 

l\lr. YOUNG of North Dakota, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of 
Lenn Gnragnon, reported the .same \dth amendment, accompa­
nied by n report (No. 478), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\h·. 'APSTICK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referretl the bill (H. R. 9288) vroviding for the refund of cer­
.tain duties illegally levied and collected on acetate of lime, 
reporteu the same without amendment, accompanieu by a report 
(No. 479),. which said bill and report were referred to the 

. Printte .Calendar. , . 
l\:Ir. EDMONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 

was referred the bill (H. R. 11679) for the relief of Samuel D. 
Kingsbm·y, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 480), which said bill and report were refei.·red 
to the Private Calendar. 

M1·. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the · bill (H. R. 10546) for the relief of the Illinois 
Central . RailToad Co., and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 481), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Pri\ate Cal­
endar. 

1\fr. STEPHEI\S of Mississippi, from the Committee on 
Claim·, to which was referred .the bill (S. 585) conferring juris­
diction on 'the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render 
ju<lgment in claims of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of 
Sioux: Indians against the United Stutes, reported the same 
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 482), which 
said bill and report were referred to the · Private Calendar. 

Be also, from the same committee, to which was refer red the 
bill ( S. 1326) for the relief of Vilhelm Tc·tkildsen, reported the 
same without arnei1dment, accompanied by a report (No: 483), 
,...-hich said bill and report were referred to the Priv-ate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1161) to pay Cowden & Cowden, of Amory, Monroe 
County, 1\Iiss., for the loss of a horse while being usM by the 
Department of Agriculture, reported tha same without amend­
mene, accompanied by a report (No. 484), whic-h said bill an<l 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

· l\it·. YOUNG of North Dakota, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2538} for the relief of 
Ethel Fredrickson and daughter Ethel, reported tile same with­
out amendment, accompanied by a r~port .(No. 485), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

l\fr. STEPHENS of MissisSippi, fr6m the -Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the .bill ( S. 3436) for the relief 
of John Alexander Besonen, reported the same without amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 486), ·which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private CalemlaT. 

. ADVERSE REPOR'l'S. • 
U:uler clause 2 of Rule XIII, adv-erse reports \\ere deliYereu 

to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follo"IT"s: 
· Mr. CAPSTICK, frqm the Committee on Ciaims, to ,,·hicll was 

referred the bill (H. R 11800) for the relief of John F. Joy, 
reported t~e same adversely, nccom1mnied by a rep01t (No. 487), 
whicll said bill and report ·were laid on the table. . 

1\it. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
l'eferred the bill (H. R. 6208) for the r·elief of William E . Cmrip-
1>ell, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
488) which said b.ill and report were laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
. UtH.ler clause 2 of -Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions 

:was <lischarged from the consideration of the bill (JI. R. 
6336) ·granting an increase of pension to Matthew J. :McKeon; 
·and the· same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 1\fEMORIAI....S. 
. Under clause 3 of Hule :XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were intrO<luced and severally referred as follows : 
By l\Ir. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R 14117) .making 

appropr ia tion for the construction and equipment of a 'Veather 
Bureau observatory on Crab Orchard Mountain, Cumberland 
County, Tenn.; to the C01mnittee on Agriculture. . 

Also. n: bill (H. R. 14118) to e~tablish a fish hatchery antl 
biological 'station in the fourth congressionnl <1istrict of. the 
State of Tennessee; to the Committee on the l\lerchant Marine 
n11d Fi heries. 

By 1\fr. HULBERT: A bill (H. R. 14119) to create two addi­
tional judges in the District Court of the United Stutes for the 
Southern District of · New York; to the Committee on · the 
Judiciary. 

By 1Ur. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 14120) to estab­
lish fish hatching and fish cultural stations in the States of 
Alabama, Arizona, Colornrlo, Florida, Indiana, Illinois, l\IarJ'­
land, New York, North Carolina, Oregon, Oklahoma, Texas, 
South Carolina, l\Iassachu etts, and Washington; to the Com­
mittee on the Merchant l\larine and Fisheries. 

By 1\lr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 14121) for the 
erection of a public building at Newark, Del.; to the Comll_littee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. · 

By 1\11'. CARLIN (by request) : A bill (H. R. 14122) to 
authorize certain late physicians and surgeons of the United 
Stutes Volunteer Army in the 'Var with Spain to practice their 
respective professions in any Territory, District, dependency. or 
possession of the United States under the constitutional jmis­
diction of Congress upon the presentation and proof of certn.in 
facts; to the Committee on Milita~y Aff~irs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 14123) .giving the right to 
an additional homestead to all persons who have exhausted or 
who shall exhaust their original right of entry through the 
purchase of Uintah Indian Reservation lands; to the Committee 
on the Public Limds. · · · · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14124) to add certain lands to the Ashley 
National Forest, Utah, and for other purposes; to the Com­
'mittee on the Public Lands. 

By 1\lr. FOSS: A bill · (H. R. 14125) to authorize the acqui­
sition of a site and the ei·ection of a Federal building at Lake 
Forest, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By 1\lr. BAILEY: A bill (H. H. 14126) to' authorize and em­
power the Secretary of the Interior immediately to develop oil­
producing lands belonging to the public domain, to make an 
appropriation tllerefor, ami for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. · · . . 

By 1\Ir. OVERMYER (by request) : A bill (H. R. 14127) to 
authorize the adoption of "Uncle Sam's Power" as the national 
antl1em of the United States of America; to the Committee on 
the Library. · . 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 14.128) for the erection of a 
public building at Easley, S. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14129) for the erection of a public building 
at Seneca, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. · 

By ~.Ir. KO~OP : A bill (H. R. 14130) for the relief of the 
lVisconsin Band of Pottmvatomie Indians, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By l\Ir. JACOWAY: A bill _(H. R. 1413J_) providing for a sur­
vey of A.rk.ansas Ri\er, Ark., with the view to maki"ng same 
navigabl e ; to the Committee on Ri'\'ers and Harbors.· 

By l\Ir. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. n. 14132) to proviue for the 
erection of a monument to· soldiers of the War of 1812 at Fort 
McArthur, Hardin County, Ohio; to the Committee on Appro­
priations. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Uodel' clause 1 of Uule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows : 

By. ~.Ir. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 14133) granting a pensiou to 
Henrietta Abney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14134) granting a pension to 1\fedicus F. 
Day; to tlle Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\lr. BARNHAR'l': A bill (H. R. 14135) granting an 
increase of pension to Harmon Kaylor; to the· Committee on 
Inva1id Pensions . 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1413G) for 
tlle relief of Lewis Claxton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14137) for the relief of the estate of T. J. 
Counts ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. CAl~NON: A bill (H. R. 14138) grantinK an increase 
of pension to Jo!m Jay Ingersoll; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAHK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14139) granting an 
in(;!rease of pension to Ann E. Quinn; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pension . 

By :Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. n. 14140) granting a pension to 
William G. Kennedy (Spanish-iunerican 'Var) ; to the Com­
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. n. 14141) granting nn increase 
of pension to Benjnmi,n Harrison· to the. Committee .on Pensi(IHS. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. n.. 14142) · gmnting a pcn.·ion to 
Nancy Taylor; to the Committee on Invali<l Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14143) granting an ·increase of pension· to 
Jacob Eppelsheimer; to tbe OolD.IIiittee on Pensi{)ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14144:) gt·anting an increase of pension to 
John l\f. Hoefling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14145) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hedrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al: -U, a bill (H. R. 14146) granting an increase of pension to 
Charle M. Gaumer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14147) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Boyl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 14148) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Parker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14149) granting an increa e of pension to 
~Iargaret J. Cornett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 14150) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Kephart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensians. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14151) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14152) granting an increase af pension to 
George S. Dickey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 14153) granting an increase of pension to 
Dalton Hinchman, alias Samuel McBurson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pen ions. 

By Mr. EAGLE: A bill (H. R. 14154) for the relief of the 
estate ·of Francis Busch, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARI\TER: A bill (H. R. 14155) for the relief of the 
widow of Albert Champian; to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 14156) granting an in­
crea e of pen ion to Lenora N. Hoyt; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14157) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa H. Highley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HO,VELL: A bill (H. R. 14158) to reinstate Edward 
Eugene Conroy as a midshipman in the United States Navy; to 
the Committee on Naval 4ifairs. 

By Mr. HULBERT: A bill (H. R. 14159) granting a pension 
to Anna M.. Callahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14160) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Neal; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennes ee: A bill (H. R. 14161) granting 
an increase of pension to Ade Hayes Garrett; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 14162) granting an increase of pension to 
Jo. eph Hurt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

.AI o, a bill ( H. R. 14163) for the relief of James W. Turner ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 14164.) 
granting a pension to James O'Heron; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. · KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14165) granting an in­
crea e of pension to Milton B. Smith; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: A bill (H. R. 14166) granting a pension to 
hftrles A. Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14167) granting a pension to Harry F. 

Douglas ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
.A..l o, a bill (H. R. 14168) granting a pension to Margaret 

Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14169) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles S. Hohman ; to tlie Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill {H. R. 14170) granting an in­

crea e of pension to Martha L. Lloyd ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By M1:. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 14171) gt·anting an in­
crease O"f pension to Hiram Shartleff; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14172) to cor­
rect the military record of George W. Parker; to the Committee 
on l\filitary Affairs. 

By 1\lr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 14173) granting an increase 
of pension to Benevell Haugh; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. PARKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 14174) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Weiss ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 14175) granting an increase 
of pension to Washington 1\1. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 
PensioruJ. 

AI o, a bill (H. R.14176) gt·anting a pension to George Brewer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 14177) granting a pension to John Ferman ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 14178) to remove the charge 
of de ertion from the 1·ecord of Joseph Willett; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSEt.L of Missouri:: A bill (H . R. 14179) granting 
an lncren e of pension to Henry Slnnard ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 14180) granting an. increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Scism ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14181) granting a pension to Annie Eggers ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 14182) granting a pension to 
Sallie Blevins ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14183) granting an increa e of pension to 
James Minor; to the Committee on Inval'id Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 14184) granting a 
pension to Isaac D. Caldwell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. ' 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14185) granting an 
increase of pension to Amaziah Shaeffer ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
· By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of board of gov­
ernors of India House; to the Committee on Uilitary Affairs. 

By 1\fr. ANTHONY: Petition of C. A. Cascool and other citi­
zens of the District of Columbia, against bills to amend po tal 
laws; to the Committee on the Post Office. and Post Roads. 

By l\1r. BAILEY: Petition Qf National Grange Oakland, Cal., 
relative to postalizing the wires ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. · 

Al o, petition of National Grange at Oakland. Cal., against 
preparedness; to the Conimittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, protest of W. C. Crawford. J. E. Hesketh, G. H. Rice, 
John C. Bauerle, B. H. Saks, J. F. Mugridge, Roye V. Clem-
mence, W. F. Hemker, A. Rice, Evan Townsend, Thoma 
Clifford, C. G. Evans, J. A. Dunsmore, L. Kishbaugh, I. J. 
Gochnour, R. C. Sackett, W. E. Saunders, and C. A. Stineman, 
all of South Fork, Pa., members of Pride of the Valley Com­
mandery, Knights of Malta, against the passage of House bills 
491. and 6468, denying the use of the mails to certain publica­
tions; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

AI o, protest of John A. James, Ambrose Berkebile, ... T. 
Gardner, C. W. Thomas, Dr. C. A. Reber, 0. W. Mange , F. . 
Smith, Elmer Mitchell, Thomas Rudge, D. W. Dietz, Charle~· 
Kaufman, James T. Berkey, B. F. Ream, George R. 'ook. 
G. B. Botts, J . G. Hock, Rollin Holsopple, Elmer Bittner, D. F. 
Wingard, J. B. Holsinger, George J. Holsinger, Harry T. Stet­
tler, ·C. 0. Bowman; W. R. ·Hartman, W. B. 1\files, H. M. 'tuJI, 
S. L. Cohen, and William R. Berkebile, all of Johnstown. Pa .. 
against the passage of Honse bills 491 and 6468, denyin;; tll 
use of the m::t.il~ to certain puolications; to the CommittE-e on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, protest of Frederick J. Baily, Harvey F. Fry, Thomas S. 
Brewer, Charles Gusky, W. C. Orawford, H. H. Nicodemus, 
S. S. Paul, B. H Saks, John F. Hices, C. G. Evans, H. A. 
Dettry, 1\1. L. Nissley, J. L . George, John H . Stoner, Robert E . 
Albright, C. E. Tyson, Hershel Roberts, J . .A. Dunsmore, 1\I. F . 
Closson, A. S. Rice, Joseph Hill, and Samuel S. Penrod~ all of 
South Fork, Pa., against the passage of House bills 491 and 
6468, denying the use of .the mails to certain publication ; to 
the Committee on the Post 01fic~ and Post Roads. 

By 1\lr. DALE of New York: Petition of the International 
Council for Patriotic Service, relative to polygamy in Utah ; tD 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Jamaica Bay Improvement Association, 
relative to delay in improvement of bay; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 1\Ioran .Towing & Transportation Co., of New 
York, protesting against House bill 8036, relative to eight-hour 
basis; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Board of Gove1·nors of India House, of New 
York, favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By :Mr. DAVIS of Texas: Petition of sundry citizens against 
preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AlSo, memorial of Order of Railway Conductors of America, 
Railway Conductors' Division No. 434, indor ing the Burnett 
immigration bill, and Herzl Lodge, No: 608, Independent Order 
B'nai B'rith, opposing pas age of said bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the American ~empera.nce Board, in favor 
of the Sheppard-Barkley bill; to the Committee on the Di trict 
of Columbia. · 

Also, petition of sundry citizens in favor of national prohibi­
t ion ; to the Committee on the JmHcinry. 



·-

191B._ 80NGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE~ 5403 
Also, petition of Texas Drug Co., of Dallas, Tex., indorsing 

House bill 12421; to the C01;nmittee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of-Cllalk Mountain, Tex., opposing the 
Fitzgerald, GalliYan, and Siegel bilLs ; to the Committee on the 
Po t Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Petition of 1\Ir~. B. Winter and otllers, of 
Berkeley, favoring Government manufacture of munitions, etc.; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. -FLYNN: Petition of the International Council for 
Patriotic Service, relative to polygamy in the United Stutes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of McAllister Towing Line, of New York, 
against House bill 8036, relative to eight-hour basis; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Jamaica Bay Improvement Association, 
relative to delay in improvements of bay; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of F. N. Greene Chapter, Daughters of Ameri­
can Revolution, Brooklyn, N. Y., ·favoring preparedness; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Robert Larson and 148 other 
citizens of Rockford, Ill., against passage of bills to amend the 
postal laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roa<ls. , 

By 1\lr. HASTINGS : Petition of Epworth League of Braggs, 
Methodist Episcopal Church South of Braggs, Methodist Epis­
copal ·sunday School of Webbers Falls, and Methodist Epis­
~Qpal Sunday School of Braggs, Okla., favoring national pro­
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of St Urban 
(Wa h.) Booster Club, favoring the passage of Senate bill 
2986, Federal farm-loan bill ; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Anacortes, Wash., against 
"Sunday closing in District of Columbia ·; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Seattle, Wash., against passage 
of bills to amend the postal laws; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\!r. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Petition of Baptist 1\Iis­
Jjiion Circle of Watertown and Presbyterian Ladies' Aid of 42 
people, of Watertown, and 28 people of Watertown, S. Dak., 
fal"oring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi­
ciary. 

By 1\lr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petitions of sundry citizens, 
the Baptist Church of Warrensville, and sundry citizens of 
Tioga County, all in the State of PennsylYania, fayoring na­
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Harry F. Douglas ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to l\largaret 
Butler; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

AI ·o, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Charle · S. 
Hohman ; to tbe Committee on Pen ions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Charles A. 
Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

lly Mr. J.JONDON; Petition from 112 citizens of Hamilton, 
Ohio, opposing increase in Regular Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. I.~OUD: Petition of Mount Vernon Grange, No. 992, 
Clare County, Mich., protesting against the Madden rider to the 
Post Office appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post 
01lice and Post Roads. 

By lllr. MATTHEWS : Evidence in support .of House bill 
14015. to grant a pension to Nancy A. Welch; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of 59 citizens of Liberty Center, Henry County; 
21 citizens of Liberty Center, Henry County; 80 citizens of Mark 
Center, Defianee County; and 32 citizens of Elgin and Vene­
docia, Van 'Vert County, all in the State of Ohio, protesting 
against the passage of House bill 6468, to amend the postal laws 
and House bill 491, ~arne title; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Al: ?• petition~ of 21 citizens of Liberty Center, Henry County ; 
54 ctt1zens of L1berty Center, Henry County ; and 25 citizens of 
Elgin and Venedocia, Van Wert County, all in the State of Ohio, 
against the passage of House bill 652, compulsory Sunday ob­
serYance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, protests against the Madden ri<ler to the Post Office ap­
propriation bill by the masters of the following granges: Pauld­
ing Grange, No. 332, Pauldmg County; Pomona Grange, No. 77, 
Paulding County; Emerald Grange, No. 1896. Paulding County; 
Fort Defiance Grange, No. 2G7, Defiance County; Fulton Grange, 
No. 217, Fulton County; Ottokee Grange, No. 273, Fulton 

County; Aetna Grange, No. 310, Fulton County; and Northwest 
Grange, No. 413, Williams County, all in the State of Ohio; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 14054, to increase the 
pension of Spencer H. Lighthill; to the Committee on Inyali<l 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: Petitions of 80 citizens of 
Franklin, 24 citizens of Stoneman, and 80 members of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Clarendon, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, favoring national prohibition; to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 80 citizens of Oil City, Pa., against passage 
of bills to amend the postal laws; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Harry L. 
Gealt, John C. Trautwine, H. J. Seman, and M. Skolone, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., against preparedness ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of India House, of New York City, favoring 
prepare<lness; to the .Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Board of Governors of Commercial Club 
of Nashville, Tenn., against Rainey•fiom· bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. !\TEELY: Petition of sundry citizens and Roneys Point 
United Presbyterian Church, of Ohio County, ,V. Va., fayoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring building an automobile road to Mount 
Whitney ; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, memorial of Stereotypers and Electrotypers' Union, No. 
29, of San Francisco, Cal., relative to printing of report of In­
dustrial Relations Commission; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of Fortuna (Cal.) Woman's Cil"ic Club and 
Chamber of Commerce of northern San Joaquin County, Locli 
and Corona Club, San Francisco, Cal., favoring pas age of bill 
for national park service, etc. ; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial of Corona Club and Labor Council, of San 
Francisco, Cal., fal"oring inspection of dairy products; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

AI o, memorial of Humbol<lt Chamber of Commerce, EUTeka, 
Cal., and Oneonta Park Chapter, Daughters of Ameri<'nn Rel"o­
lution, South Pasadena, Cal., fayoring national defense; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. -

Also, memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber ot Commerce, 
favoring House bill 5806, to prol"ide for the construction of the 
San Juan Railway in Colorado and New l\lexico; to the Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, of 
Eureka, Cal., indorsing amendment to Sen a tc bill 273D ; to tlle 
Committee on Rivers an<l Harbor . 

Also, petition of San Diego (Cal.) Society for the Study an<l 
Prevention of Tuberculosis, favoring Honse bill 8332, relatiYe to 
Government aid in care of indigent consumptives in South­
west; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Guggenhime & Co., San Francisco, Cui., 
favoring passage of bill providing for the maintenance of the 
Indian \Yarellou e at San Francisco, Cal. ; to the Committee on 
lhdian Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. OLNEY+ Petition of citizens of Norwood, 1\Iass., favor­
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. OVERMYER: ·Petition of Woman's Christian Temper­
ance Union of Berlin Heights, Ohio, favoring prohibition for tlle 
Island of Porto Rico; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Tuesday Club, of Berlin Height , Ohio, 
asking for the amendment of the pure food and drug law ; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Contra Costa Fruit Growers' 
Association, protesting against the embargo by Great Britain on 
fruits, etc. ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Frank Burt, of Seal Beach, Cal., protesting 
against "'iYar tax on theaters; to the Committee on ·ways and 
l\leans. . 

By 1\Ir. ROWE: Petition of G. E. Palmer, of New York, in­
dorsing House bill 10845; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. G. Diefendorf, of D·etroit, 1\Iich., protest­
ing against House bill 9411; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
. AI ·o, petition of H. l\1. Bickfor<l, of New York, favoring appro­

priation for construction of Norfolk-Beaufort Inlet waterway; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Ohio: Petition of Presbyterian Sabbath 
School of Bradford and citizens of Bradford, Ohio, favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. STEELE of Pennsylyania: Petition of 25 citizens and 
Beecher Bible Class, English Congregational Churcl., of Lans-

·-
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ford; Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee · on 
the .Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Matamoras, Pa., against passage 
of bills to amend the postal laws; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: Petition of S. S. Hood and 
others, of Dalark, Ark., favoring rural-credits bill ; to the Com­
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. T!MBERLA.KE: Memorial of East Side Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, Colorado Springs, Colo., urging 
suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Longmont, and T. E. 1\foore and 
other citizens, of Prairie, Colo., against Sunday closing legis­
lation in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis­
ttict of Co~umbia. 

Also, memorial of the Aid Society, First Presbyterian Church, 
Gipron Ladies' Social Club, and Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Greeley, Colo., against practice of polygamy in the 
United States; to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of .Jacob- Shively and others 
against the passage of the bills to amend the postal laws, House 
bills 6468 and 491; to the •co.mmittee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of .Tac9b Shiv-eJt and others against' the ·passage 
of the compulsory Sunday observance bill, House bill 652; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\1r. WINSLOW: Petition of citizens of Worcester, Mass., 
against proposed legislation to bar certain publications from 
the use of the mails ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Pot Roads. · 

.AJso, petition of Swedish ~hristian Temperance Federation 
of Worcester, Mas ., favoring national prohibition; to the Com­
mittee on the .Judiciary. 

SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April4, 1918. 

(Legislative day of Thursday, Maron SO, 1916.) 

forth the military forces of the Unit~ States now in the State of Cali­
fornia, together with information show1ng to what branch or arm of 
the service they belong, the strength of each, the places in the State 
wh~>l"e they are stationed and the force of m~ at each place. 

-TheJ e is also inclosed herewith another tabula. ted statement showing 
the coast defenses in the State of California, how they are manned, and 
the number and kind of· guns in each fort. 

Very respectfully, NEWTO. D. BAKER, 
Secretary of War. 

Statement showinu the statjQn and stt·engtl} ot troops in California. 

Coast defenses of Fort Winfield Scott, including 
Forts Baker, Barry, Miley, and Winfield Scott: 

Staff Corps. Lino 

I om­
, cers. 

En­
listed 
men. 

Offi­
cers. 

En­
listed 
men. 

Third Band, Thirteenth; Twenty-filth. Twenty­
se\ enth, Twenty-ninth, Thirty--second, ThtriY­
eighth, Fifty--seventh, Sixtieth, Sixty-fu'st, 
Sixty-fourth, Sixty-filth. Sixty-sixth, Sixty­
seventh1 One ht1ndred and forty-seveuth, One 
bundrea and forty-eighth, One hundred and 
fifty-eighth, and One hundred and sixty-first 
Companies Coast Artillery .......... , .. , ........ 4 1.23 ~1 1, 817 

Coast defenses of San Diego Fort Rosecrtm3, Cal.: 
Twenty-eighth and One ~ndrcd wd fifteenth 
Companies Coast Artillery...................... 2 14 10 233 

Benicia Arsenal: Ordnance detachurent.... .. . . . • 3 ~ 
C'alexico: Troops Band M, First Cavalry......... 1 8 ..... "3" ··· ··iso 
El Centro: Third Battalion, Twenty-first lnfantcy 1 9 ll 285 
McDowell, Fort: 1{ecruit depot ....... ,........... 7 94 ll 761 
Mason1 Fort: Comp:my M, Signal C'orp-s. . ........ 2 38 ·--····· . ······-
Presid o of Monterey, Cal.: Sfafl' department.... . 11 158 ····-·· · .....••• 
Presidio of San Francisco: Stafl' department .•• ~. . 23 265 ............... . 
San Diego: Companies A, B, and D, Twenty-first 

I.nfan try ..............•.......•... - ... '. . • . . . . . . . ...... - • • • • . . . . . 10 243 
San Francisoo: Headquarters Western "Department '( 5 15 .... ...• 
Alcatraz: Disciplinary Barracks-................. 3 48 8 168 

Total.- •• ·-···········-··-······-··-····· ···
1

~ --so9~ 3,657 

THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S 0l!'B'IOE, March 311 1916. 

Seacoast fortification, State ot Galifornia. 

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira- Coast defense and 
Number and caliber of guns. Miumedby-tlon of the recess. fort. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, I suggest the. absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the· following Senators an­

swered to their names : 
Ashurst Hitchcock Nelson 
Beckham Holl1s Norris 
Borah Rusting Overman 
Brady James Page 
Broussard Johnson, Me. Pomerene 
Burleigh Johnson, S.Dak. Ransdell 
Catron Jones · Reed 
Chamberlain Kenyon Robin on 
Chilton Lane Shafroth 
Clark, Wyo. Lee. Md. Sheppard 
Culberson Lodge Sherman 
Cummins McCumber Simmons 
Curtis McLean Smith, Ga. 
duPont Martin, Va. Sm1th, Md. 
Gallinger Martine, N.J. - Smith, S.C. 
Hardwick Myers Smoot 

Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Taggart 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vardaman 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Weeks 
Williams 
Works 

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to announce the necessary absence 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN], and also the· absence 
of my colleague [1\lr. GoFF] on account of illness. I will let this 
announcement stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESJ;DENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator from IdaJ:lo permit 

me to offer an amendment to the pending bill? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I offer an amendment to the pending 

bill, which I ask may be pl'inted and lie on the table. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE IN CALIFORNIA (S. DOC. NO. 388). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re­
sponse to a resolution of the 27th Ultimo, a tabulated statement 
setting forth the military forces of the United States now in the 
State of California. The communication and accompanying 
papers will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The communication· is as follows: 
. WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Waahington, March Sl, 1918. 
The PRESIDENT OB' TH:E UNITED STA.TES SENATE. 

Sra: In· compliance with the Senate resolution of March 27, 1916, 
I have the honor to inclose herewith a tabulated statement setting 

San Diego: 
1~wo 3-inch (15-pounder) guns--. 

Rosecrans.··· ·1Two 5-inoh guns.__,. __ ......... . 
lFour 10-incb gum ........... ~., 

TWenty-eighth Company, 
Coast Artillery Corps. 

Pio Pico,. ..•.. , Twoi!;in.cli (15-pounder) gtms. 
San Frnacisco: 

One hundred and fifteenth 
Comp~my, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

l!iley ...•.• _ ... {Two 5-in<?h guns •••••••••••••• 
Tbree 12-inch guns •••••••••••• 
Sixteen 12-inch mortars .•••..• Thirteenth and TwentY-filth 

Companies, Coast Artillery 
. . Corps. 

. IF?ur3-inch (15-pounder) guns. 
E1ght 6-inC'h guns .... .,..., ••••..• 

• Barry •• _...... Two 12-inch guns. • • • • • • . • . • . . One hundred and sixty-first 
Company, Coast Artillery 
Oorp. 

Eight12-in.chmortars .-··-···· Sixty-sixth Company, Coast 
[ Artillery Corps. 

Six 3-inch (15-pounder) guns.. • 
Two5-inchguns ..... ······-···· One hundred and forty-eighth 

Company, Coast Artillery 
Baker. • • • • • . . . Corps. 

Two 8-inoh guns .......... -... ~ 
Fi>e 12-inch guns..., ••• : ••••• ., Thirty-sooond and SixtY-first 

Companies, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

Two 2..24-inch (6-..pounder) guns 
Six 3-inch (15-pounder) guns .. 
Five 5-inoli guns •• · ...•• ..••... , Fifty-seventh Comp~my, Coast 

Artillery Corps. 
f3ix 6-inch guns .•• •• ····-·-·· "' Sixtieth and One hundred and 

!orty-se"Venth Companies, 
C<last Artillery Corps. 

Winfield Scott. Three ~inch guns . ............ . 
Five 10-inoh guns ... ;:-u• •• • •• 

Los Ans!eles: 

Sixty-fourth and One hundred 
and fifty-eighth Companies, 

i Coast Artillery Co!PS-
Eight 12-inch guns ..•••....... Twenty-seventh, Twenty­

'llinth, o.nd Sixty seventh 
Compani , Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

Thirty-two 12-incb mortars--.. Thirty-eighth and Sixty-illth 
Companies, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

McDowell •• _ •• Two 8-inoh @DS .. , ,.,. .. . ... , •• 

~
our3-inch(15-pounaer)guilSt. 

McArthltt"..... our 14-lnch guns 1 ...... , ""· ••••• 
igll t .12-inoh mortars 1 •••••..• 

1 .Appropriated'fm:, but not colnplot l'd. 
OJ!'E'ICE CHIEF OE' ORDNANCE, Marcl~ so~ 1916. 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-16T11:19:33-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




