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HAM] asks unanimous consent that leave be granted to all members de-
siring to do so to print remarks on the bill now under consideration.
Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I renew the request that leave be
granted to all members desiring it to print remarkson the bills which
have been passed to-night. I hope the objection which has been made
will not be pressed.

Mr. WINANS. I object.

The SPEAKER. The hour of 11 o’clock having arrived, the House,
in aceordance with its previons order, stands adjourned until to-morrow
morning at 11 o’clock.

TETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid qn the Clerk’s desk
under the rule, and referred as follows: "

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Memorial of the American Humane Asso-
ciation, on transportation of live stock—to the Committee on Commerce,

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of John Young; of B. R. Boydstone, ad-
ministrator of H. U. Kerr, deceased; of Mrs. Ann C. Weatherly, widow
of Joseph A. Weatherly, deceased; of Samuel H. Miller; of Mrs. Hettie
E. Ladd, formerly Black; of William Taliafero; and ofﬁnrmenmr,
widow, and others, heirs of Robert Tarver, of Yalobusha County; of
Phil. Davis and of John White, of Chickasaw County, Mississippi,
asking that their war claims be referred to the Courtof Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CROXTON: Petition of Annie M. Smith, of Accomack
County, Virginia, requesting that her war claim bereferred to the Coart
of Claims—to the same committee,

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Merritt Lewis, of Lansing, Mich.,
aaying for the passage of House bill increasing his pension—to the

mmittee on Invalid Pensions. -

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting a pen-
sion to Harmon Day—to the same committee.

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of N, B. Graham, for a pension—to the
same committee.

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Avery Marrs, of Washington County,
Arkansas, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PETERS: Evidence in’ the claim of Jesse G. Hamilton, for
an invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Alfred Bloxham, for an invalid pen-
sion—to the same committee. o -

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of Jane M. Anderson, of Orleans
Parish, and of Zuline Augamar, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, asking
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. SENEY: Paper in the case of Robert Burke, for relief—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition in favor of Senate bill 2157, for
the improvement of New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers
‘and Harbors.

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Hick-
man, Falton, and Marshall Counties, Kentucky, asking that the coinage
of silver be made unlimited—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures,

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887,
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for-
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla-
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United
Btates; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement

_of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee
on the Public Lands:

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of James F. Reily and 37 others
and of R. W. Smith and 75 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of
Pennsylvania.

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of C. A. Miller and 74 others,
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania.

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Henry Witters and 17 others, citi-
zens of the fifth district of Michigan.

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of J. W. Babb and 42 others and of

* H. Pettingill and 84 others, citizens of the second district of Kansas.
. By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of William Fitzgerald and others
;;.ad of John W. Garry and 80 others, citizens of the eighth district of

18800T1.

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of citizens of Eureka Springs, Ark.

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Frederick Fleer and 95 others and of
Georjze G. Smith and 500 others, citizens of the twelfth district of Illi-

nois.
By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of Alexander Gaines and
28 others, of Frank Duvall and 30 others, of L. Gaunse and 96 others,

of H. Kidney and 16 others, and of John Holland and 70 others, citi-
zens of the first district of Texas.

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Arnold Bringleman and 100 others, of
James Stewart and 75 others, of W. H. Lynch and 125 others, of V.
H. Klein and 197 others, of Thomas Higgins and 270 others, and of
F. C. Williams and 50 others, citizens of the first district of Colorado.

By Mr. WEST: Petition of Frank Beebe, M. D., and others, citizens
of Fulton County, New York.

By Mr. WISE: Petition of C. E. Hill and 61 others and of W, T.
Lawrence and 266 others, citizens of the third district of Virginia.

SENATE.
FrIDAY, July 16, 1886,

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D,
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

CALL OF THE SENATE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list
of claims for horses and other property lost in the military service of the
United States allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which
will be read.

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, is there a quornm present?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not present. Does the
Senator desire business to be suspended or to have a call of the Senate ?

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair has certain duties devolved upon him
when the absence of a quornm is apparent.

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. There will be a call of the Senate.
The Becretary will call the roll of Senators and those present will
answer to their names.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allison, Cullom, Harris, Sherman,
Beck, Dawes, Harrison, Spooner,
32:3 Dolph, Hawley, Teller,
Blackburn, Edmunds, Ingalls, ance,

Blair, . is, Van Wyck,
Call, Evarts, e : Walthall,
Camden, Miller, ‘Whitthorne,
Chace, George, Payne, ‘Wilson of lown,
Coekrell, Gibson, Platt, Wilson of Md.
Coke, Hale, Saulsbury,

Conger, Hampton, Sewell,

Mr. CHACE. I desireto announce that my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH]
is detained from the Senate by sickness. .

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwish to state that my collengue [ Mr. MoRrRILL]
is absent on account of illness,

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] isdetaned irom the
Senate by sickness.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-one Senators have answered to
their names. The Chair will proceed with morning business.

Mr, CONGER. Why not proceed with the call? There has been no
order to stop proceedings under the call, I believe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quornm heing present, business
proceeds according to the rule.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule simply provides, I think, tha, when the
want of a quorum is disclosed the roll shall be called, and if that dis-
closes the presence of a quorum, no other proceedings are to be taken
without a distinct motion therefor. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When a quorum is present the rule
seems to contemplate that no further proceedings shall be had.

Mr. CONGER. It takes about five minutes to have the roll called,
hardly enough time to enable Senators who have left their committee-
rooms and business here to bein; and I think we had better go on with
the call, and not go through the shadowy form every time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan move
to proceed with the call ?

Mr. CONGER. I will not make any motion.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The letter of the Secretary of the
Treasury presented by the Chair will be read.

Mr. HALE. Before that goes on, I wish to make an inquiry as to
glese laag proceedings. Do these proceedings under the call go into the

ECORD ? :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They do. They are provided for by
an express rule. So that Senators may see it is necessary for them to be
present, the Chair will ask that the role be read. It istheimperative
duty of the Chair, upon a suggestion being made, to have the roll called.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ruie V.
QUORUM—ABSENT EBNATORS MAY BE SENT FOR.
k:. No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate without
Ve,
2, If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a %uuuun shall be
raised by any Senator as to thep of a quorum, the presiding officer shall
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mwil.h direct the to call the roll and shall announce theresult, and | Rogue River Indians in 1853, 1855, and 1856; which was read twice by
ngs shall be without debate. its titl

3. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not
present, a majority of the Benslm‘s present msy direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to
nqiuaat. and, when 1the d. of the absent Senators,
which order shall be tlat.ermined without debate; its
and unliil a q:‘zmm shall be present, no debate nm‘ mol.fon, exmpt- to nd]onm,

n o

Mr. HALE. I never could see much use in these calls. Senators
get in as early as possible and many are away engaged on public busi-
ness in their committee-rooms. But if it is done it ought to appear of
record. There was a call, or a partial call, yesterday morning, if I re-
member aright. I do not find any account of it or record of it in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Perhaps I have not examined it carefully
enongh, but looking at the proceedings of the Senate of July 15 I do
not discover a report of any call. It may be that I am wrong.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The record of proceedings certainly
onght to show an act done in pursuance of a rule of the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. - I think it was almost the first thing done yester-

day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Reporter informs the Chair that
the RECORD does show exactly what occurred. The report of it will
be found on page 7374.

Mr. HALE. I have been trying to find it. I thought it was early
in the morning. Perhaps it was later.

The PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no question raised the
routine business will g'oprowed ed with

Mr. VEST., Ts the call concluded ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t is concluded.

tion,

Mr. VEST. I was in the building at the time and I came immedi-
ately into the Senate Chamber. I do not want to be marked as an ab-
sentee.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list of
claims for horses and other p Jost in the military service allowed
by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which, with the accompany-
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney-
General transmitting, in response to a resolution of March 26, 1886, an
additional account for moneys due to the commissioners appointed by
the court to examine and report on the against the Govern-
ment oceasioned by the erection of dams on the Fox and Wisconsin
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin: which, with the accompanymgpapem,
was referred to the Committee on Appmpmtmns, and ordered to
printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

I present fourteen memorials signed by 580 citizens

against taxing oleo-
margarine. I move that the memorials lie on the table.

The motion was to.

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of Daniel R. Goodloe, praying to
be allowed compensation for the lost manuscript of his work entitled
*‘ Compilation of internal-revenue legislation, with a brief sketch of
the debates leading to the passage of the several acts from 1791 to the
present time;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Franklinton, Scho-
harie County, New York, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend-
ment:

A bill (8. 2407) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee; and

A bill (8. 2408) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee.

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (8. 2855) to anthorize a change of lo-

cation of a cerfain Indian school building in Washington Territory ;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.
Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (8. 2856) to amend the statutes in
relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 2857) to amend section 4414 of the Re-
vised Statutes fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers
in the several districts of the United States; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2858) to pay the
heirs of George W. Harris and his wife, Mary A. Harris, and their
daughter, Sophia Lovs, deceased, and others for the depredationsof the

XVI‘[—!SQ

Mr. EVARTS.
of New York city and Brooklyn remonstra

and, with the acmmpanymg papers, referred to the Commit-
tee on Indian Afairs.

INDIAN TRADERS.

Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was consid-
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That the select committee to investigate the subject of licenses to In-

dian traders be authorized to have 50 copies of the testimony taken and to be
taken printed for the use of the committee.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent
or other resolutions’’ the Calendar is in order under the eighth rule,

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of the river and harbor bill.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Maine moves that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill.

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put I should like to remind the
Senate that it was distinctly understood yesterday that we should
take up pension bills this morning.

Mr. HALE. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce [ Mr.
McMiLLA RE% is now here, and he will take care of the bill himself.

The P IDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the river
and harbor bill.

The motion was agreed to.

REMOVAL OF EASTERN CHEROKEES.

Mr. CHACE. I move to recommit to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs the bill (S. 1799) for the removal of the Eastern Chérokee Indians
to the Indian Territory.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the river and harbor hill
the Senator from Rhode Island moves to recommit to the Committee
on Indian Affairs the bill named by him.
= llllr EDMUNDS. He must ask unammons consent pending this

1}
Mr. CHACE. I ask unanimous consent.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks
unamimous consent that Orderof Business 1362, being the bill (8. 1799)

for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians to the Indian Terri-
tory, be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Chair
hears no objection, and that order will be made.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MCMILLAN. That was done laying aside the river and harbor
bill informally ?
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. The river and harbor bill is

'| now before the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that the river and harbor
bill be informally laid aside in order that the Committee on Pensions
m&mquest. the Senate togo through at least until half past 12 o’clock

the private pension bills that areon the Calendar.

Mr. HALE. Unobjected cases.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President.

Mr. McMILLAN. I understood that it was the understanding yes-
terday, and therefore I have no objection to interpose to it.

Tho 'PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from South Carolina ob-

Mr. BLAIR. I move fo take np the first pension bill on the Calen-
dar, which is the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to
John Ryan.

Mr. HARRIS. If the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire
is to I suppose it displaces the river and harbor hill.

r. EDMUNDS. Yes; and we are going to take it up again when
we get through with the pension bills.

Mr, BLAIR. I hope there will be no objection to disposing of these
pension bills. I do not think that they will take more than half an
hour. I only wish to run through with them so that whatever of them
it shall be mecessary for the other House to act upon may go to the
House. I do not believe it will take more than until 12 o’clock to dis-

of everything of the kind on the Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER. I ohject.

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withdraw hisobjection. Iin-
gist on my motion. 3
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The motion is to proceed to the con-

sideration of the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to
John Ryan.
Mr. McMILLAN. T hope it will be the understanding that the river
and har}aor bill will be taken up immediately after these bills are dis-
o
The PRI'EH)ENT pro tempore.
Senator from New Hampshire.
Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays.
ulThen::m and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded toeall
e 0

The question is on the motion of the
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Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called).
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMEROX ].
should vote *‘nay."’

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called).
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

I am paired with the Sen-

Mr CHACE (when his name was called).
ator from %& [Mr, CorqurTT].

- Mr BA URY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL]. If he were here, I should
vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. EDMUNDS. And my mlleague would vote “‘yea.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I have
been paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ], and
as I see he is not in his seat I withdraw my vote.

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [bMr. PALMER] is detained at his room
by sickness this morning and unable to be here. I have understood
thnt generally he is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
Vaxce], but I do not know whether that pair still stands.

Mr. VANCE. I have had no notice of his desire to pair, but if he
does I am willing to withdraw my vote.

Mr. CONGER. I did notspeak in reference to this vote, but for pair-
ing during the day, a general pair, if that will be the understanding.
If not, let it remain, and I will try to arrange a pair for my colleagune.

Mr. VANCE. Very well; I shall consider myself paired from this
time on.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore, Is the Senator from North Carolina
understood to withdraw his vote?

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; not on this question.

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the affirmative). As there seems
to be a political division on this question, I withdraw my vote, as I am
paired with my colleague [Mr. McPHERSON].

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows:

I am paired with the
If he were present, I

I am paired with the

. YEAS—25,
Allison, Frye, Logan, Stanford,
Blair, Hale, Meblillan, Teller,
Conger, Harrison, Miller, Whitthorne,
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Jowa.
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb,
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman,
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, .
NAYS5—19.
Beck, Lustis, Maxey, Vance,
Berry, Gibson, Mitchell of Orag., Vest,
Call, Gray, Payne, ‘Walthall,
Coke, Ham?hn. Pugh, Wilson of Md
Dolph, Harris, Ransom,
ABSENT-—32,
Aldrich, Cockrell, Kenna, Pilca,
Blackburn, Colquitt, MePherson, Riddieberger,
Bowen, Fair, Mahone, Sabin,
Brown, George, Manderson Sanlsbury,
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa.; Sawyer,
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Sewell,
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Van Wyck,
Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Voorhees,

So the motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pension bill is before the Sen-
ate.

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state that I voted for leaving the river
and bharbor bill because I am informed that there was some understand-
ing yesterday that the pension cases should be taken up to-day. Oth-
erwise I should have liked to go on with that bill. .

Mr. BECK. I wish to say that when the Senator from Minnesota
made the motion to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor
hill I voted with him, but when I heard him set aside his own bill, after
making us sit here nntil after midnight two nights ago in order to get
through with the bill, when he has asked unanimons consent time and
again to have it closed at a particular time, and limiting debate to five
minutes, all for the purpose of urging it, and then to give it up for some-
thing elsa 1 do not feel that I am under any obligation to press for the
river and harbor bill any further.

I have no objection to the pension hill now taken up, but these bﬂ]s
can be taken up and disposed of at any time, when here is the river and
harbor bill, which has been pending for two weeks with all sorts of—I
am not going to say pretenses but expressions of desire to have it out of
the way, so that the naval appropriation bill and the sundry civil and
a number of other important bills thatare pending and necessary for the
running of the Government might come up; and when we all agreed
that the bill should be taken up and it was taken up, I can not quite
understand why the chairman of the committee shonld himself vote
against it after urging us to do so.

Mr. McMILLAN, When I moved to take up the river and harbor
bill this morning it was with the implied understanding that the bill
should be informally laid aside for the purpose of disposing of a few
pension cases which the chairman of the Committee on Pensions an-
nounced yesterday it was n to pass in order that they might
reach the other House, and that they would take not more than thirty
minutes. Butanohjection wasinterposed which prevented me fromlay

ing aside the bill informally, and in view of what yesterday
I did not feel that I could in good faith insist upon to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire the privilege of going on with the few pen-
sion bills remaining on the Calendar. Idesire to read what transpired

yesterday. In the of yesterday, at the time the river and
harbor bill was taken up, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Brar] said:

It will not take over half an hour to dispose of the bills, and I will ask
for the yeas and nays on the motion to take up the river and harbor bill,

Mr. Epmusps, That would take a great part of the half hour. You will geta
chanee later. Wait until to-morrow.

Mr, Brair. Vi well.

Mr. Epyuxps. I hope that to-morrow these pension bills will be taken up,

Mr. Bramm. I shall move their consideration to-morrow morning.

Under that state of facts, on my insisting that the river and harbor
bill should be taken up yesterday the Senate proceeded to the consider-
ation of that bill, and this morning it is understood that the river and
harbor hill shall be proceeded with at the expiration of the nsual time
which was allowed for the Calendar under the recent order, or as soon
as these few pension bills can be disposed of. Idid not feel justified in
interposing my objection fo that.

JOHN RYAN.

The bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase
the pension of John Ryan, late first lieutenant of Company F, Sixty-
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $17 per month, in lieu of
the pension now paid to him.

Mr. CAMDEN Let the report be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr, BLair
June 21, 188G:

The Cs ittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5921) grant-
ing an increase of pensinntn Joha Rym have examined the same, and report:

Your ittee the facts of the case and adopt the report
of the House commiltee (House Report ho 2382), and recommend the

passage -
of the bill. To the House report may be add;d. the further facts that withoﬁ

any fault of his own the claimant has sin
and has a lnmil{ to support.

**The soldier in this case, John Ryan, enlisted April 1,186, in Company I, Six-
teenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, as a private. He was 'd .'Pa{ 30, 1861,
and enlisted as sergeant in Gompl.ny F'orty—mnth Pennsylvania Vo unteers
August 6, 1861 ; prnmoled to t November 8, 1862, and first Tieu-
tc.na.nkm received a wutnsed wound over the liver at the battle of

urg, l)eeember 1862; was captured at the battle of Gettysburg, July,
1863 was treated while a prl.nouer of war for dysentery, con scurvy, and
roled March 7,1864. Iie was discharged July 9, 1864, on account of p'hyt-

ical isabilities,

It appears from the records of the War Department that the wound affected
his stomach to such a degree as to compel him to reject a greater part of his
food, even while in the service.

“In 1878 he presented his claim to the Pension Office and was pensioned at the
rate of £8.50 per month from result of scurvy.

“ It is evident from the testimony presented in this case that the soldier has
been a constant sufferer ever since his discharge, both from this and aevernl
other disabilities, all of which were evidently contracted in the service.

** Your committee, therefore, are clearly of the opinion that his services and
sufferings while in the Army, that the degree of his disability uilme discharge,
asshown by the testimony offered, would warrant the i of his p
Therefore your committee recommend that the bill do pass,”

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

JAMES NOYES.

The bill (8. 2598) granting a pension to James Noyes was considemd
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pénsion-
roll the name of James Noyes, late of Company I, Second Regiment
Louisiana Native Guards.

Mr. CAMDEN. Let the report be read in that case.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAm
June 21, 1886:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill {!-J . 2585) granting
4 peosion to James Noyes, have examined the same, and report

The claimant, James Noyes, enlisted December 1, 1861 and served until dis-
chaz;gad, Febnmry 2’?.1885.“ first lieutenant of Com é)&n_v I, Beeond Regiment
L i Native G also captain Company Sew:nlr-{anrl.h United
States Colored Troops, and also served in the Smty-eifhth Veteran Volunteers.

He applied for n‘pennlon alleging that he incurred disability in the serviee,
namely, obseure d of the brain, the result of malarial affection. This was
rejected on the ground that there is no record, and claimant's declared inability
to furnish competent evidence, showing oris'in of the alleged results of malaria
in service, or existence at date of discharge

Your committee have examined uw endcnue in suppnrt of thls claim, com-

rising the sta ts of the cl who to trouble with
g:s head in the service, two physicians who have recently treated him, a class-
mate at Mhool in 1866, where he suffered with some difliculty in the hem'l which
has y been i ing, and other evidences showing the long continu-
ance of the brnl-n trouble, all of which, together with the other letters and state-
ments before us, leads to the conelusion that the soldier incurred some brain
derangement as a result of his service, which, though slight at first, has contin-
ued steadily to increase until its effects have become g0 marked as to seriously
disable him the greater partof thetime, Thelast rt of the examining board
rates him at three-fourths of tolal. The applichnt is a clergyman of the best
personal character, and from personal knowl of him the member of the
committee who makes the report feels eonfident of the justice of this claim.

Afler a consideration of all the fucts, your committee report back the bill with
the recommendsation that it do pass.

Mr. CAMDEN. That report shows that there is no evidence that
that disease was incurred in the service. .
Mr. LOGAN. No testimony of what?

lost a leg, is very poor,
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Mr. CAMDEN. An affection of the brain is shown to have existed
before the man went info the service; and that has gradually in-

Mr. LOGAN. I do not so understand.

Mr. BLATIR. There is no evidence that the trouble ex:sted befom
he went into the service.

Mr, COCKRELL. Wasit hereditary?

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report myait developed in 1866—after the
war.

Mr. COCKRELL. Was not this hereditary?

Mr. BLAIR. Ireallydo not know. I have never heard any sug-
gestion of the kind.

Mr. COCKRELL. Was there ever any suggestion that it was not?

Mr, BLAIR. Thereis not any presumption of that kind.

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is a member of the Senate who says: ‘‘Here
is a worthy preacher, and he must be pensioned on the country for hav-
ing served a little while in the Louisiana Native Guards.”” He does
not seem to have been in the United States service actually, butin some

mili mpany around New Orleans doing parade duty.
Mr. BLAIP The Senator is quite wrong in his statement in regard
to the case.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that he is described in this hill as ‘‘late of
Company I, Second Regiment Louisiana Native Guards.”” Ishould like
to be informed what sort of a regiment that was, whether it was in the
service of the United States.

Mr. BLAIR. Iunderstand that it was; but the Senator will sec that
he is also further degeribed in the report as *‘captain Company G, Sev-
enty-fourth United States Golored'l‘mopa and also served in the Sixty-
eighth Veternn Volunteers.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point bo which I wish to call my friend’s at-
tention is that the bill had better be amended by describing his subse-
quent services, for it may happen that somebody somewhere will dis-
cover that the regiment named in the bill was not a regular regiment.
I move to an:end by saying after the word ‘' Guards:”’

Also captain Company G, Seventy-fourth United States Colored Troops, and
of the Sirty-eighlh?tem Volunteers.

So as to describe all the military offices he held, and save giving any-
body hereafter any trouble.

Mr. BLAIR. I agree to’the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont.

The amendment was

Mr. BLAIR. Now read the bl.l] as amended.

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended.

The bill wa; reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment
was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third resding, and read the
third time.

4 ]hfr COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the
i
t.hTha] ffeas an:l nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call

e roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON].

Mr. CAMDEN (wheh his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICI{] If he were present, he
would vote ‘ vea ’’ and I should vote ‘“‘nay.”

Mr, CHACE (when his name was called).
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr].

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-
ator from Texas [Mr."Cokx],

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired generally
with my colleague [Mr. McPHERSOX |, but I believe he would vote for
a bill of this kind, and therefore I vote ‘‘yea.”’

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called).
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER].
vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called).
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL].

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have a general pair with the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. HarrisoN]. Heis not in his seat. AsI do not
know how he would vote, I withhold my vote.

The result was announced—jyeas 27, nays 13; as follows:

I am paired with the

I am paired with the
If he were present, I should

I am paired with

YEAS—27.
Allison, f Logan, Sewell,
Blair, George, McMillan, Sh
Conger, Hale, Miller, Spooner,
Cullom, Hawley, Payne, Stanford,
Dawes, L Hoar, Platt, Teller,
Dolph, « Ingalls, Plumb, Wllson of Iowa.
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger,

NAYS—13.
Becok, Eustis, Harris, Wilson of Md.
Berry, Gibson, Maxey,
Call, Gray, Pugh,
C ockmll. Hampton, Vest,

ABSENT—36.

Al M . Ra

drich, (hlq'nm. ePhen.nn = é?:.m'
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, Sawyer,
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury,
Butler, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa.,- ance,
Cameron, JH of Arkansas, ﬁ rrill, '\'m‘lfeen,

‘oor]

Chace, J ::; of Fl!;:rida, Ph.lomer. “Walthall,
Coke, Kenna, Pike, Whitthorne.

So the bill was passed.

MARY A. THOMAS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thenext pension bill will be stated.

‘The bill (H. R. 874?}) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas was an-
nounced as next in order, and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole

to consider it.

It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Thomas,
a volunteer nurse and superintendent of nurses in the late war, at $25
per month.

Mr. CAMDEN. Let the report be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr, BrAmr

June 21, 1886:
The C ittee on Pensions, to whom was refen'ed the bill (H, R. 6"47) grant-
ing & pension to A.Th have i the same, and re

rtof the Hog:u Commit-
ich we adopt, and recom-

¢ facts of this case are setforth in the annexed re
tee on Invalid Pensions (House Report No. 1713), w
mend the passage of the bill.

Your committee attach hereto the petition of Miss Mary A. Thomas, late vol-
unteer Army nurse. It sets forth the nature and character of the service ren-
dered mnoh more gﬂphical]y than your committee could hope to do.

All the y of the highest character, so that
there ean reml.in no doubt as to the entire accuracy of her statement,

Robert F. Weir, M. D., Iate assistant surgeon United States Army, states:

“Du the war I was in charge of the United States Army general hospital,
Frederick, Md., from 1862 to 1865. For eighteen months of the time Miss E[nry
A. Thomas was the superintendent of the narsing department as a volunteer
Army nurse, and as such brought it to the highest degree of efficiency. This,
with other points, secured the official commendation of the hospital by the Sur-
?o n-General. The faithfulness and intelligence of Miss Thomas continued at

disposal of the soldiers until 1864, when she was compelled to relire from
du;y Her deterioration of health was the result, in my uPin ion, of the mental
g}:ysiml strain passed T.hn;.fh in those Lrying times."
Surgeon-Gene United States Army, stales:
to the services rendered by Miss Mary A. Thomas as Army nurse
late war, the records of the United States Army general hospital at
k, Md., show that she was employed in that hospital as nurse. Robert
F Weir, M. D., of New York city, late assistant surgeon, United States Army,
the said hosp ital in 1861-1865. He was one of our ablest and
medical officers, and his statement can be lmg‘limtly relied upon
I believe that the services of L[I.u ’rhomna were in the highest degree admira-
ble, and should d her to tion. I unite in recommend-
ing that she receive the pemion for whmh she has applied.”
The following is her petitio;

To the honorable the Commilles qr Invalid Pensions, House of Represeniatives:

I, your petitioner, respectfully beg leave to present the following facts as the
basis for a claim to amsion as Army nurse and superintendent of nurses :

In the summer of and during the eighteen ensaing months I had the
honor of serving as a volunteer nurse and superintendent of nurses in the
“United Siates Army general hospital,” located at Frederick city, Md. In
proof whereof I aub‘ml!. Exhibit A, the affidavit of Dr, Robert F, Weir, of New
York city, residing at No. 357 West Thirl.y-third street, late surgeon of the United
States Army, in e of the aforesaid hospital.
on of land by General Robert E. Lee, in September, 1863,
brought us between the two conflicting armies; then followed the battle of An-
tietam, at the distance of 20 miles only from ick, and myservices were re-

quired immediatelyat the front. No one save an eye-witness to such scenescan
realiu the magnitude of the labor involved, or the amount of courage de-
manded. Even that born genius of battle, the great Napoleon, was unnerved
by the ghastly sights displayed on the field of a fmsbly—fought battle; what,
then, was the spectacle fora timid woman? The roarof the cannon, thenmoke.
the confusion, the frantic encounter of warring squadrons, these constituted
but the opening scene in the bl drama, and required but brief for
ensctment, - The tragic horrors of the fray remained to bz fully developed in
the wards of our hospitals. Days then counted for months and months for years
in the e nditure of moral force and the sacrifice of f»hs'saul strength. To
serve by day and by night, to assist frequently at surgica rations whose v
memory makes me shudder; afterward, with indescribable anxiety, to wa
those patients, for then the embers of life burned low and the s]{ghtest want of
vigilance would be attended with fatal eonsequences—such were, in
duties devolving upon meas Army nurse, and mauperml.enﬁmt N‘ all ¢
nurses there enin:od

Another great battle, that of Gettysburg, was fought in the summer of 1863, and
our hospital was n in the very midst of warand tumult, Overtherocky roads
of those hilly r:g:'nx.dny after day,came the long line of Army ambulances
bringing the wounded direct from the field of battle. Ourl ital wascapacious,
the barracks numbered from the letter A to the letter P inclusive, but all were
soon filled to overflowing, and tents had to be pitched for the emergency. Some
of those heroes died shortly afterward; the majority lingered to endure long
martyrdoms of pain; but not one of those hetic death-beds was left solitary.
It was a comfort to those poor dying soldiers to confide to a sympathetic ear
their fond farewells to friends far away in the North or the East, the West orthe
South and it was m&da a sacred duty to transmit by letter, when possible, those

ders of the old Stripes and Sl.ars. soldiers of the South,
all received the teuder cares needed in their sad condition.

And here, pm;;h:én. I may be pardoned for saying that, being by birth a Mary-
land woman, I near relatives and dear friends in the hostile eamp. Conse-
quently, when the hospital came to change hands, as it did between the interval
of General Lee's entrance and exit from l’rednrick followed in two days by
General Burnside's army, my allegiance to the Union cost me somewhat se-
verely in respect to natural sym; ies,

The above details are given ns a mere sketch of the cireumstances of time and
place omﬁ:eeted Wﬂ‘l'l ox?y alsrvwes.ﬂ“!iraﬂng ﬂ;le entire superlnit‘gﬁ::;nee of the
nursing egnﬂman alarge m y hospital, my respons was great
and my duties mmt arduous. . I served as a voll.mtm. and with no expectation
of ever a‘)wlyl a ion. Now, however, my health is feeble, (See Ex-
hibit B, t Dr. Samuel R. Skillern, of Philadelphia, and Exhibit C,

the
e other
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affidavit of Dr. G. Latimer, District of Columbia.) I am wholly dependent
upon my own effort for su}:port. Therefore I now appeal to your honorable
committee for a pension of $50 per month, The precedent ving §25
been established in some well-known cases, as, for example, in those of Miss
Harriet B. Dame, of New Hampshire, and Mrs, M. d, of Philadel-
&i&, whose names, and others, are on the statute-book; but I have asked for

month because of the wider field of service, the heavier responsibility,
and greater tax upon my mind and body, in.sapuﬂ)le from the post aasig‘ned
me, that of superintendent of nurses, ilxmy widows of superior officers are
given p i of §50 per th, not for personal service rendered, but because
of their deceased husﬁnd; and, in like manner, the widows of lesser officers
and subalterns are | ioned in a decreasing ratio. Iapdpeal to the fair judg-
ment of your honorable committee whether my services do not merit to be con-
sidered with similar discrimination,

Very respectfully,

MARY A. THOMAS,
Late Volunteer Army Nurse,
Wasniscrox, D. C., March 9, 1856,

Your commiltee, in view of the high character of Miss Thomas and the serv-
jce rendered, together with her ill health and straitened circnmstances, report
the bill favorably and recommend its passage.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
o third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EMILY B, BDAKER.

The bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker was considered
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposesto placeon the pension-roll
the name of Emily B. Baker, widow of Joel B. Baker, late colonel of
the Eighth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, crdered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FRANK W. TUBBESING.

The bill (8. 2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing was
It provides for placing on
the pension-roll the name of Frank W. Tubbesing, late a private in
Company A, Fifteenth New York Artillery.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. VEST. I ask for the reading of the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t was not called for during the con-
sideration of the bill.

Mr. VEST. I want to know the basis for the bill. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read if there be
no ohjection. !

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr.
June 21, 1886:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Frank .
Tubbesing, have examined the same, and report:

ber 30,1863, as a privatein

BLAIR

The claimant, Frank W, Tubbesing, enlisted D
Company A, Fifteenth Reﬂment New York Heavy Artillery. He was dis-
charged February 4, 1868, e was also subsequently in the service from July
2], 1866, to July 20, 1869, in Battery E, Third United States Artillery.

Hefiled a claim in the Department for a pension, February 4, 1880, alleging that
about May, 1865, he received a furlon%:ln to go to New York for mediecal treat-
ment for wounds he received at the battles of \Vildammgfcthgiﬂmiu, and
Five Forks, and also alleging wound of left leg and right side of head. Hisclaim
was rejected on the ground of no record of the disabilities alleged, wounds of
leg and head ; no evidence showing their incurrence in the mlliuugservioe. and
claimant’s expressed inability to establish the claim; ean not furnish testimony
of officers or comrades.

1t appears from the reports of the War Department that the medieal records
of claimant’s regiment are not on file, which would explain the fact that there is
nt"r’ll‘:emm ort ilimm-mw'a o rtg,niv 1 1881, that the clpimant suffers a great deal

e examining surgeon re n : e claimant suffers a ea
of pain from wounds; an oltrlc;loer of left leg below knee, the result of wounds;

nlso right temporal bone is driven in 1} i n énce,
&h against him, which was afterward re-

Th:are was also a charge of desertion
moved.
There is considerable other evidence filed with your committee, after a careful
consideration of which we have come to the conclusion that the preponderance
of the testimony shows that the soldier is entitled to a pension. .

Your committee therefore report back the petition and an original bill, with a
favorable recommendation. '

WILLIAM H. H. PRICE.

The bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William H. H.
Price was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend-
ments, which were, in line 5, after the word ‘‘to,”” tostrike out the word
“‘ thirty”” and to insert the word *‘tiventy-four;” in line 9, after the
word ‘‘of,”’ to strike out the word ‘‘thirty’’ and insert the word
‘! twenty-four,”’ and in line 10, before the word “‘dollars,” to strike ont
the word “‘thirty '’ and insertthe word *‘twenty-four ;’’ so as to make
the bill read :

That the pension of William H. . Price, late of Company F, Sixty-sixth Re&i
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, be, and the same is mnhy, increased to
per month ; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized and directed
to )zhlme the name of said William H. H. Price on the pension-roll as a l;;ensicmer
of the United States for the sum of §24 per month, said §24 per month being in
Jieu of all other pensions heretofore granted.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments
were concurred in.

Mr. VEST and Mr. BUTLER. Let the report be read.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WiLsoXN,
of Maryland, June 22, 1886:

\ Tke Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2369) granting

an increase of pension to William H. H. Price, have carefully examined the same,

and report :

That William H, H, Price is already on the Government rolls as an invalid
pensioner to the extent of §12 per month, and on the 15th day of last June made
anew on for an increase of pension, on the ground of an increased dis-
ability growing out of an aggravation of his disease—which is anchylosis of the
elbow-joint of the right arm—which applicati was reject: the Pensi
Office on the mundg “that he is now receiving the full amount of pension to
which he is entitled under the law for the disability " named. In view of the
%apers sent to us from the Pension Office, we can not agree to this conclusion.

he Government board of surgeons, by whom he was examined, on the 16th day
of September, 18585, duly certified to the Pension Office that the ex-soldier suffers
from * complete anchylosis of the right elbow-joint, the arm Mﬁ firmly held
in a semiflected position, and there beinﬁa complete atrophy of all muscles of
the right arm, the measurement of which is 6} inches, while the left arm is 9
inches.” They also return that *“his right arm and hand are of no value for
Fu of manual labor, and his disability is equal to the loss of a hand or a
oot.” There nmnz no evidence to the contrary, this degree of disability,
under the act of 3, 1883, entitles the pensioner to §24 per month,

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word
“thirty ** where it occurs therein, and by inserting in each case in lien thereof
the word "' twenty-four,” and that, as so amended, said bill do pass,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.
SARAII A. TUCKER.

The bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. Tucker, mother of Charles P. Tucker,
deceased, late of Company I, First Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. z

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the report, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report wilk be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAw-
YER on June 22, 1886: '

The Com on P to which was referrad the bill (H. R. 7193) nt-
ing a pension to Sarah A. Tucker, has examined the same, and adopts the an-
ncxecflelom report, and recommends the sage of the bill, :

Sarah A. Tucker is the mother of Charles P. Tucker, who enlisted in Com-
pany I, First Wisconsin Volunteers, October 5, 1861, and died at Andersonville
prison July 10, 1864,

The claimant lost another son in the Army, while three others served and
were discha . :

Her claim for pension as dependent mother of Charles P. Tucker has been re-
jected by the Pension Office on the und that the evidence fails to show de-
pendence upon the soldier at time of his death.

It appears from the evidence on file that the son, Charles P,, was a stone-
mMASON g;alrade, and, being a single man, made his home with his nts. who
owned a small place, and with the son's assi ¥ comforta-
hly sitnated. em!r all of the son’s earnings went in the common fund of the
family, and after enlistment he is shown to have contributed to the support of
the claimant, but the exact amount of such contributions can not now be ascer-
tained, as the letters of the soldier furnisbiug this information were destroyed
by fire some years ago.

The ground of rejection of the mother’s claim appears to hav} been based
principally upon the certifications of the proper officers of the assessments
standing against the claimant and her husband during the alleged period of de-

ndence and since. In 18564, the {mr of the son's death, they were

or real estate $550, and on personal property £140, while in 1868 the assessment

reached $1,900 on real estate, and $422 on personal prorerty. The latter is the
maximum assessment during any year since 1861; while in 1878 the real estate
of claimant and her husband is assessed at $750, and since that time in no one
year higher than $120.

The increased value of real estate after the son’s deaih is fully explained by
testimony as well as by certified extracts from the records of conveyances of
the county in which located. Claimant's husband purchased with the money
sent home from the Army by his ?rmmger sons & eertain tract of land, which he

held in his own name in trust for the sons, and subsequently conveyed it to

were modera

them. In 1873 claimant’s husband d 120 acres for §2,600, $300 only being
paid down, and failing to make the deferred payments, it was reconveyed to
the original owner in 1880,

1t further appears in evidence that claimant’s husband was more or less dis-
abled for manual labor for many years, and since 1881 has been insane., Claim-
ant has now no income except that derived from her own manual labor, and
being old is now dependent upon charity.

Winfield Scott P Grand Army of the Republie, at Whitehall, Wis., as well
as the Woman's Relief Corps, Grand Army of the Republie, department of
Wlscﬂnuiu llnwe asked Congress to place this much-deserving woman upon the
pension-rolls.

While notwithstanding the acknowledged contribufions on the part of the
soldier scn, claimant mnK not have been so dependent upon these contributions
as to bring her case within the general pension laws, yet your committee are
clearly of opinion that the evidence shows at least a partial dependence npon
the soldier, and in view of the fact that she gave five sons to the country's
cause, two of whom were lost to her in that cause, and the further fact that by
reason of the unfortunate condition of her husband, the father of the soldier,
she has now become dependent upon others, we believe her entitled to the
favorable consideration of Congress.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and

passed.
JENNETTE DOW.

The bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to enter npon the
pension-roll the name of Jennette Dow, widow of Charles E. Duw, late
first sergeant of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment of Illincis In-
fantry Volunteers, .

Mr. CAMDEN. Let us have the report read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER
June 22, 1886:

The Ci on P , towhom was referred the bill (H. R. 3363) grant-
ing a pension to Jennette Dow, have examined the same. and report :

‘%hnt an examination of the facts in this case satisfles the committee that the
report of the House committee is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows:

"That Mrs. Jennette Dow is the widow of Charles E. Dow, late a sergennt of
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Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunt , who was p
for gunshot wound in left knee, received at the battle of Chickamauga, and who
died at Boonesborough, Towa, December 16,1882, Mrs. Dow applied for pension
April 18, 1883, but her claim was rejected on the ground that 'death resulted
from apoplexy. not the result of gunshot wound.’

“Dr, R. M. Huntington, the physician who attended claimant in his last ill-
ness, testifies:

“*1 was in attendance at the death of Mr. Charles E. Dow, late sergeant Com-
pany K, Eighty-ninth Illinois Infantry, who died at Boonesborough, Boone
County, Iowa, on the 16th day of Deeem‘:er,lm and giving the cause of death,
state it as follows: Hemiplagfa (apoplexy), and death in twelve hours. In thus
giving the cause or causes of death a statement of facts as bearing on the case
should be made. Mr. Dow was wounded in the popliteal ggsae. severing the
artery and lignments of the left leg, from the effects of which wound he never
fully recovered. So far as the mobility or muscular co-ordination and nervous

ibllity were ned, these conditions seemingly for a time better, were
subject to frequent relapse, and extended in time to the hand and arm of the
wnupondlng side.

“iMr. Dow's calling in life for years after leaving the service was that of rail-
road conductor, the duties of which were at all times quite seriously interfered
with, because of the want of strength in the afflicted side. At the time of death

THOMAS CHAPMAN.,

The bill (8. 2259) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The Committee on Pensions reported.an amendment, in line 6, before
the word dollars, tostrike out ‘* fifty ’’ and insert *‘ twenty-five;”’ soas
to make the bill read:

Be it enacled, d-c., That the p of Th Char , of Campbell County,
Tennessee, e ced by pension certificate numbered 14157, be, and the same
hereby is, increased to the sum of $25 per month, his disabilities being such as
to require the tant attention of some p to take care of him.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CAMDEN. I ask for the reading of the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WaIT-
THORNE June 22, 1886:

The C: on P

Bt .

to whom was referred the bill (8. 2259) granting
Cl d the

Mr. Dow had with difficulty reached his home in a dazed or semi
condition, and while receiving the ministrations and assistance of his wife, sud-
denly fell to the floor, severely bruising and lacerating the right temple and
supraorbital arch of the right side. Complete i d,
panied with contracted pupil, slow stertorous breatbing, dark face, flapping of
the lips, slow and labored pulse, in which condition, without any ch for

nnr; of pension to Th P , have i same, and re-

That this is an application for an increase of pension to a soldier of the war

of 1812, now receiv a pension of §8 per month, The facts upon which it is

made are fully shown in the affidavit of prominent citizens of the county of his
d , Which affidavit is as follows:

the better, he continued for about twelve hours, when death closed the scene.
From the facts and history of the case as known to me, I regard it as a case of
hemiplega the outgro primarily of nerve injury, aggravated by the life's
calling, and eventuating in appoplexy, as stated.”

*In the examination upon which pension was granted to soldier, the examin-
ing surgeon describes his condition as follows :

*** Gunshot wound of the left thigh, ball entered just above and at center of the
external condyle of the femur, out at nupper edge of popliteal space, resulting in
i.tnPaimd use of the leg from paralysis of extensor muscles of the foot and im-
paired sensation in and over second, third, fourth, and fifth toes, and inability
to straighten the leg when knee is bent after ordinary exercise.’

“Orson T, Waltermont, of Sac City, Iowa, testifies :

**1 was well and personally acquainted with Charles E. Dow during his life-
time from 1862 till his death; were both members of the same company. I was
with him at the time he received his wound ; that from the time he received said
wound till his death he was greatly troubled with his left leg and arm; said
Charles Dow and I railroaded together for fifteen years; that I know from Kfr-
sonal observation that his arm would be worse at the time his leg troubled him
most, and at one particular time, at Council Bluffs, Iowa, when said Dow was
being unusvally troubled with said wound in said left leg, he told me he was
afraid that his disease would go to his heart.!

* Cheney Eddy, G. 8, s,and Charles Schoonover all testify to substan-
tially same fact as to the effect of wound and the loss of power in left side and
arm. So,also, doesDr, P.S. Moses, of Boone, Iowa, and adds, ' Inmy opinion his
death was caused by paralysis.’

* His wife, Mrs. Jennette Dow, testifies that the wound troubled him contin-
uously and 1 him to b iated and weak, and when taken with
his last illness his wound had been troubling him very much and he had less
ability to use his left arm and leg.

*Hon. A.J. HoLMES, a member of this House, certifies: .

““*1 was personally acquainted with Charles E. Dow during a period of more
ithan ten years that he resided in the city of my residence, ile 1 can not
spealk from personal knowledge of the cause of his death, yet it was well known
among his neighbors and friends that he suffered almost continuously from a
severe wound received in the late war. Physically large and of full habit, he
steadily became emaciated, and before his death presented a very wan and hag-

gard appearance.’

** From a careful comparison of the report of examining surgeon, upon which
the pension was nted, with the report made by the physician in attendance
at death and all the corroborative testimony, it seems very clear to your com-
mittee that the soldier's wound was the cause of the partial paralysis of his left
side,and may very reasonably be presumed to have finally eansed his death.
There appears to be but litlle doubt in the case, and the Government can afford
to lil‘ve the widow of a wounded soldier the benefit of that doubt.”

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to

a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had the joint resolution (8. R.
40) providing for the payment of per diem laborers in Government em-
ploy on the 30th of May of each year as on other days.

The m also announced that the House had passed the follow-
ing bills and joint resolution; inwhich it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

A bill (H.
their wages;

A bill (H. R. 5541) to prevent the employment of convict labor and
alien labor upon public buildings and other public works, and convict
labor in the p tion or manufacture of materials for public build-
ings or other public works, and to regnlate the manner of letting con-
tracts therefor; )

A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of
Columbia; -

A bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of Wis-
consin; and

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com-
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for

other purposes.

R. 5310) to protect .mech:mica, laborers, and servants in

OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION.

Mr. PUGH. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next, at the ex-
piration of the morning hour, I will eall up for consideration the report
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in what is known as the
Payne case.

STATE oF TExNEssEE, Campbell County:

In the matter of the memorial before United States Senate and Congress for
increase of pension of Th Chap of Capt. 8, Lawson's company, Vir-
ginia Mili in war of 1812, whose name is inseribed on the pension-list roll of
the Knoxville, Tenn., agency, at the rate of §8 per month, under pension cer-
tificate No. 14157, personally came Thomas Wilson, aged forty-two years, of
J nckxbomuah Post-Office, Campbell County, Tennessee, who, being duly sworn,
de as follows:

am well uainted with said surviving soldier of the war of 1812, whose
physical eondition is such as to render him totally unable for the performance
of manual labor, as his a{ie is past ninety-five years,as he says, and that is his
general reputation, and his appearance indicates that such is the fact. His rep-
utation for morals is good, his poverty is extreme, he owns no property what-
ever, and his condition is such as to require the almost constant care and atten-
tion of some person, and his present pension is utterly inadequate for his sup{oﬂ.
1 make these st ts from p 1 knowledge, and my knowledge of the
facts are gained by being his near neighbor and having a good opportunity to
know his true condition from personal observation. I am no kin tothesoldier,
and have no interest in his matters,
- THOMAS WILSON,
JOHN HURNLEY,

Attest:
JoHx Suippy,
R. D. PERKINS,

We, the undersigned, citizens of Campbell County, Te and r
of the neighborhood of the town of Jackshorough, Tenn., do hereby concur in
and certify to the truth of the foregoing statement, and know that said surviv-
ing soldier of the war of 1812, Thomas Chapman, is a worthy object of the coun-

try’s bounty. ¢
JOHN HURNLEY, De;i_m Sheriff.
J. P. HOLLINGSWORTH, Sheriff,
R. D. WHEELER.
Z HENRY MAUPINS,
LA
& rs
J. H. AGEE, Clerk: and Master,
8. C. BAIRD, Clerk County Court,

Sworn and subseribed to before me; and I hereby certify that all the affiants
are respectable and the persons they represent themselves to be, and are well
worthy of full faith and eredit, and that t each read and understood the fore-
going contents before they swore to it. I further certify that the statementa
made by them are true, and have a personal knowledge of the facts, I am no
kin to said soldier, and have no interest in his claim.
Given under my\mnd and seal of circuit court of Campbell County, Tennessece,

at office, in Jacksborough, Tenn., May 22, 1886,
WILLIAM ALLEN,

[sEAL.]
Clerk Circuit Courl.

The eredibility of these parties is vouched for by a ber of this
(Mr. WHITTHORNE).

The committee, accepting the facts tobe as stated, deem the caseto be a
torious one, and in view of the fact of the utter hely of the pensi ~
his extreme old age, and that Congress has in similar cases ted an increase
of jon, theyr d that the same may be done in thg.aud mrdinglz
¥ d that the pension to Th Chapman be placed at §25 per mont
from and after the passage of this bill, which 1d be so ded

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment
was concurred in.
reading, read the

P poasr |

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third
third time, and passed.

CHARLES WYANT.

The bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Charles Wyant was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the
pension-roll the name of Charles Wyant, late of Company K, One
hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteers.

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

WILLIAM WINANS.

The bill (8. 1531) granting an increase of pension to William Winans
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon
the pension-roll the name of William Winans, late a corporal of €om-
pany B, First New York Lincoln Cavalry Regiment, at the rate of $30
per month, in lieu of the §8 per month heretofore allowed him.

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the report in that case.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. VAN
Wyck June 22, 1886:

The C ittee on P

. to whom was referred the bill (S. 1331) graoting
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a pension to William Winans, late a co of Company B, Firs& New York

(Lincoln) Caval E;menl, have exm:l:ll'ﬁz‘::;(?l the same, and report

That said Will inans enlisted August5, 1881 and was dhnhl.med Au-

Eu.s& 186-! was a good soldler, and while rebel battery a&l[a.rtms—
urg, \ Va., July 25, 1864, waswounded in thel n}wnldgrhybnmlingshe

which killed his horse. was also injured in right index finger.

e gDr report the claimant is not entitled to an inerease. But
the testimony of Bliss and others, copies of which are annexed, show that
the medical and the Pension Department erred in rejecting the applica-
tion for increase, and th re recommend the passage of mmxe% bilL

GENERAL AFFIDAVIT.
DisTricT oF COLUMBIA, 88
In the matter of pension (.laim o{ William Wlnms,of Washington, D, C.

On this 20th day of March, A. d before me, a notary
public in and for the aforesaid oounly druly n.nlhnﬂsad administer Au-
gustus Hubbell, aged —, a resident of Wuhingmn District of Columbia, w.
post-office address is No. 1513 F street N. Ly well known to me to be reputable
and entitled to eredit, and who, heini uly sworn declares in relation to the

aforesaid case asfollows: Thajhe has n well an pomnsll.y acquainted with
claimant for about five years, and — years respectively, and that about the

1881, ’82, and '83 he and the claimant worked togetherin the Quartermaster-
eneral's Oﬂim. in Washington, D. C. The claimant was put on work in the
a kind of werk which required eclimbing of step-ladders and
taking down an lacing file-boxes. He was not com blmtto this kind of
work, on account o hlu inability to use his left arm, mnh.l.nﬁlup to
file-boxes or holdtn em when taken down. On account of this disabi
was transferred to ing, &e. At this work he was not el.o
dle the books witho andpudnsnrthalenarm and he was
after awhile puton lj rsonal kno iodge of the
above facts, and ninu from the q Office L
have had frequent
Eknown him tobe ]
ant was d.i
absent & considerabl

mudltiun ofghh left arm.
= He further declares that he has no interest in said ecase and is not concerned

in its prosecution.
AUGUSTUS HUBBELL.

k-work o]

DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88 ;

oaﬂl.l¥ tntamiedlnnldmnorm
1mneemad1nﬂlprmemon ml!thntuidm;nuspemnnny known to me,

and that he is a credible person.
[sEAL.] G. W. BALLOCH, Kotary Public.

GENERAL AFFIDAVIT.

DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88

In the.matter of pension claim of William Winnns. pending before Congress,
of Washington, D. C.

On this 20th day of March, A.D. persmﬂlytppenmdhefmme.nnotm

lie in and for the aforesaid eoun

before he executed the same, I further mrt.i.fy that I am in no wise interested
in said ease, nor am I ned in its ,and that said afliant is per-
sonally known to me and that hu isa ctuﬂbla person. i
[sEAL.] THOMAS K. WALLACE,
Notary Public,

STATE, CoUNTY, AND CITY OF NEW YORK, -
Southern New York, ss:
Be it known that on this the 12th day of February, 1886, personally apimamd
before ma.&mudﬂ. Lyman, United States com forsaid district, Jenyns
C. Battersby, brevet-colonel late First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, United
States Volnnheots who, being duly sworn, maketh oath and saith that: On or
about the 25th day of July, 1564, w. aiuwmmuddhhlmp{ﬂ of said
iment, and wh.ile in line of bat.tlle near the town of . Va., a shell
from the enemy’s battery ex;:dodad in his rear and between the front and rear
rank of his troop of horses, killing and wounding some of said horses (which
fell upon the men), and wounding some of said men, one of w! was
‘Wynans, of said troop, and who for the time being was, to the best of deponent’'s
knowledge and belief, nrmb!n toperfom mllil.nry duty. S o

Having no interest in this d s
j JENYNS C. BATT‘ERSBY.
Subseribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of Fe s
AII‘L L!m.

[sEAL
Uniled Stales Ci issi , Southern District New York.

Wmmamxnc..mruaryls.
Imﬂlghthnoom of the within statement, sworn to by Bvt. Col.
as to the wi orwmthynlnu.ofcnmmyB,
Fl.mﬁNew York ‘(;[anmln& v:.l;r t, in the rti
buerVn.,ont yorJ 1864, lmlnemmmdufmﬂ
ddgood dhﬂhﬁll ld:l.erand!komhj lonﬁm.ﬂ‘arln:ub ?niig. unds
Was a an ao 5 ¥ wWo
deserves, as I beli in i ehisantlmly inadequate
tol.hesuppoﬂuthimselfmdﬁml]y

Late Colonel First New York Lfﬂmhl]{hub'y}kghwnl :
dB‘rders:Idmu {mcrul United States Volunteers.

DisTricT OF COLUMBIA, 85:

Subsecribed and sworn to before me this 10th dly of March, 1886, and I have
no interest, &e.
[sEAL] G. W. BALLOCH, Kaccn-y Publie.

PHYSICTAN'S AFFIDAVIT.
DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 587

In the pension claim No. lﬁ-ﬂ-l of Wﬂlhm ‘Winans, Company B, First New
York (Ltnmln) Cavalry.

_ Personally came before me, & t notary public in_and for the aforesaid District,

C. Bird, a citi of Wi D. C., whose ce address is No.

1336 (+ street northwest, well known to me to be mdmﬂuedtocmdit.
and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows:

That heisn'p g physician, and that he has been acquainted with said

soldier for about five and that he was called in consultation with Dr D,

W. Blisss December bR 1880, to Mr. William Winans, whowusuﬂ'arhl:

ty, duly auths to
omas 8. Cha , aged forty-ﬁve,a resident faamponrﬂy of Washington, in
the Distriet of umbh, whose address is Washington, D. C., and
——, aged forty-five o t of Baltimore, Md., in the county of
and State of Mary! whose ce address is No. 621 H street northwest,
“’ashm n, D. C., well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and

who g duly sworn, dechres, in relation tn the aforesaid case,as follows:
e has been welland with elai t for seven vears,
and Lhn in the year 1881 ha b Cyith clai t for several months, and dur-
ing all his acquaintance has had frequent opportunit; to observe and know
sonally of the claimant’s physical oond.ltion.

arm. claimant habil carried his

ner by his side. Altableheomﬂdnotmld\handto udlummlf
of not being able to m.lrse the hand to his mouth. When attempting to handle
even light objects the left hand was only used swkwardm:nd inefficiently,
owing to weakness of hand and arm,and this only with arm pendent or
partly so. He eom of pnin in left arm and shoulder, and
always manifested pain when attempting te use left dand arm. Ever since
my first acquaintance with him affiant has ﬁuqmﬂy and always observed the
foregoing manifestations of the elaimant's disability.

He further declares that he has no interest in said case, and is not coneerned

n its prosecution.
THOS. 8. CHAPPELL.

DistRIcT oF CoLUMBIA, Countyof Washington, ss:

Sworn to and subseribed before me this dny by the above-named affiant; and
¥ that I read affidavit to said affiantand aequainted him with its contents
before he executed the same. lfnrumr that I am in nowise interested
in said case, nor am I eoncerned in wﬁmnndm&mid affiant is per-
gonally known to me, and that he ia a cmd:bler
[s®BAL.] uom K. WALLACE

otary Public.

Al

s GENERAL AFFIDAVIT.

DisTrICT OF COLUMBIA, 85
In the matter of pension claim of William Winans, of Washington, D. C,, now

On this 22d day of March, A. D, gﬂ. cc:;ll befo

o . pe:nn appeared Te me, & notn?

bllc in and for the aforesaid county, % ut.horwed to administer oaths
i pi Torty-five; aresidentof Washington,in the Districtof Columbia,
whose address is No,1837 Nin thstuetmrtl'lwut\tn the county of Wash-
ington, and District of Columbh. well known to me to be reputable and entitled
to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid case
as follows: That they have been well and p 11 d with

is of the scapula (ahouldem—bhdn} It was necessary to remove part
the bone. "He was very much reduced at that time, so lnuehnothal.l
lie would never recover from it. Sinee then, in August and
in the absence of Dr. Bliss, I prescribed for Mr. Winans. Hawumﬂhﬂns&um
debility, the effect of his wnund

He further declares that he has been a practicioner of madidnefnrlhirty—thm
Fears, andthﬂ.hehasno interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution

C. BIRD, M. D,

of this elaim.
JAMES
1336 & Street N. ., Washington, D). C.
Sworn toandw:t:b?:ﬂhml be;fot:e me f.hi:h?i dll:yuf Bhrigh A. D, 1886, and I
hmyeerﬁ e affian a Pl‘ldﬁ B ysician good p w
standing; that the of the da&n&km . Were ﬂn‘ly mnde
know to befmtwming,mdlhsveminmt,fi{mntnrinﬂmh

prosecution of this
[smAL.] G. W. BALLOCH, Notary Public.

STATE OF NEW YORK,
County of Wesichester,ss:

On this 20th day of Fabrmry 1886, before me personally appeared Jerome Bell.
who, upon being duly sworn, deposes and says, that he was a member of Com
pany B, First New York (lel\u) Yoluntm Cavalry; that he was present at
the ,on nf J’uly, 1864, and that while
the regimanlwuudvuuﬁ'nz in ine of bau.le am preparing to charge a rebel
battery in our front, a shell came from the battery in question and burst in Com-

B line, killing the horses of William Winans.'.l‘homu Pearl, and —-Gnr-
E:cf and wounding all three named. Winans was d in his left sh
by a piece of the shell.

The said Jerome Bell also deposes and says, that he was captured by a part
of General Imboden’s force near Berryville, Va., on or about the 13th day oF
tober, 1863, while wilh a scouting party under the command Lient, — New,
of his mgm:ent and that on the next mo?uing. bufm daybreak, the same force

eaptured Charlestown, W. Va., and the Willinm

W nans, who was with his pm‘ty the dsy bef but who mped to Charles-
arrived with his horse foundered, and that he was in company

with said Winans all the time they were pﬁao'ners. and until paroled about five
months after, and that their sufferings while on Belle Is[e were simply inde-
seribable, and he would refer any one to histories of z abler minds;
he would state, though, that the James River (in which Belle Tele 18 situated)
was frozen over three es that winter; that there was no shelter for more
than one-fifth of the prisonérs, and the food was of the coarsest and most meager
kind, and that when we were parcled, Winans was a mere physical wreck, and
had wasted to a skeleton, and went immediately to the hospital upon arrivi.ng
at A

y
for three years and — years respectively, and that he has worked with the
claimant about twomrsm the Quartermaster-General's Office, duriugotil_:e rs

183 and 1885. Our work was clerieal. Claimant always complained left
arm hurting him. He was Fparently not able to do a.nﬂi.ng with it excapt to
hold papers on the desk or in holdin gellght articles down. In

ng books, or even light mieles, always nppenedtoﬁwor left arm ;
this was the case in taking off or han, up his coat. He used his right arm
almost exclusively in performing any kind of work,

He further declares that he has no interest in said case, and is not corlcarncd

in its proseccution.
JAMES M. PIPES.
DistrICT oF COLUMBIA,
County of Washinglon, ss:
Sworfto and subseribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and
Icertify that I read affivavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with ils contents

lis, Md
= R s JEROME BELL.
Sworn to this 20t ¥ of February, 1886, ore me,
THOMAS MARTIN,
Justice of the Peace.
STATE OF NEW YORK,
Westchester Counly, ss:

I, John M. Digney, clerk of the county aforesaid, and also clerl.. of the county
and supreme courts inand for said county, the same being courts of record, do
hereby certify that Thomas Martin, esq., whose name is subscribed to the an-
nexed affidavit, was on the day of the date thereof a justice of the peace in and
for said county, duly authorized to take the same, and that I verily believe the

ture of the said affidavit is genuine.
i testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of
the said courts and county the 23d day of February, 15886,
[sEAL.] JNO. M. DIGNEY, (..trk
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I certify that William Winans, clerk general service, detailed Quartermaster's
Office, is suffering from gunshot wound (piece of shell) in left shoulder, and is
in consequence unable to do the duty of handling files and lifting folios. I re-
#pectlully recommend lighter, or more suitable duty for him.

BASIL NORRIS,
Surgeon, Uniled Stales Army.

UsITED STATES ARNY DIsPEXSARY, 1733 G StrEET, N, W.,
Washington, D. C., March 19, 1881.

I certify the above to be a true copy.
B. C..CARD,
Quartermaster, Uniled States Avny.
FEBRUARY 24, 1883,

Wasnixarox, D. C., March 4, 1856.

To whom it may concern : 4

I certify that I have made a professional examination of Willlam Winans, an
iind him suffering from a gunshot wound of the left arm and shoulder. A frag-
ment of shell entered two inches below the acromion process of the scapulaand
immediately posterior to the hume and was removed three inches below the
e shoulder.

and was for disability, that the weak and unsatisfactory evidence
here presented of some slight previous weakness of the should not prevent
this poor blind soldier from now receiving a pension, etherefore report back
the bill and recommend that it do pass,

DEPARTMENT OF THE IXTERIOR, PEXSION OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1836,

Sin: In com ce with your request, I have the honor to transinit hercwith
the papers in pension elaim orl?&enry F. Kaiser, who served in Company E,
Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, Original invoice No. 241323, This claim
was specially examined and rejected March 9, 1885, upon the ground that the
alleged disease existed prior to enlistment.

Very respectfully,

Hon. Joux I MITCHELL,
U. 8. Senale.
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amount of pension granted by the
bill 2
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t states:
Place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the

JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner,

tof impact. The mobility of th -joint is impaired so as to prevent
is ra the 'm and hand on a level with the chin. The hand ean be
laced nd the back with difficulty. At the time of my visit, No =

850, a large abscess had formed extending posterior to the
the anterior border of the seapuln. Assisted by Dr. Bird, I made a free opening

into the abscess and along the anterior border of the scapula, it, a por-
tion of which was necrosed or dead. This n was removed, and after a
Yaﬂodo(twaorthm months the wound healed, and has r ined so since,
Tis disability for performing manual labor is total.

I have the professi: Leare of said Wi i September, 1880, and find
that his ral health has been greatly im; and frequent atten-
:.;on,m which I believe to be due to the injuryand co: ent and exposure

uring his retention in a rebel prison,

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 85

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of March,1886; and I have no
in{hrts&.]&c 3
SEAL.

D. W. BLISS, M. D.

G. W.BALLOCH, Notary Public.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MARY E. CASEY. ;
Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Secretary be requested to ask

the return from the House of Representatives of the bill (H. R. 5003) for

the relief of Mary E. Casey, passed a day or two ago by the Senate.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CrLroM in the chair). It will be
8o ordered unless there be ohjection.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to
the Ct:.mmittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the

HENRY F. KAISER.

The bill (8. 2562) granting a pension to H F. Kaiser was consid-
ered as in Committeeg:;' thl;gWhole. It pmm to place on the pen-
sion-roll the name of Henry F. Kaiser, late a private in Company E,
Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers.

Mr. BUTLER. Let us havethe Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR

June 22, 1886:
The ittee on Pensi to whom was referred the bill (8. 2562) granting
a pension to Hel F. Kaiser, have examined the same, and a
e claimant, n.rgF. Kaiser, enlisted April 17,1851, and served until July
¥y Ly

29,1861, in Compan
listed August 6, 1861, and was discharged Jan
private in Company E, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania
lication for a pension August i
mp Griffin, Virginia, December 25, 1861, from co
abled so that he lost the sight of left eye and partial
The claimant has on file the original discharge,
near White Oak Church, Virginia, stating that it is because * the said private
has been blind of one eye for the last six months, and the other has become so
affected that he is not able to see after night at all.” .
The claim was rejected March 9, 1885, on the ground that the alleged discase
existed prior to enlistment.
It appears also that the soldier enlisted again at Hmhhm-q‘ Pa., in the Vet-
1 out b 1

Twenty-fith Pennsylvania Volunteers. He again en-
5, 1863, having served as a

olunteers. He first filed an

eran re Corps, December 29,1863 and was st 23, 1865,
l)fis]ﬂ;gllty at date of enlistment in Ve Reserve Corps, partial loss of sight
eft eye,

The certificates of the examining boardsshow that in 15881 he had lost the sight
of the left eye, and the ri{;ht. was very weak; June 8, 1883, total loss of sight of
;iﬁ::ieye' and canbarely discern the Tﬂ;ht with thelefteye; June27, 1883, totally

The claimant testifies that he can not furnish medical evid showing his
gkysmal condition prior to and at the date of his enlistment, for the reason that
was a sailor on a merchant vessel for nine years prior thereto, and there were

no doctors emp’tofed in the merchant service.

The testimony in this case is very voluminous, and the case has been several
times examined by special examiners in the field. There is no question as to
the existence of the disease in the service, and its continuance in a more severe
degree and increasing intensity ever since. In addition to his own testimony
there is the evidence of several comrades who served with him in his first three
months’ service that he was then sound and his eyesight good. The only evi-
dence of any prior diffienlty is very and indefinite in its character.

Your committee are of opinion that if the disease was not in its first inception
due to the service, of which there seems to be little doubt, that it was eertainl
much aggravated thereby,and that after the Government twice accepted
man as a good soldier, and he rendered long and valuable service to his country

P laws, the name of Henry F.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The PRESIDENT proiempore. The hour of 12.30 having arrived,
the Chair places before the Senate the river and harbor bill.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) :_nak-
i iations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer-
a'gnmorh on rivers and harbors, a;;u;lr for otlI:er purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] from the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment had not been read, I believe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, though it
is not expressly so stated, that there was an agreement that it should
not be read.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be read.

Mr, McMILLAN. I have no objection.

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know what the agreement was, but I ask
leave to make one observation.

Not desiring to delay or retard the progress of the bill, I did not in-
| terpose any objection to the request that was made to dispense with
the reading of the amendment, because I was assured by the chairman
of the committee that the amendment had been very carefully pre-
pared, and relying upon that I was willing to accept his assurance that
the amendment was in a condition fit to be voted nupon by the Senate;
but I ask the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to page 4 of his
amendment, line 77:

Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island : Continuing improvement,
§15,000; of which §8,000 shall be expended on the breakwater and §12.000 on the
inner harbor,

Eight and twelve as I understand are twenty, according to my arith-
metic, and this amendment provides that ont of the §15,000 for this im-
pmvgmant $20,000 shall be expended in the way provided in that para-
gmhl‘[)r. President, is this amendment, with that showing, in a condition
that justifies us in accepting it without any further consideration?
Look again on page 7, line 142:

Improving harbor at NoX.: tinuing improveme: 71 + of
whch Si‘ﬁ.tl;‘ﬂ to beused im and m.%nin eon uninpzmmk o!:lhi.tf; t%:arbur.

That is to say, there is an appropriation of $71,250 and a designation
of the expenditure of $95,000. ]

Again, look on page 9, where there is an appropriation, beginning in
line 176, for *‘ improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continning improvement,
and also for the improvement of said harbor as recommended by the
Chief of Ingineers, January 13, 1885, $37,500,’’ and a proviso “ that
$30,000 of said sum shall not be expended until the aforesaid title shall
be accepted by the Secretaty of War,’’ leaving $7,500 to he expended
for the improvement. :

Again, examine page 10:

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improvi h to Ko k
bor agf:lnﬂm Tnited States uavy-yard at l\'oﬂg!k-ms S e

For which $187,500 are appropriated— .

2 : 5
wglre:$ig“?h,el?ﬂﬁnflﬂ ‘he_e::g:ndg} \::r fmprovmg the harbor, and SISO.G.’I'O in

Making an appropriation of $187,500, and a specific direction for the
expenditure of §250,000.

I ran this amendment over casnally this morning after the Senate as-
sembled, and I found a great variety of such eccentricities, to say the
least, as those to which I have called the attention of the Senate.

Look on page 19, beginning at line 438: :

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continu-
ing improvement, $22,500.

L *® L ] ® ® ®
iated are to be ex-

A ﬂiteen thousand dollars of the money herebgonppro i otk
repairing piers

Ei,
i in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, an
Ptural entry, nndgﬂiom in a?:dg[ug Saint Louis Bay,

That is to say, $22,500 are appropriated, of which $18,000 are to be
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expended in one way and $12,000 in another, making $30,000 to be
expended out of an appropriation of $22,500.

Again, on page 25, beginning at line 534:

Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement
§37,500; of which $12,500 to be expended—

In oune way and $12,500 in another, making $25,000 out of the $37,-
500, ing no allusion whatever to the original appropriation nor to
the reduction that has been made, but simply continuing the direction
of the committee as if the appropriation had not been retiuced.

Again, look at page 31:

Mr. MILLER. Would it not expedite business to commence the
reading of the amendment and make these corrections as we go on?

Mr. INGALLS. No; because there may be more than these, and
I only call attention to what I have seen in the most cursory and cas-
ual examination of this amendment in order that the attention of the
Senate may be directed to them for the purpose of determining what
we shall do in regard to the bill.

Look, on page 31, beginning at line 738:

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $15,000,
Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of
the aforesaid $10,000 shall be nsed—

Mr, CHACE. Mr, President—

Mr. INGALLS. Do not interrupt me.

Mr. CHACE. The Senator will see the comma, which changes that
sentence. i

Mr. INGALLS. When I get through the Senator from Rhode Island
will be at liberty to comment upon what I have said. There is a period
after ‘‘ fifteen thousand dollars,”’ and there is no other mention any-
where in the paragraph of $10,000, except in this declaration of the
method in which this appropriation is to be expended:

Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary,
of the aforesaid $10,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstructions
ju the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek.

That is to say, the appropriation is$15,000, and $2,500 *‘ of theafore-
said $10,000°’ is to be for a specific purpose.

On page 33, beginning at line 799: :

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of which
sum $5,000 are to be expen between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000
below Albany.

Making an appropriation of §15,000 and an expenditure of $20,000.

On page 34 :

Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im-

m&menk%ll.%ﬂ' of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Geneva, and
Flo.uon to be expeniled between Geneva and Newton, Alabama.

Making $4,500 more designated than the sum appropriated.

And one more mysterious than all, on page 35 :

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, §7,500; im-
proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, §2,250; of which (:5.000
mway beexpended on Pease River.

Mr. MCMILLAN. That amendment was inserted by a vote of the
Senate.

Mr. INGALLS. Here it is, and we are asked to vote upon. it with-
out reading.

Mr. McMILLAN. That item was inserted by the Senate after this
amendment was prepared.

Mr. INGALLS. After appropriating for the general purpose, ap-
projiating for Pease River, Florida, $2,250 it declares—

Of ‘which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River.

On page 36:

Improving Tombighee River, Alabama and Mississippi : Continuin
ment, §18,750; to be expended below Vienna, §15,000; and between
Fulton, $10,000,

Making an appropriation of $18,750, and an expenditure of $25,000.

Again on page 41, beginning at line 992—

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, §13,500; thir-
teen thousand of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete
the survey of said river; the remainder for general improvement.

Without making any improvement at all, leaving $500 out of $13,-
500 to be devoted to the improvement and $13,000 to the survey !

On page 45, beginning at line 1092—
Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750.

improves
ienna and

And providing out of that for a distribution of $27,500, leaving |J.

$6,200 for the general purposes of the appropriation.

Page 56:

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, under the modifiell
project, m%w; of which sum £20,000 are to be used for pier construction,

Page 57:

Improvinihllississippi River from the mouth of theIllinois River to the mouth
of the Ohio River, $375,000—

With a proviso—

Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may use not to exceed
$100,000 of said sum of $500,000—

The amount being $375,000
to correct the current of the river and improve the chaunel at Saint Louis,

Ount of this total sum I find that by adding nup the distributions that

are made for specific amounts there is a total amount of $675,000 ont of
the ameunt without any reference to the original appropriation.

Mr. President, how much more there is in this amendment that has
escaped my attention I do not know. I did not have the opportunity
of seeing the amendment until I came in here this morning, and in the
intervals of such other business as has been transacted I have given a
casual examination to it, and I now submit, after this inspection that
I have been able to give to it, it is hardly appropriate that I should be
called upon to adopt in lump and in gross without further considera-
tion the amendment offered by the committee.

I say this without any hostility to this bill. II it is reduced as the
Senate has ordered, I intend to vote for it; butI do not think we ought
to be called upon, even if time has been consumed and other matters
are pressing, with such enormous discrepancies as appear there, to say
that this committee have devoted to it the consideration that will re-
quire us to act without even having it read.

Mr. MCMILLAN. This reduction was made in the amounts appro-
priated, and all the reductions have been made as stated to the Senate.
The items to which the Senator from Kansas has called attention are
mere clauses distributing the appropriations made by the other bill,
and those distributions are not matters of appropriations in the bill,
but were all intended to be correct of murae:a.ns made to conform with
the appropriations as reduced by the amendment proposed by the com-
mittee. It isa mere clerical act to make them conform in the same
proportion as in the bill to the amounts here appropriated. There is
nothing at all the Senator has stated which need at all cause the Senate
to hesitate.

I have not interposed any objection to the reading of the amendment.
I have no objection to that being done. If the Senator wishes tomake
the corrections as he goes along, it can be done; but certainly all those
distributions would have been made in the same proportion from the
original bill as the appropriations have been redncet? by the amendment.

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire of the chairman what is his wish in
the premises as to the manner of correcting the details?

Mr. MCMILLAN. Lettheamendments beread and let them be cor-
rected as the reading proceeds. :

Mr,. INGALLS. Ido not think the Senate ought to be called upon to
make these computations. Ourtimecan be better employed. The com-
mittee, as I understand, proposed to reporta bill in such shape that we
could intelligently vote upon it. There are other matters of great im-
portance pressing here. I submit that before we are called upon to vote
on this bill it onght to be presented to us in such a form that there will
be some assurance at least that the necessary computations have heen
made. I think the committee ought to take it again and fix it np and
present it to us in a proper shape. :

Mr. MILLER. It can be done in a few hours.

Mr. FRYE. Itcanbe done in an hour without the slightest diffi-
culty. There areabout twenty of those cases, my recollection is, in the
whole bill; and it requires a very short computation which can be ar-
rived in an hour at furthest. It seems to me it would be better to in-
formally lay aside the bill for one hour, and by that time the chairman
of the committee will be able to present a modified amendment which
will be correct.

I desire to say one thing further. I was occupying the chair yester-
day when the question of reading ihe amendment came up, and my
recollection is not that the reading was dispensed with by unanimous
consent. I do not think it was. The Senator from Vermont called for
the reading of the amendment and immediately withdrew to escape it.
After he withdrew the Senator from Virginia called for the reading of
the amendment and the reading was commenced; but the Senator from
Virginia withdrew his call after the reading had i)eg:m. I have norec-
ollection whatever of submitting to the Senate the question whether the
reading should be dispensed with, and I do not think it was done. I
was occupying the chair at the time.

- Mr. PLATT. Without any reference to this bill rather than any
other bill, I think that the orderly way of proceeding in the Senate
whenever an amendment is proposed is to have it read at length. I
think if we make the exception in favor of this bill or this amendment,
which has been proposed, it will at some time come back to plague us.

Therefore it seems to me that the best way is to have the reading of
the same amendment which is proposed proceed. I think we shall be
justly ble with doing business in an inconsiderate manner if we
do not have all amendments which are proposed to any bill reported at
the desk.

While the amendment is being read the chairman of the committee
or the clerk of the committee can make all these computations, so that
in ten minutes after the reading of the amendment is completed the
changes can be stated.

I do not make any specific call for the reading of the amendment, but
as that call has been made I think the reading should be proceeded
with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
length.

Mr. VEST. Before it is read I wish to make a single remark. Yes-
terday when the Senator from Michigan [Mr. COXGER] addressed the
Senate at the close of onr afternoon session, on account of the confusion

The amendment will be read at




1886,  CONGRESSIONATL RECORD—SENATE. | 2017

in the Hall I was unable to catch distinetly what he said. I find in the
RECORD this morning a very singular statement, which I am utterly at
a loss to understand unless it was applicable to the Senator from Texas
[Mr. CoxE] and myself.

The Senator from Michigan said:

Why does he—
Meaning the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuys]—
speak of every single member of it—

That is, of the Committee on Commerce—
as baving been influenced by some corrupt motive ?

Mr. Prome, I disclaimed that in the beginning.

Mr. CoNGER. The Senator has stated it, whether he disclaims it or not, and he
has said here that there are but two men of all that committee who rose to con-
]f:::;to own that they were corrupt and unscrupulous in accomplishing their ob-

Mr. President, if I had heard any such statement here it would have
received from mea very stern, emphatic, and indignant denunciation.
There were but two members of that committee who rose to speak in
regard to this reduction of 25 per cent., and they were the Senator from
Texas and myself. I heard no charge of any corrupt motive on the
part of that Senator, and certainly not of myself, nor did I hear any-
thing or say anything that could have been distorted or contorted into
anything like a confession. Ihave noconfession to make. I havedone
nothing I would not do again.

There were many things in the bill as reported from the Committee
on Commerce, after six weeks of deliberation, from which I dissented
and which I opposed with all my power in that committee, without
going into the details now; but when a majority of the committee voted
me down and concluded to report the bill as it came to the Senate, I
said then that I would loyally support it with the exception of the Hen-
nepin Canal appropriation, and I gave notice in the committee that I
would oppose that in Senate as I had done in the committee.

The bill came into the Senate in accordance with what I understood
was the agreement of the committee. Isupported that bill loyally and
earnestly, and for fonr days I stood here in connection with the Senator
from Michigan, the Senator from New York, and the chairman of the
committee, and fought for every provision in the bill. I considered it
my duty to do so. I considered that to be the compact made in the
committee.

‘What was the result? A majority of the committee here did not vote
at all or voted against the committee on all the amendments that were
broughtin increasing the appropriations. Therewas but one legitimate
result: the committee went to pieces, never got to%ether afterward, and
the bill was butchered in the Senate. None of its blood is upon my gar-
ments. I stood by it and fought to the best of my ability.

As to this charge of corruption, I have heard nothing but the ordinary
amount of talk that we get upon every river and harbor bill—about the
members of the committee taking care of their own States; and I have
replied to it, as I have always, that it ainounts to nothing in the opinion
of the country; that there was no foundation whatever for any such
imputation; that the Committee on Commerce was simply like the rest
of the Senate, actuated by the same sort of motives; and that there was
no venality or corruption at all which could be imputed to them.

This assumption that the Committee on Commerce have legislated
alone for themselves is based upon the idea that the Senators who make
it stand upon a sort of legislative pedestal above and beyond the ordi-
nary motives that influnence other Senators; and yet it is only necessary
tocall the yeas and nays to know the vote on a river and harbor bill in
the Senate. A map of the United States will show the vote. Take
States which have no navigable rivers and their Senators vote “‘nay "’
invariably and have always done so and will always do so. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] reminds me that there is one
exception to that, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES], a member of
the Committee on Commerce, who I believe supports-the bill; butI re-
peat that you can take a map of the United States and you will find
the yeas and nays as they are here invariably. There are certain States
whose Senators never vote for a river and harbor bill, and two or three
of those Senators attack the Commerce Committee of the Senate and
say that they have provided for their own States.

But what I rose to call attention to was this remarkable statement
in the RECORD, that the Senator from Texas and myself had confessed
to the Senator from Kansas that we were actuated by corrupt motives.
Mr, President, any Senator who would so stultify himself would de-
serve to be expelled from this body. So far from making any confes-
sion I simply rose when the Senator from Kansas was making a whole-
sale attack upon the Committee on Commerce for having increased the
appropriations in committee for their own States to call attention to
the statement and to emphasize the injustice of it from the fact that I
had made no such increase, not that I was better than the rest of the
committee, but because I thought the best thing for the Mississippi
River, in which I am more interested and in which my people are more
interested than in any other portion of the bill, was to retain the ap-
propriations as they were for fear that disaster might overtake the bill
if there were increases of appropriations everywhere. That is all of it.
I do not arrogate to myself any purer or higher motives or better in-
stincts, T acted as a legislator to save the appropriation for that river,

because, w:t.hout any elaim to prescience, it seemed to me that if we went;

on loading down the bill by adding three or four million dollars, the

very thing would happen which has happened in the Senate, that the

Commerce Committee would be forced to cut down the bill themselves,

if they would stay together, or else agree to a horizontal reduction such

as is proposed now.

‘What is the operation of this amendment if it is carried 2 The Mis-
sissippi River receiving about one-half what it should receive, and the
Missouri and the Ohio just the same, being cut down 50 pét cent. under
the estimates by the House, now receives a further reduction. Thereisa
farther reduction on the Mississippi River of$800,000, of nearly $200,000
in the case of the Ohio and $200,000in the case of the Missouri, while
the Senators who have increased their appropriations in the committee
from $300,000 to a million dollars receive a little more than they would
have received if the House bill had been adopted.

Is it fair, is it just, because a Senator has not asked for an increase
that he is subjected to the same Procrustean rule, and the great river
of this continent has a reduction of $800,000 because its friends on that
committee, in the interest of the river, in the interest of the great com-
mercial advantages which its improvement would give to the people of
the Missigsippi Valley, did not ask an increase, and their modesty, if
you may so term it, is to be punished by a rednction of nearly a mill-
ion dollars ?

I can not vote for any such amendment. I was notin the committee
when it was adopted. I shall fight it fairly and honestly because it is
wrong in principle. 'We spent six weeks upon the bill in committee.
We deliberated npon every amendment. The bill was increased a lit-
tle, and after the committee by a large majority had put these increases
npon the bill, we are now asked to cut off one-fourth of the whole
amount without regard to the appropriations as they were made in the
other branch of Congress.

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I, of course, made no such imputa-
tion in my speech in regard to the two Senators as the Senator from
Missouri seems to have inferred from my remarks, knowingly or inten-
tionally. I heard thespeech of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB],
and without taking notes or having it before me I madesuch remarks
as occurred to me upon what I had supposed was said. If I made any
remarks. that were not called for by the remarks of the Senator from
Kansas, or did injustice to any one, I did it-unintentionally.

. Hoyée\'er, I do find in the remarks of the Senator from Kansas thab
e said: i
The Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Texas are the only two

members of the committee who lack either the acquisitive faculty, orjudgment.

or energy. or whatever else may be required to carry a measure in that com-
m‘.ll:ee dustry,” the 8§ from M says; and my colleague adds

temptation " and I will put in all the other adjectives which ean be suggested
in that line. As I said, these two members of the committee are the only mem-
bers who failed to gcl.n large or at least an appreciable, as I now reeall it in-
crease of the appropriations for their States, llll they are the only two members
who are opposed Lo this reduction.

Then followed a conversation between the Senator from Missouri [Hr
Vest] and the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. McMILLAN]. The Senator
from Kansas [Mr. PLuyB] then said, after stating what he had started
out to say:

As in the case of o confession made by a homicide, or any other eriminal, ﬁhﬁ
confession must be ed in with all the qualifying attendant
circumstaces which surmund it before it can be nsed; and so the confession of
a part of this committee exculpates them entirely.

That I find in the RECORD.

Mr. VEST. What page is that on?

Mr. CONGER. It is on page 6975, first column, near the top. That
I had in my mind without any definite recollection of who those Sen-
ators were, and I repeat the language so that you will see what my-
thought was: -

As in the case of a mnfeaaion made by a homicide, or any other criminal, the

i must ed in o tion with all the qualifying atten 1]
cirecumstances which surronnd it before it ean be used; and so the confession of
a part of this committee exculpates them entirely. i

In my remarks, without knowing who the persons were, or without
saying anything about them, coupling incidentally the remarks as to
two, but not knowing even who those two were, for I had not heard all
the remarks made before, I thought that applied to the Committee on
Commerce as a confession of a part of the committee, and I made my
remark in regard to it.

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ?

Mr. CONGER. I will only say that I do not quite see the connection
of that last clause with anything that appears in the REcorD. The Sen-
ator from Kansas, of course, will do me the justice to say whether there
was anything that I might have had my attention called to in that con-
nection left out of the REcorp. I do not suppose there was.

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to say that I listened very
carefully to the Senator from Kansas and I heard every word that he
said. On account of his nearness to my seat I conld hear him, but I
could not hear the Senator from Michigan very distinctly. I under-
stood that when the Senator from Kansas spoke of a confession he al-
luded to the chairman of the committee, because he goes on in the next
sentence and says:

The Senator from Min

says that this reduclion is made because the
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committee was run on, like a wagon going down-hill sometimes runs on the
team. He did not believe it at all; it was against hisjudgment, against his con-
viction, and everything of that kind, but yet he comes in and supports it.

There was nothing said by the Senator from Texas or myself against
this Dill or any provision of it. On the contrary I had advocated it,
as the Senator from Michigan well knew.

Mr. CONGER. Neither did I say anything about the Senator from
Missouri. The Senator will find here in this the statément was based
upon remarkswhich I have read twice, “as in the case of a confession,”

&e. I merely disclaim having had any thonght of allusion to the Sen- |

ator from Missouri or the Senator from Texas. They have been firm
and congenial advocates of this bill with myself, and in constant and
continual consultation in the committee-room and elsewhere.in regard
to what would be the best bill.

I have never had a thonght of either of them or of any other mem-
ber ol the committee doing anything improper. The remarks which T
made were founded upon the clause which I have read twice, and as I
say I do nof see in the connection in that clause that there is anything
which precedes it, what I certainly had in my mind, as something con-
necting thoss two clanses together, and I was ptobai)ly laboring under
some mistake as to what particular individuals that clause related to.

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Michigan rather insinuates or sug-
gests that possibly something is in the RECORD which was not nttered
or that something was left out of the REcorRD which was uttered. I
have this to say, that I did not see the report of the remarks which I
made yesterday, and I have not yet read it; but on looking at the par-
agraph to which the Senator from Michigan calls attention, on page
6975, I will say that, while I donot think what is printed preserves the
same connection in which it was used, that is to say that all the con-
necting language is not inserted in the RECORD, owing probably to
some inevitable mistake on the part of the stenographer, at the same
time what was said was in direct reference to the Senator from Min-
nesoia [ Mr. McMILLAN ], and his interruptions of me and his own some-
what emphatic atterance of the ill way in which Minnesota had fared
in the bill, thereby exculpating himself from what he deemed to be my

against those members of the committee who are in favor now
of scaling down the bill. Certainly it was not in my mind to make
any charge against any member of the committee individually, or
against the committee as a committee that would in any way be con-
strued as imputing motives to them; and especially I excepted out
from that anything which could reflect upon the Senator from Mis-
souri and the Senator from Texas, to whom I alluded as having been
entirely consistent in advocating the bill and still sticking by it.

In fact inwhat I said I had before my mind the difficulty under which
the committee labored, being beset from all quarters about appropria-
tions, and the necessity that was upon them of selecting from a multi-
tade of objects of appropriation those which must go into the bill. But
I confess that when the committee turned around upon itself, after hav-
ing had an individual log-roll with the members of the Senate to stand
by a large bill, and one member having conspicnously stated at two
different places in my presence that the larger the bill—if not exactly
that, that was the idea—the larger the bill the more certain it would
be to receive the Presidential approval, and that he thought certainly,
although himself a Republican yet gave what I understood as the sug-
gestion of a Demoerat, he having got the information close to the throne,
it did seem to me a little out of place, and I thought worthy of char-
acterization, that the committee shounld, without any previous explana-
tion or information to anybody, come in here and to turn tail
and not have the star performance go on, in not standing by these va-
rious items of appropriation tipon the theory which they believed in, as
I thought, that they were necessary, that they were proper, and that
the money was in the Treasury to pay them. I certainly had no thought
of eharacterizing the committee at all, although I did say what I thought
about that method of expending the publie , and until we got
some light on the subject I thought it ought not to influence our action
in turning and opposing what had before been so strenuously favored.

Mr. COKE. 1 had not seen the REcorRD until my attention was
called to it by the Senator from Missouri. I did not happen to hear
what occurred yesterday. I have listened to what the Senator from
Michigan and the Senator from Kansas have said about it.. As far as
I'am concerned, I am perfectly satisfied that both of those gentlemen
were doing exactly what they thonght was right, and that neither in-
tended any reflection upon myself or the Senator from Missouri.

As to my action on the committee I have no apologies to make to any-
body about it. As a Senator I pursue the convictions of my own judg-
ment. When I agree with the committee I go with it. When I differ
with the committee I go my own way, and the committee goes its own
way. I have supported the bill brought in by the committee mainly.
In some respects I have o it.

To the proposition now before the Senate, brought in last by the
committee, I am opposed. I believe that it will work injustice. I be-
lieve that it shonld never have been brought in, because the bill as it
has been perfected and as it stands before the Senate is the deliberate
judgment of the committee and the Senate in favor of the appropria-
tions in the bill as they stand. The proposition to cut them down 25

per cent. is an unreasonable and illogical and unjust assaunlt upon the
previous action of the Senate and the committee in this 4

I have heretofore given the reasons of my opposition to this substi-
tute, and will say nothing more.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President——

Mr. MoMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. BECK. I only want to say a few words.

Mr, MCMILLAN. I was about to ask that the Secretary procsed
with the reading of the amendment.

Mr. BECK. I do not hear the Senator.

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has the
00T, X
t:[r- McMILLAN. I will yield; Ido not wish to interrupt the Sen-
ator.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rise simply to say that as we are in a
good deal of trouble about adjournment, the middleof July having been
reached, that we have already wasted the greater part of two weeks on
this bill, and that the amendment now proposed is perfectly well under-
stood and no rereading of it will throw any new light on the subject. Of
course it must be read if anybody desires it, but that will be a clear
waste of time. We are as well prepared to vote upon the proposition
without having it read as we would be afterward.

Ipropose to vote with the committee. They seem to think that this
amendment will more likely enable them to pass the bill than if it is
not adopted. - They ought to know. I do not care what their reasons
are, they, or a large majority of them, seem to think so. The bill
ought to pass in some form, and as the committee believes that this is
the best chance to pass it, I am willing to give them that o ity.

One thing it certainly does, it throws open to consultation with the
House or in conference whatever may be ascertained to be objection-
able. If thereis any objectionable feature that has been improperly
inserted it can be stricken out. The whole subject is opened by adopt-
ing the amendment, because the proposition changes the whole action
of the House. Yet, neither House loses control of the bill because it
has to come back to each House for their consideration after whatever
may be found wrong in it has been considered by the committee who
have charge of it. .

I said when the bill was first before the Senate that I was in favor
of a liberal river and harbor bill if the sum appropriated was applied
to such objects as benefited the people of the United States. There
are provisions in this bill of which I do not approve. I voted against
them, my vote is so recorded; but I am not prepared to vote against
the whole bill because I was beaten in regard to those objectionable
provisions any more than I was prepared to vote against the Post-Office
appropriation bill after resisting for a long time what I considered a
subsidy of $800,000. The Senate overruled me and adopted it.

I voted for the bill although it was in. Fortunately, in my opinion
atleast, the Honse agreed with me. Though I wasinthe minority here,
that subsidy is not a part of the law as it finally passed. Some of
the things which I object to in the bill have been voted in here by a
majority of the Senate, but they may yet get out of it before it gets
through both Houses. I hopethey will. I have done my best here to
keep them out, yet I do not want to defeat the bill because they are
in; that wonld destroy the good and bad featuresof it alike, and would
prevent any consultation with the other House in regard to them. A
defeat of the bill is the worst thing possible, and onght not to be at-
tempted until every other effort to correct what is wrong in it has
failed. All that is bad may be stricken out when the two Houses get
ct;gethar. I, at least, will vote for the amendment and take that

ance.

In looking through the hundreds of provisions in it I find that for
six or seven objects alone, such as the New York Harbor, the Missis-
sippi River, the Ohio, the Missouri, the Columbia Rivers, and the Muscle
Shoals in the Tennessee, there are about $7,000,000 given, nearly one-
half of the entire appropriation. When I look over it again for Boston
Harbor and the harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, which was said to be an
important one, for Baltimore, Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile,
Galveston, Cleveland, Milwaukee, and Humboldt, Cal., I find about
$4,000,000 more, making $11,000,000 for objects that everybody agrees
ought to have liberal appropriations. Indeed, $20,000,000 might well
be given for these alone and still be within the estimates of the De-

ent.

I would not object to increasing every one of those items so fur as I
am concerned, because we have too much idle money and because I do
not regard the improvement of the harbor of New York, for example,
as a New York improvement. If the grain of the West can get out of
the harbor of New York 1 cent a bushel cheaper than it can now either
from reduced freight or insurance, or both, because of an improved chan-
nel, that cent a bushel goes into the pockets of the men of Kentucky
and Dakota; it is added to the profits of the men who raise the wheat.
It does not go to the people of the city of New York.

When we improved the Mississippi and built jetties there, securing
a 30-foot channel, so that a 3,000-ton ship can go out of it now aseasily
as a thousand-ton ship could go over the Southwest Pass before, the ad-
vantage of the improvement inared to the people of Kentucky quite as
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much and I think more than it did to the people of Louisiana, because
our freights passing down that great river exceed theirs, and so do the
freights from Missouri and the great Northwest. So itis at Savannah,
80 it is at Mobile, at Norfolk, Wilmington, anywhere. Every improve-
ment which cheapens transportation inures to the benefit of the man
who produces the thing transported over that line, no matter where he
lives or where the goods are produced.

As the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE] very well said yesterday,
after we have given empires to railroads, after we have given subsidies
amounting to millions upon millions of dollars, we have no means of
keeping down their freight chargesexcept by improving the water ways
of the country. Every improvement made in a water way forces down

the freight charged by the railroad, becanse competition regulates that.
‘When the rivers compete sharply the railroads have to decrease their

~ charges. If we can afford to aid railways owned by corporations we
can afford to aid free rivers, we can afford to improve har so0 as fo
encourage competition, and give all the people living everywhere the
benefit of it.

I have no doubt that we in- the West are more benefited by the im-
provement of the harbor of New York than any man living in the city
of New York. I mean fo say that our people send their wheat, their
cattle, and their other products to foreign markets throngh that great
port, and they have to send them there.

Therefore, I donot look upon improvements of that character as a lo-
cal matter at all, nor do I complain of what has happened in the com-
mittees of either House. Ihave been on committees of both bodies long
enough to know that men who are familiar with the wants of their own
localities will always endeavor to get all they need even if other sec-
tions are pinched a little. The House committee no doubtdid it. Our
committee I assume did the same. - The Senate committes was care-
fully selected. I took partinselecting the Democratic side of it. Itis
composed of men thoroughly acquainted with commercial matters and
understand the value of cheap fransportation, men who were interested
in these great improvements. Both sides selected men from the differ-
ent States who had to deal most largely with those subjeets in choos-
ing the members of that committee. No doubt they saw and felt keenly
the importance of those improvements, and it may be that there are
some differences in favor of the States they represent.

My friend from Indiana [Mr. V()OREEES] was laughing at me just
now because I made a remark to him while this le was going on
that my countryman, Burns, in his advice to a ‘* yonng friend,’’ ex-
pressed the truth very well when he said:

Bat, oh, mankind are unco wealk,
And Jittle to be trusted,

If self the wavering ba]nnee shake
It's rarely right adjusted

Perhaps there was some little selﬁnhnasa in the committees of both
Houses when they were looking at these questions, and there may have
seemed a difference between the things they knew aboutand the things

they did not know about personally; but that there was any desire to [ p

do any injustice or to take any advantage of other Senators I never
have believed, and I do not believe now, and I do not think that any
gentleman on this floor believes.

I am not a lecturer; I am no better than anybody else. I mayhave
a little better temper than most of you; that is the only advantage I
have. But I desire to say that there has been a little bit too much
crimination and recrimination going on here for the last day or two.
The press and the country are very apt to magnify it, and to sayif such
is our own estimate of ourselves we have not told the whole truth and
it is worse than we admit it to be. Therefore it does not redound very
much to ourcredit to have such thingsoecur. The misunderstandings
of this morning are all pleasantly settled now. I hope they will ré-
imm so, and that we will hurry on with our work and get away from

ere,

Mr, GIBSON. Mr. President—

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. Three or four Senators
having demanded the reading of the amendment——
z Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask the Senmator from Kentucky a gues-

On.

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Senator from Massachusetts
rises to a point of order.

Mr, HOAR. I desire to raise the question whether any fhrther de-
bate is in order until that reading has been had.

The PRESIDENT protempore. When the reading of an amendment
is demanded, that is the first thing to be done.

Mr. CULLOM. As the reading pmceeds will it be in order to move
such amendments as may seem necessary ?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. That can only be done by unani-
mous consent.

Mr, CULLOM. I ask that that course be pursued.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ohjection to the request of
the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. INGALLS. Whatis the proposition?

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposition is that amendments
may be moved as the reading proceeds.

Mr. GIBSON. I rose to get some information from the Senator from

Kentucky when he fimished I desire to know of the Senator
from Kentucky whether he intends to vote for the bill as proposed to
be amended by the committee.

Mr. BECK. I shall doso because the committee have reported the
bill back that way. It is only for that reason that I vote for it, and
not because of any amount appropriated by it.

Mr, HOAR. I insist on my point of order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts in-
sists on his point of order. The reading of the amendment will be

with and it may.be corrected as the reading proceeds.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe the amendment moved by meis
in order, which p to amend the ition coming from the
committee. Iask that the whole of the bill be stricken out except the
enacting clause, the committee says ‘‘after the enacting clause,”” and
to insert, and I have not heard yet that that amendment has been en-
tertained. The RECORD certainly shows it to have been offered.

Mr. PLATT. Itisnot in order until the amendment of the com-
mittee is read.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendment of the committee
will now be read at length and will be open to modification as the
reading proceeds by paragraphs.

Mr. VEST. I have a copy of the bill, but when the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. INGarIs] was speaking I could not find theeclauses I was
looking for. Are there two prints?

Mr, INGALLS. There are two prints.

" Mr. VEST. Which one is correct?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill as nngumlly reported from
the Committee on Commerce was printed, and the amendment now pro-
poned by the committee has been printed separately.

to read the amendment snbmitted by Mr.
Mcln:u.ut and read to line 41.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 39, ‘“$25,000" should be stricken out
and *4$18,750 " inserted, so as to read:

: Continuing improvemsnt, §6,-

t Boston, Massachusetts
zm ol'whkﬁl ns.m“e tnheexpended nFmPoln:Chlmml.on Part A, below
Gonxress Street Bridge.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ohjectmn the amend”
ment to the amendment will be made.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ohject.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection made, the guestion
isupon agreeing to the amendment to the amendment striking out

5,000 and inserting ‘‘ §$18,750.”

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I shall be very glad, if Inm
in order, to speak to this proposition.

‘Imsmommgtherehnsbeenaraﬂectwnonmohvaahmwhmh
caused so many apologies, but the fact still stares us in the face that
however much there may have been a kind of regret among Senators
that their yesterday was not such as they would have chosen
in cooler debate, the devil underlies this bill all the same. I eancom-
rehend why it is possible sometimes to get to the soft side even of a
United States Senator.

This is the same amendment which ed from the committee
that has eriticised the action and the words of every Senator here who
has dared to ask them whether they had considered the subject. I re-
peat again that they did not meet to prepare this proposition. Irepeat
that that committee, if it met. at all, met after the original bill had been
discussed, and that they met not earlier than 10 o’clock in the morn-
ing, and that they were in here before 11 o’clock.

I am not to be abashed, and I am not to be driven from my original
position by the criticisms of members of that committee. The Senator
from Michigan said yesterday what he thought was the duty of the true
statesman. I will say what I think ought to be the duty of the true
man. Did that committee consider this amendment? I say they did
not, and if they did let them rise here and say that they did. There
may be a true statesman and there may be a trathful man. I do not
undertake to say that every member of that committee isnot truthful,
butthen there issuch a thing as suppressio veri. They have notdared yet
to mention on this fioor that they nundertook to cut down the bill 25 per
cent. becanse they had run away from their original proposition, which I
think I am entitled to say I was the only Senator on this floor to attack.
I am not ashamed of it, and I am not going to run away from the posi-
tion which I took.

The Senator from Kentueky [Mr. BEck] has not treated this ques-
tion as it deserves to be treated. He spoke of New York Harbor. I
am in favor of improving that harbor. I am in favor of inereasing, if
we can do it, the commerce of this conntry. But when you take off
25 per cent. in the way in which it is proposed to be done, you take 25
per cent. off from the amount beeause you are afraid to take out the
apppropriations from the little streams which can not improve commerce
and which promote no part of the commerce of this conntry. -

This is what this bill does. It is a bill to make appropriations with-
out regard to rivers and harbors, and I do not propose for one to let this
committee escape, however much smoke shall be rai.sed around it, like
in a certain historical figure, by coming in and saying, ‘‘ We reduce the
appropriation 25 per cent.”” You onght not to take off 25 per cent.
from the npproprmtions which you propose here for the improvement
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of rivers and harbors when we take but 25 per cent. off that which we
are capable of knowing here, knowing the streams in our own States,
what we propose to give them and that it can avail nothing, leavmg
that which is necessary for the improvement of the nanga.ble rivers
and harbors of our country.

This 25 per cent, reduction ought to shame a man who knows that
he is taking off one-fourth from New York, one-fourth from Norfolk,
one-fourth from Newport News, one-fourth from the James River, one-
fourth from all navigable streams. But the Government must at all
times and even under dis circumstances help little streams and
little creeks. That is what it is proposed to do; that is what is done
in this bill; and every time there is an apology made for it, every time
that Senators seem to want to come down, as they did in this bill, by
a 25 per cent. reduction to a kind of mercy seaf, which they have es-
tablished here this morning, I intend to discuss it even if I have to
utter the same sentiments and employ the same phraseology every
time.

Mr. HOAR. The pending amendment was introduced by the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce. After it was introduced last
night one or two small amendments were made in it by the Senate in
order that it might conform with what had been passed in the original
bill. The amendments which had been made in the original bill since
it was prepared were made in it. If it were not for that the chairman
would have a right, as a matter of course, to modify his amendment
now in all these little details which require correction.

I therefore ask unanimous consent that he may have the right to
modify the amendment, of course subject to being adopted by the Sen-
ate afterward, as if it was an original amendment introduced by him.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the
Senator from Minnesota might modify that part of the amendment
which has not already been acted upon by the Senate in any way. He
has a right to do that as to the amendment, except that part of it which
has been put in by a vote of the Senate.

This amendment to the amendment will be regarded as agreed to.

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 73.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question of the chairman of the
committee at this point. On line 74, page 4, I suppose the word ‘‘com-
plete?’ should be stricken out. -

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; it should be * continuing improvement.”’

Mr. HOAR. Letthe words ‘‘continuing improvement’’ be inserted
instead of the words ‘‘ to complete,’” at the beginning of line 74, because
this ents down the appropriation 25 per cent., not leaving enongh to
eomplete the improvement of the harbor at Wood’s Holl.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Let the amendment be modified by striking out
the words ‘“to complete’ and inserting the words ‘ continuing im-
provement.’’

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. I can not hear the discussion that goes o
between Senators when they ask unanimous consent. If they want
unanimous consent they ought to ask for it loud enough so that it can
be responded to. I object to anything that can possibly go to the pass-
ing of this bill as it is reported from the committee, even if it is
amended after the enacting clause.

Mr. McMILLAN. This is a mere modification to conform to the
order of the Senate. In line 63, after the word ‘‘ which,”’ I propose to
strike out ‘* two thousand’’ and insert ‘* fifteen hundred

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That meodification wxll be made.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 74 I move 'to strike out ‘‘to complete '’
and insert ‘‘ continuing improvement.’’

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'That has already been done.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end ‘of line BO.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 79, before ‘‘thousand,’’ I wish to strike
out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘six, " and in line 145, before “‘thousand,”
to strike out “twelve”” and insert *“nine.”

The PRESIDENT pro tem The amendment will be so modified.

The reading of the amendment was resnmed and continued to the
end of line 146.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 144 strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ before
! thousand '’ and insert ** fifty-six thonsand two hundred and fifty;’’
a}nﬁi in li’r’ne 145 strike out ‘** twenty,’’ before *‘ thousand,”” and insert

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the

end of line 190.
Instead of ** $30,000 "’ in line 188 insert *

Mr. McMILLAN.
500."

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 235.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 229 insert ‘‘$75,000 instead of ‘‘ $100,-
000;"’ and in line 230 strike out ‘‘ $150,000"’ and insert *‘ $112,500.”
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modifications will be made.

The reading was resnmed and continued to the end of line 264.
M glréoil;{gMILLAN' In line 262 strike out ‘'$2,000"” and insert
1,500.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made.

thiha[r' RIDDLEBERGER. Can the Senator from Minnesota explain
The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the
?per and lower piers located in said city and extending into the Delaware

River and formerly used as an ice-harbor,

To whom do the piers belong now ?

Mr, McMILLAN. Those piers were erccted by the General Govern-
ment.,

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Government charge anybody for
using or passing over them?

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then how does that become a part of a
river and harbor bill?

Mr. McMILLAN. There is an appropriation made for an improve-
ment at that harbor, and this is for the benefit of the harbor.

- Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The two items are not associated in this
ill.

Mr. MCMILLAN. They are all embraced.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. All in the same bill, but not close enough
together to be associated. This is on page 9. I do not want to retard
the reading of the amendment toolong. I supposed the Senator would
be ready to give a proper answer to any question about the details, us
the committee had so much time to consider the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 312,

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline309strikeout ‘‘forty ’’ and insert *‘ thirty,"
s0 as to read ‘‘ $40,000.”’

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CurroM in the chair). That
modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 339.

Mr. McMILLAN.
“g9 812,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 352,

! s?Ir McMILLAN. In line 351 strike ont ‘‘$2,500°" and insert
i l m5 n

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of
line 354.

Mr. LOGAN. The clause just read is a reduction of the appropria-
tion for Calumet Harbor. I wish to call attention to the fact that the
sum fixed here is $7,500, when the estimate was $100,000, which I
think is pretty low scaling. I shall ask the Senate to put it up to
$10,000 at least.

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the reading of the amendment be finished.
We are correcting merely clerical errors while the amendment is being

In line 338 strike out ‘‘$3,750" and insert

Mr. LOGAN. The bill will not be amendable after it is gone
through. The rule was stated by the President of the Senate that the
amendments should be offered as we read the sections.

Mr. MILLER. The Senator is mistaken in regard to that, I think.
The suggestion was that the chairman of the committee should correct
his own amendment, by unanimous consent, while the reading went
along. When the amendment has been read through and the chairman
has made such corrections as he desires in order to put the whole amend-
ment in the shape he desires, then of course it will be open to amend-
ment the same as any other bill, but not till then.

Mr. LOGAN. If that is the understanding, I shall not interfere at
thistime; but the statement made by the President I took as notice that
amendments could be offered during the reading, but if amendments
can be offered afterward that will do just as well.

Mr, McMILLAN. As far as I am concerned, they can be.

Mr. LOGAN. I will waituntil the readingisconcluded. I propose
to make the same motion in the next clause; I give notice now of it to
the chairman that he may think about it. It is in reference to the
Chicago Harbor.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 396.

Mr, MCMILLAN. In line 595 strike ‘‘$50,000" and insert *‘ $37-
500.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 449.

Mr. MCMILLAN, In line 443 strike out ‘' $18,000’’ and insert
$13 500;” and in line 446 strike out ** 12,000 *’ and insert *‘$9,000.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.
The reading of the amendment was resumed to the end of line 485.

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline467 thereis nmlsprmt Strike out ‘‘un-
til?? and insert ‘‘ unless;’’ so as to read:

Unless the report of said board shall be in favor of making said eanal free to
commerce.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 583.
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“:{g LIcMILLA\T In line 582 strike out ‘“$20,000”’ and insert
1
The PRFBIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 593.

Mr. MCMILLAN. Strike out ‘‘$12,500"" and insert ‘‘$9,375 !’ in
line 586; and in line 589 strike out ‘‘$12,500°? and insert ‘*$9,375.""
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those medifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 606.
> ;\gr. M;::MILLAN. In line 605 strike out ‘“‘§3,000"" and insert
$2,250

, 250,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 639.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 634 strike out ‘‘$40,000’’ and insert
¢ $30,000,”” andin line 637 strikeout ‘‘$10,000" and insert *‘ $7,500.7
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 690.

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline688strikeout ‘‘$5,000" and insert ** $3,-
%50, and the same change in line 689.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 712.

Mr, McMILLAN. Inline705strikeout ‘‘$2,500"" andinsert ‘‘ $1,-
875_!?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will' be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 719.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 715 strike out ‘‘$15,000" and insert
1] $1 1,250. 1

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

- The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 743.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 739 strike ont ‘‘$2,500’" and insert
“$1,875;"" and in line 741 strike out ‘* $10,000 ’’ and insert ** $15,000.’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thosemodifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 794.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line792strike out‘‘ten thousand’ and insert
“‘seven thousand five hundred.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 803.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 800 strike out “$5?000 ’ and insert
£4$3,750;" and in line 802 strike out ‘*$15,000 " and insert ‘* $11,250."’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 829.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 826 strike out ‘‘$5,000” and insert
¢$3,750;" and in line 328 strike out ‘‘$10,000°’ and insert *$7,500.""
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resnmed and continued o the end of line 839.

Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Senator from Florida [Mr.
CaLL] to the clause from line 835 to line 839.

Mr. McMILLAN. Thatisanamendment inserted in the %mte. i |
can not change it.

Mr. FRYE. The item needs amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The understanding is that the chair-
man of the committee may go through with the amendment of the com-
mittee so as to correct it before any amendments are made by the Senate.
The reading will proceed.

The reading of the amendment was resnmed and continued to the end
of line 873.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 871 strike out ‘“$15,000’' and insert
*¢$11,250;"" and in line 872 strike out ‘*$10,000 "’ and insert *‘ $7,500.7’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 877.

. :;[r M(EMILL.L\T In line 876 strike ont ** $2,000 " and insert

1,500.’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 892.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 889 strike out ‘‘$3,000’" and insert
£ $2,250;" and in line 890 strike out ‘‘$3,000”’ and insert *‘ §$2,250.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 908.

i\ Mr. MC’MILLAN In line 907 strike out ‘“$5,0007’ and insert

, 100.’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 944.

élr. Mc’MILLAN' In line 940 strike ont ‘‘$25,0007’ and insert
f1$18,750."

'I‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 956.

. shl;r_zs}:}?hlmLAN. In line 955 strike out ‘‘$7,500’’ and insert
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 976.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 974 strike out ‘‘$13,000’’ and insert
4$9,750;" inline 965strike out ‘‘$10,000" andinsert *$7,500;" and in
line 976 strike out “4$8,000 " and insert £ $6,000."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to line 982,

A Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 979 strike out ‘‘$1,500"’ and insert
$1,125.7

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 985.

Mr, BERRY. The words ‘‘Texas and the Indian Territory >’ were
stricken ont by order of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator is
right. The words ‘‘Texas and the Indian Territory ' were stricken
out by order of the Senate.

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be so modified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 996.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 993 strike eut ‘‘$13,000,”’ at the end of
the line, and insert ‘*$9,750."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1097.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1094 strike out *‘$22,500' and insert
‘“$16,875,"” and in line 1096 strike ont **$5,000’ and insert **$3,750."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. = Those modifications will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1139.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1131 strike out **$8,000”" and insert

m 000.*?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1147.

Mr. McMILLAN, In line 1146 strike out ‘*$12,000" and insert

3} v

,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.
= The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1192.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1191 strike out **$5,000 " and insert
(33 s3 7;)0 ”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1278.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1276 strike out ‘‘$28,000' and insert

sq] 000."?

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the chairman of the committee if that is abso-
Intely necessary; if that is not an expenditure for which $28,000 is re-
quired for a mag-boat?

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is like all the others. Let it go.

Mr. McMILLAN. Itis like the others.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 1300.

Mr. VEST. Thereisamistakeinthe print. Inline 1293 we amended
the clause by striking out the words * repairs of *’ and taking the letter
*“s"" off the word ‘‘ works; '’ making the clause read:

Improving Missouri River ﬁ'om its mouth to Sioux City : Continuing improve-
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, &c.

Mr. McMILLAN. That was the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifieation will be made,

Mr. VEST. Now I move—

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Missouri withhold any
motion until we get through with the formal corrections?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is going through the
amendment, making the necessary corrections to put the amendmentin
the shs‘ge desired by the chairman of the committee.

Mr. VEST. Very well.

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 1340.

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 1308 strike out *‘$50,000"" and insert

*¢$37,600;" inline1310 strike out ‘‘$25,000"’ nndmsert {§18,750; "
in hne 1318 strike out ‘*$37,500 " and insert ‘‘$28,125; in line 1337
strike out ‘‘$25,0007° and insert *‘$18,750;” and in lme 1339 strike
out ‘‘$15,000" and insert f4$11,250.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications wiil be made.

The reading was resumed and continuned to the end of line 1362.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1352 strike out ‘‘$3,000"’ and insert
¢$6,000; "’ andin line 1355strikeout ‘*$20,000 '’ and insert ** $15,000.%"

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modlﬁmtlons will be made,

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the
end of line 1367,

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1365 strike out * $20,000"" and insert
“$15,000,"

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made.

The ing was resumed and continued to the end of line 1398,

Mr. Mc LAN. In line 1387 strike out ‘*$50,000"’ and insert
‘$37,500;" in line 1392 strike ont *‘ $30,000’’ and insert ‘' $22,500;"
in line 1396 strike out **$100,000"" and insert ‘‘$75,000;’ and at tha
end of the same line strike out #4$500,000°? and insert *¢ 831'5 000.7?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those medifications will be made.

The reading was resumed anfl continued to the end of line 1461.

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline 1441 strike ont ‘‘$100,0007’ and insert
£'$75,000; "’ inline 1443 strike out * $250,000’ and insert ¢$187,500 ;7
in hnelMS strike out “SaO‘,OOD” ‘and insert “¢$37,500;" in Hne 1450
strike ont ‘' $100,000"* and insert “‘$75,000;" in line 1455 strike out
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4$50,000" and insert **$37,500 ;" in line 1458 strike out **$75,000"

and insert *‘$56,250;”’ in line 1459 strike out ‘‘$25,000"" and insert

:::m ,750; ”” and in line 1460 strike out *‘$25,000" and inserf
18,750.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifieations will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1478.

Mr. MCMILLAN. That concludes the reading of the first section,
and I desire to correct the amendment made By the Senate. On line
835, page 35:

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $7,500; im-
proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, §2.250; of wmss.om
may be expended on Pease River.

1 move to amend that so as to read:

Impmungkh Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement,
$9,750 ; of w! £5,000 may be expended on Pease River.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] consolidated the two itemsin
the bill, and this reduces the gross amount.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FrYE in the chair.) That modi-
fieation will be made.

The reading of the améndment was continued to line 133 of section 5.

Mr. HOAR. The words ‘‘Manchester Harbor’! shouald be inserted
under the head of *‘ Massachusetts.” It was by a mistake that those
words were omitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be eormcbed by
the insertion of those words. .

The Secretary resumed the reading of the amendment and continued
the reading to line 204 of section 5.

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 204 “Glencoe Harbor '’ should read
“ Glen Cove Harbor.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made.

The reading was resumed and continued to section 6.

Mr, HOAR. The last *‘section 6" should be ““section 7.”

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Secretary will arrange that under the gen-
eral order.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the amend-
ment.

L{r. MCMI)I:LA.N In line 1310 I suggest a change from ** §25,000"
to “* $L

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. The
reading of the amendment having been concluded, the question helore
the Senate is on striking out all after the enaet:ing clause of the bill
and inserting the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were o

The amendment as correctéd is to strike out all of the bill after the
enacting clause and in lien of the matter stricken out insert:

That the following sims of money be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap}:mpriawd, and to be ex-
pended under the direction of the Sec of War, for the construction, com-
pletion, repair, and preservation of the public works he er named :

J'.mpmvius harbor at Rockland, Me, : ntinuing improvement, $22 500,

Improving breakwater at mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing lmprmva-
ment and repairs, $9,375.

Improving harbor ‘ab Portland, Me.: Oommmn |rnpmvament. 1,000,

Impr‘gging the channel in Back Co Cove, Poi Me.: Ocnl.iuuing improve-
ment, w2500,

Tmproving harbor at York, Me., §11.

Improving harbor at Portsmouth, .‘ Continuing lgu:arnent. $11,250,

Improving the harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Continu-

ing improvement, $7,500.

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt. : Continuing im rovement, $18,750.

For a breakwater at Gordon's Landing, on Lake plain, to be built on
the 12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the report of the Sec-
retary of War to the Senate, dated MP.:-ch 1, 1836 (Executive Document No. 81,
Furl.y-ninth Congress, first session), §18, "‘50

roving harbor at Boston, Mass. : Continning improvement, $56,250; of
E $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channel, on Part A, below Con-
gress street bri

Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass, : Continuning improvement, $4,500.

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass. : Continuing improvement, §11,250.

Improving Hyannis Harbor, Mass,, §7.500,

}mproving harbor at Newburymrh Mass. : Continuing improvement, £37,500.

mproving harbor at Wareham, Mass, : Conli.nuing improvement, §11,250.

Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass. :

Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass. : Go ntinuing mpwvomen $4,500.

Improving harbor at Provincetown, Mass, : Contin ament. $2.250.

Improving barbor at Gloucester, Mass., §3, 750 of whi or so much as

Euo needed, for a survey, and remainder on Babson's
or ihe national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sanl:ly Ba}" Continuing
improvement, $75,000,

Improving harbor at Seitnate, Mass.: Continuing lmprovement, $7,500.

Lma;}roving barbor at Wesl.port, Mass,: Continuing improvement, 8'50 for
sand-fence.

Improving harbor at Wood's Holl, Mass. : To continue improvement, $10,875.

Irnprwing harbor at Block Island, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of
which&ﬁ shall be expended on the breakwater and $9,000 on the inner har-

Continuing :mpmemnnt 84,503

Improﬁng harbor at Newport, R.I.: Continuing improvement, $11,250,
Improving harborat Bridangort Conn. : Continning improvement, $15,000.
Improving harbor at Black Rock, Conn.: Continuing improvement, §3,750
Improving breakwater at New Havnn. Conn, : Continuing impﬂ'uvammt

76,000, q
Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn. : Continul

improvement, §15
Improving harbor at New London, Conn. : Contin
k, Conn. :

ng mprovuman&. il

Improving harbor at Nor Jonti

Improving r at Stonington, Conn. Continuing fmprovum&nt. ,DQO.
Improving harbor at Stamford, : Continuing improvement, §7,500.
Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y. : Continning improvement, and repairs on

the outer brenkm:ﬁr $112,500.

!

sﬂl,mpmving Buttermilk Channel, New York: Continuing Impmvmant 56,
Ing&m\'mg breakwater at Rouse's Point, N, ¥,: Continuing improvement,

Ilnpmving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Countinuing i t, $15,000.
Improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Gontinulns improvement,
Improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improv t and repairs,

ﬂ%mﬁ“g harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement,
Tmp ving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement,

n%ms_%mvlnx harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement,
I:'npmv!nx harbor at Greenport, N, Y. : Continuing improvement, $3,750.
Hrovmx harbor atLittle Sodus Bay, New York: Conlinuing improrement,

Improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N.Y.: Continuing improvement by re-
Tmp wvins Il:l&rbnr at Oleott, N, Y,: Continning improvement and repairs,

Improving harbor at Wilson, N.Y.: Continuing improvement, §7,500,
Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N.Y.: Gnnttn:m improvement, §7,500;
thcE, together with the amount on hand, is to be in removing obstruc-
tions from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the excavation at the
lower hnrbor up stream, o
Impro harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, §71,250;
;’hic S&B to be used in repairs, and '§15,000 in continuing work on the har-
T,

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. ‘h : Continuing improt ement, §1,875.
Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $11,250.
Im pw\rmg harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement,

rm’ing New York Harbor, New York : Continuing improvement to secure
30-foot channel at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the harbor,
upon such plan as the tary of War may approve, §750,000,
Improving channel between Btnlan Island nnd. the New Jersey shore, New
York and New Jersey: O im t, §11,250.
Irg&mvung harbor at Raritan Bay. gcw Jersey: Conti nuing improvement,

Improving harbor at Plattsburg, N. Y. : Continuing m:movement,ss.m
For a more thorough and definite uurny and examination of the hiarbor at
Atlantie City, N. J., with a view to making a harbor of refuge at that point,
\700; said examinntioa and survey to be made by u board consisting of three

United States engincers.

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa. : Oontinui.ug improvement, and also for tha im-
rovement of said harbor as recommended the Chief of eers January
, 1885, §37,600: Provided, That the Beerelaty of War be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States, from the

marine hospital of Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque lnie, at Erie,
Pa., ns tendered by the said ‘marine hospital, agreeably to lhe’grovminus of an
m:t of l.lm lature of the State of Pennsylvanis ap 1871: And

, That $22 500 of said sum shall not be expended until the afore-
mld tir.‘la shall be nccepted by the of War,

lmp;tlh;'lél’g ice-harbor at rens Hook, Pennsylvania. : Continuing improve-
ment, » .

The Secretary of War ismuthorized to'cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the upper
and lower piers located in aaid city and extending into the Delaware Bwor. and
formerly used as an ice-

Improving Delaware Bmkwnter, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $36,-

lmprm'mg ice-harbor at New Castle, Del. : Continuing improvement, §3,750,
Improving harbor at Wilmington, DL‘L Continuing impmvem&nt. $18,750.
Imvroving harbor at Baltimore, Md. :

Improving harhorat Breton Bay, MA.?’I;nd (}ontinufng imy valmbnt.ﬂ.m.
For continuing the improvement Potomac River the vicinity of
Washix n, with refe t in mavigation, the establish-

ment of harbor lines, and the mlsing “of the flats, under the direction of the
Secretary of War and in acocordance with vxis'hn{: plans, $375,000 : Provided,
That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended upon or wll.h
reference to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in
doubt, or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been

e,

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach o Norfolk Har-
bor snd l.he United States navy-: ynrd at Norfolk: Continuing improvement by
widening the channel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the east-
ern side, between Lambert's Point light and Fort Norfolk, §157,500 ; of which

000 shall be expended in improving the harbor and 112,500 in w!.dening the
ehannel of Elizabeth River to the Fport-wuden s line on the eastern side, be-
tween Lambert’s Point light and Fort Norfolk, begin.ning at Lambert's Point
light, including the construction of the pro di

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: inuing 'lm'pro\'enent. $11,250.

Imm%z harbor at Edenton Bay, l\orih Carolina: Continuing improfve-
men'

Improving the inland water way between New Berne and Beaufort, N, C.,

500,
¥, Imnrovinq harbor at Cha;led.on ,including Sullivan's Island, South Carolina:
87,500.
g W v Bay, Soath Carollia Contimilng imprarement; $18.750,

]mprm'

Improving harbor at Georgetown, 8.C. : Coutmuinn-impmremen: $3.750,

Improving harbor at Brunswick, Ga.: Conti ing i

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and l-‘loridn Oo-minuing im pmve-
ment, §112,500.

3

Improviug harbor at 8 h, Ga. : g improvement, §150,000.
Improvi.m{‘hnrhor at Apulachioolaﬂny Floridn Continuing im{amvemcnt
$9,000; of which §1,500 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be ex-
pended at the Carabello or Crooked River.
51?; examination and survey of the entrance to harbor at Key West, Fla.,
i,
Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, §15,000,
Improving harbor at Tampa Bny ¥la.: Continuing improvement, $7,500,
Improving harbor at Cedar Keyu, Fln.. $5,2530,
Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala. : umtmuing improvement, $30,000.
Improving harbor at Biloxi Bay, Miss. : Continuing !mpmvement $9.875;

which sum, together with the money on hand heretofore appropriated for the
cad, is hereby directed to be used in deepening the chanunel from Missis-
sippi Sound to l.hs whm'vu at Biloxi.

Imp! rov‘l.u%' and Day up to Rockport and Corpus Christl, Tex. :
Continning mpmvement, $101,250

Improving Brazos tiagoﬂa.rbor. Texas: Continuing improvement, 37,500,

Imt?ro\ement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improve-
men

Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Continuing improvement, $37,500.
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Immvinsﬂaunemmmnehoknu Texas: Continuing improv t, Impm harbor at Duluth, Minnesota: Contin ulnh Yemmt.lndm-

'193. between Hmncuotn lnd Rice’s Points ; of which asum
ship-channel in Galveston Bay, from Morgan's Cut to Bolivar | not e:cmdlns auoo may be nsed in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere

(Jb.anne ntinuing i nt, for which purpose the balance now where n the harbor; nmi the consent of the United States is
ing of the munay bem&on‘: atgrogrinted for this work is hereby dlmuad to be | given toa ehmge of the existing doclk-line on t.he east side of Rice's Point by
expended by the ar in the of sa the muniecipal authorities of D uth: Provided, Thatsuch change meets the ap-
ance with the plsm harebufore a.dopmd, and in mnrld.nzout ankl ehannel by piles | proval of the Bmunry of W
or stakes, 50 as to enable navigators to find the same without difficu Improving harhor Gﬂnd l[ml!. Minn. : Continuing improvement, £7,500.

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio : Continuing impmlvemml., Improving harbor nt Agate Bay,

Isu{rovlnx harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: C prov 5 Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn. : Oonﬁnu.mg m‘:?roveml-. $7,500.

Imy; harbor and bay at [amboldt, Cal. :

mproving harbor at Olenlamd Ohio,on um last pluu projected, M’w. of

whln.- $30,000 are to be used in bu liitnxn Yanpet on the existing breakwater,
and the $100,000 now on hand to be available for work on the last p'l.nn.
Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio : t, $18,750.

Improving harbor at Huro hio : Oonlinuing “improvement, 92,250,

Improving ice-harborat I.he mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu-
ing improvement, $37,500,

mproving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio, b; mpalrs of eﬂuﬂnﬁlworku , $1,500.

For the pu of acquiring the title tu e land adjoining the inner end of
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at
Port Clinton, Ohlo, the Secretary of War shall negotinte with the owner orown-
ers of the land for the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be approved by
Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made withthe owner, then
the valne of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by the laws of
Ohio forthe condemnation of lands for public usesin that State, the result of said

ings of , if taken, to be reported to the next Congress for
its approval.

Improving harbor at Sandusky Cit 5 Ohio, by dredging the channel through
the outer bar and within the bay ; an for thia pu & money E;uﬁ'hted
by act of July 5,1884, now on hand, is hereby e available, md t
sumnfﬂmhhmbysr priated,

Tmproving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing i t of the M;

River by a straighl. channel nlnns such line as may be approved by the Secre-
tary of War, $112,500; and the balance of the 825, mo heretofore appropriated are
hereby made available for clearing the old channe

Im harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Conunuin provement, §2,250.

Improving barbor at Michigan City Ind. rﬁ.ng $56,250 ;
of which sum 1,875 are to be used on the inmr harbor.

Improving harbor at Calumet, 111, : Uontinmnglmprovcment, $7, 600

Improving harbor at Chicago, 1L, ; Continuing rovement, §75,000,

Improving T at \-\rnnkemm 1. ; Contmumﬁ? provement, hs.om '

Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entrance ine Lake, Mich.; Continn-
ing improvement, 87,500,

mproving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $11,250.

Improving harborat Fra.n'kfort. Mluh. l.'ﬁ' extension of piersand te]mi.rs : Con-
tinuing improvement, §5,250,

Improving harbor at Grand Havén, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,-

improv

ving
000 'I'ha.tno part of said sum ahallbuexpeudnd until 12 acres o(llnd
v to t shall have been conveyed to the United Slates
free of ex rlpmh conveyance has been approved by the Bmhry of
‘War, after the Attorney-General of ﬁm Unitedsum shall have certified
Recretary of Warthat title is &
Improving harbor at Oakland, Continuing improvement, $50,000,
The sum of £8,250, or so muoh thereof as may be necessary, is hercby nm—
priated for a survey of S8an Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay, Suisun b
g’ ICarquinuz. mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramen: 'mvar.

Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing tmprownnent. ﬁ."&.
The sum ot $3,750, or so much as may be . ) ¥ app
¥HMMmmmﬁmmvay,m timated cost of obtaining a cl 250
eet wide and 24 feet deep at mean low water across the outer bar, and from

thence to a point abreast of beacon No. 2 in San Harbor Onljromi-, also,
of obhini!rgs navigable channel at least 8 feet in depth at mean low water at
rbor, California ; also, of the establ t of a breakwater extend-

n n southeasterly direction one-fourth of o mile, more or lm.alouE the
i‘tllll ken reef commen

at or near Whaler's Point, so called, at San Luis O
rbor, California.

proving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, £56,250.

Im‘pming harbor at Yegorna Bay, Oregon: Continuing mem\'e.ment, 75,000,

Improvement of the ha at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, §33,750.

Improving harbor at Porrt!and Oreg., $3,750.

Improving Lubec Chan l{une Gnnl.lnuing impmvemeut 37.5111

Improving Moosebec Bar, Maine: C

ln;gmving Penobscot River, Maine: (kml.inni.ng i.mprovament b’( widening
;lfo zsomud opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near Crosby’s Narrows,

Improving Saco River, Maine, $9,375.

Improving Narragaugus River, Maine, §7,500.

Improving Cocheco River, New Ilampshlm Continuing mewvmcnt. §7,500.

Improving I River, $1,875.

Improving Warren River, Rhode Island, $3,750.

Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, §30,000.
iu]mi.?nmﬂns Pm‘:l;i;)‘nm River and Narragansett Bay, lede Island: Continu-

provemen
: ‘or removing Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, 26,250,

000,
Improving harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich. : Continuing impro t

Imptovmg harbor at Ludington, Mich, ; Continulnqlmpmemunt $56,250.
Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich. : s $7,500.
Improving harbor at lhrquem Mich.: Gontlnui impmvemant, ‘T‘Mﬂ
Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich. : By repairs, %f

Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich. : Continuing improvemmt. $9,575.
Improving harbor at Ontomgon Mich.: Continuing ‘lmmvumenb,'lﬁ.‘?w
Improving harbor at Pent Water, Mich. : Continuing improvement, §7,
}nzx&‘mving harbor at Portage Lake, Michigan : Oonﬁnnins improvement,

Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continuing

improvement, $§75,000; of which not e $37,500 are to be used In repairs.
Improving harbor at Snlnh Juaoph. Mwh. : tinning improvement. 500,
Improving harbor at Sa 5:1 ow.
Improving at South Haven, Mich, : Gontﬁminc improvemenh 83,750,
Improving harbor at White River, Mlchim §7,500.

Improving harbor at Black Lake Mieh.. ing impr t, $3,750,
Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis. ti improvement, §11,250; but
no part of said sum is to be expended unt:I the wlmrfhge over the Government
piers at that port shall be made free.
Improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing merovemant. 85.260
Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis. : Continuin improvement, §3
Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis. : Continuing improvement, ﬁ.uuu
Improving harbor at Manitowoe, Wis. : Continuing impmvement. §11,250.
Impruving harbor at Menomonee, Wis. : Continning improvement, §2,250,
:ﬁ harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvamanton

£60,000.
mproving ha.rbor at Oconto, Wis. : Uontmuin‘gim‘Pmament. $6,000.
Improving harborat Port “’uhlns&m t, 83,750,
Improving harbor at Racine, Wis. : Gcmtinui.ng improvement, §7,500.
Improving harborat Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continu-
ingimprovement, $22,500; and the engineer in charge, in his next annual report,
shall submit an estimate of the cost of a dredge-boat or other facilities that may
beneeded fordredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior, Thirteen thousand
five hundred dollars of the mone herehy :sgmp‘rin.ted are to be expended in
dredging in said Slﬂoer[or Bayan in repairing piers nt natural en-
try, and §9,000 in dredging Saint Loms g along the dock-line on the Wis-
gmisitn shore, from deep water at Connor’s Point toward deep water at Grassy
'oin
Improving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $11,250,
Improving harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin: Cqntinuing improvement,

L Tol,

Impmving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continning improvement, §22 500,

For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan
Ship-canal, connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State
of Wisconsin, $112,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary : That
no part of snid sum shall be ex {»cnded until the Becretary of War have
causedan examination tobe by aboard of three Unitg"stai:ﬁenglnm into
the importance and valone to commerce and navigation of the free use of said
ship-canal, and unless the report of said board shall be in favor of making said
canal free to commerce : And provided further, That no part of said sum shall be
expended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied, upon investigation, as to
the actual cost of said canal to sald company; and thén only so much of said
sum shall be expended as the said Secretary of War shall be satisfied is necessary
to reimburse the said y for advances and expenses actually made and
incurred in constructing canal, and inmaintaining the same, over and above
the net proceeds of the lands granted by Congress to aid in constructing said
canal,and over and nbove the tolls received !.herefrom. with interest, as provided
by the act of alid grant, approved April 10,15866; and none of
said moneys shall be expend p_::ne:]ﬁ upon a full and absolute eonvuynnﬁe to
the United States of said shi bor, easements, ts of wa
docks, and appurtenances of every name and nature pertain mﬁ work.
free nnd clear of all liens and incumbrances.

Rl\'er. Rhode Island, $0,000.
ticut River below Hartford, Conn. Continuing improve-

meut, v‘m
Housatonic R!ver, Conned.ieut. 8,750,

ver, t, 22,500,
Im ving East Chester Oreek, New York Gnnnnuing impmvemem. §7.500,
Imm ng Hudson River, New Yorlk: 250: of
- dener S!ﬂtll]mybﬂuudfor!hemomnfthamgkinchnnmlat Van Wie's
n

mproving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Gontinuinslm
BT.SUO. ofwhichﬂmtob&u ed on west bran
nue and Dual dge, at Gran
on main branch,
tan avenue; and balance on lower end, from

th ave-
treet and Hm‘foetwllm awrma £0,375 to be
lyG Street Bridge (o Metropoli-
Maspeth avenue to the mouth of

ihe creek,
Improving Hell Gate, New York: Continuing improvement, $§112,500,
l.mpm Narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to
L avitia Ta mu. Nitves “ﬁmvork Conti im £, $1,500.
mpro ver, New ntinuing improvemen
Impmvlng- Maarice River, New Jersey : C 750,
Improving Passaiec River, New Jersey : Oontlnninz lmpmvement $26,250; of
which $2.250 are to be used above Newark.
Improving Raritan River, New Jmef P ment, 250.
Impmving Shrewsbury River, New Jersey : Gnnﬁnui.ng improvement, §7,500.
Improving South River, New Jemwy Cont!numg improvement, $3,750,
Improving SBaint Jones : Continuing im;

provement, §7,500,

Improving Nanticoke River, belswm GOnt!nui.ng improvement up to and
nmt.hatownnl’l"urel Del., $7,500.

Improving Mononguhelnl{war. Pmnsylvama and West Vi in: Continuing
improvement, $90,900; but no charges or tolls shall be coll on any other part
gf l.h&rim on my mf;rmmeme on said rivet which originates above the works

ere or.

For ngth&mnd.tuetlou of a dam at Herr's Island, in the Allegheny

River, near Plttsbu.rgh o 53;.500. - tomut ¢, 830,000,
Improving Yﬁn ennsy. ﬂmis Qﬂﬂ o unpu-omen
Improving Sohuylkiﬁ :Rlver, Penn.ly] t

I.mprovln Delaware Ri \mr. Pennsyl h aml New J Gonunni.ng 'im-

grom to its mouth, §210,000; ofwh.wh 000 shall be ap-

plied to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Piuudalphm. Pn..
d $7,500, or so mnch thereof as may be d 1 be exp on said ri-

an
and its tidal tributaries above Bﬂdesm.
I ng Cho! Mary : Continuing improvement, $7,500.
F M&rylﬁad Guuﬂnuiniimpﬂ)wment §7.500.
ding piers at Ba

head of C Lvhleh were
wﬂed AWAY bzm

Lie
Ay &3 and protecting the works at that point from
Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Continuing im-
mvmnzs % :ohaexpanded above the Philadelphis, Wﬂminztnn untt

Improving Pooomol:s River, Maryland: Coutinning and completing im-
provement, $56,000,

Improving, by dredgin Emd otherwise, the inland water way from Chinco-
-teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay at or near Lewes, ware, to be used
fr(;m Chll_moteague Bay wé?dinn River Bl&&lg.:m. e X l!B.TSﬁ

mproving Appomattox River, Vi mtinuin, provemen

Improving Chickahominy River, Vlrg:nm bontmu?ng improvement,

Ir:x‘m'vlng James River, Vi.rgin : Continuing improvement below loh~
mo

$75 wu.
Improving ¥ River, Virginia : Continuing improvement, §3,750.
Imme I\ew iver, Virginia : Continuingimymvement between the lead-
mlma,i.u ythe connty. the mouth of Wilson's Creek, inGrayson County, :

£7,500, together with the $3,000 now on hand.
Tmproving Pamunky River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $3,750.
Improving Rappahannock River, Virginia: Gnmln g imptm.mxenl-, £15,000.
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Improving Staunton HRiver, Virginia: Continuing improvement, §7,500; one-
half of which is to be expended between the mouth of Pig River and the Mid-
land Railroad erossin,

Improving York m’g\:er. Virginia: Continuing improvement, §18,750.
Improving Dan River, Virginia: Oonl:inniugﬁm rovement, $7,500.
Improving Big Sandy River, West Virginia and Kentucky : Continuing im-
rovement, $30,000; of which sum $3,750 are to be expended on Tug Fork, in

Vest \*irginiaband §3,750 on Lavisa Fork, in Kentucky.

Improving Buckhannon River, West \'lrginis: Continuing improvement,

4123,
'lg?:%‘oving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement,
¥

Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $1,125.

Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, the
amount heretofore appropriated is hereby made available for this purpose.

Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement,

$16,875; of which $1,875 shall be used in continuing the improvement of navi- |

gation above the West Fork. But no toll shall be collected by any person or
corporation for this improved navigation; and such right, if any exist, shall be
telln(‘;ulnhed, in n manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War, before the ex-
penditure of any of the money herein appropriated for this work.,

Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, §188 -
550; of which sum $11,250 are to be expended above Wilmington, the remainder
below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as m of its northeast
branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits,

Improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $11,-

Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Eay, and North River Bar, North Caro-
lina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 5

Improving Neuse gﬂver. North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $22,500.

Improving New River, North Carolina: Continuing improw t, £7.500.

lmptg_igjg Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: &)mplstlng improve-
ment, $3,750. .

Improving Black River, North Carolina, §2,250: Provided, That all elaims of

rivate parties to the navigation of the river shall be ceded tothe United States,
rme f charge. before the commencement of said improvement,

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $15-
000, One thousand eight hundred and seventy-five dollars, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, of the aforesaid $15,000 shall be used for the purpose of
removing obstructions in the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek.

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, §2,625.

Improving Dan River, North Carolina: mtinuing i v t between
Madison, N. C., and Dunville, Va., §7,500,

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, §7,500.

Improving the inland water way between Beaufort -Harbor and New River,
North Carolina, through e Sound, §7,500.

Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, §750,

Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, §2,250. 3

Improving Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, §18,550; to be
expended below Tuscaloosa.

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama and Mississippi: Continuing im")mve-
ment, §18,750; to be expended below Vienna, 811,2%0; and between Vienna
and Fulton, §7,500. y

Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,750;
of which §1,600 to be expended between Woodburn and Lehrton,

Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, 3,625,

Improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, includ-
Inil;nr at the mouth, and from there to the mills at Mosas Point, §15,000: and the
balance of the money now on hand heretofore appropriated for improving
Horn Island Pass is to be applied to the same purpose.

Improving Pearl River, Mississippi; Continuing improvement, §17.625; of
which $2,230 are to be expended between Edinburg and Carthage, 82,250 between
Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, including bar at the
mouth of East Pearl River.

Improving Steele’s Bayou, Mississippi, ineluding Washington Bayou: Con-
tinning improvement, $1,875.

Improving Tallahatchee River, Mississippi : Continuing improvemeut, §2,625,

Improving Tcehula Lake, Mississippi : Continuing improvement, §1,500,

Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1,500.

Improving Bayou Pierre, Mississippi: ntinuing improvement, §3,750,

Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, §11,250; of
which $3,750, or so much as may be necessary, to be used in repairing snag-boat,

Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,750:
Pro , That no part of thisappropriation shall be used until the State of Mis-
sissippi shall have first caused the bridges over said streain south of the Vicks-
burg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not Lo obstruct the naviga-
tion of said stream. .

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, §1,500,

Improving Banf River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, and for closing
Outlet No. 1, §3,750.

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im-
provement, $3,750.

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $3,750,

Improving Bayou I’ Arbonue, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $1,500,

Improving Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana ;: Continuing improvement, §7,500,

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes hetween Jefferson Tex.,and Shreve-
part, La., Texas and Louisiana : To complete improvement, §13,500,

Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Conlinuning improve-
ment, §3,000.

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement
from Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including eompleting the
work at Alexandria, §71,250; of which sum $18,750, or so much thercof as may
be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from Fulton,
Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and 13 completing the survey of Bayou Pierre,

s Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing imp
15,000,
Improving Salkiehatchie River, South Carolina: Continning improvement,

Impm\'inﬁlﬂanlm River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $18,750;
no part of which sum to be nsed for the construction of any road bridge across
the Mosquito Creek Canal: Provided, That il salt water be found flowing into
said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary,
shall be used for the construction of a flood-gate at upper end of the canal, to

preveut the same. z
Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement,

Improving Wappo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, £3,750.

Improving Wateree River, SBouth Carolina: Continuing lmﬁmvement.ﬁ,m:
FProvided, T no part of said sum shall be expended until all b now ob-
structing the navigation of said river shall have been provided with suitable
draw- ns,fenders,innd other aids to navigation at such bridges as the Secre-
tary o?):"ar may direct for the purpose of affording free nav ion of said
river; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and d| to eause such
changes to be made in said bridges, at the expense of the owners thereof, as in
his opinion are necessary to make the navigation of said river through said
bridges free and safe, 3

Improving Congaree River, South Carolina, §5,625.

Tmproving Al Ver, : Continuing improvement, $15,000; of
which §7,500 are to be used on ‘Dnboy Bar, or so much thereof as may be neces-
Bary.

Iaﬁp;ﬂgiag(}hauahoocheemver.ﬁeorgl&nnd Al.;hqma: Continuing improve-
ment, 4000, -
Improving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement,

$45,000.
Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing imsmvnment, §15,000; of which
750 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma and $11,250 he-
low Albany.
Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Oontinuing improvement, §5,625,
Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $5,625,
Improving Romely Mmh, Georgia: To complete improvement, §17,473; and
so much of said sum as may be necessary may be applied by the engineer in

¢l with the approval of the S v of War, pay for work done on
said improvement, under the direction of the War beparlment, since the last
appropriation was exhausted.

mproving Savannah River below Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improvement,
l.inp\l.'oving Apalachicola River, Florida : Continuing improvement, $750.
Improving Caloosahatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000.

Impmvin%l(}houa.whamhee River, Florida and Alabama : Continuing im-

rovement, §11,250; of which sum $3,750 to be expended below Geneva, and
PT tobe ed between Geneva and Newton, Ala.
necuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im-
provement, §5,625, ¢
* Improving Ta Grange Bayon, Florida: Continuing improvement, §1,500.
Im and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement,
) §5,000 may be expended on Pease River.

of w
im yroving channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John's River, Florida :
mﬁ:hgimpmmm& $150,000. : L
Buwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,750,
Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $5,625.
Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,250.
Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, §11,250,
Tm Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek, Alabama,
together with the §47,000 on hand; to be expended in a with
theplmadoptedhythnboaﬁof engineers.
Im g Cahawba River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $5,625: Pro-
Y That no part of said sum shall be expended until the officer in charge
shall have rted that the railroad and other bridges across said river have
been with good and sufficient drsw—olinni.nn. 5
+ Improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama: Continning improvement, §5,625,

Louisiana.

Improving Tchefuneta River and Bo, Falia, Louisiana: Continuing im-
proy t,$1,875; to be expended in the improvement of Bogue Falia up to
Covington.

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: Continuingimprovement, £1,500; tobe
expended on its navigable tributaries.

mproving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and Black River, Lou-
isiana: & tinuin ,f P Pﬂi 31312;1'6 (;f“\;rhinh $5,623, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for re| snag-boat Wagner,

Improving Caleasien River and Pass, Louisiana : Continuing improvement to
secure o nanifx\ble channel 8§ feet deep over the bars affecting the entrance to
said river and pass, and for this purpose the money on hand heretofore appro-
priated for improvement of Calcasien River is to be used.

Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18,750,

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, §18,750.

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas an uri, to ti:e town of Saint
Francis: Continuing improvement, $6,000,

lmproving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Conﬂuuinﬁ improvement, £56,250;:
Provided, That if in the opinion of the Secretary of War it shall be necessary,
the sum of §9,750 may be expended at Fort Smith, §7,500 at Dardanelles, and

$6,000 at Pine Bluff,

For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas
River, §19,875; of which sum $1,125, or so much thereof as may neeem{,
shall be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little Rock,
Ark.,and Wichita, Kans.

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $5,250.

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas, $2,250,

Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, §3,750.

ITmproving Petit Jean River, Arkansas, §2,625,

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, §13,500; §9,750
of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete the survey of
said river; the remainder for general improvement.

For removing the rock shoals in Fourche River, Arkansas, situate four miles
south of Perryville, in Perry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of the
engineers for creating a 50-foot channel, §3,750.

mproving Big Hatchee River, T : Continui

Improving Cnna Fork River, T : Continuing impro

Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement,

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continu

vement above Nashville, with a view to secure in thie channel a dep?g of 4
‘eet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, §75,000.

Imfg,?%‘ Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn. : Continuing improve-
men i

Improving French Broad River, Tennessee : Cuntinuing improvement, 84,560,

lmpmﬂngggnm River above Chattanooga, Tennessee: Continuing im-

improvement, $2,250,
t, §2,250.
750,
im-

rovement, .
2 Improv Tenuessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Mascle Shoals, and
@,5%3'“ hoals, Alab 2 To plete improvements at these localities,

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $187 500,

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky : Continuing improvement, §1,500.

lmp;uvln the Fallsof the Ohlo Riverat Louisville, Ky. : Continuing improve-
ment, §150,000.

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed toascertain the value
and commercial importance of the works and proj ¥ of the Green and Bar-
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivcrﬁ in
the State of Kentucky, and of the Monongahela Navigation Company, situ-
ated on the llonong:.heia. River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to
acquire such information the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three
competent ar;Eﬂneeu from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army,
which board shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report
thereon to Congress at its next succeeding session ; and the cost of such exami-
nation shall be paid out of the sum appro by this act for surveys: Pro-
vided, That nothing herein shall be ng Congress to the
pu of the said works.

Improvement of the Muskingum River, Ohlo, between Zanesville and the
mouth of the river, and for operating the same. Oib 000. - And the United States
hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said iluxidngum River improvement,

as commitl
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and all the Jocks, dams, and their appurtenances, and the canals, belcngiu% to
said improvement, and all the franchises and progertdy of every kind, and rights,
in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and er:i{:yed by the State
of Ohio, including all water leases and rights to use water under an virtue
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and
all persons using said water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States
such rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by
the State of Ohio; but not to affect anr right to the use of the water of said river
now owned and held by the lessees of any water right under any lease or con-
tract with the State of Ohio. And the Uniled States hereby assumes control of
eaid river, ject e pa t interest of navigation. The provisions of
this act, 20 far as they relate to the Muskingnm River, shall not take effect, nor
shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting
by its duly authorized nt, turns over to the United States all property ceded
by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid, and all personal property belong-
ing to the improvement aforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, and
any balance of money app iated by said State for the improvement of said
river,and which is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1 r
lmproving Clinton River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $4,500,
Improving Detroit River, Michigan : Continning improvement, $37,500.

for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall be gov-
erned by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be applicable
to the subject of d i rivate property for public use: Proz.'idedlfudhr.
That said canal shall be 80 feet wide at the water-line and 7 feet deep, with aca-
}:actty for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste-weirs,

locks, lock-ho basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures that may
be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and feeder as speci-
fied in said survey.

Improving Gasconade River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, £5,625.

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continning improvement by snagging
and mmovingﬁsebut.ructiom £7,500.

Improving d River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement
from Breckenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, includ-
ing dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wix ms,
&e, ; and the monetyh hergtofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby
made available for this pur| 3

Improving Yellowstone Eiver between Glendive and the mouth, Montana:
Continuing im ement, $18,750.

Improving l}nkelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, $1,875.
= Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, £10,000 of the money

_‘%mpmﬂr\g Saint Clair Ship-canal, Michigan: Continuing improv t, §18,-
i .

Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan : Continuing improvementby anew
lock and approaches, §157.500. .

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $112,500.

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $i3,750; of
which §16,875 are 1o be used above Bay City, and $3,750 in improving the west
channel & West Bay City.

For the purchase of two improved water ways known as the Portage Lake
and River Imp t Comp Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal
Railway and Iron Cnmpsny (kmnf, being the improved harbors of refuge and
the water ication across Kew Point, from Keweenaw Bay to
Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan, and
to make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commeree and
navigation, §262,5600, or so much thereof as may be necessary : Provided, That be-
fore said moneys shall be expended the SBecretary of War shall cause an exam-
ination to bemade by a board of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the
importance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water
communications across Keweenaw Point to the commerce and navigation of
the lakes, and the reasonableness of the price therefor, and shall have received
from said board a report fa ble to such purel by the United States, and
also upon full and absolute conveyance to the United Statesof said two harbors
of refuge, canals, easements, rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of
every nature belonging to or connected with said works, or either of them.

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement from the
Dalles Dam to its mouth, §18,750, -

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montello,
on the approved plan, §56,250. And the SBecretary of War is hereby directed to
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practica-
ble, and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session of
Congress. And the sum of £6,0000f the above appmﬁiatlon. or so much thereof.
as may be necessary, may be expended at or near Portage City to prevent the
overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Ufper Fox River,so as to prevent in-
jury to the Government works on Fox River;'and this expenditure may be
made separately or,if d d more ical by the Secretary of War, inadd-
ing to any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin,

lmt;:ro ﬁgsg Baint Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve-
men "

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing work on lock and
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, §60,000;
and §9,000 to be expended on the river at Grayville.

Im ing White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Hazelton,

im roving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, §30,000; of
which §15,000 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Ham-
mond, Ind. ; §7,500 of which are to be used in d ng the river between the
Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana; an $7,500 on the river at Ham-
mond, Ind. : Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum hereto-
fore appropriated, except the said §15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be
expended until the entire right of way, as set forth in Senate Executive Docu-
ment No, 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, have been conveyed

tofore nrpmprla.ted for lm{:mﬂng aaid rivers that may remain unexpended
at the end of the present fiscal year, for snagFin% and dredfing operations ;
£10,000 to complete dredges authorized by actof July 5,188 ; the balance of said
unexpended money not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that
hf:rrl:s.ulh mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their trib-
ul

Improving San Joaquin Riverand Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California :
Continuing improvement, 18,750,

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon : Continuing improvement, $187,500.

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon and
‘Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $7,500.

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, §187,500,

lmpmving Lower Willamette River, and Columbia River below Portland,

.1 Continuing improv t, §75,000; of which sum $21,000 for a snag-boat

to be used on the Willamette and Columbia Rivers.

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg.: Continuing
improvement, $7,500,

Improving uille River,

Improving Chehalis River, Was

n: Continiing improvement, §15,000,
ington Territory : Continuing improvement,

875,
Improving Cowlitz River, Washington Territory : Continuing improvement,

500,
Improving Skagit, Steilaq ish, Noot
Rivers, Wa.ghington Territory : Continuing imp . 87,500,

Improving Missouri Riverfrom its to Bioux City : Continuing improve-
ment, including necessary work at Oma’ Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leav-
enworth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Brownsville, and
Nebraska City, $375,000; to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of
‘War, in aceordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri
River Commission, - ;

Impmvlng]llmuri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im-
provement, $60,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War.

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, §22 500, s

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, including Davis Island
Dam, §375,000; out of which sum $37,500 are to be expended at Grand Chain in
removing rocks and other obstructions to navigation at that locality ; also §18,750
may be expended in construetiug or aiding in the construction of such an em-
bankment on the south side of the Great Miami River, near its junction with
the Ohio, as may be v to fine the waters of the Great iin great

to the general course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that
the formation of the bar in the Ohio River now forming and obstructing navi-

may be arrested; also ,125, or 8o much thereof as may be necessary,
of said appropriation shall be expended in t ing five ice-piers, pursuant
to the present or prospective plans ¢f the Chief of Enﬂneerﬂ, at or near the fol-
lowing Phwa&l to wit: One at Pomeroy, Ohio; one at Middleport, Ohio; one at
Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at Ironton, 6hioid::d one at or near Ashland, Ky.,
on the south side of the Ohio River: Prov , That the Secretary of War is
hereby authorized and directed to obtain, if he can do so without cost to the
United States, perpetual leases or conveyances of the ri rights of the prop-
erty-owners at each of said localities, in the event said ice-piers, or any one of
them; shall be located where there is no improved landing place: And provided
Surther, That at lfu:ali!.ies where there are improved landings heshall first obtain

k, Snoh .‘ h, and Snoqualmie

to the United States ree of expense, and the Unitéd States shall be fully rel

from all liability for dam;i?s to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of
the Secretary of War; and if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken
or that is damaged for the pu of straightening or widening that portion of
the Calumet River for which the appropriation herein is now made can not be
induced to convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release
their claim for damages eaused by said improvement, or should owner or
owners be incapable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or
residence be unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it
shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of
1llinois to immediately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof,
in the manner and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois in such
cases, for the purpose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the re-
epective owners of the land taken or damaged: Provided, however, That the
other owners of property and parties interested in said improvement shall first
execute a bond to the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for
the payment of the costs of such proceed lnﬁa. and to pay any judgment that may
be rendered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall be dis-

missed.
Improving Illinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement,$112,500; of which
sum &.750 may be expended in d ng the river in front of Peoria.

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way,and all its ap-
purtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may have
in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of 1llinois by the United States
for eanal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the General Assem-
bly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1852, be, and is hereby, aceepted on
the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly of the
Etate of Illinois.

For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River, at or near the town of
Hennepin, in the State of 1llinois, to the Mississippi River, ator above themouth
of Roc linrcr, in said State, together with such feeders and other works that
may be necessary to supply said canal with water, $225,000. Said canal shall be
koown as the Illinois and Misals::lp i River Canal, and shall be constructed on
such route as may be determin f the Secretary of War: ed, That it
ehall be the duty of the Secretary of War,in order to secure the right of way
for such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such lands as may be necessary
by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be
done on reasonable terms; but if that shall be found impracticable, then the
Seqretarg of War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district eourt of the
United States for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at any

eneral or epecial term held in said district, and in the name of the United States
tute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be necessary

XVII—440

a relinqui of wha rights and dues in favor of water-craft seeking

rotecti m d e by ice; and no part of this appropriation shall be used
for such purpose until the fo inf conditions sre complied with. Also, out
of said appropriation for the Ohio River, §18,750 for removing obstruction at the
mouth of Licking River; also §11,250 for completing ice-harbor at Four-Mile
Bar, near Cincinnati,

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the head waters of the Mis-
sissippi River, $37,500: Provided, That in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers
the expenditure of this appro riation and the ultimate completion of this part
of the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. .

For opemﬁgf m%'-bml on l.'.;pper Mlssimipri River $22,500,

Improving Mississippi River from Baint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu-
ing improvement, 331&503‘ of which sum $6,000, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, shall be a}::glleti to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at
the Rock Island Rapids; and of which sum the further amount of 15,000, or so
much thereof as may be necessary, may be used by the Secretary of War,in his
diseretion, for continuing the practical test of the flume invented by AL J.
Adams, the said test to be made under the supervision and direction of said
Adams; but if not so used the sum shail remain as a part of said appropriation,

and ba used for the pu first in this ph specified.
River at Des Moines mpids Canal, under the modified

Improving Miasl.uuiip
project, §26,250; of which sum $15,000 are to be used for pier construction, in ex-
tending the outer wall of canal to the pivot-pier of the bridge.

For dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $18,750.

Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, Towa, the unexpended balance, or so much
thereof as shall be necessary, shall be applied to paving instead of riprapping
said ice harbor. A

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rwiliﬂ.s to the mouth of the Tili-
nois ﬁiver. ?nelndin the river at Quiney Bay and the removal of the barsat the
mouthof Whipple k and Hamburg Bay, including also the strengthening
of Sny Island levee where it crosses Sniearto slough and other sloughs: Con-
tinuing the improvement. $150,000.

Improving Missisippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the mouth
of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at the
diseretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore opposite
the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; of which
$37.500, or so much thereof as may be necessary,to be expended in extending
the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River at
Cairo, and the preventibn of its wash or erosion, commencing at the southerly
end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down streamj;
and §22,500 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, Missouri, and Mon-
tona Point, Illinois;: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may




7026

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JuLny 16,

use not to exceed §75,000 ol said sum orm 000 to correct the current of the river
and improve the channel at Saint Lo
* Im Mississippi B.lverrmmhmdofthemtoummoulhdma
iinder o direction of he Socreiary of Wi, 1 ckordance Wi the pans spec
u n of War, e ns,

i ; :h;m‘ry theilﬂasmsi%ei River On:;unmo hulld
vided, Tha no portion o repair or
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or pri-
vate property by overflows: however, That the commission is author-
ized to repair and build levees if, in their judgmn it should be done as
of thMr plan to afford ease and mtety to the navi and commerce
riverand to d the : And urther, That the
of so much of said appro
ment of Plum Point

g] and maintcnanoe of the levees thronghout said
height of 2 eet abovs the ﬂood of lmand totlm
works of cont to such n‘z’ to bﬁng
banks of the river to the com amﬁve u rmity of width contemplated in
first five paragra of the of i by
sip i River Commission and adopted by Congress in 1880, and mote mu;ﬁs
h in the report of the of War for 1881, volume 1, part 8, -
And provided further, That no works of bank protection or revetment be
exocut.od in said reaches or elsewhere until aﬁer itmﬁmahnlm found thatot mtt;n com-

the works and width
waler b 1 will not the of the river banks: Provi
however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the constructi
vetment works where the banks are ca at Greenville
ckman, and Col

in front of the cities of Vicksburg, Mem pro-
vided , That contraction works buils atthemume in the wide
ediate said revetment works. Of

portions of th ly the
amount herein ap riated for the Lower are to beex-
Bifeation of the ed and Atshafaiayn iing enlargement
tifieation
0 the MiSianppis
ver into the ppi;
by the bank
at Vicks-
sum shall

e river imm

of the latter Mamandmstriuﬁngiu outlet capacit;
navigable channel through the mouth
37,500 in improving navigation in the Greenville
at Greenville from urt.hereavlng, and §75,000in deepenin,
burg by through the bar existing there; bml-hg
not be e unless after another on or survey the commission
shall deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $37,500 shall be expended in
the improvement o{mvimton at Vicksburg suitable dikesand
other appmpmte works, and $56,250 in completing the work on the river at
Memphis; also $18,750 for work on the river nt. Hi n, and §18,750 for work
on the river at Columbus, Ky.

For examinations and aumys at Sopth Pass of the Mississippi River, pur\-

suant to the act of March 3,1 500,
ver from the head of the passes to its head-

For survey of the Mississip
waters: Coulmumx survey 750,

For ga g the waters of the Lower Mississippl River and its iributaries, as
provided or m joint resolution of the 21st of February, 187, £3,750.

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the
Mississippi River, 56,250,

For ga mmmmm&mmm

Sec, 2, where harbor-lines have not been established, and
where deposits of Sﬂrh ofmines::;bm’d mmp-worlu can be made without inj

to navigation, within lines to by the Secretary of War, said offi-

cer may, and is h , authorized to cause such lines to ednblh'hadx, and

t\:'ilhi mahm lines may be made, under mgu.lﬁﬂons to be from
me to e

8Sec, 3. The Semtnryl::’f' \Vu a‘hnll pmwné)enuch ruJeu and m]nuolfum
an o

ual reports, with ma a.ud including the repondtha
aun i River Co on, on or before 'PG pll-m‘,,u vgs
meuta tlm work done,

balances of money on hangd u mNovemheerﬂthseﬂaddmeh
work togethermthsuckrem omnhsms&deemmper He shall,
atllaesamtime report to Congress all eases in which pilers, hrmkwuaa
locks, al dms,mothwstructmumwwhbtﬂitormadobythaﬂni
Shtesinald of commerce or navi

igation are u.md by a cor-
poration or an individual, and the extent md mode h, or
injurs He repmrt. at the same ﬁme whether mnue , OT
str now ted or in p tion do or 'will terfere with free
Mmﬂ :i:v]i’ga-]s: be the duty of the Secretary of W to apply the herein
-} L} ar money
appropriated for improvements other than surveys and m&mﬂu. in carry!

on the various

advantageous tothe

contract shall be made after sufficient
Secretary

by contract or oﬂmrwme,mmy be most economical

wernment. Where said worksare doneby contract,such
bneadvmtaemen t for proposals, in such
prescribe; a}n@auch contracts

Resurvey of outer and inner bars at Penmoln.
Charlotte Harbor, including San Carlos Ba z 4
Clear Water Harbor, including Anclote and Saint Joseph's Bays and the Nar-

rows into Ciega Bay.

‘Wakulla River from its mouth to Wakulla Springs.
Stmrey of the channel from Haul-over, on Imiian River, to Gilbert's Rar,
Saint A ntustiue for a deep-sea channel on the outer Bar.

Bava River from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to
obtaining 28 feet of water in the ehannel.

Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency.
From Doboy Island to Doboy Bar,
Jekyl Creek.

ﬂlinou:

with a view to changing its course.

Kaskaskia rhm, ﬁmm New Athens to mouth,

Bars in Hamb

Calumet River, m l.he forks of the river near its entmnos into Lake Calu.

met to Riverdale; also Calumet River from Riverdale to and.
Misal.suir River a.t Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a view to con-

the channel.

. F;r s eu{rvey owr()%wer nmr ‘:.eha city of Evt:millg {nd with a t‘_rlalw
o determine w an w necessary, to prevent s change of the
channel of the river in front o!g that ci city. ‘

Ken!
Pond River.
The Becretary of War is directed to report to the next session of Omm
whether or not the Government dry-dock at the Louisville and Portland
hat alterations, if any, are

necessary, and the cost of making the same,
é’iﬁ‘ﬂ‘i‘ River from Farmer's to West Liberty.
For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky.
The bar at the mouth o(’lemtona Creek, in the harbor of Maysville.
Louisiana :
Bayou Hougs
you .
Dugdemona River.
Mouth of Bayou Plaquemine, with s view to ils connection with the Missis-
pPl River by locks; also Blyon Pl.a.quemine and connecting streams,
form the best route to Grand Lake.
Bogue Falia from t hnd.:ﬁ
th’gho n‘l?m bars at mouth of Ch!uaieu River and affecting its outlet to

Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibodeaux.
Teche from Saint Martinsville to Fort Barre.
u La Fourche,

Mouth of with a view to the construction of a lock and
dam; Clear o.BMkmm,RedBamms&L-ko. K% you,tn
reopen na le commun those streams
permanent improvement to secure navigation in Bayou La Fourche at 1ow
water,

Cornay River.

River from Camden to mouth, with a slack-water navigation

Bayou Vermillion, to secure na: tion from Abbeville to the railroad bridge
of the Louisiana and Texas Ral a

Gypeoss Bayon.

ress Bayou.
Bayoun Vidal,
e

Bayoduce River between the towns of Penobscot and Brooksville,
Big Rapids of Saint John's River. %
Camden Harbor,

Rockport Harbor. s
Kennebec River at Bath, and from A: to lower end of Perkin's Island.
‘Saint 's River from Warren to 1.

Matinicus

le, wluxsviuwtenhgrborof

Narrows,
Saint Croix River from Ferry rm%m Breakwater
Banrhor.Mahlo.v:imuvluwofuluh! abrmkvuernnddeepeni?

of said , and especially the ¢h between Rodick's
and Mount Desert Jsland.
land :
g:.jx:_:lhri Harbor.
ee
Patuxent River from Benedict to Hill's Landing.

For widening the channel of Baltimore Harbor to 600 foet,
Massachusetts:

manner and form as the ar shall Duxbury Harbor,
shall be made with the lowest responsible bidders, mohaoeu.ri— ‘Wellfleet ;
ties as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for the fai i th Harbor of Refuge, .
tion and com;{lati-on of the work according to such contract, and for tha prompt Vineyard Haven Harbor,
]uyment of all liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor and ma-
teria Menemsha r of Refugzo.

bmr 5. The Secretary of War is hmby directed, at his discretion, to cause ex- Taunton River.
aminations or surveys, or both, to be mada. and cost of improvements to be Winth Harbor.
estimated, at the fol| owing localities, to wit: New ford Bm-bor

In the States of—

Arkansas: Bar in t C‘lair River opposite Saint Clair City,

Re-examination of Little River.
..\.‘Il‘.-.he lakes connecting with Red River, between Shreveport, La., and Fulton,

=

Re-examination of Ouachita above Camden, Ark.

Saline River,

Cache River.

Califorvia: :

San Pedro Bay near the entrance to Wilmin, Harbor, with a view to estab-
lishing an outer harbor for the protection of p-draught vessels.

Mouth of Smith’s River.

Crewent City Harbor, with a view to a sea~wall from Battery Point to Flat

Connectlcut
ma%“&ﬂﬁzf’dmm Long Island Sound, including plans, speci-
y of Du rbor, on Lon and Soun uding plans,
fleations, and estimate of cost for maklnz ﬁm same a harbor of f refuge.
Dakota Territory:
James River.
Delaware :
Duck Creek.
Florida:
Punta Rassa Harbor.
Resurvey of Tampa Bay, including Hillsborough River up to the city of
Tampa,

Grand River,

North River between Essex and North Bridges.

Biddle's Point at Mackinae Harbor, with a \'lew to brealkwater.

Harbor at Forestville, Lake Huron.

Pigeon River,

Mouth of Black River, Saint Clair County.

Carp ler at Leland, with a view to mnrdi'ng an entrance to Carp Lake for
harbor of

mgh{h]l:{ o at Empire wlr.h a view lo cutting a channel across the bar
from Lake gan to
Grand Traverse Bay, with a uew to connecting it with Torch Lake, near

Eastport.
River.

Pine
ver at its juncf.mn w:th Detroit River, and up the river to bridge of
Saint Louis and Wabash Rail
Torch Lake Channel, Lake Supermr
Minnesota
Red River of the North from Moorhead to Fergus Falls.
Red Lake River from Grand Forks to Red Lake.
Mississippi River between Saint Paul and Samt Anthony's Falls,
Minnesota River, with a view to its improvement by locks and dama,
Mississippi
Tombighee pl{im,tu ascerlain what i tis to make said
river eontinuously navigable from Vienna, Ala., to Walker's Bri ge, Miss,
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Cassity Bayou. ]
Noxubee River, to ascertain whether it can be made continuously navigable
by o system of locks and dams, or otherwise.
Bear Creek.
Missouri:
Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with a view to mov-
able locks and dams. or other methods of improvement.
Little River from Hornersyille to its junction with the Saint Francis River.
Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line,
New Hampshire :
Bellamy River.
North Carolina:
Alligator River.
Lockwood's Folly River.
Rive:

Lumber X,
- Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows.
Catawba River.
New Jersey :
Thorounghfare running back of the ocean from Cape May to the Great Bay
north of Atlantie City. 1
Chnﬁnﬂl Iﬁ}mlf‘ofmigantino Beach, between Absecon and Brigantine Inlets,
ew York:

Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet,

The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks situated be-
tween five and six hundred feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streets in
the city of New York.

S@ﬁn Creek

v bor.

Har
Mouth of Patchouge River.
Hudson River between New Baltimore and Coxsackie.
Peter's Neck Bay.
Tonawanda r and Niagara River between Black Rock and Tonawanda,
with a view to a 16-foot channel,
Glen Cove Harbor,

Wood River,
Link River.
m““n‘f‘i‘z’f"”?ﬁ‘”“" uille C d Myrtle Poi
‘oquille River ween ille City an yrile Point.
Nehalem Bay and Bar. Coq
Tillamook Bay and Bar,
l'u:lo ua River,
01
Sandusky Harbor, with a view to a straight channel from the north end of
Cedar Point to the east end of the existing channel in front of the city.

Big Hock! River from its mouth to Coolville.

in River at its mouth,

'Dnrlﬁﬂ'mek: 4
ode Island:
Little Narragansett Bay, entrance to the wharves at Watch Hill
South Carolina: .
Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, with a view
to ntitm1-1e\':‘:.}:ia;.-k!!m:;uth Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick’s Island.

Clark's Creek.

Little Pee Dee River.

Alligator River and other waters connecling Santee River and Bull's Bay.
Tennessee :

North Fork of the Forked Deer River below D;‘ersbur%-.l

Obeils River from the point where improvemenis have heretofore been made

to the mouth of the West Fork.

Texas:

Ceduvri Bn!s]';u where it empties into Galveston Bay.

Mattox Creek.

Nansemond River.

Louisa Fork of Sandy River. X
. Roanoke River from Clarkesville, Va., to Eaton Falls, N, C.

Hunter's Creek.

West Virginia:

Meadow River.

Gauley River.

Coal River.

Wisconsin :

Harbor at Hudson, Lake Saint Croix.

Examination and report on the causes of the extraordinary overflows of the
Chippews River, and what means, if any, can be adopted to prevent their re-
currence.

8ec, 6. For examinations, surveys, and conti

and for incidental re-

pairs, for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbora, $75,-
000 That no survey shall be made of a.l'ly harbors or rivers n..uth the
Chief of neers ha n of the same

ve a preliminary

by the 1 engineer in charge of the district, or an engineer detailed for the
purpose; and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said Chief of En-
gineers whether, in his opinion, said harbor or river is worthy of improvement,
and shall state in ll.'mhi!'l m}ﬂly‘ﬂnnd rlty tll:ie facts and mmd ns on
nion, uding the present and prospective demands

be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the
if, in his opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be
ent by the General Government ; and he shall
to the Secretary of War the facts, and what mbﬂo nemasiiy or conven-
ience may be subserved thmttﬂntmther with the full reports of the local en-
gineer, d re of preli ry examinations and surveys shall be made
to the House of Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so

made,

8Ec. 7, That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress, at its next'and
each succeeding session thereof, the name place of residence of each civil-
ian engineer em; in the work of improving rivers and harborsby means
and as the result of -pymprintinns made in this and suceeeding river and
harbor appropriation bills, the time so employed, the compensation paid, and
the place at and work on which employed.

of commerce; and it s
making ofmmhmv:‘y
surveyed ba worthy of im
repo

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on

. the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appro-
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur-
poses; that the House had receded from its disagreement to the amend-

ments of the Senate numbered 39, 40, 41, 89, and 90; that the House
further insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180, asked a further conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had
appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNOXN the managers
on the part of the House at the further conference.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Chair may lay before the Senate the
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the action

ves.

of the House of Begresantaﬂ

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the
House of Representatives receding from its disagreement to certain
amendments of the Senate, further insisting on its disagreement to cer-
tain other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, K. 8974) making
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other
purposes, and asking a further conference with the Senate on thedisagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Iowa tell us what these four
amendments are that are di to?

Mr. ALLISON. There are really but three topics of difference.
The first is the one relating to Senator’s clerks; the second, the amount
appropriated for gangers and storekeepers; and the third is the appro-
priation ing statistics of divorce, the amendment found on page
93 of the bi Those are the only three items. The other two amend-
ments are merely formal. I move that the Senate still further insist
on these amendments and agree to the further conference asked by the
House,

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to make a suggestion here about the pro-
ceeding under these bills. That is, that I regard it as a mistake when
the conferees have partially concluded their consultation upon a bill
and have agreed to some amendments and disagreed to others, to ac-
cept a partial report and leave the matter open only as to the remain-
ing amendments.

ow take this case. By successive reports the two committees have
narrowed down the points of difference between the two Houses sub-
stantially to three, and one of them affeclg absolutely the Senate and
nobody else. If we had all the amen open, those affecting the
House as well as the Senate and all other persons that are interested,
we should have a great deal better lever to secure justice, so far as our
own amendments are concerned, than we have now.

I think it is exceedingly bad policy when these reports are made to
summarily consent and leave nothing but the disagreement upon a very
few items which practically place the Senate at the disposal of the other
branch of Congress. The Senator informs us that there is an item abont
the payment of clerks to Senators. If this process goes on, the next re-
port will leave that the only item of disagreement, and then the House
conferees will be ab liberty to say, ‘‘Everything in this bill is agreed to,
but we do not propose to agree to this, and you can either recede from
it or let the bill go, as you please,’”’ and we shall be put in the attitnde
of asking for a further conference about a matter that affects this body
alone, or else giving np the bill. .

I regret very much, indeed, that the chairman of the committee sees
fit to come in here on all these bills and report partial agreements, ex-
cluding those matters about which there is a practical difference, thus
giving the House conferees a lever that I submit they ought not to ke
able to wield over this body.

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the Senator from Kansas
that the practice which he deprecates has been in existence for many
years, and has been found, especially at short sessions, to be thé only
method of disposing of these bills.

Mr. INGALLS. This is not a short session.

Mr, ALLISON. Apparently not.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will turn out to be short.

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, the conference committee on the part
of the Senate on this bill has merely carried out the usual practice.
I think that the Senate will be able to take care of itself on these
three remaining amendments; just how I do not know, but I under-
take to say that the Senate, if it desires to adhere to the provision
which relates exclusively to the convenience of conducting the busi-
ness of the Senate, will so say to the House. Of eourse, a bill like
this legislative appropriation bill is one of great detail, and it is quite
agreeable to those having charge of it to close up a great many matters
that-are not serious in their character. This bill as it left the Senate
had two hundred and thirty-nine amendments. The House agreed to
eighty-six of them without the intervention of a conference, and the
remaining amendments went into conference and the conferees agreed
as to all but six or seven. We sent the disagreeing votes to the House,
and they have receded from their disagreement on four of the amend-
ments, leaving now only three subjects of difference.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not in when the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations opened this question. I should like to ask him
to explain the position of the House of Representatives through its con-
ferees on the subject of amendment 179, I believe it is, respecting the
collection of statistics of marriageand divorce. Itisasubject of great
interest to very many people in the United States and I think a sub-
ject of much importance. I should like to know upon what grounds
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the House of Representatives through its conferees insists upon dis-
agreeing to that amendment. !

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose I could state generally, without stating
what oceurred in the conferencee committee.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right, and it is his duty, as a
conferee, to state what did occur in the conference committee. It is
quite different from all other questions between the two Houses. Itis
exactly what the Senate and the House of Representatives both have a
right to know.

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator state the nature of the amendment?

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is for the collection of statisties of marriage and
divorce. Ifisan amendment put in by the Senate and about which
the conferees differ. I understand the necessity of the case and the par-
liamentary law both to be that the conferees in reporting to their re-
spective Houses have a right and it is their duty to explain the views
and presentationsof the other side of the difference in order thatif they
seem to be reasonable the body may recede.

Mr. ALLISON. I will state the claim of the House of Representa-
tives on the question, which I suppose was represented by the House
conferers, .

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course, it must be.

Mr. ALLISON. Itwas, in the first place, that we have a great num-
ber of statistical bureaus and that they have been multiplying some-
what of late; that the Senate, in addition to this specific amendment,
added considerably to the general appropriation for the Bureau of La-
bor, &e.; and that if these statistics were valuable they could be as-
eertained under those appropriations. That was their first claim.

Their next claim was that this sum of money was entirely too great
for the purpose indicated; and the next elaim was that the House had
_ specifically decided against this amendment in such a way as to pre-
clude the conferees from assenting to it. Those were their claims.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I wish to say, in asking the Senate still fur-
ther to insist npon this nmendment, that the amendment does not in-
crease the bureaus of any Department of the Governpent. The subject
has engaged the attention of thinking people all over the country for
some years, and Con been appealed to to pass a special law
npon the subject. A bill'of*that kind has been introduced for one, or
two, or three Congresses back, I do not know how long, but-has never
gotaction. It was again introduced at this session and sent to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

We examined the subject, feeling exactly as the House of Representa-
tives does through its conferees in respect of not desiring to increase estab-
lishments in the executive offices any further than should be absolutely
necessary. We examined the law concerning the establishment of the
Burean of Labor, and we were all satisfied that the establishment of the
Burean of Labor by the statute, in terms almost, and elearly within the
scope of its terms, authorized the Bureaun of Labor, respecting the social
condition of the people of the United States, to collect those statistics.

We therefore were of the opinion that any new act of Congress on
the subject was quite unnecessary; that adequate power existed in the
Bureau of Labor now, and it only required a sufficient snm of money
to be devoted to that object to enable the Bureau of Labor under its
existing powers to accomplish it.

Accordingly, instead of reporting the bill favorably, as we otherwise
wonld have done, we reported this amendment in the regular way and
sent it to the Committee on Appropriations to be put in the proper bill,
which is this, and it was put in the bill.

The amendment increases the appropriation for the Bureau of Labor;
and anybody who looks at the reports of the Commissioner of Labor,
which are valuable, will see——

Mr. BUTLER. What is the amount, may I ask?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only $10,000, not half as much as the Commis-
sioner says it ought to be if he is going back at all, which he can easily
do, for information on the subject. Hethought he ought to have $25,-
000, but the committee thought it fit to put in $10,000 and he would
only have to go back as far as he could with that money to get started.

Then, as was explained in the Senate when the matter was up, the
number of offices to which he must send in all the States and Terri-
tories of the Union which contain the records of marriages and of di-
vorees is very great indeed. I stated a number the other day whenthe
matter was before the Senate onthe bill, and my friend from Texas [ Mr.
CoxEe] inspeaking of the number of counties even where divorces might
be had in the United States came over to me afterward and said to me
that in respect of the number of connties I had not stated half enough for
the whole United States. I made a general computation on my feet,
a mere guess, as it might be called, and he said that Texas itself had
not so many counties but offices where records of this kind are filed
and kept, as large as the number that I had stated for the United States.
I may overstate that, for I do not remember the details.

Now, when you take the whole number of the States, the whole num-
ber of the counties, and, as in New England, the whole number of the
towns, as we call them, where marriage certificates are filed and recorded,
the number of offices to which the Commissioner of Labor must send
to obtain this information, it runs into the tens of thousands, I suppose.

‘Why the House of Representatives should say that this small snm
ghould not be devoted to that object on the ground that the general ap-

propriation for the Commissioner of Labor, which has hitherto been de-
voted to entirely different and appropriate questions, I agree, having
been greatly enlarged for the purpose of those other questions, there
should not be placed at his disposal $10,000 to commence this work, I
am quite unable to understand.

If the House of Representatives had said, ‘* We donot believe in this
business at all; wedo not careanything about the question of marriage
and divorce in the United States in regard to the general interest and
welfare of its people,”’ that would be one thing; but if they said that,
they then logically should say we should abolish the Burean of - Labor
altogether, becanse labor is only one element in social progress and in
social prosperity and in social happiness.

So, though I do not wish to take up the time, as I hope we shall
adjourn some time this year, I do hope that the Senate will still insist
upon this amendment, and that the Senate conferees will exert their
diligence, consistent with proper respect to the House of Representa-
tives, to bring them to the same mind.

Mr. ALLISON. I hope a vote will now be taken.

Mr. INGALLS. What does the Senator ask now?

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon the

ints of difference and agree to the further conference asked for by the

Iouse. . ,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that
the Senate still further insist on its amendments not disposed of and
agree to the further conference by the House of Representatives.

Mr. INGALLS. If there is any way in which the amendment which
provides for the payment of clerks toSenators can be taken out of con-
ference I shonld be glad to have it done; and I suppose that can be
done by a motion to adhere. :

The House of Representatives fix their own official staff. They
select the number of their employés and determine the compensation
that they shall receive. As I understand the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the Senate did not attempt in that matter
to make one hair white or black; they took it exactly as it came from
the House without making any amendment or suggestion whatever.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate added several names.

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator from Iowa tells me that I am cot-
rect.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate did put in two or three names.

Mr. ALLISON. That perhaps ought to be stated. We agreed to
the substance of everything of value with reference to the House of
Representatives. On the request of two members of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives, being two of those who
were on the suhcommittee which prepared the bill, we inserted some
names merely for theirconvenienee, in order that they might be reached;
and when our attention was called to it, of course we immediately re-
ceded from that. :

Mr. INGALLS. I respectfully submit, without desiring to speak in
derogation of any person orany body of men, that the attempt to inter-
fere with the amendments that were agreed to in this body as to the
official staffof the Senate under the circumstances is an unwarrantable
and unjustifiable interference with the prerogatives of this body; and
I am somewhat surprised that the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations was willing to permit every other amendment in the bill,
two hundred and sixty-nine in number, to be acted upon, and leave
that open as a question of debate between the conferees of the two
Houses.

I believe it was the duty of the Senate conferees to have said to the
conferees on the part of the House at the outset, on the threshold,
*‘This is one of the matters that we do not propose to dispute with yon
about, It is a matter that concerns this body and its official force and
the discharge of its own duties, in which we are independent nnder the
Constitution of the United States.”” And yet the Senate conferees have
agreed to 266 out of 269, if that is the number.

Mr. ALLISON. Two hundred and thirty-nine.

Mr. INGALLS. They have to two hundred and thirty-nine
amendments, and have left this one that affects the constitution and
convenience of this body open still between the two Houses. Eighty-
six were agreed upon, the Senator informs us, without debate. That
is, wherever we put up salaries——

Mr. ALLISON. They were agreed to in the House.

Mr. INGALLS. I say the House promptly agreed to all the amend-
ments made by the Senate where we had put up the salaries of Demo-
cratie officials, where we had increased the salary of the Commissioner
of Patents and the Commissioner of Pensions, that physical and men-
tal ' wreck who is drawing $1,200 a year as a pension besides his salary.
When we increased that salary from $4,000 to $5,000 there was no de-
bate on that on the part of the conferees of the House of Representa-
tives; that was promptly agreed towith the eighty-six others of a sim-
ilar character.

So one by one the Benate conferees have agreed to eliminate from
these two hundred and thirty-nine amendments everything about which
there could be debate or discussion, and have left as the last one to con-
front us that involving the prerogatives and the rights of this body.

Mr. President, I am discontented with it, and I believe that ev
one who hears me feels the same way. It never ought to bave been le
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open for debate. It is an invasion of our prerogatives and our rights.

While I do not suppose that the Senator from Iowa has any design
of abandoning this amendment, I should like to fortify him a little,
1 shonld like to re-enforce him, net that he needs it, but we have got
down within two of agreeing to all the amendments except this, and I
fear that before long we shall have another report saying that the con-
ferees have agreed to every amendment except the one involving the
pay of clerks of Senators in this body; and then we shall be told we
can either recede from that or let the bill go. I believe I will move
that the Senate adhere to that amendment now.

Mr. BUTLER. And ask for the yeas and nays on it?

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adhere upon the item af-
fecting the payment of clerks of those Senators who are not chairmen
of committees,

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas belongs to that class of
legislators and persons in the world we have scen a great many of, who
are unwilling to take up with satisfaction. He has arraigned the con-
ferees because they have agreed with the committee of conference on
the other side upon matters which the other side have offered to dgree
with them upon. They have come to our terms upon every other mat-
ter but these three, and the Senator is not willirg to take up with sat-
isfaction on these.

With some little experience in matters of conference committees,
going over several years, I find it the best way in those committees,
just as fast as the committees agree upon items, to close them np. They
are diminished in number the most rapidly in that way. When we
come to concentrate our differences upon points, we can understand
what is our duty in respect to each one of them better than when t.wo
hundred or mere of them are afloat.

‘We have now closed up this bill npon more matters of difference be-
tween the two Houses than any other legislative bill that I ever had
anything to do with, and more rapidly and more satisfactorily ; and we
have reduced, in less time by this conference than in any other confer-
ence that ever I was on upon a legislative bill, to three out of 135 of
the differences. We can stand just as firmly upon those three as we
could if 130 of them were afloat—differences of great importance, dif-
ferences that would be vital, differences that would affect or cripple the
executive branches’of the Government.

It was the duty of the conference committee to agree as far as th
could ; and this goes back to another committee with the same condi-
tion of things that it went into the first committee,

Until a eommittee of conference shall show symptoms of giving np
that which belongs to us it will be unnecessary for the Senate to take
any extreme measure with any one of these points. I submit to the
°* Senator from Kansas that the ordinary method of settling these things
is the best, and the least friction between the two Houses upon matters
about which there is no necessity for friction is the best way to come to
an agreement.

I have no more idea that o save this bill we shall be obliged to give
up either of those three items of difference than I have that we should
have been unable to agree upon any of them. Suppose we should have
started out in the committee of conference, each one of us, by planting
ourselves upon two or three items on the one side or the other of differ-
ence, and announced to the conferees of the other branch, ‘‘ Yon need
not confer on these; these are not to be conferred upon, unless you take
these as we have decided them.’”” Announce that in the beginning and
you come to an end of a conference,

Let this conference be pursued as all others are until there shall be
an indication of the difference. The Senate need not be afraid to trust
this or any committee of conference that shall be appointed by the
Chair in the ordinary way.

Mr. BUTLER. Can the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator
from Iowa give any explanation of the fact that at every session of Con-
gress we are confronted with this issue between the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate upon this matter relating entirely and exclu-
gively to ourselves? Now, I am like the Senator from Kansas——

Mr. DAWES. I con tell the Senator what I suppose is the reason.

Mr. BUTLER. I am getting a little impatient under this constant
disposition on the part of the other branch of Congress to interfere with
what, as the Senator from Kansas says, is our especial and peculiar
prerogative, with which I submit they have nothing to do.

Mr. DAWES. I am not defending the position of the Honse. The
position of the House in reference to it strikes me just asit doesthe Sena-
tor from South Carolina and the Senator from Kansas. Iamonly dis-
cussing the best method to deal with that difference. I have no idea
but what they expect to yield, but they expect to go through with this
form to maintain what they call a consistency nupon certain points. It
is all understood how far they are to go. But for us to throw an ob-
stacle in the way by putting it where the bill must fail in the outset
only puts forther off an agreement. There is no doubt about the re-
sult if we go on in the ordinary way.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy any more time. I can as-
sure the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina that
at least the conferees who have considered the bill thus far have en-
deavored to represent truly what they believed to be the unanimous

judgment of the Senate upon this question; and I have no doubt any
future conferees appointed by the Chair will do the same thing.

We have over and over again presented to the House of Representa-
tives that it is the business of the Senate to choose its own officers, and
that they have no right to interfere with our prerogative (if that is a
proper word to use in that connection) any more than we have a right
to say who their officers shall be or what the number of them shall
be. Of course, the question of compensation can fairly be a matter
of consideration between the two Houses.

I hope the Senator from Kansas will not now insist upon his motion
to adhere to this amendment. I think we can get on with it better
perhaps m§ one farther conference upon this subject.

Mr. CHACEL should like to ask the Senator from Towa a question.
I ask him if the House of Representatives may take from us certain of
our employés, our servants, may they not upon the same principle take
from us others, and may they not then go on until they may take the
whole, and t.hua cripple entirely the functions of this body ?

Mr. l;Pm no reason why they can not say, n‘ they inter-
fere at all, t.hati we shall have only one secretary at that desk instead
of four or three or that we shall have only five messengers instead of
one at each door of the Senate. I quite agree with the Senator.

Mr, CHACE. Thatis the way it strikes me, and it seems to me it
becomes & question, as a matter of precedent, of very great importance.
The House of Representatives may a te to itself to absolutely de-
stroy the functions of this body by crippling our ability to conduct our
business.

Mr. BECK. I have heard this question discussed time and again in
conference, and I think the whole matter is so very safe in the hands
of the chairman, the Senator from Iowa, that we had better trust to
him to manage it his own way without telling him anything. I hope
the Senator from Kansas will not press his motion to adhere.

Mr. INGALLS. Upon theassurance that the Senator from Jowa and
his conferees will adhere to this amendment and consider themselves,
as I understand them to say they are, instructed by the Senate to stand
by it and never relinquish it, I will withdraw my motion to adhere.

Mr. SAULSBURY. It seems to me that-there is one view of this
question which has not been presented. I do not understand that the
House undertake to dictate who shall be the employés of the Senate;
they only exercise their constitutional right to say whether they will
vote an appropriation for certain objects. I believe that the courtesy
due the Senate requires that we shall insist, but I do not think they
are justly censurable to the animadversions which have been made
here, because in the exercise of their discretion they assume to say that
there shall not be devoted an appropriation for this purpose. Theydo
not undertake to say that every Senator shall not have a clerk; they
only say that in this bill they will not appropriate money for that pur-

The criticisms here upon the House I think are unjust.

I hope the Senate conferees will insist upon tife amendment, and I
hope the House will yield; but I do not believe that these animadver-
sions are exactly right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that
the Senate further insist and agree to the request of the Iouse for a
farther conference.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimons consent, the presiding officer was authorized to ap-
apoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr.
DAwes, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7420) mak-
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer-
tain Pnbhc works on rivers and harbons, and for other purposes, the
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. MCMILLAN, from
the Committee on Commerce, as a substitute.

Mr. LOGAN. It was understood by the chairman of the committee
that I was to be permitted to offer samendments to the amendmentafter
it had been read, and I desire to offer them now.

In line 353 I move to increase the appropriation for the imygovement
of Calumet Harbor, Illinois, from $7,500 to $10,000. It was reduced
to $7,500, when the estimates are $100,000; and I think such a reduc-
tion is a little too much, compared with the reductions made in other
cases. 1do notwishtodiscuss thequestion. Imerely wish a vote onit.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 354, before the word ‘‘dollars,’ it is
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘seven thousand five hundred’? and
to insert ‘‘ten thousand;’ so as to read:

Improving harbor at Calumet, I1l.: Continuing improvement, §10,000.

The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Illinois to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. KENNA. I move to insert at the end of the first section what
I send to the Secretary’s desk.

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to offer another amend-
ment to the next paragraph ?
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from West Virginia
yield?

Mr. KENNA. Oh, yes; I have no disposition to crowd out the Sen-
ator from Illinois.

Mr. LOGAN. No, it is not crowding me at all; but the amend-
ment I propose comes right in the next line. Lines 355 and 356 read:

Improving harbor at Chicago, 111, : Continning improvement, §75,000.

I offer an amendment to increase the amount to §150,000. I desire
to call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the esti-
mates and the appropriations which have been made in reference to
other improvements. There is appropriated for improving the harbor
at Mobile, on line 274, continuing improvements, $90,000; and there is
appropriated for the imC]]::nvement of the Chicago Harbor $75,000.

The estimate for the Chicago Harbor is $284,000. Out of the §284,000
of the estimate, $75,000 are given; of the estimate for the Mobile Har-
bor abont one-half is given; also for the improvement at Muscle Shoals
the ‘chairman will find that the estimate is $400,000, and the com-
mittee appropriates $262,500.

All that I ask is that a great work like this in Chicago, which has

been in for a t many years, a great improvement as it is,
and a great harbor, and as necessary as that is, as every one knows who
is acquainted with the commerce on the lakes, shall have at least
enough to be able to do something. The $75,000 to be appro-
priated will not dredge the sand in the channel that has to be dredged
every year.
Not only that, but the engineers’ estimate is $284,000 for its com-
pletion, and they say that $225,000 can be ed during this fiseal
year, and they show the necessity for it. The amount has been reduced
from $284,000, or $225,000 necessary for this year, down to $100,000,
and then 25 per cent. off leaves it at $75,000. That does strike me as
not being exactly what ought to be done in reference to a harbor of that
character where the commerce is so great as it is at Chicago, where so
many vessel come in and go out, and where great necessify exists for a
harbor not only for the benefit of commerce but a harbor for the safety
of vessels.

As is well known, Lake Michigan is one of the most treacherous lakes
in the whole United States of i There are more vessels lost
on it than on any other lake; and this harbor is a gr:flmcﬁnn It
has protected hundreds and thousands and probably millions of dollars’
worth of p since it has been put in such a shape that vessels
could come in within the reach that is timbered out so as to protect
them. ;

1 do not wish to eriticise the committee, nor do I eriticise it atall; but
in comparing this harbor with others which have larger appropriations
for them, others which really are not as necessary as this one, others
which do not require as much work or as great an expenditure, it does
seem to me that it if not exactly the thing.

Mr. MCMILLAN. This item was not changed by the Senate com
mittee, and remained as it came from the House, except the reduction
embraced in the amegdment which I have submitted. The amount
which the engineer said conld be profitably expended during the year
is $225,000. The appropriation as it came to us from the House is
substantially 50 per cent. of that estimate; $112,500 wonld have been
just 50 per cent. of the estimate. The appropriation for the harbor at
Mobile was just 50 per cent. of the estimate also, and the Senate itself
increased the appropriation for Muscle Shoals after the committee
brought the bill into the Senate.

I should be glad to have le.r%er a%pig:%reiaﬁons for these great improve-
ments if it could be done. I sh very glad to have the whole
amount appropriated which the engineer says could be profitably ex-
pended during the year; but the harbor is not going to suffer with an
appropriation of this amount for this year. None of these harbors are

ing to suffer. The engineers can use this money profitably, and the
ﬁz.rbor will be ready for all the commerce that is established at that

t.
P“; hope the Senator will be satisfied with the bill now as it stands and
let theitem remain.’ If thisisto beincreased the same reasoning would
apply to all the others, and the amendment offered by me would not
be sustained.

Mr. MILLER. I desire to say a single word, and that is that this
item as it now stands at $75,000 is just 33} per cent. of the amount
asked for by the engineers, and that is more by far than the average we
have given throughout the entire bill. Originally we gave nearly one-
half; now it has been cut down by the amendment, and still this re-
mainsat just one-third, or 33} per cent. Idohopethat no changeswhat-
ever will be made in these sums or in these proportions at present.

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to enter into any discussion with Sen-
ators on the committee; I know it is perfectly useless; but gé the same
time the assertion of the Senator from New York I do not would
be borne out if he were to examine the bill very critically. I do not
wish to call the attention of the Senate to them, but I could pick out
quite a number of rivers and harbors where the reduction has not af-
fected them as it has affected the appropriations for certain matters in
the State of Illinois.

Toillustrate: For the Illinois River some gentleman said I secured an

increase of $50,000. That is true. The estimate was $350,000, and
the statement of the engineer was that it was absolutely necessary to
have the full a iation for the reason that they were completing
twolocks and dams in that river. That appropriation is now cut down
to $100,000. I had it raised to $150,000, and now it is put at $112,000.
‘When you take that and compare it with other appropriations which I
do not care to mention, not in that immediate section of the country,
there is a very great and material difference so far as coming up to the
estimates is concerned. j

Perhaps I have no right to complain more than other people, and I
do not wish to speak here by way of complaining, but merely to call
attention to the fact that Chicago for a small village has not received
exactly what it ought to have received and what it is entitled to from
the hands of the committee or from the hands of the House, if I may
speak of the House; and why I do nof know; I can not tell. There
has not been a river and harbor bill brought into the Senate for years
%:: b::a very same thing has not occurred in reference to the Chicago

Mt. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I just want to say on this question
of proportions that you may take Lake Champlain, on one side of which
I live and on the other side is the great State of New York; you may
take the appropriation for the breakwater at the harbor of Burlington,
Vt., where the revenue collected is just about one-gquarter of that col-
lected at Chicago. There wasin the bill as it came from the committee
$25,000 to continue the work on that breakwater. That being reduced
by 25 per cent. makes $18,750.

If you take the report of the engineer as to what can be profitably
expended—I do not remember its detail, but knowing the place per-
fectly well—you might appropriate all the money that is necessary to
complete that breakwater, to make it long enough to protect that grow-
ing town and increasing commerce, in any one year, because it is the
mere question of applying your force to extending a breakwater. If
you appropriated $200,000 it is only the question of putting down more
cribs and more stone to exténd the breakwater. As I say, I do not re-
member what the engineers said could be profitably expended, but I
ha to know myself, as it is a mere question of cribs and stone, and
with plenty of room, and plenty of timber, and plenty of stone, youn
can apply all the money at once. p

But this appropriation for that particular part of Lake Champlain is
cut down, and on the same principle, and it illustrates almost
perfectly, for the reason that the revenues collected in that collection
district are just about a quarter. As ITemember, the revenues of Chi-
cago are about $4,000,000, and they are about $1,000,000 in the dis-
trict of Vermont. It makes a very fair uom&{imn. -

I appeal to the Senator from Illinois, the bill containing for public
works and things in the State of Illinois, and going to the benefit of
Chicago and the commerce there as it is claimed by the Hennepin Ca~-
nal and the other canal and the Illinois River, that if we are to go on
and put everything in Illinois up, as the Illinois River has been putup
to above what the House had it, notwithstanding this ratable reduc-
tion, then we must go to every other locality in the country in order
to make an equal average.

Mr. LOGAN. I said I was not going to discuss the proposition, and
that I only asked for a vote; but to show how perfectly fair the genator
from Vermont, the assistant chairman of this committee, is about mat-
ters I will read what the estimate is in reference to Burlington, Vt.

Mr, EDMUNDS. On what page?

Mr. LOGAN. 356. The engineer says that there can be prof-
itably expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, §50,000.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would make two cribs.

Mr. LOGAN. The gentleman has had 50 per cent. allowed of the
amount estimated for by going to that committee perhaps. With an
estimate for Chicago of $284,000 we have $75,000. The Senator has
very nearly 50 per cent. left in the bill to-day for Burlington, Vt.

Mr. McMILﬁ.N. It is reduced 25 per cent.

Mr. LOGAN. I know it is reduced 25 per cent., and the reduction
is exactly what I complain of in this bill, that the reduction is not fair
to different parts of the country which deserve to the esti-
mates more money than is appropriated in the bill. usand dol-
lars is the estimate for Burlington and $284,000 for Chicago, and $18,000
is allowed to Burlington while $75,000 of the $284,000 is allowed to
Chicago. That is the difference; and that is exactly what I complain
of.

Mr. McMILLAN. The appropriation for Chicago was substantially
50 per cent., within $12,000 of 50 per cent. of the estimate of the en-

gineer.

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. MCMILLAN. If the Senator will look at the estimate for the
amount that ean be profitably expended this year—

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is $225,000.

Mr. LOGAN. Yours was $50,000 and yon get $18,000, while we get
3755000, and the Senator complains because Burlington has not been as
fairly dealt with as Chicago. I know Burlington, Vt., is a very nice
town. Ihave been there. J know it has very nice people and it is
much larger than Chicago; it has much more business, and is more im-
portant and the people are more important, and men who understand
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these things represent them much better than Illinois is represented
perhaps! They understand how to get things intobills, and then they
understand very well how to get bills reduced after they have tﬁiﬂl
they want themselves, and how to drive committees to do these things.
Against that T have naught to say except that my friend the Senator
from Vermont on every occasion when I have said anything about Illi-
nois seemed to have some kind of spite against the State. I do not
know why; I can not tell; butno other p itions have been fonght
by the Senator from Vermont as the propositions coming from Illinois
have heen. There has not been one that he has not objected to, not
one that he has not criticised, not one that he has not fought.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must take the time of the Sen-
ate to have this little difference among friends out, and I will begin at
the end of my friend’s observations. He says there is not a thing for
Tllinois that the Senator from Vermont has not fought.

Mr. LOGAN. Ob, no. I said not one of the propositions here, and
I will state them. He fought the increase for the Illinois River; he
fought the Hennepin Canal; he fights the increase for Chicago; he ob-
jected to the increase for Calumet Harbor; and that is every one that
has been mentioned on this floor by the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I then only fought the things that were men-
tioned and let those that were not mentioned go. %e presumptionis
then that those which were not mentioned had some merit, and that
those which had not merit enongh to go aloneand had to be carried on
the broad and strong shoulders of my friend from Tllinois, with a chip
on each shoulder, would naturally attract the attention of somebody
and he would make some inquiry about them. That is wherewe come.

Now when we come back to & comparison of Chicago with Burling-
ton, I am bound to agree with my friend. Burlington is a town of
more importance than Chieago, because my friend has said so. Inever

knew it before, but I know that he is a man who always states every- |.

thing with absolute deliberation. I will mention one little circum-
stance as 3 comparison between the two towns. We do have social
order and the execution of the law at Burlington, V. They do not
always have it—not because my friend would not have it—in Chicago.
And I will mention another thing, which is entirely apart from any
personal badinage between my friend and myself. There has been put
into this bill—against my vote and opinion, it is true, but put in, and
I submit to it—a p ition which involves millions for the benefit of
the commerce of Chicago and of Lake Michigan, as the friends of it
claim. So the amount of public money to be expended in that gnarier
of the United States—and I do not care anything about State lines in.
these matters—is something enormous compared to any other part of
the United States, with three or four exceptions which I will not waste
the time of the Senate to state.

Now, therefore, if the Senator from Illinois, after this reduction of
25 per cent., having got the Illinois River—which this great canal isto
bl sins aboro Tha Homse WAL, proposcs 10 g0 on rakiog, S avecything
able sum e ill, to go on rating up ev
that happens to exist in the State of Il].mmgs,'D Ido notgthigkit is right
to the other parts of the country—not speaking for Vermont, becanse
the interest of Vermont is not at all different from the interest of the
rest of the people of the United Statesanywhere in these matters—but
if we are to putthis up, then let us go back and put nup everything else
and reject this whole amendment altogether.

Mr. LOGAN. Iam very sorry that the Senator has come to the con-
clusion that I have a chip on each shoulder at different times. He cer-
tainly has not. He never carries chips on his shoulders, and if he did
he would not find anybody who w want to knock them off. I cer-
tainly should not.

But I find there is a peculiarity always in the sincerity and justice of
the Senator from Vermont. I do not know anything about Gordon’s
Landing, on Lake Champlain, in Vermont. I do not know what it is.
I can not find it in the estimates. Probably it is there; I suppose the
Senator can find it.

I notice an item of $25,000 for extending a pier at Gordon’s Landing,
in Vermont. That is reduced to $18,750. I notice in all matters in
connection with Vermont that it has not been hurt very much, nor do
I wish to hurtit. If the Senator wanted more I think he ought to have
it if there was a necessity for it; but when persons are amply supplied
with everything they desire themselves, when they get all they want
themselves and then attack everything that belongs to other States, it
is not the generous mode of proceeding that I think ought to be pur-
sued by mankind generally outside or inside of the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. T agree with you entirely.

Mr. LOGAN. And when the Senator says that Burlington is im-
portant I agree with him; but when he leaves the path of argument,
when he deviates from the logic of the case as presented, and when he
goes outside that case and casts a slur at the city of Chicago because
they have had confusion there on account of strikes and ists, he
goes further I think than that courtesy which helongs from oneSenator
to another should warrant him in going,

I will say to the Senator that the people of Chicago are just as good
citizens as he is, and just as law-abiding as he is, and certainly they
are not so pestiferous at home as he is in this body. [Laughter.] I
will say that for them. Of course we have had our troubles there oc-

casionally. Ina population of nearly 700,000 we have some bad men.
I am very sorry that we have them. Thereare other places, however,
where there are bad men, not in Vermont, of course, but other places
in the country where a less generous and kind people reside, less in-
telligent and less patriotic than those who reside in the State of and
are the constituents of the Senator from Vermont.

Why, sir, I might say more and say it truthfully, but I will not, for
I do not desire to east slurs upon the constituents of anybody. Itisa
thing that I do not do. I do not engage in that kind of argument.
No matter how futile my argnments may be, no one has found me east-
ing slurs on the constituents of any other Senator for the benefit of a
little proposition that might arise in a bill, and no great man ever did it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I it the force of that proposition, and we have
found one great man in the Senate that doesnot do it. So we can drop
that part of the subject.

Now, I wish to tell my distingunished friend from Illinois, for whom
I always have had the greatest admiration, which increases from day
to day, that he is mistaken in saying that anybody in the State of Ver-
mont has got all the appropriations that that State ought to have.

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say that.

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are two places on the east side 'of Lake
Champlain, to both of which go railway lines, that have their harbors
and their commerce, for which no appropriation is made in this bill at
all. Former appropriations have been made, and they ought to be made
now, but I did not want to load this bill up, and I thought those places
might wait for another year before I should even say a word to the
committee about them. So the Senator is unjust, or rather I should
say incorrect—he does not mean to be unjust—in saying that Vermont
has got all she wants in the sense in which he speaks of that.

Mr, LOGAN. I did not say that.

Mr. EDMUNDS. TheREcoRD will show what the Senator said, and
I will not enter into a dispute with him on this bill as to what he did
say. The RecorD will show. So I think we may drop that out of the
thing and go to the merits of this proposition.

I mustrepeat, that if in respect of the harbor of Chicago it is to be
thrown out of relation with the harbor of New York, and the mouth of
the Mississippi River, and Norfolk, and Baltimore, and Boston, and all
these other great harbors, then we might just as well begin at the be-
ginning and pub everything up to its original status and go as much
further as we can get anybody to go. That is just the short of it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] to the amendment
of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. MOMILLAN].

The amendment to the t was rejected. :

Mr. VEST. On page 53, line 1296, after the words *‘ Nebraska
City,”” Imove tostrike out *‘ three hundred and seventy-five thonsand '’
and insert ‘‘five hundred thousand;’” and I give nofice that I shall
move to put back the sums apq)rs};ﬁated in the bill reported from the
Commerce Committee and the bill as it came from the House thab
were given to the Missouri, Ohio, and Mississippi Rivers. :

I have understood throughout the whole of this disecussion that all
Senators from all sections of the Union agreed as to the national charae-
ter of theserivers, the Mississippi and its great tributaries, the Ohio and
the Missouri. The a tion for the Missouri River was one-half
the amount that was estimated for by the engineer. It came from the
House at $500,000 from the mouth of the river to Sioux City, a distance
of over fifteen hundred miles, and in which the States of Missouri, Kan-
sas, Nebraska, Towa, and Minnesota are all interested. I now move
that this appropriation of $500,000 be put back in the bill, and upon
that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1296, after the words ‘* Nebraska City,””
it is moved to strike ont ‘‘three hundred and seventy-five’’ and insert
““five hundred;’’ so as to read:

Ilr.u-.-t;;:l Missouri River from 'l.‘l;lf monli.; totsci,oux Cﬂ:{ % Cohgtiuglaqgl?pm\:-
men'

B e e Bt v
ville,and Nebraska City, £00,000; to be expended under the direction of the

of War, in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the
Missouri River Commission.

The yeas and nays were ordered. :

Mr. McMILLAN, Ithink if this amendment is adopted it will lead
to the entire rejection of the amendment of the committee, because other
improvements in this bill will ask for the same increase. The amount
appropriated to the Missouri River is $610,000.

Mr, VEST. You mean the whole river.

Mr. McMILLAN, The whole river.

Mr. VEST. This only applies to part of it.

Mr. MCMILLAN. From the mouth of the Missouri to Sioux City
the bill as it came from the House appropriated $500,000, and we re-
ported it to the Senate without a change, except inserting certain points
at which expenditures of the money might be made. The appropria-
tion contained in this amendment will be 33 per cent. of the estimate
of what can be expended this year.

While we all know that the Missouri River is a very important
stream and contributes largely to the interests of commerce in the
country, yet the interest of the stream will not suffer with the appro-
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priation of the sum embraced in the bill. It will be expended at par-
ticular points in the river until the repairs and constructions of certain
portions of the river are all completed. When that is done then the
general plan of the improvement of the river will be entered upon.

I appeal to the Senator from Missouri o permit this amendment to
pass as it has been offered by the committee in order to have this
amount of expenditure, which is one-third of the estimate for this
year, and the engineer has the discretion under this item of appropria-
tion to spend this money at such places as in his discretion he deems
best for the interests of the river. He is not limited in his expendi-
tures to either of the points named here, nor to all of them; but he has
as unetllimited discretion so far as the expenditure of the money is con-
cerned, i

I hope the Senator will not insist upon his amendment, in the inter-
est of the welfare of the Missouri River and of the whole bill.

Mr, VEST. Now, Mr. President, I want to say a very plain word
about this amendment, because this is a practical illustration of how
the thing operates. ]

I have never—I do not leave it to my assertion, I leave it to my col-
leagues in the Commerce Committee and my coll es in the Senate
—1I have never asked or demanded, directly or indirectly, anything
but what is fair and just in regard to the distribution of the money
appropriated by this bill.

Mr. KENNA, That is true as to others also.

Mr. VEST. I admit it as to others, but I put this as a preliminary
observation to what I shall say now. I am talking about facts, not
methods.

This bill came from the House with an appropriation of $500,000 for-
the Missouri River. As a member of the Committee on Commerce I
did not ask for an increase, though I might have secured it. Other
members of the committee did ask increases and did increase this bill
to the amount of §3,400,000—not all of it in their States, but much
the larger portion of it. Under this reduction of 25 per cent., what is
the result? Take certain States—and I do not mention them invid-
iously—take the State of New York with an increase of $900,000 in
round numbers in the Senate bill. Take off 25 per cent. and the State
of New York is still ahead of the amount appropriated by the House
of Representatives,

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to say that the amount
asked for the improvement of New York Harbor by the engineers was
two and a half millions.

Mr, VEST. I am not talking about the engineers’ estimates.

Mr, MILLER. The House gave $150,000 and we made it a million.

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about estimates. The estimate for
the Mississippi River was §7,000,000 outside of local improvements,
Nearly $10,000,000 was asked by the commission in all. The House
gave the Lower Mississippi $2,100,000, and now, under the operations
of this reduction bill, the Mississippi River, with 25 per cent. off, gets
$1,275,000. -

But I ask the Senator from New York this distinct question: How
much did his State get under the House bill as it came to the Senate,
and how much does it get now under the 25 per cent. reduction? Does
he lose anything in his appropriations ?

Mr, MILLER. The Senator knows how much New York got under
the increase. I have stated it here repeatedly. It wasbetween $900,-
000 and a million dollars, but it happened that bill as it came to this
body had given to some large improvements their fair share and their
Jjust share, so much so that the Senators representing that portion of
the country did not feel at liberty to ask for a dollar of increase; but
when the engineers asked for two and a half million dollars to be ex-

ded in one year upon an improvement in New York and the bill
contained $150,000, everybody admitted the justice of making it some-
where near right by giving a million dollars, which was still less than 50
per cent. of the estimate.
- Mr. VEST. No friend of the Mississippi River ever said anything
else except that that appropriation was too small in the House bill;
and all that prevented me from having the appropriation increased—I
have said it over and over again—was the fact that I did not want to
endanger the whole bill and run the risk of losing the amount that
was put in by the House. In other wordsI would rather have$2,150,-
000 for the Mississippi River than have nothing, not that I have ad-
mitted for a single minute that that appropriation was sufficient. But
the Senator does not answer my question. I say this reduction is in-
equitable and unjust. It leaves his State with just asmuch as the bill
gave it as it came from the House while it cuts off from the Mississippi
River $800,000 and from the Missouri and Ohio $125,000 each.

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Missouri answer this ques-
tion? Does he helieve that if the Senate Committee on Commerce had
made up this bill originally, with the Senator from Missouri asa mem-
ber of that committee, that committee conld have been induced, oreven
that he would have asked it, to give a dollar more either to the Mis-
souri or to the Mississippi River than the bill contained as it came to
g;is bogy from the House and as it came out of that committee to the

nate ?

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, the Senator hasa very poor opin-
ion of my inflnence and industry on thatcommittee if he thinks I could

not have increased it, and if as an original proposition I had not made
%)t_ ltiwiee or three times as great as the amount mentioned in the House
ill.

Mr, KENNA. I should be glad if the Senator from Missouri wounld
allow me to make a :lgﬁgaﬁon at this point?

Mr. VEST. Certainly.

Mr. KENNA. The Senator speaks of the House bill and the equi-
ties of the present proposition as based upon the bill as sent to us from
the House. What have we to do with the House bill? It is true that
these appropriations originated there, and they have been amended
here, but I want to remind the Senator from Missouri of two facts of
which he seems to be absolutely oblivious. The first is, that this bill
came to the Senate as revised and adjusted by the Commerce Commit-
tee of the Senate; and the second is, that this proposition to reduce 25
per cent. all along the line has been made after the Senate has adjusted
this bill in every detail and in reference to every item, so that the
Senator stands in regard to the Mississippi and the Missounri Rivers’
improvement Ereciaely where every one of us stands in regard to im-
provements in his locality.

I am free to admit that if I conld nof go beyond the confines of my
State I would be perfectly unwilling here to reduce the appropriation
for the Great Kanawha River, but I hope to be able in dealing with
this subject to reach all the appropriations and every commercial in-
terest involved.

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, I know that the Senator has ‘‘ no
pent-up Utiea.”” West Virginia has never done anything on the river
and harbor bill! It has heen utterly neglected in the interest of other
sections of this country !

Mr, KENNA. Whether that is true or not——

Mr, VEST. TheSenatorseems to be utterly oblivious of the fact that
the Mississippi River does not belong to the State I represent here at
all; it belongs to theé whole country, and there are States that have
larger territory on its borders than my State can possibly have, It
might as well be charged tothe State of Louisiana or Arkansas or Ten-
nessee or Kentucky, all of which border upon that great stream.

The Senator says we have nothing to do with the House bill.
we have.

The simple question now before the Senate is whether those of us
who did not increase our appropriations in the Commerce Committee
are now to suffer because this bill was loaded down by other Senators
until it eame to the Senate in such a condition that we are compelled
to apply a horizontal reduction to it. That is the whole question, and
of that I complain. If I had ever supposed that this bill would have
been Joaded down to the extent it has until this Procrustean rnle-would
have been applied to it by a reduction of 25 per cent., I would have
seen that the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers should both have had an
increase, so that they conld have stood a redunction like other improve-
ments in the country. These other States that have got increases from
the Commerce Committee get just as much as they would have got if
we had adopted the House bill withount a single amendment.

Mr. PLUMB. I have a table here which will show that the Senator
rather understates than overstates it. New York gets $1,372,000 by
the bill as reduced and only $875,000 by the bill as it came from the
House; North Carolina $274,000 by the bill as reduced, while it only
got $266,000 by the bill as it came from the House; Michigan gets
$901,000 by the bill as reduced, while it got $918,000 by the bill as
it came from the House; and Maryland gets $300,000 by the reduced
bill in place of $232,500 as the bill came from the House.

Mr. MAXEY, I should like to remind the Senator from Missouri
that this is an appropriation for the Mississippi River which not only
affects the States on the banks of that river and all its tributaries, but
there are living on the Mississippi River and tributaries over fifteen
million people who are interested in the appropriations forit. Iam
heartily in accord with the Senator from Missouri in regard to that
river. .

Mr. VEST. No one can overstate the importance of the navigation
of that river to the Western country and to the whole Union.

But recurring to the salient point in this whole matter, if the appro-
priations for these great rivers can be inereased so that this 25 per cent.
reduction will affect them as it does the other appropriations in this
hill, I am willing to take my share of the reduction. As to the little
improvements inside of my State, I am willing they should be cut
down; but I do think it is unjust and unequal and inequitablein every
sense of the word that those of us upon that committee who, in the in-
terests of the whole bill and all the improvements in this country, did
not increase our appropriations should now suffer this iron rule that
they propose to apg]y to every appropriation in this measure.

Mr. KENNA. only want to say one word in response to the Sen-
ator from Missouri, and I desire to say that as concisely as I can.

I utterly repudiate the suggestion that seems to bear on his mind
that this is a distribution of money by States. I believe I am speak-
ing for the Commerce Committee as a whole when I say that the ques-
tion of making a distribution of the amount appropriated for the im-
provement -of the rivers and harbors of this. country by States never
entered into the mind of any member of that committee.

We are confronted here daily from one source and from another by

Isay
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the snggestion that this State has so much in this bill, and that State
has much in this bill, and some other State has so much in this bill.
8ir, I deny that the lines of States have anything to do with this bill,
cither from a constitutional standpoint or from the standpoint of dis-
tribution made by this committee, Our great water courses constitute
asystem, and our committee hasendeavored to treat it so. The question
of ting money or refusing to do it is one that is to turn on the gen-

advantages to the country to be derived from this improvement
proposed, not on the question whether accidentally a State line crosses
a stream at one point or another.

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President——

Mr. KENNA. I prefer not to yield.

Now, Mr. President, I donot assert here that West Virginia has too
much or too little in this bill. I am willing to say to the Senate that
if there were one dollar in the bill which had been appropriated by
virtue of the fact that by a system of distribution West Virginia shounld
be entitled to so much, I should misrepresent my constituency if Idid
not stand here ready to relinquish it.

It is true, as the Senator from Missouri says, that the Mississippi
does not belong to any State; and yet this seems to be marvelously true
in the same line that geography and proximity exercise powerful in-
fluences with reference to certain persons. From the begimning of the
Forty-fifth Congress to this day, I believe I speak with profound truth
when I say that the Mississippi River has had no better friend than I
have been.

‘Without referring to another branch of Congress, I am within the
limits of truth as I do know it when I say that I gave the casting vote
for the proposition which appropriated the first million dollars that ever
went to that improvement; and I am as ready, as willing, and as earnest
as any man can be to advance the great interests of the navigation of
that river and its tributaries and the general system which it involves.

I am perfectly frank, however, when I state to the Senator from Mis-
souri if he could eliminate the Mizsissippi River and add to it the Ohio
and the Missouri, and say to him as he wounld possibly say to other
members of Congress, ‘‘Improve this stream and no other, abandon
your great harbors, abandon your other navigable waters,’’ I should be
one of the first to stay the hand of the Government and advance those
great interests to the abandonment and prejudice of other water routes
of this country,

There is a stream that develops mines and tends to the nsefulness of
commerce and the interchange of commodities beneficial to civilization,
running by a hundred square miles of the finest coal fields on this earth
in my State; and notwithstanding the fact that you can not run a 2,000-
ton steamer up and down that stream, it is of as great interest and im-
portance to us as the Mississippi or any other great commercial highway
in this country; and we shall insist now, as we have insisted heretofore,
that a like appropriation, by a tribute levied from the common taxa-
tion of the whole people, shall be expended in promotion of improve-
ments likewise beneficial to the whole, by an equal and fair distriba-
tion everywhere.

That is all we ask for and we will be content with nothing less.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.  The Secretary will call the roll.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator to yield to an inguiry.

Mr. KENNA. I haveyielded the floor. i

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know the Senator has. I did not want
that information. The information I wanted I think the Senator could
give. He says ‘‘our committee.”” I feel very much like the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] did when he wanted to bid farewell
to a bill, about which I differed with him and voted contrary to what
he thought was proper, I feel like giving thisa parting salute. I think
that possibly ‘‘our committee’ will carry thisbill. Ithink that “‘our
committee’’ has possibly done enough in considering the advantages that
are to come from making the appropriations to different localities to
secure votes enough to pass this gill. I believe that it is an animal
called the beaver that can build dams with its tail, and there are streams
in this bill not only in West Virginia but in other States that even the
beaver would have a contempt for. .

Now I refer to the Senator’s suggestion to me by the use of this pro-
noun ‘‘our?’’ that this committee has done something. I ask the Sen-
ator respectfully through the Chair how to get this bill back to this
committee? This bill was reported here originally from the commit-
tee. It was discussed by the Senate and there was no way of getting
the bill itself back to the committee except by a motion to recommit,
and never was any motion made here to recommit this bill but it went
back to ** our committee’’ and eame back here amended.

How did you get it back into your committee or ‘‘ our committee?’’
How did the Senator from Minnesota get it there so that he could come
here and say that this amendment comes from the Committee on Com-
merce? Was there ever a motion made to recommit the bill? Did
the Senator from West Virginia who represents ‘* our committes '’ ever
hear of a motion to recommit this bill? There never was such a mo-
tion made. When the committee themselves ascertained from the dis-
cussion of the bill that it could not bear the sunlight and not even the
gaslight of this salubrious Chamber, they then brought in what they
called an amendment, and their amendment came on the principle ot
this bill and it is ‘‘our committee.’” It is not *‘ our Senate.’’

I want to call the attention of the Senator from West Virginia to the
fact that he doesnot lose one penny by this bill that he could have de-
fended if he had taken the floor on the original bill, and I want to say
the same of the Senator from Minnnesota, and I want to say of the
Senators on this floor who have advocated the passage of this bill from
the beginning that they have not stricken ont any clause in it which
provides for the purchase of property of private corporations and it ap-
pears here on a page three removes from that on which it appeared on
the original bill. I forget the name of it, but I called attention to it
on the first day of the discussion. So here isa river and harbor bill
that proposes not toimprove rivers and harbors alone, but to buy prop-
erty of rotten corporations, and this amendment does not change the
principle of the original bill. It simply says that franchises shall be
bought for less than the original bill said. BStrike all these things ont
and then you will be ready to improve rivers and harbors.

Mr. President, here is an improvement called *‘ Tallahatchie: Con-
tinuing improvement, $2,625.”’ Can the Senator tell me how the com-
mittee reached the conclusion that the Senate ought to vote that sum
of money? Can he tell the Senate how they come back here and say
that $1,200 will make a harbor—not improve one, but make a harbor?
Can he come back here and show me how where two-thirds of this bill
appropriates from $1,000 to $2,000, and it asserts every time that it is
for continning the improvement of a harbor when there is no such har-
bor as is named in the bill, and then ask Senators here to vote the ap-
propriation? ’

I know that the State of Virginia is getting its share in the bill. I
noticed to-day that Senators were prepared to grin a little when the
Secretary read that the State of Virginia was getting this for the Pa-
munky, and that for the Mattaponi, and so on. But, sir, we want it
for the improvement of harbors and of navigable rivers, and we do not
want it for any other purpose. The State of Virginia has been inca-
pable so far as I know of sending a man here to ask for an appropriation
in the river and harbor bill that is not to improve a harbor. If she
has, it has yet to be developed. It may be so at the other end of the
Capitol, but so far as T am able to testify, and I can speak for myself,
it is not here.

It is the same with this bill from the beginning to the last page of it
All these States are asking for contributions from the Federal Govern-
ment, contributions not to improve rivers and harbors, but contribu--
tions to return men to the House of Representatives or to the Senate.
I look through this bill and I do not find achange in it from what we
had in the original bill, except in the reduction of 25 per cent. of the
appropriations.

The Senator from Minnesota brought it back here as chairman of
that committee after all that we had heard about deliberation in the

‘committee-room upon the bill, and yet the whole of this day has been

given up till within the last half-hour to amendments that he himself
suggested. Wherewas that committee that brought back this amend-
ment, and then after they had amended their own bill and stricken off
25 per cent. we are still asked to just vote blindly and blindfolded, as

.the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] expressed his willingness to

do, for the amendment of the Committee on Commerce to thishill? I
want an explanation of that. When I vote blindfolded I shall vote
against appropriations; I shall not vote for them unless I do it with my
eyes open. _

I said in the start that I wanted to bid farewell to this bill; in other
words, to say -bye to it. It is going to pass, I take it. It will go
back to the House of Representatives, and it will come here again
through a conference committee that will be composed of thesame men
on either side who made up the bill, men who owe no responsibility,
possibly, to the cepstituency who sent them into the one Chamber or
the other; and we shall be asked, as we always are on such occasions,
to acquiesce in the report of the conference committee when it comes
back here.

No Senator who is opposed to it will be appointed on the conference
committee, - There will be men on it representing different political
views, but no man who is opposed to the bill itself, no man on the other
side of this question will be upon it. It will come back here the same
bill, the same thing that came back here the second time from the Com-
mittee on Commerce appropriating money indiscriminately, and they
will say then it is a question of privilege.

I have been reminded that I have gone beyond the five-minute rule.
I should like to say & few more words only.

Mr. LOGAN. I want to call up a conference report when the Sen-
ator is through. -

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Another conference report, not on an ap-
propriation bill. That was the very matter I was discussing, that as
s00n as a conference report comes in we have nothing to do but to ac-
quiesce and just adopt it. That is what they want with this bill in
both ends of the Capitol—to get i ont of here, to get it away from the
Representatives, to get it away even from *‘our committee,’” to get it
into the hands of & conference committee, to get it where a supposed
President of the United States from Pennsylvania ean assert that it is
proper on the one side or a second President of the United States from
somewhere else can assert thatit is proper on the other side, the latter
being from Iowa, and then we are asked to acquiesce in the results of
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the conference, and then we appropriate for rivers, little miserable
places, to which it is proposed to give this money to the deprivation of
the rights of the people who live on the harborsand on the rivers where
alone commerce can be improved.

Mr. President, I know I have gone beyond the five-minute rule; I
know that most of the Senators have done it; I know that I have trans-

it half & dozen times; I know that it is due to you, Mr. Presi-
dent, that I should say that you have indulged me more than once,
but you have done no more to me than to other Senators.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the amendment of Mr.
VEST.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called).
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON].

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called).
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CorquITT].

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MORRILL'S name was called). My col-
leagne [Mr. MoRrRILL] is absent ill. He is paired with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr Savrssury]. If he were present, my colleague
would vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was ecalled). I am paired with
the Scnator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL]; but as his colleague says
he would vote ‘*nay?’ if present, I vote ‘‘nay.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska
[ Mr. MANDERSON], who has been called away from the city because
of a- death in his family. If he were here, I should vote *‘ nay.”’

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Sen-
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] on this question and on all

I am paired with the
I am paired with the

questions to-day.
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows:
YEAS—20,
Beck, Eustis, Logan, {’: l{\' -
Bﬂl}', Gmse- Maxey, An s
Call, Gibson, Mitcheil of Oreg.,  Vest, i
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, oorhbes.
Colke, y Plumb, “’a]lhnll
NAYS—30,
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sherman,
Blair, Gorman, . Kenna, gﬁw
Conger, Gray, MecMillan, ford,
Cullom, Hale, Mahone, « Teller,
Dawes, 5 Miller, Whitthorne,
Dolph, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa.
Fdmunmn y Ransom,
Evarts, Ingalls, Sanlshbury,
ABSENT—25. .
T (Jhm:{ Manderson, Sabin,
Blackburn, Colquit, Mitchell of Pa.,  Sawyer,

L Fair, Morgan, Sewell,
Brown, Morrill, Vance,
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, ‘Wilson of Md.
Camden, Jones of Florida, Pike,

Cameron, McPherson, Riddleberger,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House hadpm in the of the
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses
on the amendments to the following bills:

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young;

A bill %H R. 5886) to const.mct a road to the national cemetery at
Knoxville, Tenn.; and

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

_The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
the fnllowmg enxolled bills; and they were thereupon signed

by the President pro
A bill B.R.'?ﬁsign pension to Alexander Harper;
A bill (H. R. 944 xeliefoanrmeGomd .
A Dbill (H. R. 1062 fortharaliefofEmestH.Wuﬂwell
A bill (H. R. 1205) to ndeforthemmﬁrucﬁmofabndgsm
the west chanuel of t.he&o t River to connect Belle Isle Park with

) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait;
A Dill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson;
H. R. 4374) to increase the pension of Samuel Frost;
. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague;

. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy;
. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional light-
house dmﬁncts'

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional
aids to navigation to e vessels through the channels leading to
Pensacola, Fla.

A bill (H. R, 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the
pension-roll;

A bill (H. R. 8068{ to pension Martha A. Vorhes;
igﬁ g‘ % 8351) for the relief of Edwn}dhgoﬁman; i
i 8372) granting a pension to Jo Dogge
A bill (H. R. 8602% granting a pension to Sarah M. Cn.rroll and
A bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completxon of the
public building at Greensborough, N. C.

NATIONAL CEMETERY AT KENOXVILLE.

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call up the conference report in refercnce
to Knoxville Cemetery justreceived from the House. It will take but
a moment, I present the report on the part of the conferees of the
Senate. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen-
ate a report of the committee of conference just received from the House
of Representatives.

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows:

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on
the bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Knoxville,
Tenn., after a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec-
ommend to their respective Houses as follows :

That the House recede from its disagr ént tothe d t of the Senat
No. 1, and agree to the same.

That the Sepate recede from its amendment No. 2.

JOHN A. LOGAN,
BENJ. HARRISON,
Managers on the part of the Senale,

! Managers on the part af the House.
The report was concurred in.

REPOET OF A COMMITTEE.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and
others, reported it without amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2859) to incorporate
the Great Falls Railway Company; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Railroads.

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 2860) to cancel certain reservations
of lands, on account of live-oak, in the southwestern land district of
the State of Lonisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. BROWN. Iintroduce, by request, a bill to perfect the military
record of James T. Hughes, together with the petition of Mrs. Hughes,
the mother of the deceased, whose record is to l.d]:oel'f'et:ted by the bill.

The bill (8. 2861) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes
was read twice by its title, and, with the mmpanymg petition, referred
to the Committee on Mmimy Affairs.

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2862) to provide for the entry of
a certain tract of land for town-site purposes; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands,

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask permission to place before the Senate the re-
port of the conference committee on the legislative apgrop.nsﬁon bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa presents a
conference report, which will be read.

Mr. ALLISON. The report is a disagreement.

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows:

The committee of conference dlnmﬂl cf the two Houses on
certain amendments of the Semta to the app!
tions for the Itha Government for

thﬂﬂsmlymmding.fmso forother urposes,’’ having met, after
full and free conference have been" un-.bletoagma? -

Manmgers on the part of the Senate,
W. 8. HOLMAN,
GEO. C.

. G ON,
Managers on the part of the House,

Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate still farther insist on its
amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Iowa moves th:.lt.
the Senate still further insist on its amendments.

° Mr, INGALLS, Are these the same amendments on which we Imd
a debate about fifteen minutes ago?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir.

Mr. INGALLS. It has been an extraordinarily rapid determination
to reach a point of disagreement again, it seems to me. What is the
condition ?

Mr. ALLISON. The condition is a disagreement.

Mr. INGALLS. Has there heen a full and free conference since that
time?

Mr. ALLISON. Very full, and quite free.

The PRESIDENT pro tem_pore. The Senator from Iowa moves that
the Senate further insist. :

The motion was agreed to.

T O R T e e el S
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MRS. SARAH YOUNG.
Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following raport

The ittee of fi on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the ame:}timent of the Hom of Representatives to the bill (S, 2113) granting a
pmslon o Mrs, Snm oung ~having met., after full nmi free conference have
agreed 1 and do to their e Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its tto the n.mendment- of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the won:i
“twelve™ insert the word ** twenty;” and the House to thesame,

' §‘HI IEFB SBAWYER,

AMES F. WILSON,
W. C. WHITTHORNE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
EDWIN B. WINANS,
JNO. A. SWOPE,
E. H. CONGER,
Managers on the part q! the House.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be explained.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senate passed abill granting a pension
to Mrs. Sarah Young at the rate of $25. The House amended the bill
by reducing the rate to $12. The Senate disagreed and asked for a con-
ference which was granted, and the conferees have agreed upon $20 as
the rate.

The report was coneurred in.

THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbom and for other p

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is ‘the amend-
ment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN].

Mr. KENNA. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of the
first section.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentuf the Senator from
West Virginia will be read.

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to msert as a new section, the
following :

If, in f.he{J ndgment of the Secretary of War, the” pnhhc interests will be sub-
served b e withholding of the amount a; Epmp riated for auy improvement
provided for in this act for the current ,year he my do so in hcreuou. and
shall report such fact, and the to the next of Congress,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend tha amendment by striking out
the words ‘‘Secretary of War’’ and inserting *‘ President of the United

I have no objection to that modification. I inserted

‘‘Secretary of War”’ simply because the early of the hill directs
the expenditures to be under the Secretary of

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but this questlon of withholding is a
much more important one.

Mr. KENNA. I have no objection to the modification.

Mr. PLUMB. I move to lay the amendment on the table.

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion until
I explain it in a minute.

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion.

Mr. KENNA. It is the opinion as developed here of, I think, quite
a majority of the Senate that nnder the discretion of the executive de-
partment that might be done which can be done under this amend-
ment. I should like to leave it beyond any controversy, and for that
reason offer the amendment.

It will be observed that the amendment does not vest the executive
department with discretion to these appropriations or the pros-
ecution of any particular work indefinitely. It does allow it for the
current year; but even if the suspension is made for the cnrrent year,
the fact of the suspension or withholding and the reasons therefor are
to be reported to the next session of Congress in December.

That is all I meant by offering the amendment, and I hope it will be
the pleasure of the Senate and &e friends of the bill to adopt it.

Mr. PLUMB. I move that it lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that
the amendment lie on the table. *

: Mr. BECK. Let it be read again. We heard it very indistinctly
ere.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read again.

The Chief Clerk read the amendment.

Mr. BECK. That means that the President is to be substituted for
the Congress of the United States, to do as he likes.

Mr. CHACE. I wish to offer an amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that
the amendment lic on the table; that is not debatable.

The motion was agreed to

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate, and es-
pecially of the chairman of the committee, to page 48, from line 1152
to line 1158, the appropriation for dredgmg and continning the work
on the Calumet River. There were $40,000 appropriated, and $15,000
of the $40,000 was to be expended between the Forks, one-half mile
east ofHammond Ind., and $7,500 of which was to be in the
river between the Forks and the State line of Illinois and I and
$7,500 on the river at Hammond, Ind. On motion of the Senator from

Indiang [Mr. HARRISON] the $15,000 was divided, making $7,500 to
be applied in dredging opposite Hammond and the balance on the op-
posite side of the river between the Forks, &e. The reduetion of 25
per cent. has been taken from the $40,000, leaving it $30,000 without

any change in the §7,500 for the dredging at either of these plwes. I
ahuuld like to know what the object of thatis.

Mr. MOMILLAN. The Senator from Indiana called my attention to
the fact that perhaps there might besome injustice done to the Senator
from Illinois or some misunderstanding between himself and the Sen-
ator from Illinois. He did not ask for a reduction in these items, and
on conference with the Senator from Indiana I suggested to him that the
change should be made, and he called the attention of the Senator from
INlinois who now has the floor to the fiact and told him that he would
ask me to make the change. The attention of the Senator from Illi-
nois was called to it by the Senator from Indiana after a conference be-
tween myself and the Senator from Indiana in which I suggested that
I would make that change, and I had risen to make it when tbe Sen-
ator from Illinois insisted npon taking the floor.

Mr. LOGAN. I know of no conference between you and the Sen-
ator from Indiana and never heard of.it. The Senator from Indiana
called my attention to the fact.

Mr. HARRISON. I called the attention both of the Senator from
Minnesota and the Senator from Illinois, becanse this had been a mat-
ter of discussion and somewhat of agreement, and I felt that it was
unfair, my attention having been called to it by the Senator from Illi-
nois, that I should let it stand in that way. The Senator from Minne-
sota agreed to make the modification.

Mr. LOGAN. I knew nothing about that fact. We talked with
the Senator from Indiana about it, and I once made a memorandum
for the purpose of making the suggestion to the Senate. I knew noth-
ing about the conference between the two Senators.

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline11521et ‘‘$15,0007’ be made ‘‘$11,250.”

Mr. LOGAN. Why male it $11,250 %

Mr. MCMILLAN. That is a reduction of 25 per cent.

Mr. LOGAN. But I want to makeit $10,000 and add $5,000 to the
$30,000 for continuing the improvement of Calumet River, so as to
have $5,000 for dredging at each place

Mr. MCMILLAN. 1In line 1154 change the *‘§7,500" to *'$5,625,”
and in line 1157 change ‘“§7,500 7 to **$5,625.""

Mr. EDMUNDS. hat puts it on the pro rata.

Mr. LOGAN. How is that?

Mr. MCMILLAN. It makes it conform to the proportion.

Mr. LOGAN. I know it reduces it that percentage, but it makes the
appropriation for the dredging there larger than the appropriation for
the whole river. That leaves $11,500 to be used in two certain places
when there will be only $19,000 left for the whole river.

Mr. HARRISON. It is all for the whole river.

Mr. LOGAN. I know it isall for the whole river, but this is con-
fined now on the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana to these two
spots. The whole appropriation is only $30,000, and I suggest, if $20,-
000 is sufficient for the remainder of the work, that $10,000 be used for
dredging. As the chairman proposes i, $11, 500 would be used at these
twiﬁlaca, leaving less than%w 000 for the rest of the river. I donot

that is fair. I suggest that the appropriation be $5,000 at each
of the two places, and that the $10,000 be taken from the $30,000.

.The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. It is preposed to amend the amendment so as
to make it read: -

Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, £30,000; of which
§11 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Hammond,
Ind.; 85,625 of which are to be used in dredging the river between the Forksand
the State line of Illinois and Indiana; and §5,625 on theriver at Hammond, Ind.

Mr. LOGAN., I move to amend that by making it $5,000 to be used
oppos:te Hammond and $5,000 at the other spot.

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not insist
upon ‘that. This is the exact state of the case: The Senate increased
the amountof the total appropriation $5,000 and it increased the amount
to be used between certain points from $10,000 to $15,000. Now the
und: upon which this amendment was reported was a uni-
form reduction of 25 per cent. on the aggregate and on each item to
which it applied. That is exactly what I suggested to the Senator
from Illinois, exactly what the Senator from Minnesota has proposed.
It leaves it Jnat as the Senate committee reported it, reducing the ag-
gregate one-fourth to each item, as the Senate committee apportioned
it. It is the same principle precisely that has been applied to every
item in this bill from first to last.

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill not contend a moment about it, for it is no use.
I know something about this work myself, though I find other people
who are on the committee know more about it than I do although I
live there.

The 25 per cent. reduction is on the $40,000 as it stood before and
not on the §15,000. Forty thousand dollars was the aggregate appro-
Priation and the reduction has been made on that. If the reduction
is made on both the $40,000 and the $15,000 it is more than 25 per
cent. in the aggregate. I think any person counld make that calenlation
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very rapidly. However, I shall not contend about it. Let the amend- ABSENT—28,
ment be adopted. i}ﬂ;ﬁi- w. " %ol"l:.lmmn. g;g:ﬂalmrger,
The amandment to the amendment was agreed to. : i bt o) n,
Mr. VEST. On page 58, line 1401, I move to strike out ‘‘ one mill- ﬂﬁr i g:{?,um' Q}L‘fé‘fr’.f o g::gﬁr .
ion six hundred and eighty-seven thousand five hundred’’ and insert g;ln‘jll%l“;n }{):1:; L h}f:rlrrm. }\’(ﬁgew
I 13 1 y es 4 mer,
two niillion two hundred and fifty thousand. Camron; Jones of Neyada,  Pike, Whitihome.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 58, line 1401, it.is proposed to strike
out “* one million six hundred and eighty-seven thousand five hundred *?
and insert *‘two million two h and fifty thousand;’ so as to
read:

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to tire mouth of the
Ohio River: Continuing improvement, §2,250,000; which sum shall be expended
under lhe direction of the Seommry "of War,in moord.uneo with the plans,
specifi ,and r tions of the M ippi River Commission.

Mr, VEST. This is the last time I shall trouble the Senate on this
bill. The Mississippi River Commission asked for continuing the im-
provement of the Mississippi River from Cairo, IlL, to the head of the

, including the improvement of the Red River at and below the
ead of the .Atcghafnluya, $7,000,000. For local improvements at Co-
lombus, Ky., Hickman, Ky., Memphl.s, Tenn., Gmenvﬂ.le, Miss,,
Vicksburg, Miss., Natchez, Miss,, New Orleans, La. in addition to the
foregoing, 52,014 600; making, $9,014 600.

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is so much noise in the Chamber that I can
not hear the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. VEST. Itis no fault of mine. I am speaking asloud asI can.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease conversa-
tion and resume their seats.

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Vermont desires I will again read
what the Mississippi River Commission asks for the improvement of the
Mississippi River from Cairo to the head of the passes:

For continuing the i t §7, 000, 000

For improvements in addmon to the foregoing at Columbus, Hick-
%[emphis Greenville, Vicksburg, Natchez, and New Orleans.. 2,014, 600

Making the estimate in the aggregau for the general improve-
ment and the local improv wee 9,014, 600

The bill as it stands gives to the same reach of the river from Cairo
to head of the passes §1,687,500. I propose to put back in the bill the
amount the Committee on Commerce of the Senate reported, and which
was the amount put in by the House of Representatives, $2,250,000; and
on that I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to lay this amendment on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves
to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion.

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Tam paired with the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. CorLqQurrr]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] i
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN].

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’S name was called). My colleague
[Mr. 8ABIN] is paired with theSenator from Indiana [Mr. VoORIIEES].
If present, my coll e would vote * yea.”

Mr, SPOONER (when Mr, SAWYER'S name was called). My col-
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr.
WHITTHORNE].

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name Was called). I believe my pair,

has been announced with the Senntor from Minnesota [Mr SABIN].
If he were here, I should vote ‘' nay.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishould vote ‘“nay * if I were not paired with
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON].

Mr. BUTLER. I was requested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr.

- PLumB] to announce his pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania

[Mr. CAMERON].

Mr. BROWN. My colleague. [Mr. Corquirr] is paired with the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE].

At this point Mr. PLUMB appeared and voted ‘‘yea.’’

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall have to withdraw my vote, and announce my
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I with-

draw my vote.
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows:
YEAS-—-29,
Blair, Frye, MecMillan Spooner,
Brow:r:. Gorman, Mahone, s Stanford,
Conger, Gray, Miller, Teller,
Cullom, Harrison, Plats, Wilson of Towa.
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of Md
Dolph, Hoar, Ransom,
Edmunds, lngni‘ls, Saulsbury,
Evarts, Kenna, Sherman,
1 NAYS—19.
Beck, George, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, -
Berry, Gibson, Lngun, V an Wyck,
Call, }Iam on, Max est,
Coke, 3 Mitchell of Oreg., Walthal,

Eustis, IIenmt. Payne,

So the motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on the table
was agreed to. .

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question recurs on the adoption
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Mc-
MiLLAN], from the Committee on Commeree, on which the yeas and
nays have been ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BLACKBURV (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator fmm Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. Were he present, he
would vote ‘“yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr, BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, he
would vote ““yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr, CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CorLquirt], and my colleague [Mr. AL-
DRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAHDEN].

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER'S name was called). My co
league [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. VANCE]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘yea.”’

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called% I am paired with
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MogrRrILL]; but I am informed by his
colleague that he would vote *‘yea.”” Ishall therefore vote ‘‘ vea.”’

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’S name was called). My col-
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr.
WHITTHORNE]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’”

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Senator from Minnesota [ Mr, SABIN], who is absent on account of sick-
ness.

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired
now with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL], and therefore
withdraw my vote. If the Senator from Vermont were here, I should
vote ‘‘ nay’’ and, as I understand, he would vote *‘ yea.”

Mr. RIDDLEBEBGER. I refrain from voting simply becanse yes-
terday I offered an amendment to this amendment striking out all
after the enacting clause and inserting—

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. It is not in order to interrupt the
call of the roll.

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. On account of the fact——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call can not be interrupted.

The result was annonnced—yeas 31, nays 18; as follows:

YEAS—3I1,
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Bnulabm'y
Beck, Gorman, Kenna, herman,
Blair, Gray, McMillan, Spooner.
Conger, Hale, Mahone, Stanford,
Cullom, Harrison, Miller, Teller,
Dawes, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Towa,
Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Md.
Evarts, Ingalls, Ransom,

KAYS—18,
Berry, Eustis, Hearst, Van Wyck,
Call, George, Jones of Arkansas, Vest,
Cockrell, Gibson, Maxey Walthall.
Coke, l-Inmgtou. ‘\Ilteheil of Oreg.,
Dolph, Harris, Pugh,

ABSENT-27.

Aldrich, Chace, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin,
Blackburn, (.olqufll Morgan, Sawyer,
Bowen, Fair, Morrill, Sewell,
Brown, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance,
Butler, Pike, Voorhees,
Camden, M !mrson, FPlumb Whitthorno,
Cameron, Manderson, Ridd!el)erger.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations has leave to sit
dnring the sessions of the Senate, and I have been engaged in commit-
tee. When the vote was taken on the motion of the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] to lay on the table the amendment of my
colleague [Ar. VEsT], if I had been present I should have voted ‘' nay ¥’
upon that motion, as I was in favor of the amendment.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time.

Mr. PLATT. On the passage of the bill let us have the yeas and
nays.

The lfm and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to eall
the

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with
the absent Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. MANDERSON]; but assured as
I am that he would vote for this biil were he present, I shall exercise
my right, and vote *‘ yeca."
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Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB}. The Senator from Pennsylvania, if pres-
eflt., w?’uld vote ‘‘yea’ and the Senator from Kansas would vote
“‘ nay. .

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). If I were not paired with
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corqurrt], I should vote ‘‘yea’ on
this bill. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] would also vote ‘*yea®’ if he
were not paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN].

Mr. CONGER (when Mr, PALMER’Sname was called). I announce
again that my colleague [Mr. PALMER] is absent on account of sick-
ness. He ispaired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. VANCE].
My colleague; if present, would vote ** yea.”

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MorrILL], but I understand he would
vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here. I transfer my pair to the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], who would vote “yea,’” and I vote *‘nay.”

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr.
SAWYER] is unavoidably absent. He would vote ‘‘yea if he were
present and not paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, WHIT-
THORNE].

Mr. RANSOM (when the name of Mr. VANCE was called). My
colleague [Mr. VANCE] is generally paired with the Senator from
lIiehiPm Mr. PALMER], but if he were here my colleague wonld
vote '' yea.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. CAMDEN, I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ALDRICH], but learning from his colleague that if he were pres-
ent he wonld vote “‘ yea,” I therefore vote “ yea.”

Mr. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. CorQuiTT] is paired on this ques-
tion with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CEACE]. As I under-
stand their positions, if my colleague were present he would vote
“nay "’ and the Senator from Rhode Island would vote “ yea.”

Mr, KENNA. With jhe concurrence of the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. SAvrsBury], I will transfer the pair between the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] and myself, so as to allow the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr, JoNEs] to vote.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I vote ““yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 14; as follows:

YEAS—2,
Allison, Conger, Hoar, Pugh,
Beck, Cullom, Ingalls, Ransom,
gm. Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman,
burn, Eustis, Jonesof Nevada, g
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Stanford,
Brown, George, MecMillan, Van Wyck,
Butler, Gibson, Mahone, Vest,
Call, orman, Maxey, Walthall,
den Giray, Miller, Wilsgon of Md,
Cockrell, Hamplon, Mitchell of Oreg.,
Colke, Harrison, Payne,
1l NAYS-14,

wes, Harris, Riddleberger, Whitthorne,

munds, Hawley, Saulsbury, Wilson of Towa.
Frye, Heanst, Teller,
1ale, Platt, ‘oorhecs,

ABSENT-20,
Aldrich, Fair, Mitchell of Pa,  Plumb,
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Sabin,
n, Logan, Morrill, Sawyer,

Chace, McPherson, Palmer, Sewell,
Colquitt, Manderson, Pike, Vance,

So the bill was passed.

Mr, HALE, Mr. President—

Mr, MCMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me to
move that the Senate insist on its amendment to this bill and ask for a
conference.

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the House will probably agree to it.

Mr. HALE. That is part of the business that we have just been
tﬁ;ns.:cting, If the Senator chooses to make that motion now I shall not
ohjec

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves
that the Senate insist on its amendment to the river and harbor hill
and ask for a conference._

The motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER.

My, McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me to
submit a conference report. '

Mr, HALE. Certainly,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair will receive it.

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows:

The ittee of ference on the dlmgeein votes of the.two Houses on
theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7627) “ ptovidinf for the construe-
tion of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts,” having
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to thelr respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate
numbered 2, and agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagr t to the d tof the Senate
numbered 1, and agree to the mew\:?th amendments as follows: In section 3_
strike out all of line 3 and the first three words inline 4; after the words ** New
York,” in line 5, insert ** the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $40,000;"
in line 7, after the word " of,” strike out *'forty " and insert **three; " and at the
end of the section add “ and also to place and maintain at or near the sontheast
end of Hog Island Shoal, Naragansett Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently
withdrawn from Eel Grass Shoal ; " so that the section will read:

““That the Light-House Board isauthorized and required to establish and main-
tain light-ships at the following places: oneator near the south end of Ram Isl-
and Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, Long Island, New York, the costof which shall
not exceed the sum of $40,000; one, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum
of £3,000, to be stationed off Grosse's Point, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan; and
nlsq to place and maintain at or near the southeast end of Hog Island Shoal, Nar-
g]gartsc‘eu Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently withdrawn from Eel Grass

oal.’

And the Senate agree to the same,

8, J. R. McMILLAX,
J. N. DOLPH,
A. P. GORMAN,
LMianagers on the part of the Senale.
MARTIN L. CLADY,
T. E. TARSNEY,
W. W. MORROW,
IHanagers on the part of the House.

'

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like that to be explained. It is impos-
sible from hearing the report to understand what the points of differ-
ence were and what the effect of the agreement is.

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senate passed several separate bills to pro-
vide for light-ships, and they amended a House bill providing for one by
inserting additional ones which had been passed by the Senate in these
separate bills, The House conferees agree to the Senate bills incor-
porated as an amendment on this bill reducing the amount of one of
the appropriations where the Light-House Board thought it was not
necessary that it should be more than $3,000, reducing it from an
amount not exceeding $40,000, and the Light-House Board say that the
$3,000 will 'be sufficient. The House assented to all of the propositions
of the Senate otherwise. :

The report was concurred in.

¢ HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills and joint resolution from the Houseof Represent-
atives were severally read twice by theirtitles and referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor:

A bill (H. R. 5310) to protect mechanics, laborers, and servants in
their wages;

A bill (H. R. 5541) to prevent the employment of convict labor and
alien Jabor upon public buildings and other publie works, and convict
labor in the preparation or manufactnre of materials for public build-
ings or other public works, and to regulate the manner of letting con-
tracts therefor;

A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of
Columbia; and

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com-
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for
other purposes. :

The bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of
Wisconsin was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

NAVAL APPRQERIATION BILL.

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
the naval appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropria-
tiofls for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and
for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Maine wish
the bill read now ?

Mr. HALE. I propose to go on with the bill.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us finish it to-night. :

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading be dispensed with and
that the bill be considered with the committee amendments and the
amendments acted on as they are reached in the reading.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that conrse
will be pursued and the amendments of the Committee on Appropria-
tions will be acted on as they are reached in the reading of the bill.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

The first amendment of the Committee of Appropriations was, under
the head of ‘‘ Pay of the Navy,’” in line 18, after the words ‘‘in all,” to
strike out—

Six million three hundred and twelve thonsand seven hundred and seven
dollars and twenty-six cents; besides which the sum of $576,380 of the surplus

on hand to the credit of "' Pay of the Navy " ishereby reappropriated and made
available—

And in lien thereof to insert:

Six million eight hundred and eighty-nine thousand and eighty-seven dollars
and twenty-six cents—




7038

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JULY 16,

Bo as to make the clause read:

*For the pay of officers on sea-duty; officers on shore and other duty; officers

on waiting : on the retired-list; Admiral's and Vice-Admiral's

o

secretaries; clerksto commandants of yards and stations ; clerks to paymasterg
' at yards and stations; inspections; receiving-ships and other vessels; extrapay
to men re-enl under homn 2

Survey Service and Fish Commission, seven thousand five hundred men and
seven hundred and fifty boys, at the pay prescribed by law, in all, §5,859,087.25.

Mr. HALE. That should be $7,129,087.26. I move to so amend
the amendment. :

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under
the head of ** Pay, Miscellaneous,’ in line 34, after the word *‘ cadets,”
to strike out ‘“‘and for the payment of any such officers as may be in
service, either upon theactiveorretired list, during the yearending June
30, 1887, in excess of the numbers of each class provided for in this act,
and for any increase of pay arising from different duty, as the needs of
the service may require;’’ and in line 57, after the word “thereof:,” to
strike out ‘‘two hundred and twenty-five thousand?’ and insert ‘‘one
hundred and ninety-one thousand one hundred;” so as to read:

Pay, miscellaneons :

For commission and interest; on of funds; exclumgv ; mileage to
officers while traveling under orders in the United States, and for actual per-
sonal expenses of officers while travelingabroad under orders, and for trave ng
expenses of apothecaries, yeomen, and civilian employés, and for actual an:
necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while p from their homes
to the Naval Academy for examination and appointmentas cadets; for rent and
furniture of buildings and offices not in navy-yards; expenses of courts-martial
and courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, boards, with clerks'
and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses and costs; stationery and record-
ing; expenses of purchasing-paymasters' offices of the various cities, incl
clerks, furniture, fuel, stationery, and incidental expenses; newspapers an
advertising; foreign postage; telegraphing, foreign and domestic; telephones;
copying; care of 1 ; mail and express wagons, ferriage, tolls, and livery
and ex fees; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplomas, and dis-
charges; relief of vessels in distress; canal tolls and pilotage; recovery of valu-
ables from shipwrecks; quarantine expenses; care and transportation of the
dead; reports, professional investigation, cost of special igstruction at home or
abroad, including maintenance of students, and information from abroad, and
the collection and classification thereof, §191,100,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, BECK. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if some com-
plaint was not made about the in lines 57 and 58?

Mr, HALE. If may be that the amount is rather small,

Mr. BECK. It can perhaps be arranged afterward.

Mr, HALE. It canbe

The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, under thehead of *Bureauof Nav-
igation,” in line 101, toreduce the appropriation for “ foreign and local
pilotage and towage of ships of war; services and materials in correct-
ing compasses on board ships, and for adjusting and testing compasses
onshore; nautical and astronomical instruments, nautical books, maps,
charts, and sailing directions, and repairs of nautical instruments for
ships of war; books for libraries of ships of war; naval signals and
apparatus,”’ &e., from $87,500 to $83,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 106, after the word *‘coast,” to
strike out * and for publishing charts of the coast from San Francisco
to Panama, ten,” and insert ‘‘seven;" so as to read:

For preparing and engraving on copper plates the surveys of the Mexican
coast, §7,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 119, to strike out *‘ eighteen hun-
dred and seventy-four and;’ so as to read:

For the completion and other expenses connected with the reduction of the
observations of the transit of Venus, in 1882, to be expended under the direction
of the Transit of Venus Commission : Provided, That said commission shall de-
liver all the instruments and other public property in its possession into the

custody of the Secretary of the Navy, $3,000.

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment was, in line 127, after the word ‘‘ work,”’ to
strike out ‘‘whatever;”’ and in line 128, before the words ““in pay-
ment,’’ to insert ‘‘used;"” so as to read:

For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations, including master of
tugs, storekeepers, clerks, writers, and all clerical work, 9,000; and no other
fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such services.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Burean of Ordnance,”’
in line 131, before the word  preserving,’’ to strike out ‘‘ i
producing, and;”’ after the word “ preserving’’ to insert ‘‘and hand-
ling; "’ and in line 1386, after the words *‘one hundred and,”’ to strike
out ‘*twenty-seven thousand five’’ and insert *‘ nine thousand three;”’
s0 as to make the clanse read:

For preserving and handling ordnance material; for the armament of ghips;
for fuel, tools, material, and labor to be used in the work of the Ord-

nance De; ment; for furniture at magazines, at ordnance dock, New
York, and at the naval ordnande battery and proving-ground, §109,300,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was in line 145, after the word ‘‘ Bureau,” to
strike out ‘‘and so forth; "’ so as to read :

For miscellaneous ilems, namely: Freight to foreign and home stations,
advertising and auctioneers’ fees, and express charges, repairs to fire-
engines, gas and water pipes, gas and water tax at m ines, toll, ferriage,
foreign postage, and telegrams to and from the Bureau, ﬁ,m

The amendmenit was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in line 154, after the word *‘ wharves,"’ to
strike out ‘“‘and so forth;’’ so as to read:

For the torpedo corps, namely: For labor: material; freight and express
charges; general care of and repairs to grounds, buildings, wharves, boats; in-

struction ; instruments, tools, furniture, experiments, and general torpedo out-

ﬁtﬂ’ mlm-

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, inline 157, after the word ‘‘ ferry-launch,”
to strike out ‘‘setting boilers’’ and insert *‘including machinery, in
place of that now in use;”” and in line 159, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”
to strike out ** five hundred; "’ so as to read: ;

For new ferry-launch, including machinery, in place of that now in use, build-
ing fuse-room and coal-shed, $8,000.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, after line 159, to insert:

Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin ;: To complete the armament of the
three steam-cruisers,the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and the dispatch-boat
Dolphin, 891,157 ;

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ Burean of Equip-
ment and Recruiting,’ in line 175, to reduce the appropriation ** for
equipment of vessels ”’ from $790,000 to §782,200,

" The amendment was to.

Thenext amendmentwas, in line 186, before the word * postage,” to
insert ** foreign; "’ 50 as to read:

For contingent e uipments and iting:

g hine YA S oracon 88 Gt . Tl S

tising, telegraphing, books and models, foreign postage, ferriage, ice, apprehen-
gion of deserters and stragglers, continuous-service certificates, good conduct

badges, and libraries for enlisted men, school-books for training-ships, medals
for boys, and emeligenciesnrisingundereognimncu of the Bureau of Equipment
and Recruiting unforeseen and impossible to classify, $20,000,

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Bureau of Yards and
Docks," in line 206, after the word “‘service,’”” to insert ‘‘sent to for-
eign countries;” in line 212, after the words *‘ quarters at,” to strike
out ** Philadelphia’ and insert *‘ League Island;"’ in line 213, after the
words *‘ League Island,"” to strike out “‘ rent of eight officers’ quarters
at Washington ;" and in line 216, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to
strike out *‘ninety’’ and insert *fifty-two;” so asto make the clause
read:

For general maintenance of yards and docks, namely : For freight and trans-
portation of materialsand stores; books, maps, models, and dra ; purchase
and repair of fire-engines; machinery; repairs on steam fire-engines, and af-
tendance on the same; purchase and maintenance of oxen and horses, and driv-
ing-teams; carts and timber-wheels, and all vehicles for use in the navy-yards,
and tools and repairs of the same; postage onletters and other mailable matter
on publie service sent o foreign countries, and telegrams; furniture for Gov-
ernment houses and offices in thenavy-yards; coal and other fuel; candles, oil,
and gas; cleaning and clearing up yards and care of publie buildiuge; attend-
ance on fires, lights, fire-engines, and apparatus; for incidental labor at navy-

ards; water-tax,and for tolls and ferriage; rent of four officers’ quarters at
ieaﬂue Island; payof watchmen in the navy+yards; and for awnings and pack-
ing-boxes, and advertising for yards and docks purposes, §152,000. -

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, after line 225, to insert the following head-
line:
NAVAL ASYLUM.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of.*‘ Naval Asylum,?’ in
line 245, after the word ** dollars,’” to strike out *‘ erecting brick build-
ing in rear of main building for kitchen, laundry, and servants’ quar-
ters, $10,000; in line 249, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘re-
moving laundry boilers and tubs to new building, and plumbing, $400;
kitchen range for new building, $300; "’ and in line 253, after the words
*“in all,” to strike out *‘seventy-four thonsand two hundred ’’ and in-
sert “*sixty-three thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read:

For the Naval Asylum, Philadelphia, Pa.: For superintendent, $600; stew-
ard, $480; matron, $360; chief cook, §240; two assistant cooks, §360; chief laun-
dress, $192; six laun 4, at §168 each ; four serubbers, at §168 each ; eight
waiters, at $168 each; six Jaborers, at §240 each; stable-keeper and driver, $360;
master-at-arms, $450; two house corporals, at $300 each ; barber, §360; carpenter,
$845; water-rent and gas, $1,800; cemetery, burial expenses, and head-stones,
8350; 1 tof g d m; repairs to buildings, furnaces, grates,and
muw fl—.lmltnm, and repairs to furniture, §4,500; fitting up bath-rooms with
twelve tubs for use ofbeneficiaries, $300; and forsu; tof beneficiaries, $45,800 ;
in nllf, Qﬁg.t:ﬁ'i'; which sum shall be paid out of the income from the naval pen-
sion fund, -

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘Bureau of Medicine
and Surgery,’’ in the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for contingent ex-
?ensas,” in line 276, after the words ““naval di 77 to insert

‘Washington;’’ in line 279, after the words ‘‘na .77 toin-
sert ‘“Washington;"” in line 282, before the word *'contingent,’’ to in-
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sert ‘‘absolutely necessary;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ex-
penses,’’ tostrike out *‘impossible to classify;’’ so as to make the clause
read:

For euntingent expenses: For freight or expressage on medical stores, tol
trmsportati%en ol'msnue persons; advertising; te &nng renf-tk’
ep].\unes purchase of books; postage, and purchase of stamps
expenses attending the medical board of examiners; rent of rooms for mvnl dh-
E::lnsnry and museum of hygiene ; hygienic amlsamtary investigation and illus-
tion; sanitary and hygienic instruction; and re: of ns and
mm purchase and feed of horses and cows; trees, plants, garden-tools, and
(umitum and incidental articles for museum of hygiene, naval dispen-
:;f \\ruhj.ngton naval laboratory, siekquarlersai Naval Academy, and dispen-
at navy-yards; washing for medical department at museum of h: ne,
» Washington, naval laboratory, sick-quarters at Naval Acad-
y di ries at navy-yards, and for receiving-ships and rendezvous, and
all ol.hez absolutely necessary contingent expenses, $20,000,

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, under the head of *Bureau of Provisions

and Clothing,” in line 294, before the word “‘thousand,’”’ to strike
out *‘eighty-one’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-two;’’ and in line 295, after the
word “ ollars,’”’ to strike out—

Of which the sum of $250,000 shall be paid from the clothing fund and §75,000
from_the small-stores fund on hand to the credit of the Burean of Provisions
and Clothing, and the remainder, to wit, §756,000, is hereby appropriated from
the Treasury of the United States.

So as to make the clause read:

For provisions for the seamen and marines; commuted rations for officers,
naval cadets, seamen, marines; commuted rations sto on account of
sick in hospital and credited to the honpll.a.l fund; water fﬁ nkingand cook-

ingo.{u&uea on board ships; and for labor and exp ; in all,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wasg, in the clause making approprmtmns for
contingent expenses of Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, in
after the word ““fe 7 to strike out ‘* car-tickets; "’ andmltne&)’?
after the words ‘‘ice and,”’ to strike out *‘ other expenses not enumer-
ated ”’ and insert ““incidental expenses absolutely necessary ;! so as to
make the clause read:

T tin, 13 For freight shi fuel, books and
hhnof:;mmﬁé‘:enryu. Sertiaing. uretowe o Hmaties "“‘""‘Say offices in the
navy-yards, expenses of nav -elothinz Mory. ﬁ)mig'n , BX~
mm charges, tolls, ferringea. yeomen's stores, iron safes, newspapers, ice, and

dental expenses absolutely necessary, §50,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Bureau of Construc-
tion and Repair,’” after the words ‘‘foreign stations,”’ at the end of
line 321, to insert ‘‘preservation of materials;’’ in line 322, after the

rds ‘“purchase of,”’ to strike out *‘ machinery, rights of patent ar-

es‘. and ;' and in line 329, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike
out * elghty” and insert “ﬁﬂy—saven ;' 80 as to read:

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary;
purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; labor in na: and on for-
eign stations; preservation of materials ; purchase of tools for use in shops;
wear, tear, an of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase, and pro-
tection of the Navy inline of construction and repair; incidenta] expenses, such
as advertising, foreign postage, telegrams, photographing, books, plans, sta-
tionery, and igmtmments for ge drawing-room, $357,009,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 330, to strike out the proviso to

the clause appropriating $957,000 ** for preservation and completion of"

vessels on the stocks and in ordinary,”’ , as follows:

Provided, That in the discretion of the S&u'etary of the Navy §30,000 of the
amount hereby appropriated may be used to repair and furnish a suitable vessel,
if in his judgment it ean be done without injury to the service, said vessel to be

used asa nautical schoolship at the portof P. 1phia, Pa., under the authority
and provisions of the act of Congress of June 20,1874,

And in lien thereof to insert:
Provided, That no part of this sum shall be spplied to the repairs of an
;ate o :fhmval.;:ﬁ shall e:ad 20 tmofh& uhmﬂu{,fs:a {
na cers, ex per cen e ap-
pmisedin like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided
Jurther, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of ‘the Navy
ortheauthority to order drs of ships d d in foreign waters or on the

high seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them home.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after line 350, to insert:

Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin: To ecomplete the construction of
the three steel cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and to pay the
amount due on tho dl.spabch -boat Do‘lphm authorized by the act approved
March 3, 1883, £95,86

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ Burean of Steam En-
g;meering.” in line 358, after the word “complehon 7 to strike out

‘and;’’ in the same hne, after the word *‘ repairs,”’ to insert ‘‘ and
preservsuon ;77 in line 360, after ‘‘steam- ’? to insert *‘ pnen-
matic steerers;?’ in line 361, after the words ‘* steam windlasses,” to
strike out ‘‘and so forth;’’ so as to read:

Beaurean of Steam Engmeering
For completion, repairs, and pruervmnn of

vessels, including cost of new boilers, st steerers, p
capstans, steam windlasses.

The amendment was agreed to.

hi

'y and boilers of nawval
tic steerers, steam

Mr. HALE. There should be inserted there “shesm windlasses and
other steam auxiliaries.”’

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair. ) The words
 steam win " are already in the bill. The question will be on
adding the other words.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 364, after the word
‘‘laun " to strike out **and so forth;’ after the word ‘engines,””
at the end of line 367, to strike out ‘‘and so forth;'’ and in line 371,
after the words ‘‘hundred and,’” to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert
A5 sixty—three' ? 80 a3 to read:

For nnd presmnliﬂn of machinery and boilers of naval
vessels, in udmx of new boilers, st , steam

&ntans. steam windlasses; prese‘n’al.lon of and mnlfrepairs to mmlnnry and
boilers in vessels in ordinary, receiving and training vessels; repair and care of
machinery of yard tugs and launches ; purchase, handling, and preservation of
all materials and fitting, repair, and preservation of machin-
eryand tools in the nai'}' yardsand stutionu running

ard engines; incidental
expenses for naval vessels, yn.rds, and e lmmu, 1 a8 fore tages, tel-
egrams, advertising, freight, ph I , sta v, and ruments,
§763,000.
The amendment was a.greed

The next amendment was, in line 372, at the end of the clause “ for
completion, repairs, and preservation of mnchmery and boilers of naval
vessels,”’ &c., to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines
and machinery of wooden ships where the estimated costs of repair shall
exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of new engines and machinery of the
same character and power; but n herein contained shall prevent the re-
pair or building of boilers for wooden ips the hulls of which can be fully re-
pniatred for 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and
m:

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, in line 381, before the word *‘instru-
ments,” to insert ‘‘and;’’ and, after “mstmmenta,” to strike ont
““and so forth;" 50 a8 to read:

For contingencies, drawing materials, and instruments, for the draughting-
room, $500.

The amendment was agreed to i

The next amendment was, ‘under the head of “Naval Academy,’” in
line 395, after the words ‘““and one of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ physics’’ and
insert “chemmtry ¥ in line 397, after the words ‘‘ namely, one of,”
to strike out “chemastry” and insert “‘physics;”’ so as to read:

For pay of professors and others: For two professors, mmmlg. one of mathe-

matics and one of chemistry at §2,500 each ; three professors (; tants), namely,
one of physics.
Mr. HALE. I wishthat amendment disagreed to. Itwas proposed

under a misapprehension.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in
line 399, after the word *‘ each,’’ to strike out *‘ four’” and insert *‘five; "’
inline 400, after the word *‘namel ¥,”’ toinsert *‘ one of English s.‘:udxes.
history, and law;"’ so as toread:

For
e o e e Bia e sy, ol
namely, one of physics, one ofapmish and French. and one of Enzﬁnh studies,

history, and law, at $2,200 one of En-
glish studies, history, and law, t.hreu of French, , and one of drnwmg‘, at §1,800

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 426, after the
word “‘at,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty’’ and insert *“three
hundred; % 50 as to read:

Six attendants at recitation-rooms, library, store, chapel, and offices, at §300

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 430, to increase the total amount
of the ap%rgpnahon ‘*for pay of pmfemom and others’’ at the Naval
Academy from $49,959 to & ]19

The amendment was agreed

The next amendment was, aﬂm: the word *‘cadets,”” at the end of
line 433, to insert *‘ abroad;’ so as to read:

For special course of study and training of mwal cadets abroad, as authorized
by act of Congress approv: Augu:n 35,1852, $5,000.

The amendment was

The next amendment was to stnke out the clanse from line 505 to
line 510 inclusive, as follows :

For commencing the erection of the new Naval Observatory nn the site
chased unde Prw&ed

rt.hemf-of Congress approved February 4, 1880,
That the construetion of no building shall be eommernead except :nohservutory
proper, with 'y offices for observers and computers,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of **Marine Corps,” in
line 518, to increase the amount of appropriation ‘* for pay of officers
on the active list”’ from $121,265 to $181,265.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, in line 523, to increase the amount of ap-
propriation *‘for pay of officers on the retired-list of Marine Corps’
from $25,290 to $31,290.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in lines 530 and 531, after the word
‘! privates,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and ﬂﬂ:y-ﬂve” and insert
‘“three hundred and elghty-mne ¥ and in line 532, after the word
‘* dollars,”’ to strike out *‘ and the further sum of $200,000 of the sur-
plus fand now standing to the (-.redlt of ‘Pay of the Marine Corps’ is
hereby reappropriated and made available for that purpose during the
fiscal year 1887;"’ s0 as to read:

For pay of non: d officers, m i and privates: For one ser-
or, one qusrl.a ter-sergeant, one leader of the band, one drum-

ﬁ s, one hundred and forty sergeants, one hundred and
thirty musicians, nim:ty-six drummers and ﬁfers. and one thou-

eighty oo
m'irad liva?aw dred privates, §389,052

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 542, after the word ‘‘duty,” to
strike out ‘‘without troops’’ and insert ““\here there are no pnblxc
quarters;’’ so as to make the clause read:

For pay of civil foree, namely : For ten clerks and two measengers, $16,035;
payments to discharged soldiers for clothing undrawn, $20, fon
of officers traveling under orders without tmof $8,000 ; commutation of

ters for officers on duty where there are no public quartcrs. £4,000; inall,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in-line 555, after the words ‘‘ repairing
muskets,”’ to strike out ‘‘and so forth ; "' 50 as to read :

For military stores, namely : For pay of one chief armorer, at §3 per day;
three mechn;{es at §2.50 each per day : purchase of mili equ'lpments such as
cartridge-boxes, bayonet—aea haversacks, blanket- canteens, mus-
ket-slings, swords, drums, bugles, and spare parts for mpairing muake:.s.
,000; purchase of ammnnition 81 000 ; ]lmmhm and m[r of instruments for

, and pur of in all, £0,786.50.

m or,

uar-

The amendment was to. .

The next amendment was, after the words ** yellow fever,’’ in lines
570 and 571, to strike out ‘‘ (appropriation to be immediately avail-
able )”’; so as to make the clause read:

For repairs of barracks at Portsmouth, N. H. ; Boston, Mass.; Brooklyn,N.Y.;
League Island, Pe.nnsylvnnm Annnpolia, Hd headqmﬁers and na -yuds
Washington, D. C.; Gosport, V. ; and Mare Island, California, $9,000; for
the erection of & buﬂding for ne at navy- Pensacola, l"h.
take the place of one destroyed on account of yellow fever, $2,000; gtin
roof on marine barracks officers' guarters at Washington, ,200; rent
of building used for manufacture of . stowhgn pplies. and offices of
mi;tlant quartermasters, Philadelphia, Pa., and San neisco, Cal., $2,260; in
all, §14,460.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, in line 599, after the word ‘' knives,”’ to
jnsert ‘‘and ;7 and in the same line, after the word ** forks,’’ to strike
out ““and so rort.h;” s0 as to read:

Mess utensils for enlisted men, such as bowls, plates, spoons, knivesand forks.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, in line 610, after the word “‘officers,’’ to
utrike out ‘‘serving with 377 in line 611, after the word ‘‘quar-
ters,” to strike out ‘* belongu:g to the Governmemt., and where there
are not sufficient quarters possessed by the United States to accommo-
date them ;"’ so as to make the clause read :

For hire of quarters for officers where there are no public gquarters, §4,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following:

SEc, 2. That all appropriations for the naval service and for the Marine Corps
for the fiscal year 1886, and for pravious ¥ears, not uired for the servine of

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
' FRIDAY, July 16, 1856,

The House mct at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of
‘Washington, D. C.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

CIVIL-SERVICE APPOINTMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the secretary of
the Civil Service Commission, in response to a resolution of the House
calling for information as to the anthority for appointments to positions
in the civil service from the District of Columbia in excess of its pro-
portion, and transmitting a list of employés appointed from the District
of Columbia under the civil-service rules.

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consgnt that the report be printed
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report is as follows:

USITED STATES Cn'rx. SeEavice COMMISSION,
‘ashington, D, C., July 14, 1885,

: The United States Civil Service Commmnlon has the houo:' to have cer-

tiﬁ(-.d to it t.he followiul? resolution of the House of Representatives:
Resolee nited States Civil Service Commission be, and is hereby,
directed to ‘inform this House by what authority twenty-three npmlmonu to
itions within the classified public service were made from the riet of Co-
umbia, when the proportion due to said District of Columbin was less than

three for the year ending Jan 16, 1886."

To this resolution I am directed by ‘the commission to reply thatif the answer
were confined to the resolution alone it would be stated that only two appoint-
ments, and not twenty-three, had been made from the District of Columbin upon
eerl.lﬁeatious of the commission during the yearending Janu 16,1886, Bat it

is pi ed by the commission that exact information upon the subject of the
wllon was desired by the House of Re ntatives, and therefore there is
herewith transmitted a full statement of alf certifications for appointment from
the District of Columbia made by the commission from the day of July,
1883, when the civil-service act took effect, to the 16th day of January, 1886,
e:tr:] exln:ﬂ:zti?n of the tables}hmislhmi wi!mowtﬁmthareumtﬁﬂmior;swm
r ar] e in pursuance o uisitions from the a nting power for per-
sons ua?lruined [or';nrvieas &uﬂ and technieal gzl?ne!er.snnd someltll:l):ees
needed for temporary work nnly The elisiblas for these certifications were
obtained by special examinations for places in the departmental service at
Wuh{:ﬁtou.u provided for in the rules pmmu by the President, when
technieal and peculiar gqualifications were need

The positions to be filled were ally stated in every requisition, and ealled
for Persons eligible and graded hest, whether from the D! et of Columbin
or otherwise; and in all cases those graded highest were certified by the com-
mission for apminhnenl. The necessary apportionment upon these special

iters was with the ting Pawar, and, as directed by the civil-
service act, the apportionment was made * as nearly as the conditions of good
administration would warrant.”

The highest spech.l and technical qualifications were not obtainable through

apportionment al and therefore the hi ed were ceriified and se-
lm.led without to loeality, because * good inistration” nx}uared it.

This undoubtedly was the view taken by the commission as organized when
all but one of these certifications and appointments were made.

Very respectfully
1 RO. D. GRAHAM, Scerelary.
Hon. Jorx G. CARLISLE,
 Speaker of the House of Represenlatives.

Apportionment of appointimenis lo the Departments at lVruhmpion Srom the District
aof Columbia under the civil-service rules.

1. The civil-service act requires an ap, rﬁonumat of nppoinhmmi.n to the De-
partmentsat Washington (which shall be made after its passage) to be made on
the basis :{ population in the States, Territories,and the District of Columbia,
res

2 p’%‘;’lnuwhule number of appointments apportioned to the District of Columbia
l"rom Jul{lﬂ. 1883, to the 16th of January, 1886, is in fact twenty-six, but the com-

no control over Lthe apwrﬁonmant! of four of them, which wera
made for the Pension Office. The apportionment of these four places was made
nnder special rules Nos. 3 and 4.
Special rule No. 3 required a separate ogﬁonlommt to be made of the one
Pension

such years, shnll be covered into the Treasury, according to the provisi of
sections 3690 and 3691 of the Revised Statutes,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amenided, and the amendments
were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President—

Mr. HALE. I yield for papers to be put in.

AMENDMENT TO AN AFPFROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, JONES, of Nevada. The Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate direct me to report an amendment
mtended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill,
and move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment presented by the
Senator from Nevada will be printed and referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate ad]ourn

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.)
the Bennk te adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 17, 1886, at 11
o’clock a. m.

hundred and fifty places in the wvided for by the m of July

7,1884, except so far as they should be filled by pmmoucms. mo-
l{ons ad been made only eighty-nine places were left to be appoﬂ.lon The
apportionment of the eiﬁ.y-nlne appointmenta was made by the appointlng
power, the commission v{nrgnno Em’t cipation in the matter. Two of the
eighty-nine places were filled District of Columbia, as follows : Marion
Dorian, appointed July 14,1834 ; Jared C. Nichols, appointed July 14, 1884,

Special rule No. 4 required a sapaml.a apportionment to be made of the one
hundred and fifty places in the Pension O oepmﬂdodfor bythem of March 3,
1885, except so far as they should be filled by pre fers. All these
places, except sixty-eight, were filled by tr and i The appor-
tionment under that rule of tha -eighn uppoiutmenhl was e by
the appointing power, the commission hav n the matter.
Two of the sixty-e :ﬁ t places were filled from t.lm %lsirlnt-of Columbia, as fol-
lows: Louis 0 , appointed August 1,1885; Joseph 8. Vowles, appointed
August 13,1885,

[Extracts from the reports of the commission.]

The small excess secured by the District of Columbia was inevitable in the
first stage of a new system mainly by reason of the need of securing well-trained

experts in certain offices. (Third annual report, 48)
t is natural that at the seat of Government a excess of aPpHcmls for
the public service shall be found. Under the old system the District of Colum~

bia supplied numbers of clerks greatly dispro;
ulrpa]:nen t by Congress that new appointments shall be a
tes and Territories on a basis of population has dimin
res!denta of W’ashin n to secure Government places in the same ratio that it
has increased ances of those who reside elsewhere, (First annual re-

page 24.
w!i‘t&rewith is furntshed a list of all those appointed from the District of Colum~
bia to the cl 1 depart tal service, under the rules, from July 16,1883, to
Janunary 16,1886,

oned to its ulation. The
g ‘::rl:tloned to the
ed the chances of
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List ef all those appointed from the Districl of Columbia to the elassified departmental service, uudtr.lhe rules, from July 16, 1583, lo January 16, 1886,

- |

Ee %

Ay =
5 B8 & Date £ e
< - , -
Numes, S g E o appointed. Kind of examination. Itemarks,
e 1| & |
ek, in < A & l .
BT R B Y Rl S RS b S 1 | Treasury $000 | Oct. 3,1883 | Limiled ....ccuvvureccnsinnrsenssnnanss PTr?lmoted $1,200, Febrmryi'f. 1885,
ese two app
James R. O'Neale.... 2 do. 900 [ Oct, 6,1883 do J resulted froman unanticipated se-
William H. Haynes..... 3 do. 900 | Oct. 6, 1883 o R e R 1?&:#1‘:{? of three from a single cer-
| cation.
John E, Weyss®, 4| 1,800 | Jan, 21,1884 | Topographic draughtsman...| Non-competitive examination.
Helene Peterson........cccvssuenes 5 720 ;lpr 18,1884 | Scandinavian langunages........ Resigned August 27, 1884
Charles H. Baker. [ 1,000 | May 23, 1884 | Mechanical draughtsman
Edward C. Stewart. 7 | State. July 24,1884 Telegmp B iiasiacisanas
Francis U, Btitt..........coocciniennaiiiiiniin 8 | War , 1,400 | July 17, 1884 Non-competitive,
C. E. Doolittle 9 | Interior ...... 720 | July 30,1534 A??:‘tarit Stuopogrnpher. Geo- | Resigned August 10, 1854,
cal Survey.
Felix Freyhold 10 do. 720 | July 28,1884 do Dismissed May 15,1885,
Robert ‘H s v T e P e e T 1 11 [..ei Ao ohiies 720 | July 28,1884 do Promoted, Salﬂ,seplember 1,1885,
T, R. K. Forrest{ e 12 |......do. | 1,200 | Aug.21,1884 | Pension examiner.
Joseph H., Keeferf 13 do 1,200 | Aug. 22,1884 L PRI R i :
George B, Wrightt 1 do 1,200 | Aug. 22,1884 do. Dismissed February 21, 1885; rein-
stated August 10, 1885,
James B. Allmghl‘r A s 1,200 | Aug, 22,1884 do
Antonio F, 16 | Post-Office. 720 | Aug. 30,1884 | Seandinavian lang vveenne| Promoted, 2900, March 5, 1883,
Lewis D. W“mn ...... 17 | Interior. 1,200 | Sept. 8§ 1884 nt examiners, g’ntem
ce.
Anthony JanuS.... .o iesasss 18 B0 i casens 1,200 | Oct. 2,1884 Againa]tnnt examiners, Patent | Died March 6, 1885,
Pauline Kﬂg ............... 5 900 | Oct. 18,1884 ‘_!:her, Land Oﬂice ......
William 900 | Jan. 1,1834 Type-w W
Minniec MeGill 900 | Oct. 21,1885 3
Alexander P. Shaw 900 | Dee, 1,1885 Lf’aﬁ@iner s clerk, Patent | Pr ted fourth i
lee.

l&tiun of special work,
gned to duty as an exa:

on com
'anrk of class 1‘

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (5. 1839) for the relief
of Richard C. Ridgway and others; which was read a first and second
time.

Mr, SPRINGER. This bill, or rather a House bill in precisely the
same language, has been reported favorably by the Committee on
Claims of this Congress, and was also reported favorably b{etlll:e Com-
mittee on Ways and Means on three different occasions. I eve the
present Speaker of the House reported it favorably at one time. As
the Committee on Claims hayve already reported a similar bill favora-
hl and the Senate bill is in identical language with it, I see no reason

why it should not be passed at once, and therefore I ask nnanimous
consent to put it upon its passage.
belrﬁead TAULBEE. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the bill
The bill was read at length.
h'.[‘he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill? "

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I object.

Mr. KELLEY, I think if the gentleman will listen an instant he
will withdraw his objection. This bill has been four times unani-
mously recommended, three times by the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House, once by the present Speaker of the House, once
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], and once by myself
under instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means, and also by
ihe Committee on Claims, from which it is now before the House un-
der the new rule. It has also been recommended unanimously by the
Committee on Claims of the Senate, and the gentleman from Illinois
asks consent to substitute the Senate bill for the four times recom-
mended bill of the House, which is in the same language. It has had

- five indorsements——

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow a question ?

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly.

Mr. TAULBEE. Why is it that this is not a general law; or does
this bﬂmEto all persons thus affected ?

It applies to a]l persons thus affected and closes np
that list of claims.

Mr, TAULBEE. I understand from thegentleman from Illinois that
this relief has been recommended by the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue,

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; in each of the snccessive bills daring the
incumbency of the several Commissioners of Internal Revenue.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is not a general law ?

Mr. KELLEY. Tt is, in effect, because it covers every case that can
arise,

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Every case that has arisen.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects.

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman persist in his objection?

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I do not like to be considered as an ob-
structionist, and I do not intend to appear contrary; but I am opposed
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miner of pension elaims in the Pension Office.

to giving precedence to any ial character of claims. I belong toa
committee that has been wor! Biec ing since the session began with all the
carnestness and vigor that was in it. We have bills of vast and vital
importance on the Calendars, which we are unable by any sort of pro-
cedure to get before the Honse and I do not intend, where my objec-
tion will prevent it, from this time forward, because we have been
invariably and continually cut off from the consideration of claims—I
do not intend as far as I am concerned that one class of claims shall
have any precedence given to it over another. ILet us consider all of
them in their proper order.

AMr. KELLEY. But this is to remove an obstacle, not to create one.
This is to substitute the Senate bill,which has been recommended and
is in the same terms as the House bill. Its passage will remove an ob-
struction from the Calendar.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Just so we have numbers of important
bills upon the Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects.

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims.

AMENDMENT OF A TITLE.

The SPEAKER. At the session of the House on yesterday evening
the House passed a joint resolution (S. R. 40) entitled ‘A joint reso-
lution providing for the payment of per diem laborers in Government
employ on the 30th day of May of each year as on other days.”” The
joint resolution was so amended as to strike out the ‘‘30th of May’’
and insert the words ‘‘ Memorial or Decoration Day, and on the 4th ol’-
July.”” By an omission the title was not amended to conform to the
amendments in the body of theresolution, and, if there be no objection,
before the bill is transmitted to the Senate the Clerk will be directed
to amend the title to correspond.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LEAVE OF ABSEXCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. O'DoNNELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. OUTHWAITE, for three ys, on account of important busi-
ness,

To Mr. HEwirr, until Monddy next, on account of sickness.

To Mr. THROCKMORTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness,

To Mr. MILLER, md.eﬁmtely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. SymEs, for one week, on account of ill health.

-To Mr. STEELE, indeﬁnitely, on account of important business.

To Mr. NEGLEY, for one day, to attend to important business.

To Mr. RoBERTsON, of Kentucky, until Monday, on account of im-
portant business,

To Mr. GREEY, of North Carolina, for one week, on account of im-
portant business.

WITHDREAWAL OF PAPERS.
On motion of Mr. COMPTON, by unanimous consent, leave was given

to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the
papersin the case of Dennis W. Mullen.
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ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the farther
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9376) for a pullic building at Helena,
Ark.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Let the bill be read.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection.

The bill was read.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I object to the present consideration of the
BilL’ .

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee

of the Whole—
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the regular order.
Mr. MATSON. ivi question.

I rise toa pnn.lv?ed

The SPEAKER. There isa privileged question before the House.
The Chair understands the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his
objection to the consideration of the Senate bill (S, 1839) for the relief
of Richard C. Ridgeway and others.

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. On the representation of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and at his personal request, I with-
draw objection. .

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should go to the proper committee.

Mr. KELLEY. It has been before the House committee and has
been favorably, as I have stated.

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not understand it had been considered by a
committee of the House this session. If that is the fact I ask that the
report may be read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his ob-
jection and asks for the reading of the report.

Mr. McMILLIN. ' I demand theregular order. Ido so because my
demand for the regular order has cut off other gentlemen, and I can
not discriminate.

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the con-
ference report on the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. TIs the read-
ing of the remainder of this conference report required? It has been

ted in full in the RECORD.

Mr. TAULBEE. My recollection is the agreement was the report
was to be printed in the RECORD and the further reading would be dis-

with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] re-
marked that if it was printed in the RECORD he supposed the further
reading would not be required; but that was not submitted to the
House. The Chair is informed the original manunseript was sent to the
Printing Office and has not yet been returned.

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the further reading would not be re-

unired.
s The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the
conference committee.

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state to the House that with the exception
of five, on which thereis no agreement, all the amendments of the Sen-
ate have been disposed of, the House as usual having made the larger
number of concessions.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why has the House made the larger number
of concessions ? Is it wrong oftener than the Senate?

Mr. HOLMAN. The House has made the larger number of conces-
sjons, as is ordinarily the case, on this principle: That portion of the
bill which the Senate inserts is the Senate part of it. Itisthat body’s
revision of the action of the House; and it will ordinarily occur that
of the amendments made a larger number should be concarred in than
refnsed by the Honse. That must be almost inevitable in this body
of amendments.

The amendments on which there was no agreement to which I now
wish to call the attention of the House are, in the first place, amend-
ments numbered 2 and 17, appropriating $23,232 for clerks of Senators.
Those two amendments go t er and constitute the amendment of
the Senate appropriating $23,232 for clerks for the Senators who are
not chairmen of committees. Disagreementis reported on those amend-
ments.

Senate amendments numbered 39, 40, and 41 are amendments pro-
viding for one clerk at $1,600 and two clerks at $900 each for the Civil
Service Commission. The conferees of the two bodies have not been
able to agree upon that.

Amendment numbered 88 is the amendmentof the Senate increasing
the amount of the appropriations for the internal-revenueservice. The
House Committee on Appropriations appm})rmted the sum of §2,050,000
as the proper amount. The Committee of the Whole, its action being
afterward sanctioned by the House, reduced that to §1,900,000. The
Senate has restored the original figures, $2,050,000.° Upon that the
two Houses are not able to the House conferees believing that
inasmuch as the $2,050,000 is about $150,000 more than was expended
in the last fiscal year, there is no neoesswy of appropriating so large a
sum.

Mr. CABELL. The excess is $201,000.

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from V:rgmmstahm it would be §201,000
of an excess above the expenditure of last year.

The next disagreement is on amendments 89 and 90, in which the
Senate proposes an increase of $500 in the salary of the office of the as-
sistant treasurer at Ballimore. The House fixed that salary at $4,000.
The Senate proposes to increase it to 4,500, and the conferees have not
been able to agree. As to that item, I wish to state, however, to the
House that thereisan nnpleusanf. discrimination in the salariesof these
assistant treasurers. Thesalary of the assistant treasurer at Cinecinnati
was put by the House at $4,500, and that was concurred in by the
Senafe. Cincinnati is the least import.a.nt of all the subtreasuries, the
transactions there amounting to but a little over $40,000,000 per annum,
while Baltimore does a business running up above $53,000,000. And
while the House conferees did not feel justified in receding from the
disagreement on that item, I believe myself that if the Cincinnati salary
remains, as it must remain, at $4,500, it wonld be an invidious dis-
crimination against Baltimore to fix the salary of the assistant treasurer
there at $4,000.

Mr. BLAND. What was done in the matter of the salary of the
treasurer at Saint Louis, which is a larger subtreasury than that af
Baltimore?

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate amendment was concurred in.

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘What was done as to the mlnry of the treasurer
at New Orleans?

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not changed,

Mr. BLANCHARD. That salary is left at $4,000, and the subtreas-
ury at New Orleans does $15,000,000 more business per annum than
the one at Cincinnati.

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. The action of the House unhappily
created an unjust discrimination between the salaries at these different
subtreasuries; but most of them can not be corrected now, and the only
question before the House is whether the salary of the assistant treas-
urer at Baltimore shall be made as high as that of the assistant treas-
urer at Cincinnati, Baltimore being themore important office of the two.

Mr. FINDLAY. Willthe gentleman tell us the reason why the sal-
ary of the assistant treasurer at Baltimore was lowered from $4,500 to

$4,000?

Mr. HOLMAN. That was done

at $4,000 and the Senate raised it to
hMr FINDLAY. Why did not the House conferees agree to that
change?

Mr. HOLMAN. T have already stated that that” question is now
suhmifted for the action of the House, and I have expressed my own
opinion that there is an unjust diserimination made agrinst Baltimore.
The last amendments, Nos. 179 and 180, are the items inserted by the
Senate for the collection of statistics in relation to marriage and divorce,
$10,000. The conferees were not able to agree as to those items. If
any gentleman desires to make a motion in relation to the item pro-
viding for the salary of the assistant treasurer at Baltimore I will now
yield for that purpose.

The SPEAKER. That motion can not be made at this time. As
soon as the conference report is agreed to or disagreed to, such a motion
will be in order.

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move that the conference report be agreed
to, and on that I call the previous question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] de-
mands the previous question upon the adoption of the conference report.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from
Indiana that we take up in their order these amendments on which the
two Houses disagree.

The SPEAKER. That can not be done while the conference
is pending. As soon as that is di of, then it will be in order for
any gentleman to make a motion that the House recede from its dis-
agreement to any particular amendment.

Mr. RANDALL. The House had better first adopt the report and
then deal with these other matters.

The SPEAKER. That is the first thing to be done.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the adoption of the report interfere with
action on the separate amendments?

The SPEAKER. Not at all. It will leave them undisposed of.
The House may recede from its disagreement to any of those amend-
ments and ask for a further conference.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of
the gentleman in charge of this bill to what I think is an omission in
this report of the conference committee and in the explanatory state-
ment accompanying it. I call hisattention to amendments 200 to 209,
inclusive, on page 93 of the bill. So far as I can discover they do not
appear in this report or in the accompanying statement, and the report
makes no mention of what was done with them in conference.

Mr. HOLMAN. They were concurred in by the House, and there-
fore they did not go into the conference. Mr. Speake.r, I call the pre-
vious question on the adoption of the report.

The previous question was ordered.

g{t.ha Honsc The House put it
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The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the report of
the committee of conference.

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PAYSON. If this report of the conference committee shall be
agreed to, will that preclude a vote upon the separate amendments at
a later of the ings ?

The SPEAKER. It will conclude everything which the report set-
tles; but as to those matters about which there is a disagreement they
will not be concluded at all. g

The conference report was agreed to.

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table. The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker, I wish now to submif a motion, in
general terms, that the House further insist upon its disagreement to
the other Senate amendments.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iobject. Letthem betaken up in their order.

The SPEAKER. They can not be taken up unless some motion is
made about them.

‘Mr. HOLMAN. I move thatthe Houseinsist upon its disagreement
to the amendments of the Senate not included in the conference report
and ask for a further conference, but I will withhold that motion if
any gentleman desires to snbmit a motion in relation to any particular
amendment.

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indianamoves that the House
insist on its disagreement as to the remaining amendments and request a
further conference. Pending that, it is in order for any gentleman who
desires to do so to move that the House recede from its disagreement
to any particular amendment. . )

Mr. FINDLAY. Imove thatthe House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment with reference to the salary of the subtreasurer at
Baltimore, and agree to the sum named by the Senate, $4,500. The
amendments covering this matter are numbered 89 and 90. I do not
pro;iuse to say anything on the guestion. I understand the gentleman
in charge of the bill says that the original discrimination was an in-
vidious one, and he is not prepared to stand by it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments as to which
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] moves that the House
recede from its disagreement and agree to the same,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 89: In line 25, page 34, after “thousand" where it first ocours, in-
sert ** five hundred ; " go as to make the salary of the assistant treasurer at Bal-

timore 84,500,

Amendment 90; In line 3, 33, strike out “ one™ and insert “six;" soasto
malke the aggregate appropriation of the paragraph §21,600

Mr. FINDLAY. I move the previous question on my motion. °

The previous question was ordered.

The motion of Mr. FINDLAY that the House recede from its disa-
greement to Senate amendments numbered 89 and %0 and agree to the
same was adopted, there being ayes 115, noes 3.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House recede from the dis-
agreement to Senate amendment No. 88,

BMr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not do that.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to make a statement.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the amendment so that
the House may know what is pending.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 83: On page 34, in lines 21 and 22, strike out “*one million nine
hundred and in sert ** two million and fifty,” so as to appropriate $2,050,000 for
salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses of gaugers,
for salaries of storekeepers and for miscellaneous expenses,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the
House recede from its disagreement to this amendment and agree to
the same.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am impelled to make this mo-
tion by a well-grounded belief that the amount which the Hotse con-
ferees insist upon is less than will probably be needed for a proper

adnrinistration of the internal-revenue laws and for the protection of | last

the Government from frands in connection with the distillation of
spirits and the manufacture of tobacco. The amount which the Sen-
ate insists upon is the sum which was originally recommended by the
Committee on Appropriations and the sum which was appropriated for
the last year. This amount, I am informed, may possibly be needed
in the administration of the law for the coming year.

I have in my hand a communication addressed by the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue to Senator ALLISON, chairman of the subcommit-
tee on appropriations in the Senate, and, I believe, chairman of the com-
mittee. In this communication it is insisted that the amount con-
tended for by the House conferees is $63,000 less than was necessarily
expended for this service in 1885, By strict economy, owing to the
condition of business in the conuntry, the Internal Revenue Burean was
enabled to expend a far less sum last year; but, as stated in this com-
munication, the business of distillation of spirits and the manufacture
of tobacco is fluctuating, and if the business should increase, as it now
apparently will, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue insists the serv-
ice will be crippled, and he will have at his command an insufficient
sum to protect the revenue from frands. *

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman state to what branch of the
service this money is to be devoted?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwasabouttostatethat. Thisappropriation
is to cover salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and ex-
penses of gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, &e.

Mr. HISCOCEK. Does this amendment contemplate any increase of
force?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does not contemplate any increase, but
simply the maintenance of the present force. But it is thought de-
simgle that there should be a sufficient sum at the command of the
bureau to allow an increase of force if the needs of the service should
demand it. ;

Mr. HISCOCK. What I wish toknow is whether the increase of this
appropriation contemplates action on the part of the burean looking to
increasing the force.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at all, unless the necessity arises.

- Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely the point on which I am asking
information.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As I understand, it does notcontemplate any
increase of force at present.

Mr. RANDALL. Then what is the necessity of increasing the ap-
propriation? .

Mr. CANNON. Allow me o moment. As I understand, this amend-
ment does not p to fix by law any increase of force, but is de-
signed to allow an increase of gaugers and storekeepers if the necessi-
ties of the service should demand if.

Mr. HISCOCK. An increase over what year?

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, this amendment embraces the
appropriation from which the gaugers and storekeepers are paid; and
of course the amount to be paid to these officers will depend upon
whether the amount of distillation shall incrense or diminish. If the
amount of distillation should increase, more gaugers and storekeepers
will be needed.

Mr. HISCOCK. But whatI want to get atis this: Does thisincrease
the force over the last fiscal year or the previous year?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at all.

Mr. HISCOCK. And also whether it contemplates an increased busi-
ness over the previous years?

Mr. BRADY. This would give the Commissioner of Infernal Rev-
enue discretion to appoint extra gangers, storekeepers, &c.

Mr. HISCOCK. But what I want to get at is, if you give this
amount, can he increase these appointments beyond the service of the
last year or the preceding year?

Mr. BRADY. The bill asit left the Housé increased the amount by
$150,000 over the amount expended last year.

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, then, he will have $150,000 more to in-
crease the force than he had last year if this Senate amendment is con-
carred in.

Mr. CABELL. That is true.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. ]

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will explain to the gentleman from New
York. The Senate amendment does not increase the appropriation for
the current yearadollar. Itsimply gives that bureau the same amount
that was given for the current yearand the previous year. Now, some
years it is fsund that more money is needed to protect the revenues
from fraud than in other years.

No matter how large a sum is given the Treasury for this purpose,
no more money will be expended than is actually needed for the serv-
ice and an honest administration of the law for the protection of the
revenue requires. The same amount was given last year, and yet, as
I havealready said, by a system of strict economy in the Internal Reve-
nue Bureau it was enabled to leave a surplus of somewhere in the
neighborhood of $200,000. The same officials will probably be there
this year as in the past year, and from my knowledge of the officers of
that department I am convineed they are honest, and will be as honest
in the expenditures they make this coming year as in the past.

It is a little remarkable that the gentleman from Indiana who in the
under a different political administration was willing to
allow the amount that was allowed to that department, yet has not
sufficient confidence in the present administration to leave the same
sum for the next year in its hands.

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman know that we reduced the
amount in the last Congress some $200,000 ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the service shows this: that the gentle-
man is contending for a sum which is just $63,000 less than was ex-
pended in 1885.

If the gentleman should be able to succeed+in this amendment ke
might cripple that bureaun so that it would not be able to honestly ad-
minister 'rI.Jha revenue laws and protect the Government from frauds
that may be committed in the manufacture of tobacco and the distilla-
tion of spirits.

I have in my hand a communication addressed by the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue to the chairman of the Committes on Appropria-
tions of the Senate, and it will answer every inquiry addressed by the
gentleman from New York, and in my judgment ought to convince
every fair-minded man, who wants the revenue laws to be honestly ad-
ministered, that we ought to accept this amendment of the Senate.
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Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to suggest to the gentleman that the
conference committee on the part of the Senate will undoubtedly agree
to the reduction of the amount.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that this communication be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMEXT, OFFICE or INTERVAL REVENU
i Washington, June 21, .

S1r: With regard to that portion of the legislative, &e., appropriation relating
to internal revenue, to which you referred this morning, the bill as passed br
the House and referred to the Senate committee (see page 44) provides * for sal-
aries and expenses of agents, &o., §1,900,000,"

This is a reduction made on the floor of the House of §150,000 from the amount
as reported by the House Appropriations Committee, which was §2,050,000. The
amount which was recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury for this item
was $2,100,000.

The reduction from the amounnt reported by the committee was based chiefly
upon a statement from this oftice, showing that the expenditures in that behalf
for the year ending June 80, instant, were—

For the first three guarters of the SAMme. ... sssmsssssssmssssess $1, 359, 008
And for the last quarter (estimated). 490, 000
Total...... 1, 549, 098

The amount appropriated for the said ending the 30th instant was $2,-
100,000. While the amount thus expendari during the present fiseal year has by
economy been kept down to the sum of §1,849,098 above stated, and while I pro-
pose to use my best endeavor to further economize during the coming year, as
far as the true interests of the service will permit, yet it is desirable that the en-
forcement of the law should not be obstructed by a want of funds for that pur-
pose; and as the moral effect upon those inelined to violate the law of a belief
on their part that the office has been cripgled b{ a failure to appropriate suffi-
¢ient muneys to earry out its provisions is bad, I respectfully I‘)’ei you to urge

n the Senate Committee on Appropriations the restoration in the above item
of the sum of §150,000 at least,t making it the same sum reported by the
House commillee.

I desire to say further that the estimate of the
based upon the expenditure for the year ending June 30,1885, which was $1,963,-
527.41. You will see by this that the sum as appropriated by the House would
fall short over $63,000 1d the exp of the ing year be as great as for
the fiscal year 1835,

The law pels the appoint
s and storekeepers sufficient in number to enable the distillers to carry
on their business in accordance with the provisions of law. The number of
distilleries, ally of fruit brandies, and their production fluctuate d
ably, and under the uirements of the law a deficiency would occur in case
the coming year should bring a large increase of distillation, which is highly

robable,
= The encouragement of lawful distillation and the suppression of frauds against
the internal revenue are sufficient reasons in my mind why the sum allowed
in the above-mentioned item should not be limited to the amount appropriated
by the bill as it passed the House.

Let me add, that if the bill taxing oleomargarine should pass, it would add an
expense that would greatly enh the ity for a larger margin in this
item.

Very respectiully,

of the Treasury was

t and assig t of officers of the class of

JOS. 8. MILLER, Commissioner.
CHAIRMAX COMMITTEE OX APPROPRIATIONS,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve the remainder of my time,

Mr. RANDALL. - How is that, Mr, Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoisisentitled to an hour
in his ownright, deduncting the time he has oceupied the floor.  Of course
that does not prevent the. House, when a gentleman obtains the floor
in his own right and submits the motion, from ordering the previous
question.

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not know the gentleman had all
the time he claims, but it makes no difference. The tleman has
misapprehended this amendment and the necessities for i#§ and I beg
the House, because this is a matter that involves $150,000 of the peo-
ple’s money which is asked to be given to this bureau when there isnot
the slightest necessity for it, to attend closely to the facts involved in
the case.

"This question was discnssed by the House when the legislative bill
was before it; and after a full hearing of the matter and upon a full vote,
with not more than a half-dozen votes against it, the provision was
adopted by which we reduced the appropriation some $150,000—and
why? When the Appropriations Committee sent in its bill to the House
it is true that they put the amount of money appropriated for ‘‘ reve-
nue agents, gangers, &e., and miscellaneous pu: 1 at $2,050,000.
That was done in obedience to the estimates which had been sent to
that committee. But the chairman of this committee, at the instance
of amember on the other side of the House, sent to the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue and asked him to say what had been his expenditures
so far in the year and what wounld be the expenditures up to the 1st
of July, 1886. He returned a letter giving the desired information; in
other words, showing what had been the expenditures and what would
be the expenditures for this service to the 1st day of July, 1886. I
will read to the House an extract from that letter:

From the appropriation for salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate
officers there was expended up to March 31, $1,859,098, and it is estimated that
the expenses for the quarter ending June 30 will be about $190,000, making a
total of §1,849,008, y

Now, that information came to the Appropriations Committee after
the bill came into the House; and, when it did so, after consultation
with other members of the committee I offered the amendment to
strike off $150,000 from the original recommendation of the committee
s0 as to reduce the a; priation to $1,900,000. -After discussion the
House with but few dissenting voices ado; that amendment. - And
the bill as amended went to the Senate. The Senate put hack npon

the bill the $2,050,000 which the Committee on Appropriations had
originally reported to the House. :

This was done, I take it for granted, principally upon statements con-
tained in the letter which the gentleman has had read, which, I takeit,
is a letter to the committee of the SBenate. As soon as the action of the
House became known the Internal Revenue Bureau officers set to work
to have the appropriation imnade as they had asked it, and their opera-
tions, as a matter of course, were directed totheSenate. And the Sen-
ate? as I have said, put on that $150,000 which the House had stricken
out. &

I beg here to call the attention of the House to the fact that when
we strike off that $150,000 which the Benate has added we have still
left as a margin $51,000 more than was expended last year. :

The gentleman from Illinois made, as I think, a disingenuous state-
ment when he nundertook to say that we appropriated less money than
had ever been appro}?ﬁated_'and less than had ever been expended. At
the very time this House adopted that amendment we had the state-
ment from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that he had expended
but $1,849,000, and we appropriated $1,900,000, thus giving him the
sum of $51,000 more than he had expended, and more than he conld
reasonably suppose that he would be called upon to expend. There is
absolutely nothing in the idea of the gentleman from lllinois that the
failure to appropriate all the money asked for revenue agents, &e., will
encourage lawbreakers to the perpetration of crime, or weaken the abil-
ity of the Department to employ all the officers needed for its opera-
tions or to repress all violations of the law.

Now, I will state, as one of the conferees on the part of the House,
that we might have been willing and would have been willing rather
than come back to the House with a disagreement to yield $40,000 or
$50,000 to the Senate upon their requirement. We did not want to
come back here with a disagreement. I was willing for myself to
yield §50,000, but no more; so that there would have been appropri-
ated $101,000 more than was expended last year, according to the state-
ment of the Commissioner.

But the Senate committee wonld not yield—it was with them all, or
nothing; so we disagreed.

The House surely eould not have desired us # act otherwise than as
we did. We can not understand why the Senate should want to give
more, or why the Commissioner.-of Internal Revenue should want more
than we offered. What does the Commissioner want with more money
than $1,900,000? How can this House with any propriety give him for
the ensuing year a sum greater by $100,000 than he expended this year ?

I ask you, gentlemen of the House, to sustain this di ment on
the part of the House conferees and let this matter go back to confer-
ence. It will not do to thus give up the people’s money without a
struggle. I do not think there is a gentleman upon this floor, either
Democrat or Republican, who can go before his constituents and with
a clear conscience answer to them and show a reason why there ghounld
be turned over to any officer of the Government $201,000 in excess of
what he had expended in the last fiscal year for the conduct of his De-
partment. ’

The gentleman from Illinais stated that there was no reason why the
appropriation recommended by the Senateshould be cut down. Why,
sir, the Commissioner of Fnternal Revenue—the very Commissioner who
is seeking this immoderate sum, and against whom I make no asper-
sions, because I regard him with great favor though he is mistaken in
this matter—this Commissioner says in this report that since the incom-
ing of his administration he has discharged nine hundred and twenty-six
officials. The gentleman from Illinois instead of reciting the expendi-
tures last fiscal year, just passed, recited the expenditures under the
Republican administration, the expenditures of the fiscal year 1884-'85.
And what were those expenditures?

Those expenditures were in round numbers $1,963,000. But now
comes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] applauding in
one breath the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his retrenchment
and mvin% economy, and in the other demanding more money than
was expended during Republican rule, and, worse than all, the Commis-
sioner, while claiming credit for cutting down expenses and lopping
off the heads of hundreds of officials, demands with emphasis that he
shall be allowed more money by $200,000 than he expended last year,
more than his Republican Eredecessor expended the year before that,
and within a fraction of the large sum appropriated when the dis-
missed officials were in place under his predecessor and himself.

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is he to do when he reappoints these
nine hundred and twenty-six men?

Mr. CABELL. He ought not to reappoint them.
about this matter of reform. He did right, no doubt.

Mr, REED, of Maine. If not, perhaps the object of discharging
them would not be accomplished.

Mr. HOLMAN. He can not appoint them under the Jaw.

Mr. CABELL. I will say to the gentleman from Maine I am not
undertaking to make a political harangne in discussing a question of
this character. :

Mr. REED, of Maine.
charged?

Mr. CABELL. I soppose there was no use for them. 1 suoppose

He was honest

I want to know why these men were dis-
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they had been frandulently—I will not say fraudulently, but I will
say improperly, billeted on the Government, and if the Commissioner
and those above him were acting honestly, as I presume they were,
those men were discharged from proper motives and should not have
heen allowed to remain an incubus and a load upon the Government,
But if they are properly discharged they are not wanted now and do
not require to be paid now. BSince they have been discharged, how-
ever, we do not need to appropriate money as if they had been kept in
service.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentlaman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. CABELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose that by the establishment of new
distilleries the business should increase?

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we will be here in December.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose that new distilleries are established,
do you propose to leave those distilleries withont gaugers?

Mr. CABELL. No, sir; there will be plenty of gaugers, never fear.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The object of having a sufficient fund placed
at the command of the Commissioner is that he may meet whatever ex-
igency may arise in the business,

Mr. CABELL. Certainly; and when you give him more than he
expended last year he will be well equipped for any exigency.

Mr. RANDALL. What reason is there to think that there will be
more this year than last year?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will not appoint one single officer unless
the protection of the revenue demands it.

Mr. CABELL. I thought the gentleman merely desired to ask me
a question. I trustthe gentleman will not inject his speech into mine.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What does the Commissioner want this
money for?

Mr. CABELL. Ihave notthe remotestidea. Ionlyknow that there
has been a in of $51,000 allowed to him by the vote of the House,
and I think that is quite enongh. I do not know what this money is
wanted for. I can not conceive why more money is needed for next
year than for last year.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Does the Commissioner give any reason ?

Mr. CABELL. None on earth, except the reason su ‘y m_y
friend and colleague on the committee [ Mr. TOWNSHEND that
haps’’ the money may be wanted. Now, if you are gomg to bnng
‘“‘maybes’’ into this question, and if * perhaps” more money will be
wanted, then I say * perhaps’’ not more than $51,000 in excess of what
waaspent]aatyearmnby ibility be wanted.

Mr. LONG. Should not we on this side of the House be_mahﬁed in
inferring that, the Commissioner having discharged nine hundred and
twenty-six Republican officials, the money is wanted for the purpose
of appointing nine hundred and twenty-six Democraticofficials in their

laces?

Mr. CABELL. No, sir; I do not think that at all. I have no rea-
son to know that they were all Republicans. My own opinion is that
the discharges were made in good faith, and that the Commissioner has
attempted to act honestly and for the good of the service. In justi
I ought perhaps to say that some of those officials who were
were not paid except by the owners of the distilleries, and when upon
duty, but some of them were paid by the Government, and enough of
gem :;ere so pmd to justify us in claiming to have made a saving by

ese

Mr. LONG. But. you say you do not know of any other reason for
asking this money.

Mr, CABELL. I do not know of any reason except that the Com-
missioner thinks that perhaps in the course of the business of his bu-
reau he may want to appoint some additional officials to attend to
necessary duties, and that circumstances may arise which may involve
expenses not now anticipated.

I think there onght to be a margin allowed for that, but we have
already provided a margin of $51,000, and if this House goes beyond
that and undertakes to put in this $150,000 I want the members to
understand what they are doing; if they agree to what the Senate de-
mands they will be appropriating $201,000 more than was expended
last year. Now, gentlemen, are you going to do it?

Mr. HOLMAN. With the permission of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. CABELL] I will answer the guestion put by the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loxg]. Can what he suggests be done, in
view of the law? In other words, can his apprehension be realized
that the dismissal of nine hundred and odd employés will result in the
appointment of an equal number of new men during the present year?
For three years this has been the law, and it has been included in every

- guecessive bill:

Provided, That the number of deputy collectors, gaugers, storekeepers, and
clerks cmployed in the collection of internal revenue shall not be increased
nor shall the salaries of said officers or employés be increased beyond the sal-
aries paid during the last fiscal year,

Now, under that provision of law, which, as I have said, has been in-
cluded in each successive bill for several years, how can there be an
increase either in the number of employés or in their salaries ?

Mr. LONG. I did not say there wounld be.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does not the gentleman from Virginia know

that the number of gaugers is not limited by law, and that if the busi-
ness increases there is an absolute necessity for an increased number of
gaugers? The law that he has read refers only to the special agents.

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman evidently did not hear the law
which I read. It says: ‘‘ Provided that the number of deputy collec-
tors, gaugers, storekeepers, or clerks’’ shall not be increased.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But must not the number of gaugers be in-
creased if the business increases?

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the law expressly prohibit an increase
above the number employed last year ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The law does not limit the number of store-
keepers or gangers, but—

Mr, CABELL. Now, I trust my friend will allow me to resame the
floor. I donotoceupy it veryoften. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. LoNG], who is usnally a very fair man, has asked
me as to the necessity which existed for the discharge of these men who
have been discharged. I have no doubt, I repeat, that the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue acted fairly, honorably, and honestly in this
matter, for I believe he is a good official and a worthy man.

‘Whatever mistakes he may have made, I do not think he is such a
partisan or so badly disposed that he will discharge men from the Gov-
ernment service when it is not necessary. He is, however reat.ly in
error when he asks to have this amount of money approp:rmteg.
can be no reasonable purpose in having this sum laid up to his ordar
The only reason assigned is to provide against contingencies, the hap-
pening of which he has no right to anticipate; and certainly this House
has no right to appropriate to meet such contingencies when we have
not the remotest idea that the contingencies can or will happen.

Evenif the contingencies apprehended should occur, there will be no
special activity in the distilling business until the fall of the year; it
is at that time, if at all, when additional guagers and storekeepers will
be needed. Wewill come here again nextwinter. If the appropriation
now made should by that time prove deficient, if it should appear that
we have imposed too narrow a limitation, have failed to appropriate
the full amount required, we can then pass an appropriation to remedy
the deficiency.

Mr. SKINNER. Doesnotthe history of the internal-revenue system
show it to be a fact that as many gaugers and storek are dropped
as are appointed, that as many distilleries are daily going out of ex-
istence as daily come into existence?

Mr. CABELL. That is my information, and I believe it to be true.

Now, I think every gentleman in this House understands this mat-
ter. It is a plain, simple proposition. The Commissioner of Internal
Revenue shows that for this work he expended last year in round num-
hers $1,849,000. We agree to appropriate $1,900,000, being $51,000
more than he expended during the last year. It seems to me this
shounld besufficient. The Republiean administration expended $1,963,-
000; but since that time nine hundred officials, many of whom were
pmd by the Government, have been dispensed with.

‘We all realize the objection to these indefinite appropriations. In
other words, we have judged it wise not to make appropriations in the
dark. Nmthm are only]li:ur classes 0foﬂ‘1(:ia]gto be paid unt(Illerthis
a riation—agents, storekeepers, gau and inspectors; the rest
ofl?pt?ep money is for miscellaneor?: puguaiim’ ‘What guide have you in
the appropriations yon make except the previous expenditures?

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CABELL. Certainly.

Mr. DIBBLE. Is not this appropriation $50,000 less than the appro-
priation for the last fiscal year?

Mr, CABELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANDALL. Baut it is $51,000 more than was expended last

ear.
befm. TOWNSHEND. And $63,000 less than was expended the year
ore.

Mr. DIBBLE. If on an appropriation of $2,100,000 for the last year
there hasbeen a saving of $150,000, why not now leave a margin, as wedid
before? The experience of the last year has shown that the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue can be trusted to curtail axﬁendll;urea, and
the appropriation proposed by the Senate amendment allows only a rea-
sonable margin, being $50,000 less than the appropriation for last year.

Mr. CABELL. The actual expenditure, as the gentleman himself
states, has during the last year been $150,000 less than the amount
appropriated. That very fact shows that it is not necessary to make
80 large an appropriation as we made last year. We propose to allow
the Commissioner a margin of $51,000, which is as much margin as
ought to be allowed any public officer, I do not care who he is. If the
Angel Gabriel himself should come down here and he Elaced at the
head of a Department, I would not turn over to him hun of thou-
sands of dollars from the Treasury of the people to be administered at
his discretion, when it is the duty of the House of Representatives to
see to it that all necessary money, and no more, is appropriated. When
my friend from South Carolina goes home to his constituents and they
ask him, ‘‘How have you administered the public moneys; to whose
hands have yon intrusted them?’’ will he not desire to say, I in-
trusted the officials of the Government with only the sums necessary

‘%0 carry on the operations of the Government, and no more ?’

Mr. DIBBLE. My friend will allow me to say that this is only a
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question of judgment as to what is a reasonable margin. During the
last year this bureau got along very well with $150,000 less than was
appropriated. There wasno extravagance of expenditure. Whyshounld
we fear to allow this year a smaller and certainly only a reasonable

Mr. CABELL. There is no reason why the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue can not during the coming year get along with the amount
which he expended dtm.ng the past year,

I now yield three minutes to my friend from Illinois [ Mr. CANNoOXN],
and reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the House
Imn say all I want to gay in three minutes’ time.

I regard it as of but little im whether this appropriationre-
mains as the House fixed it, or the Senate shall insist and the House
shall recede. The truth is it is for the payment of gaugers and store-
keepers, a service provided by law, and which can not be affected by the

appropriation. If you do not appropriate enough of money, then the
law says they shall be employed anyhow; and they will have to wait
for their money to the end of the year. If youwereto spprzﬁemta twice
- as much, there conld not be a dollar of it spent except for the payment
of gaugers and storekeepers provided under the law. NoCommissioner
of Internal Revenue can under the a tion, with or without it,
increase or decrease one gauger or over what is required.

So the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] is right enough that
if we do not nmigpmte enough they will come in here for a deficiency.

The trath is, Speaker, the House recommends $50,000 more than
was spent last year, and $63,000 less than was spent the year before.
It may be $50,000 more will be this year, or it may be $150,000
less. It all depends onthennm. of distilleries and fruit-stills and
the number of gangers and storekeepers who may be found to be neces-
sary. Having said this much, I donot care, except to close up the bill,
what action the House takes, for in my o}m\ion itisnot of the alighbesf.
importance what ition is made of

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is the usual t.hen,ofthsdlﬁ'er-
enoebetwemthanpgrr: honlnllandthede.ﬁciemyhill.

Mr. CANNON, isely.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. . Let meinquire of the gentleman from Illinois
whether it is not better when we have it within our power to prevent
laying the foundation for a deficiency bill, and especially when it might
s0 easily be guarded against?

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the adoption by the House of the
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is without
exmseﬂwemmrdymthtgmmformhmhlgnw eefi.]m:-.iIIotj]m:a.‘:l
Ita tion wounld give in appropria more money

e House or Senate considers necessary. It would give about
S‘.’O0,0DOmorethan was expended for the same service last year by the
very officer who is Ilikely to expend it during the current year.

Why anybody on either side of this House shonld want unnecessarily
to add $200,000 to the te of this year’s appropriations Iam ata
loss to conceive. The committee in the first instance gave what was
asked, but on fuller information from the Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue the amount was reduced in this House §150,000. We have been
further advised that whilethe Senate increased the amount to the tz-nge
nal estimate, yet that body is now ready to make a reduction. But
motion of the gentleman from Illinois will estop the Senate and the
House from ?lmng the amount where, by the concurrent proceedings
of the two Houses, it ought to be placed.

Mr. DIBBLE. What was the estimate the Department made for this
service ?

Mr. RANDALL. IfI remember rightly the estimate was $2,100,000
for the current year.

Mr. TOWNSHEND Fﬁw thousand dollars more than the Senate

rovided.
s Mr. RANDALL. When we come to take these estimates they are

not always reliable.
Is not the Secretary of the Treasury reliable,

Mr. TOWNSHEND.
in his judgment?

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not to be diverted.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask my friend from Pennsylvania
whether the officer who administers the law with his experience is not
better qualified than the gentleman from Pennsylvania to form a judg-
ment in the matter?

Mr. RANDALL. I answer that the Secretary of the Treasury esti-
mated for last year $2,300,000. The law reduced it $200,000, and it
appears there was expended about $150,000 less than the law gave.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thatwas by a different Secretary of the Treas-

ury.

Mr. RANDALL. I am not distinctions of party as to
Secretaries of the Treasury. We do not follow the estimates in every

case, and yet the Government goes along while the expenditures are

fotmd far below the appropriations.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did my friend from Pennsylvania listen to the
communication which was read?

Mr. RANDALL." Yes; I have heard both sides and both letters.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thaf communication differs radically from the
gentleman as to what is required by the service.

Mr. RANDALL. I think I am as well informed by experience of
twenty years as the Commissioner with a few months’ service.

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the gentleman to say he is willing to
stand here upon the position there will be no deficiency.

Mr. RANDALL. In this bill?

Mr, HISCOCK. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANDALL. I say that the law prevents a deficiency.

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, I know what the law prevents, or attempts to
prevent——

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose new d:sta]leries are created and the
business increases?

Mr, RANDALL. The gentleman must not allow hisimagination to
mislead him. He may conjecture that new distilleries will be estab-
lished, but the past history shows that the business of manufacturing
and consumption go hand in hand together. In point of fact there is
not a great deal more whisky produced than is sold. Ihave no appre-
hension from that souree.

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Pennsylvania and myself differ
as to the law preventing a deficiency.

Mr. RANDALL. It pmvenh it so faras language can be employed to
accomplish such a p

Mr. HISCOCK. But you have nothing in the law prohibiting the
Commissioner of Iniernal Revenue from spending all of this money in
nine months if he wants to. Isuppose the gentleman will not dispute
that; nor can you put anything in the law which would prevent it.

Mr. RANDALL. Well—

Mr, HISCOCK. Wait a moment. Now let me come fo the other
question: Are you willing to advise the House that you will not eome
in here at the next session and ask a deficiency for this service ?

Mr. RANDALL. I never commit myself to the aets of another.

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, give us your own opinion.

Mr. RANDALL. I will say, however, that judging by the expend-
itures of the last year, when the amount was about $50,000 less than
uﬁxedb the House in this bill, I believe said sum will be adequate.

K. Then,in yom' opinion, this elaim for an increase on
tha pnrt of the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue is to create
unnecessary gaugers and storekeepers.

Mr. BANDALL. No, I do not say that; but I do distinctly say
that this request of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have
about $200,000 more than he expended last year forlikeaeﬂice,whan
the law prevents an increase of pay to these employés——

ﬁESG(K}K No, he has not the power to increase the pay; but
you lmow he has the power to increase the number of gaugers.

Mr. RANDALL. Or an inecrease of expenditures therefor, is abso-
lutely unjustifiable,

Mr. HISCOCK. It may be unjustifiable, but it is not illegal. He
may employ gaugers and storekeepers to any number he pleases.

Mr. RANDALL. I say more; that I do not think he places the ad-
ministration under which he holds office in a right attitude when he
seeks toget more money for the coming year than he expended last year.
SR AL SR ks o i e iy o RS ng. s iy
that he ou no ve of ex: ing more mone;
than he en%ployed]astyear If there should be an exagsof expend{
ture over appropriation, and such contingency arises, then—

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What?

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will beready to meetitinsome way. But
why any one on either side of the House shonld want to give more
money than is shown to be necessary for the collection of the internal
revenue I am at a loss to know, in view of the fact that this very offi-
cer with this $50,000 less than you propose to give him for the eurrent
year collected an inereased amount of revenue from these same sources
over the prior year.

Mr. , of North Carolina. With $200,000 less of expenditu:es.

Mr. HISCOCK. I intend to vote with you upon the strength of your
recommendations and assurances; and all I have said on my part has
been simply for the purpose of getting your assurance and recommen-
dation.

Mr. RANDALL. I do notgive any assurance.
t the deductions from the facts of the situation.
. HISCOCK. Then upon your statement of facts before the House
I propose to stand by you for one.

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have promised to yield to the
gentleman from Indiana, who desires a vote.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not
deprive the House of an opportunity to reply to the reflections upon
the department.

Mr. HOLMAN. I think in all fairness to the gentleman from Illi-
nois that he should be permitted tohave some time. How much does
the gentleman desire?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I have reserved my own time, butonly
desire a few moments and will take it now.

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot think the gentleman ought to limit
me, but I think five minutes will be safficient.

Mr HOLMAN. Very well

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have discharged my duty

I give nothing ex-
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in bringing to the knowledge of this House the statement and assur-
ances of the Treasury officials in regard to what they believe may

robably be the needs of the service. That is all I have desired to do.
gt is a matter of no personal interest to me any more than it is to every
other honest tax-payer in the land. I have not a single distillery in
my district. Ihave no manufactory of tobacco in my district. My
people are consumers to a very moderate extent of both articles. They
manufacture neither. But what I say is this: When the chief of the
burean positively asserts, as he has asserted in this communication,
that this reduction of the amount of money that has been asked for
may result in serions detriment to that service, I think we ought to
have confidence in his integrity and veracity and give consideration to
his recommendations.

The Commissioner has stated in that communication that the effect
of the reduction of this appropriation will be to encourage those who
are inclined to commit frauds in the distillation of spirits and in the
manufacture of tobacco. I am impressed with the belief that there is
much in his assertion. The other day when the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania supported an amendment here striking from the sundry civil
bill the frand fund which it is asserted at the Departmentis absolutely
necessary to protect the Government from the frands committed by
moonshiners and others who have been defranding the revenue, when
certain gentlemen on this floor wanted to strikeout that aﬁgmpﬁnﬁon,
it struck me then it was an insidious attempt to break down the in-
ternal-revenne tax to which many are opposed; and I resisted that ef-
fort then as I resist now the effort to cutdown the appropriation to that
burean to an extent which may seriously cripple the efficiency of that
service. I will state of this officer thatif you put in his hands $5,000,-
000, I would trust him for an economical expenditure of that meney.

This is a sum less than we intrusted to officers of a former adminis-
tration. Why should we not give our own officials the same degree of
confidence as we did the others? I do not want a single dollar more
expended than may be needed for an economical administration of the
Government. But these officers who are controlling the affairs of this
Government must not be crippled in their efforts to administer the
Government efficiently. And I believe that the assertion of the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue may come true, that if you reduce this
sum down to a point where there is danger of erippling the efficiency
of the service you encourage those who are incli to do so to commit
{rauds on the revenue. That is all I have to say.

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CABELL]
wish more time? :

Mr. CABELL. Idonotwish tooccupy moretime. I havenot heard
anything to which I think it necessary to reply.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr,
TowxNsHEND] there is really no trouble about this matter. Every dol-
lar required to carry on this important bureau of the Government will
be appropriated. There is no material difference of opinion as to this
matter between the conferees on the part of the two Houses. I feel au-
thorized to say the Senate conferees do not regard it as absolutely neces-
sary that the whole sum named shall beappropriated. The proper con-
cessions will be made and the amount appropriated will be, ab least in
the judgment of the conferees, ample for the purpose. There is not the
slightest occasion for any comment as to the management of this office;
for I think we all agree that the present Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue has proved himself & very competent and efficient public officer, and
that he has managed the affairs of that office exceedingly well. He re-
duced the expenses last year as compared with the preceding year over

$115,000.

Mr. SPRINGER. More than that. Hereis the report of the Treas-
urer showing a reduction of $829,000.

Mr. HOLMAN. Theexpendituresin thisbranchof the service which
we are now discussing were in the previous year $1,963,527.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He has reduced the expenses in another direc-
tion.

Mr. HOLMAN. I am speaking of one item.

Mr. SPRINGER. The figures I cited apply to the whole service.

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a heavy reduction in the expenses of the
burean. For this item the expenditures last yearwere §1,849,008,
ahowinﬁ a difference of $114,429.

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I have a statement from the De-

rtment showing a reduction of expenses of $200,000 in the Internal

tevenue Bureau.

Mr. HOLMAN. I am speaking of this one item alone.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to put on record as a portion of my re-
marks astatementshowing the appropriations for this service for a series
of years, and I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that
in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress the appropriation for
this branch of the service was §1,475,000. The amount gradually ran

up.
The following is the statement referred to by Mr. HorLyAN:

Appropriations for salaries of storekeepers, gaungers, &e., of inlernal re-

enue.
1885
1884
1883

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to state this
fact: I have before me a statement from the Treasurer of the United
States, showing the entire reduction in the internal-revenue depart-
ment. Itshows that during the last fiscal year the decrease of expend-
itures in the collection of internal revenue, as compared with the year
1885, was $829,361.32.

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call the previous question.

Mr, RANDALL. What is the pending question ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. The gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] moves that the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the Senate amendment which has been read, and agree to the
same. :

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a division on that, so that the conferees may
know the numerical vote of the House on that question.

The previous question was ordered. {

The question being taken on Mr. TowXSHEND’S motion, there were—
ayes 5, noes 125. .

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quornm,

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from
Illinois . TowsSsHEND] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
HorLMAXN .

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As this division is entirely useless, I will not
insist ona quorum. -

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. - I move that the House recede from its dis-

ent to the amendment of the!Senate numbered 179 and agree
to the same; and in regard to that I desire to make a brief statement,
not to occupy over a minute. y

The Clerk read Senate amendment 179, as follows: i

To enable the Commissioner of Labor to collect and report to Congress the
statistics of and relating to and divorce in the several States and Ter-
ritories and in the Distriet of Columbia, §10,000.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to say that,
in my judgment, this is enlightened legislation, and the duty of mak-
ing this examination is very properly assigned to the Commissioner of
Labor, because the industrial condition of the country does affect the
family, and we want to know whether this country is fraveling in the
direction of France, which has ircreased in population only 1 per cent.
in thirty-six years. We want to know whether there are influencesat
work which are carrying this Republic in the same direction; and I
think, as I have already said, that these amendments put upon the bill
by the Senate are enlightened legislation and do the Senate much honor.
I also wish to call attention to the fact that upon a yea-and-nay vote
in the House the motion to concur received 108 or 110 votes. I hope
that the House will recede and agree to thisamendment.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise only to call the previous ques-
tion on the motion, and to say that I do not think there will be any
very serious trouble in coming to some agreement about this item.

The question was taken on ordering the previous question upon the
motion that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
and to the same; and there were—ayes 51, noes 74.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask for tellers.

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Towa that he had
better not press that demand, the gentleman from Indiana having as-
sured us that an agreement can probably be reached upon this ifem in
conference.

1%‘[r. WEAVER, of Iowa. Very well; I do not press the demand for
tellers.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from its
disagreements to the amendments numbered 39 and 40.

The amendments were read, as follows:

fAt}nengl.l,mnt numbered 39: Page 15, line 7,after * dollars,” insert ‘' one clerk
= :::::::dlmmt numbered 40: Page 15 line 7,after “one’ where it occurs the
third time in said line insert **two elerks at §900." .

Mr. CANNON. A single word, Mr. Speaker, about these amend-
ments. This oneclerk at$1,600 and these two clerks at $900 have been
put into the bill by the Senate for the Civil SBervice Commission. A
communication from that commission to the Senate committee, which
is embodied in the report upon this subject, states:

The clerical foree of the ission now et v the tary and
stenographer, of one clerk of class 2 and one clerk of class 1. “The appropria-
tion bill just by the House provides for the same force for the coming
year, Itis ly inadequate, being barely sufficient (with the help of the mes-

senger, who is an expert type-writer,and the laborer, who is constantly em-

loyed on clerieal work), for the dispaich of absolutely current worlk, leaving the
important records and tabulations which should be kept up to date untoun =
It is therefore recommended that to-the present foree there be added one clerk

of class 3 and two clerks at $1,000.

The Senate amends that suggestion by providing for one clerk of class
Jand two clerks at $900. I bave read the statement of the Civil Serv-
ice Commission. ILet me say, in addition, that I am not here to fight
the battle of this Civil Service Commission, but, as long as the law re-

BT
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mains upon the statute-book and you keep the Civil Service Commis-
sion, for one I am willing to give them the force that is nezessary, and
that without reference to whether the commission performed its duty
or not. To be perfectly honest and frank about it, I am inclined to
think that whether you give this force or whether you do not give it,
the duty of that commission in enforcing the law in good faith will be
neglected; yet while the law remains on the statute-book and the com-
mission remains in existence I, as a member on the minority side of this
House, do not propose to furnish yon, or your administration, or your
commission any excuse for not performing its duty.

Having said this much and made this motion to concur, so far as I
am concerned I am ready to vote.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think, in view of the fact that the
Civil Service Commission have sent a communication to the Senate
stating that they need this additional force for the proper discharge of
their duties, the House ought in all fairness to agree to this additional
allowance. I hope that will be done even without a division, in order
that this arm of the public service may be enabled 1o go on and perform
its functions as the law requires it to do. I hope there will be no ob-
jection.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before calling the previous question
I simply wish to add that the objection to these items is that when we
once organize a burean its tendency always is to extend and increase
the number of its employés and enlarge its expenditures. These bu-
reaus seem to grow steadily and remorselessly, without any possibility
of their being restricted nnless by the positive action of Congress, The
tendency is to magnify every public employment, to magnify the duties
of every office, and I think that especially in the early history of a Gov-
ernment bureau there ought to be great hesitation in yielding to itsde-
mands for increased force and larger expenditure. It is for thatreason
the conferees on the part of the House did not yield this point.

Mr. SPRINGER. I concede the force of the gentleman’s argnment,
but the country is growing, and I think these Departments must grow
with the growth of the country.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previons question.

The previous question was ordered.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON that the
Honse recede from its disagreements to Senate amendments 39 and 40
and agree to the same, there were—ayes 67, noes 77.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; let us have tellers.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inqguiry,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is this a motion to concur in the amend-
ment of the Senate allowing additional clerks?

TheSPEAKER. TheSenateadopted twoamendmentsallowingthree
additional clerks to the Civil Service Commissioners. The House disa-
greed to those amendments. The gentleman from Illinois now moves
that the House recede from its disagreement and agree to the amend-
ments. The question is on that motion.

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to make an inquiry—I do not know whether
it is a parliamentary question or not; it may be something of that nat-
ure. I desire to know whether there is any provision by which any-
body will be authorized to examine these clerks before they are ap-
appointed.

Mr, CUTCHEON. They would come under the civil-service rules,
and would have to pass the examination applicable to clerks of the
classes specified.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas
123, nays 111, not voting 88; as follows:

YEAS—123,

Adams, G. E. Findlay, La Follette, Ryan,
Allen, C. H, Fleeger, Laird Sawyer,
Atkinson, Frederick, Lindsley, Scott,
g::ar, gl.ll]l*l‘. {..ong, gmalls.

gham, ny, Lyman, pooner,
Bound Gilfillan, arkbham, Springer,
Boutelle, Gofl, MeComas, Stephenson,
Boyle, Hale, McKenna, Stone, E. F.
Brady, Hall, McKinley, Strait,
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Millard, Struble,
Brown, U, E. Hayden, Milliken, Swinburne,
Bunnell, Haynes, Moffatt, Taylor, 1. H.
Burleigh, Henderson, D.B.  Morrill, Taylor, Zach.
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, Thomas, 0. B.
Butterworth, Hepburn, (' Neill, Charles Thompson,
Bynum, Herbert, Osborne, Townshend,
Campbell, J. M. Hermann, Owen, Wade,
Cannon, Hiestand, Parker, Wadsworth,
Conger, Hili, Payne, Wait,
Cooper, Hires, yson, Wakefleld,
Cutcheon Hiscock, Perkins, ‘Warner, William

n, Hitt, Peters, ‘Weaver, A.J.

Davis, Holmes, Pettfone, Weber,
Dibble, Hopkins, Pindar, West,
Dingley Houk, Pirce, White, A. C.
Dorsey, IToward, Plumb, ‘White, Milo
Dunham, Jackson, Price, Whiting,
Ely, James, Rice, Willis,
Evans, Johnson, FLA. Roeckwell, Winans,
Everhart, Johnston,J. T. Romeis, Worthington.
Farqubar, Kelley, Rowell,

NAYS—I111.

Adams, J. J. Culberson, King, Sayers,
Allen, J. M Curtin, Kleiner, Shaw,
Anderson, C. M. Davidson, A. C, ‘oon, Singleton,
Ballentine, Dockery, Landes, Skinner,
Barksdale, Dowdney, Lanham, Sowden,
Barnes, Dunn, Lawler, Stewart, Charles
Barry, Eldredge, re, St. Martin,
Belmont, Ellsberry, Lovering, Stone, W. J., Ky.
Benneit, Ermentrout, Lowry, wope,
Blanchard, Fisher, Aahoney, Tarsney,
Bliss, Ford, Martin, Taulbee,
Blount, Forney, Matson, Taylor,J. M.
Bragg, Geddes, Maybury, Tillman,
Brumm, (iibson, C, 1L, McAdoo, Trigg,
Burnes, Gilass, MeCreary, Turner,
Cabell, Glover, MeMillin, Van Eaton,
Caldwell, recn, R, S McRae, Wallace,
Campbell, J. E. Ialsell, Merriman, Ward, J. H,
Candler, larris, Morgan, Ward, T.
Carleton, Hateh, Muriphy, Weaver,J. B,
Catchings, Henderson, J. S. Neal, Wellborn,
Clardy, Henley, Oates, Wheeler,
Clements, Holman, Perra: Wilkins,
Collins, Hudd, Randall, Vilson,
Comstock, Hutton, ise
Cowles, Irion, L J.W. Waolford
Crisp, Johnston, T.D. Richardson, Woodburn,
Croxton, Jones, J. H. Sadler,

NOT VOTING—8S.
Alken, Dawsox, Little, Riggs,
Anderson, J. A, Dougherty, Louttit, Robertson,
Arnot, Eden, Miller, Rogers,
Barbour, Felton, Mills, Seranton,
Bayne, Foran, Mitchell, Seney,

h, Funston, Morrison, ns,
Bland, Gallinger, Morrow, Seymour,
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, Eustace Muller, Snyder,
Breckinrtdv‘WCP.Green. W.J. Neece, Spﬁﬁgﬂ.
Brown, W. W. Grosvenor, Negley, Stahlnecker,
Buchanan, Grout, Norwood, h
Buck, Guenther, O'Donnell, Stewart, J. W.
Campbell, Felix Hammond, O'Ferrall, Stone, W.J., Mo,
Campbell, T. J. Hanback, O'Hara, Storm,
Caswell, eard, O’'Neill, J. J. Symes,
Cobb, Hemphill, Outhwaite, ylor, E. B,
Compton, Hewitt, Peel, Thomas, J. R.
Cox, Jones, J.T. Phelps, Throckmorton,
Crain, Ketcham, Pidcock, Tucker,
Daniel, ILe Fevre, Ranney, Van Schaick,
Davenport, Lehlbach, T.B. Viele,
Davidson, R. H. M. Libbey, Reese, Warner, A, J.

So Mr. CANNON'S motion was agreed to.
During the roll-call,
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading
of the names was dispensed with.
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk:
Until further notice: c
Mr. 8Srr1GGs with Mr. OWEN,
Mr. DAWsON with Mr. RANNEY.
Mr. HEARD with Mr. BAvNE.
Mr. HAayyoxD with Mr. CASWELL.
Mr. NorwooD with Mr. O'DONNELL.
. VIELE with Mr, GALLINGER.
. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE.
. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. DAVENPORT.
. R1GGs with Mr. PneELes.
. StorM with Mr. LouTTIiT.
. BNYDER with Mr. BRADY.
. PIpcock with Mr. SYMES,
. O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN SCHAICK.
. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. IIANBACK.
. ARNoT with Mr. THoMAS, of Illinois.
. REESE with Mr, BUCHANAN,
. BARBOUR with Mr. L1BBEY, until December next.
. ROGERS with Mr. EzrA B. TAVLOR, until the end of the ses-

Mr. HEwITT with Mr. BUCK.

Mr. SENEY with Mr. FELTOX.

Mr. MULLER with Mr. GUENTHER.

Mr. Cox with Mr. LEHLBACH.

Mr. OUTHWATITE with Mr, LirtiLE. If Mr. OUTHWAITE were pres-
ent, Mr. L1TTLE would vote in the affirmative.

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr, SESSIONS.

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. NEGLEY.

Mr. WARXER, of Ohio, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas,

The vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House insist on its disagreement to the
remaining amendments numbered 2 and 17.

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoryAN]
as to the amendment numbered 17, which relates to Senators’ clerks,
whether he does not think the House should take some action ?

Mr. HOLMAN. Ob, yes; it is a matter upon which the House will
have to act.

Mr, CANNON. I ask the gentleman whether there is any necessity
at this stage of the session to send the conference back only to report
farther disngreement ?
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Mr. HOLMAN. I snggest inasmuch as four amendments go to the
conference this might as well go.

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willingif the other side of the House
wishes another conference.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to call the attention of the
gentleman from Indiana to the fact that the amendment numbered 41
changing the amount of appropriation so as to conform to the recom-
mendation of the Civil Service Commission, has not been disposed of.

Mr. HOLMAN, That is to be concurred in.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will concur in
that amendment. -

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the votes just taken ; and also
moved that the motion fo reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House further insist on its disagree-
ment and ask for a further conference.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER appointed as managers on the part of the House
Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNOX.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol-
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill EH R. 7583 ting a pension to Alexander Harper;

A bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of Mary Jane Conrad;

A bill (H. R. 1062% for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell;

A bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction of a bridge across
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with
the mainland;

A bill (H. R. 3%8{ granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait;

A bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson; -

A bill (H. R. 4374% to increase the pension of Samuel Frost;

A bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague;

A bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy;

A bill (H. R. 6979) anthorizing the construction of additional light-
house districts;

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional
aids to navigation to guide vesszels through the channels leading to Pen-
sacola, Fla.;

A bill (H. R. 7750) {o place the name of John W. Payton on the
pension-roll;

A bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Vorhees;

A bill (H, R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman;

A bi]l (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E. ett;

A bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; and

A bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completion of the
public building at Greenshorough, N. C.

CARTER W. TILLER.

Mr. MATSON. I call up for consideration a bill (H. R. 4002) grant-
ing a pension to Carter W. Tiller, together with the accompanying mes-
sage of the President. This bill has been twice before the House for
consideration. I wish to say this pension claim is in the hands of a
special examiner for the purpose of bethg investigated for allowance in
the Pension Office. There seems 1o be but one point of difficulty re-
maining as to that claim; it is whether or not the soldier was in the
line of duty at the time of capture. I think that can be cleared up by
a special investigation. With a view of calling up other cases of the
kind, at the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] I
ask that by unanimous consent the consideration of this matter be post-
poned to the fifth day of the next session of this Congress.

The motion was agreed to.

MRS. MARIA HUNTER.

Mr, MATSON. I call up as a matter of privilege for consideration
a bill (H. R. 7167) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hunter, with the
accompanying message of the President.

Mr. FORNEY. I raise the question of consideration against that,
my object being to take up the fortification bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama raises the question
of consideration. The question is, Will the House now proceed to con-
sider the m and bill? ;

Mr. MATSON. I want to make a suggestion. If in the judgment
of the House it is important that this bill, the fortifications bill, should
go to the Senate at an early date, I do not want to insist upon this
measure, because it can be called up at any time after the appropria-
tion bill has been disposed of.
1]_]}Ilr. FORNEY. This is the last one of the general appropriation

ills.

Mr. SMALLS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee
on Invalid Pensions to allow this bill to go over until next Friday, as
Mr. O'HARA, who made the minority report, is not present and will
not be in his seat until next week.

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection.

Several MEMBERS. Say next week.

Mr. SMALLS., Very well; I will suggest that it go over until next

nesday.
Mr. SPRINGER. I must object to that; Friday is private bill day,
and this should go over until then.
The SPEAKER. As the question of consideration is raised against
the bill, the first question is, Will the House proceed to consider it.
Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the question of consideration if it will
facilitate the disposition of it.
TheSPEAKER. The question ison postponing the further consider-
ation until Friday next.
Mr. PERKINS. I think the Speaker misunderstood the gentleman
from South Carolina. He modified his request and made it Tuesday.
Mr. SMALLS. Yes, sir; Tuesday next. .
Mr. SPRINGER. I insistupon Friday, that being private-bill day.
Mr. SMALLS. We have taken up all of the private-bill days for
weeks upon other matters.
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House.
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the motion by setting the con-
sideration of the bill for next Friday.
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 52, noes

T

So the motion was not agreed to.
The motion to postpone the consideration of the bill until Tuesday
was then agreed to.
ELIZABETH LUCE.

Mr. MATSON. Inow call up House bill No. 5997, granting a pension
to Elizabeth Luce; and I ask it to be considered in connection with the
message of the President stating his objections.

Mr. FORNEY. Against that I raise the question of consideration.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama
how long a time the consideration of the fortitications bill will occupy ?

Mr. FORNEY. I suppose we can gef through with it to-morrow
unless gentlemen want the general debate extended. I understand
four hours’ debate is desired. 3

Mr. HOLMES. I trust this bill will be considered.

Mr. MATSON. I have learned enough of the condition of the ap-
propriation bills to insist upon the consideration of this bill now, as
against the fortifications bill. There is no immediate necessity for send-
ing that bill to the Senate.

Mr. FORNEY. Itis a question as to whether we will take up the
general appropriation bill or a private bill. i

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry.
There are two bills carried over from last Friday, both of them being
private bills. I desire to ask if they do not come up prior to thisone?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. These are private bills
also, and are privil under the Constitution.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to say, in response to my colleague
on the committee in charge of the fortifications bill, that this side of the
House will expect two hours for general debate. I do not know what
my friend wants on that side. But of course there is no pressing ne-
cessity for getting this bill to the Senate as they have their hands full.

Mr. REED, of Maine. And as reported’ it does not amount to much
of a bill anyway. [Laughter.]

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 93, noes 73.

So the House determined to proceed to the consideration of the bill. '

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask that this report be read
and that the views of the minority be also read, and after that I pro-
pose to move the previous question, in which I hope I will be sustained
by gentlemen on both sides of the House.

Mr. HOLMES. I trust the gentleman will not move the previous
question yet, as a little explanation is desirable in regard to the medi-
cal evidence in this case.

Mr. MATSON. After the report is read if any gentleman insists
that he has some word of explanation which is essential, I will yield
ten or fifteen minutes.

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the veto message
of the President of the United States, and the minority report accom=
panying the same, which have heretofore been printed in the RECORD,
were again read.

Mr. MATSON. I now move the previons question.

Mr. HOLMES., I hope the gentleman will give at least twenty or
thirty minutes’ debate on this.

Mr. MATSON. Itisim
I am sure it is not needed,
fully. :
Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the previous ques-
tion is ordered will there not be fifteen minutes’ debate on either side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MiL1s in the chair). The pre-
vious question will cut off debate.

Mr. ‘}..ONG. Does not the rule provide that where there has not been
any debate fifteen minntes shall be allowed for and against after the
previous question has been ordered ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the report, which bas
been held to be in the nature of debate, has occupied the time.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The chairman of the committee said

ible in the present state of the business.
use the report sets forth the facts very

that after the reports were read he wonld yield time to discuss it.




7050 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JuLy 16,

Mr, MATEON. I saidif anygentleman stated that he had aparticu-
lar point I would be willing to yield a few minutes. But the gentle-
man has asked thirty minutes, which is inadmissible.
as,‘rhe previous question was ordered; there being on a division—ayes

noes 79

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is, Will the House on
reconsideration agree to pass the bill, the veto of the President to the
contrary notwithstanding? And on this questmn the Constitution re-
quires the yeas and nays to be taken.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 124, not
voting 82; ‘as follows:

YEAS—116.
Adams, G, E. Frederick, Landes, Romei
Atkinson, 1"!'.!11(:1'1:1 Lindsley, Rowelil'.'
Baker, Funston, hy::mn. Ryan,
Bingham, Geddes, ' m.
Bound, Gilfillan, bury, y
Bouteiie, Goff, M Spooner,
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, MeKenna, ™
Brown, 0. E. Grout, McKinley, Strai
Brown, W.W. Harmer, Millard, Struble,
Bru.mm Haynes, Milliken, Swinburne,
Bnnm_-l!. Henderson, D. B. Moffatt, Tarsney
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J,  Morrill, Taylor, LH.
Burrows, Hepburn, Morrow, Taylor, Zach.
Butterworth, Hermann, Nelson, Thomas, O, B.
Campbell, J. M. Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Thompson,
Cannaon, Hires, Osborne, Wade,
Carleton, Hiscock, Owen, Wadsworth,
Cooper, S Dost. Payne, Warner, William

v, o] arner,
Cutcheon, Hopkins, Payson, ‘Weaver, A. J.
Davis, Houk, Perkins, ‘Weaver, J.B.
Dingley, Jackson, Peters, Weber,
Darsey, James, Pettibone, West,

Ely, Johnson, F. A. Pirce, ‘White, A, C.
Evans, Johnston, J. T, Plumb, White, Milo
Farquhar Ketoham Reed, T. B Woltok:

L] Ll 0. i

r, La Follette, Rice, +
Foran, s Rockwell, Worthington,
NAYS—124

Ada J.J. > ‘.Eutton. Sadler,
Moyl BEEEL o S
Anderson, C. M. Dnvidann.B.H.L‘..Jc-hmhn T.D, Scott,
Ballentine, le, Jones, h’. -

. Dockery, Kleiner, Shaw,
Barnes, = mn, Singleton,

" Dowdney, A
Belmont, gen. Lawler, o]
Bennett, dredge, y Spri
Blanelard, Ellsberry, Lowry, s

Ermentrout, . Stewart, Charles
Ford, ' McAdoo Stone W Ky
Blount, v one, W.J., Ky.
Bo}'l:. Forney, % 2 &nﬂ. W.J., Mo,
B . 1 A
Breskinridge, C.R. Gibson, C. H. McRae, Tanibee
Breckinridge, WCP. Glass, Merriman, m&.m
Burnes, lover Mills, s
Bynum, Gmn.'R. 8 Mitchell, Townshend,
Cabell, Hale, rgan, Trige,
Caldwell Halsell, Morrison, Turner,
Harris, Etl;Jplly. Van Eatong
Catchings, Hatch, Neal,
Clardy, Hem Neece, Ward, T, B.
Clements, Hnanl y Js Be .g::l,.s' Wi
Cobb, ey, '
Crain, Herbert, m ;
Croxton, Hill, Willis,
Calberson, s m ‘Wilson,
Curtin, JW. W
Danicl, Hudd, Richardson, Wise
KOT VOTING—S2.
Aiken, Dawson, Long, Scranton,
et D P '
y e unn, '
A;'n:tr.mn Felton, Mahoney, Snyder,
Barbour, gi:ﬁi].ly. o lg. b
] uller,
Bayna'. gmm‘wg i i Stew .'I"? W.
Brad ‘ e v e, .
i Gm 3 O pormatl” Symes,
es,
Campbell, Felix Hammond, "Harn, Taylor, E.B.
Campbell, J. E. Hanbael, O'Neill, J. J.
Campbell, T. J. Hayden, Outhwaite,
Heard m Tucker,

o Tones . T Pindar, Vide :
oo e Ranney, Wakefield,
Cowles, Te L Recse, Ward, J, H.

: mm.so Warner, A.J.
Crisp, Libbey, Ro n,
Davenport, Little, Rogers,
So (two-thirds not having voted in favor of the bill) on reconsidera-
tion, it failed to

Mr. GUENTHER I am paired with Mr. MULLER, of New York,
onall political questions. If this isto be considered a political question
I will withdrawmy vote. I will leave it to the Chair to determine.

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. MiLrs). That is a question which
the gentleman must decide for himself.

Mr. GUENTHER. J udgm% from the vote it seems to have been
made o political question, and I am somewhat uneasy about it. As it
geems to be considered a political question, I withdraw my vote.

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read-
ing of the names.

Mr. HOLMES. I object.

The following additional pairs were announced:

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of the

Mr. PIxpar with Mr. ScrAaxTON, for the rest of the day.

Mr. MiLLER with Mr. HAYDEN, on this vote.

Mr. Crisp with Mr. DUNHAM, on this vote.

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated.

Mr, HOLMES. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry:

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOLMES. It is whether a motion would be in order o recon-
sider the vote just taken?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on which the House has
just voted isa question of reconsideration, and a motion to reconsider that
vote would not be in order.

MRS. SARAH YOUNG.
Mr. WINANS. I submita conference report.

The Clerk read nsfbllm
The tee of on the di ing voles of the two Houses on
theammdmen:ofl.hsnamin %mﬁngapﬁnﬂmtﬂl{r&ﬁw

rah Young, having ma,amtullmdﬁu conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend tothdrrupmﬂwﬁomuful!ow!

That the Senate d fmmitsﬂ‘ £ to the amendments of the House
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word
“twelve insert the word iy swenty " and the House wee to the same.

IN B. WINANS,

JOHN A, SWOPE,

E. H. CONGER,
Managers on the part of the House,

PHILETUS SAWYER,

JAMES F. WILSON

W, ©. WHITTHORNE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:
The effect will be to grant the beneficiary a pension at the rate of $20 per month
from the passage of the act.
EDWIN B. WINANS,
JOHN A. SWOPE.
E. H. CONGER.

g was adopted.
ANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report. was
ad];)pted, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER.

Mr, CLAKDY, I submit the report of a committee of conference.
The report was read, as follows:

The ittee of conf: n the d ing votes of the two m.m on
the d ts of the S L tothe bill "W‘)providing for the constroe-
tion of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantie and Gulf coasts, having met,
afler full and free conferénce have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their ve Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disag ttothe a 1 t of the Senat
numboredﬂ.a.ndagreo to the same.

That the H

from its di to the a d t of the Senat
numbered 1, and agree

tothemmewhh amamlmentn as follows: In section 2
sirike outall of line 3 and the first three wordsin line 4; after the ‘words ** New
iYornlI:‘:;n]ineﬂ.insm “the cost 'of whldlnhnllnotuuedthelmn of $40,000; "

the end add * and also to place tain at or near the south-
east end of Hog Island Shoal, N t.'hali.zhl—ohl re-
cently withdrawn from g sothat the section will read :

the House Board is authorized i

to
light-ships at the following-named places: One at or near the south end nt]hm
nd Eeef, Fisher's Island Bonnd,l:m:a hlsnd. New York,the cost of which
shall nntexeeedtlmmmorﬂum one, the cost of which shall not exceed the
sum of §3,000, to be stationed off Gro-e‘l Point, Lake Saint Clair, Mi and
also to place and maintain at or near the southeast end of Hog Isla Bl'ma
Nnrrag tt Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently withdrawn from Eel

RTIN L. CLARDY,

Managers on lMpm‘l ofﬂ'«e Senale,
The following is the statement of the House conferees:

In the matter of eonference on Senate amendments to bill H. R, 7627, provid-
ing for the construction of a ]lght-honu su pl:r steamer for the Atlantie and
Gulf coasts, the managers on the part of ouse report that the second
amdme:g re.hmlu a clnngeoftha title of l.hehﬂl made necessary by the

numbered 1,
Senate amendmant numbered 1 pmvidad for the construction of a light-shi
at or near the south end of Island Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, Long Islar

to which the cm the part of the House with an amendment
that the mt uf r;hl-uh.l shall not exceed £40,000; said amendment num-
bered 1 ora Iigg

t-ship at or near Grosse Pnin!a Lake Saint Clair,

cost of which shonlcr not exeeed $40,000, to which the mMAnAgers
onl.h,apnrluf the House agreed with an amendment striking out 0,000 aud
inserting $3,000.

Said amendment further provided for the establishment of a light-ship at the
southeast end of Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode d, to whiech
the man u?lrs on the part of the House agreed wilth an amendment directing
the Light-House Board to place and maintain at such point the light-ship re-
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muywithdmwn&om Eel Grass Shoal, the effect of which is to obviate thene-
of eting a new light-ship,
MARTIN L. CLARDY.
T.ET
WM. W. MORROW.

The report was adopted.

Mr. CLARDY moved fo reconsider the vote just taken; and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ROAD TO ENOXVILLE NATIONAL CEKE‘fERY.

Mr. HOUK. I submita conference report.
The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the d
!heNH(H.R.M)towuam:md to the
Tenn.,after a full and free eonference have agreed
om mnd 1o their respective Houses as follows

That the House recede from its disagr
numbered 1, and agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its amendment nnmhered 2.

votes of the two Houses on
nal cemetery at Knoxville,
to recommend and do rec-

t'to the d £ of the Senat

Mﬂuﬂger&on the pmlgem House,
BENJ. HARRISON,
Managers on the part of the Senale.

Mr. SPRINGER. The report does not state the effect of the amend-
ments.

Mr. HOUK. The effect, if the gentleman will permit me, is this:
Through a mistake, General LoGAN added twoamendments instead of
one, having misread the Quartermaster-General’s letter. We are not
building the road as far as the original bill contemplated, and the first
amendment cuts the road off about half way. Then, through a mis-
take, he made the bill read that the road should be 35 feet wide. We
want it 50 feet, and the Senate agrees to that.

The conference rt was adopted.

Mr. HOUK mo;go to reconsider the vote by which the
gglpted, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai

.

The latter motion was agreed to.

JOHN W. FARRIS.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from
the Committee on Invalid Pensionsin relation to the bill (H. R. 5137)
jpj:l'::.u a pension to John W. Farris. Iask that the report be printed
the RD and lie over.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr, MATSON. I ask leave to file the viewsof the minority in that
case.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The following is the report:

Mr. l{oznlu., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow-

ing
d the veto

was
on the

’l‘he Gomnsil‘&w on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refi
- of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 6136) granting an in-
crease of pension to John W. Farris, submit the following report:

This bill was considered by the Committee on Invalid P\msions and wna fa-
vorahly reporbud May 4, 1866. The bill, having passed both Houses of Congr:

Was D d to the P, dent, who rstl.tmod it June 21,1886, with the followmg
mmage.
To the Honse of Representalives:

1 hereby return without approval a bill originating in the House of Repre-
sentatives, entitled “An mwtlngmmmdmnﬂonm John W, Farris,"
which bd.ll is numbered 6136.

ne claimant mentioned in this bill enlisted in themonth of October, 1861, and

S 8 e A B e il

n n years r rge, an a n for a pension,
alle that he was afllicted with chronic diarrbea, contracted in the Army,
n.mll.n hhdnhnwmuuowedaudhamzmwdapandonformnmm
n September of the same year, and after thispensionwuﬂsnbd.hoﬁledan
a'ppliution for an increase of his rate, alleging that eyes became af-
fected in consequence of his puvioua ailments and the debllity consequent

thereu

The ingenuity dauloped in the tant and persi t attacks upon the pub-
lic Treasury by th nﬁ Pensions and the increase of those already

uted is g:l.nbited in bold ef by this attempt to include sore eyes among

e results of diarrhea.

I am entirely satisfled with the opinion of the medical referee, who, after ex-
amining this ease in October, 1885, reported that *‘the disease of the eyes can
not be admitted to be & result of chronic diarrhea,”

Oui all grounds it seems to me that this elaimant should be contented with the
pension which has been already allowed him.
GROVER CLEVELAND.

Execurive Mawsiox, June 21, 1886,

[H. R. 6136. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ]

Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of
America in Congress That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is
hﬂehy. authonzed and directed to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late

djutant of the Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, for disense
at eyes, suluecl. to the vrovisions and limitations of the pension laws.

Ciaimant enlisted in Company K, Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, being at
the tame ounly fifteen years of age. September 8, 1864, he was promoted to be
1 t of his p "v.nndwnsfwrwatd to be first lieu-

t and adj t of his regi m:dwaamuctemdoutAugmuﬁ,m On
Sepl.emher 9, 1851, he made :mhmuon fora i ie diarrhea
and general det'nhty Janusry 16, 1895, this a_pplmatinn was spproved, and pen-
sion allowed for ** chroniedinrrheaand msultwgguwml debility.” Itisshown
in the evidence that he contracted mes in ice, from whieh he had not
fully recovered when he engaged in the bnttlo ol‘ Bhlloh, where he received a

ch

gunshot wound in his head, but did not leavethe field. That from the effectsof
the measles and the exposure at said battle he contracted chronic diarrhea from
which he has suffered ever since, and for which he is now Mﬂ"{,’ pension.
September 4,1835, claimant filed an application for increase of pension, alleging
“that since the of said certificate affiant’s general condition lmsxmwn
worse, That in July, 1884, he was taken with sore eyes, and that said sore eyes
resulted from the long an Kmm:zd general debility eoutﬂwwd inthe Army."
February 16, 1896, the for increase was d tzm
“the disease of the eyu can not be admitied as the resulb of chroaic diarrhea.”

1t will be noticed that in his applieation for increase he a that the disease
of his eyes was result of the general debility cont in the Army: the
medical examiner, if your commiitee understand his lan denies that the
disease of the eyes can be the result of chronic diarrhea. The following evi-
dence was submitted in support of his claim. Dr. James M b, a reputable

physician of twenl-y years, testifies under date of January 27, 1886

hrl have frequently ted him for chronic diarrhea, and have known for
many years that he wnsa sufferer from that disease; that in 1884, when he was
first attacked with conjunctivitis, I, in connection with mypnrtner Dr. B
treated the claimant until he went to the city of Saint Louis for treatment

Dr. Miche!, professor of logy in Missouri Medical College; that,in my
opinion, h ﬁ ion and protracted eye disease isthe resultofa chmnlo
constil.uﬁoml iubllity

Dr, James M, Billings, of Lebanon, Mo., testifies, January 27, 1886

T have often treated claimant for chronie diarrhea, with which he was aflicted.
Thal. in L when claimant was attacked with sore eyes, Dr. McComb and my-

im until he went to Saint Louis for treatment by an oculist. That
at the time I first treated the claimant for sore eyes I attributed said disease to
conaulul.inml causes, and I am now, and ever have been from that tinee, of the

his i i vlﬁonmdproh‘aﬁadeyedhmmthumnhnf
vrtiatad constitution,”

Dr, Charles E. Michel, oculist, of Missouri Medical College, certifies * that he
has been Senator J. W. Farris for chronic conjunetivitis with granula-
tion since January, 1855, and that ] am satisfied that a vitiated constitutional con-
dition is to blame for his lmpn!md \-ision and prolonged eye ¢ aﬂ’bc:iou.“

The examining board ?emu Mo. 1885: -
“We find the mmundin ol bothayaudn thic!mned iand ina a‘l-utn of ch.mme
inflammation. There is an opacity of the ¢ornea of both eyes, resulting from
uleceration, whieh is of the nebulous variety. The vessels of the conjunctiva of
the cornea are very much enlarged. Theopacity of the left cornea extends over
the pupil, and almost completely obstructs the vision. That of the dght eye is
less extensive—about two-thirds. He can not distinguish the Erpe
wilth the left eye, but with the right eye can distinguish itutadbﬁsnu 17
inches. He is totally mca.pacihted for manu.sl labor. He is in our opinion en-
titled to a second- ing for the dimblllty caused by chronic di re-

sull.mgei‘:rlll&:;mml debility and sore eyes.”
ully discussed and weighed when the case was consid-
ered by the commitiee. Umn the oommlm are two able physicians of long
practice. T id d to them, and they were
l.hemerihatﬂm uestion as to whether disease of the

ation of the matter, that it would

rmmmanded a ﬁnvomhl.e mpnrt in the case, Dl' John Swinburne, a
mmberofthhﬁnmemeoflhemoﬁnoled hy ¥, & gen-
tleman who for forty years has had a large and varied whowu himself
a distinguished Army surgeon during the late war, and afterward at the siege of
Parls, expresses himself as follows:

My experience is that where any inflammation oceurs while one is suffer:
from an exhausting disease, such as chronie dinrrhea of years' standing,
especially those imrnlvin; theeyns(mnjun vitis), the disease beeomes chronie,
and does not yield so long as the diarrhea continues, Also that pmmmuﬂ'or—
ing from chronie diarrhea, or other exhaunstive ailments, are more liable to con-
tract low forms of mﬂnmmation. and ]:nrﬁauhﬂy the eyes (mnjnndivma) i

Your committee in econsidering this case had & them the e of five
physicians, men known to be skilled in the praetice of their prufeu’lm—m of
them a dhtlngu oculist, and a professor of a well-known medieal eol-
lege—who r a personal examination of claimant and menths of acquaint-
ance with i:im doe&'ed that they were satisfied that his disease of the eyes was
the result of his ** vitiated consﬁtutionnl umdiﬁon " 'I‘Im othcr able pl:yli—
cians who had examined the evid d that the con by
those who had examined the claimant were logical nnd reaaunabl

On the other hand was the stat of the . that “ the dis-
ease of the eyes can not be admitted as the result orchronicdhrrhm " and
this was formally approved by the medical referee. Neither of them had ever
seen the man, nor m::&nur committee discover that th%hnd any evidence be-
l‘omth-axupttha davits of the five physicians w are set forth in this
report. Ilwusimptyat{ whether the opinions of two men, who had
ne\trmagﬁmt.sh id weigh more than those of five just as able and as
skilled, who y examined him, with the judgment of three more
allgged who had gh'm the m just as careful thought and attention as the two

But there are other munrc which enter into a full and fair consideration of
this case. Your committee, in considering the bills that have been referred to
them, have labored under the impression that they were not wholly restricted
to the consideration of cases that could prodparly be allowed in the Pension Of-
fice, nor were they confined to the rules an ns of that burean, but they
bave assumed that they had an enlarged j iction, and that upon them de-
volved the delicate duty of meti.ul out justice and equity in cases where ade-
au.nle relief could not be afforded under existing laws. They do not therefore
eem it absolutely essential that it shall be ven with mathematical certainty
that this claimant's loss of sight was entirely the result of his military service.
Itis mhly beyond the power of human skill to trace unerrmgiy the eunnee-
tion een his present disability and the days and months lengthened in
{:ﬂm that he passed in camp and on the march or the terrible ordeals of thﬂ
ttlefields and the hospi

It is known that this man enlisted early in the war when a mere lad ; that he
served nearly four years, though much of the time a constant sufferer from the
terrible disease which has clung to him ever since. That he was a brave and
gallant soldier, and so distinguished himself by his fidelity and bravery that he
won Lwo commissions before he was twenty yearsof age. Iie came out of
the service diseased and broken down, d]nsuy entitled to a m.sinn, which he
Proud]y refused to aceept until worn and weakened by his bility incurred

n the service. That for sixteen years he cheerfully surrendered to the Govern-
ment that fon to which he was justly enmled That he has now entirely
lost the sight of one eye, and that of the other is very seriously impaired. Ina
few more months he will probably be forever shut out from thc light of the sun,
and for him during the remainder of his years on earth there will only be one
endless night. If this ve boy had not enlisted in the military service of the
United States he would have been now, atthe age of forty years, in the prime of
manhood instead of being an almost helpless wreek. That Congress has the
power to grant the relief asked for no one questions. Thal it h its duty
committee, without a dissenting voiee, believe. They therefore recommend the
passage of the bill, the objection of the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

The views of the minority will be submitted hereafter.

..u
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INTEROCEANIC CANAL.
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re-

port.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read.
The report was read, as follows:

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, having had under consideration the fol-
* lJowing resolution, beg leave to re‘p-nr‘l. the same with an amendment in the nature
of a substitute, and recommend its adoption :

“*Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the publie
interests, to furnish the House of Representatives with all correspondence not
heretofore made public between the Government of the United States and the
Republies of Nicaragua and Costa Ricasince 1876in reference to the loeation and
construction of an interoceanic eanal via San Juan River and Lake Nicaragua,
and relating to the treaty or other rights of the bordering republics.”

The substitute was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 1

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.
DAVID T. ELDERKIN.

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report
from the Committee on Invalid Pensionson the bill (H. R. 5995) grant-
ing a pension to David T. Elderkin and the President’'s message veto-
ing the same, I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD and lie
over.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. MATSON. I will ask leave to file theviews of the minority in
that case.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report is as follows: :
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred ihe message of
the President of the United States returning House bill 5895 with hisobjections

thereto, report.

The veto message is as follows:
To the House of Hepresentalives:

I return herewith without aﬁfmvul House bill No. 5993, entitled “An act
mnﬁm pension to David T. Elderkin.”

This mant enlisted August 5, 1862, From his record it appears that he was

dishonorably diaw.hal'ged the un‘ioe,i.o date from June 11,
bounty, and allow 2
® filed & declaration for & pension in 1882, claiming that he was wounded in
the head by a shell January 1, 1863, which cut his cheek close to his right ear,
causing almost total deafness,
There is conflicting evidence as to the claimant’s freedom from deafness prior
list t, and on a sy 1 examination it was shown that he was slightly
hard of hearing before enlistment. Indeed the claimant himself stated to the
examiner and also to the board of surgeons that he had been somewhat
from childhood.
In 1882 an examining surgeon reports that he finds no sear or evidence of
wound, but his hearing is very much impaired.
The claim was rejected in 1883 on the ground that deafness existed prior to
enlistment, and also because of noratable disability by reason of alleged wound

, with loss of all

in the cheek.
1 think, e dering the of the soldier’s discharge and the facts de-
veloped, that the claimant should not be pensioned.

GROVER CLEVELAND,
ExectuTivE MAxsiox, June 23, 1836,
[H. R.5995. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.]
An act granting a pension to David T. Elderkin.

Be it enacled by the SBenate and House of Represenialives of the United Slales of
‘America in Congress assembled, That the tary of the Interior be, and hereby
is, authorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to Lhmmvislom and limita-

tations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Elderkin, late of Company K,
One hundredth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers.
JOHN G. CARLISLE,
. Speaker of the House ires
{ JOHN 8

President of the Senale pro ie'mparc.

I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives.
Altest: JNO. B. CLARK, Jr., Clerk,

The following is the military history of this soldier:

He enlisted August 5,1862, in Company K, One hundredth Regiment Illinois
Infantry Volunteers; was wounded and taken prisoner at battle of Stone River,

r 31,1863; confined in Libby prison forty-one days; paroled at Annap-
olis, Md.,md sent to Benton harmc{s. Missouri, from whence, upon the advice
of commander and officers, he went home with the assurance that his discharge
would follow him. Not receiving it, he returned in two weeks and went home
again u;mn same advice. His discharge was not sent him, but he never re-
turned, being totally unfit for duty, and was never paid. On June 23, 1875, he
received from the War DeFa.rtment a dishonorable “to date from
June 11,1863, with loss of all pay, bounty, and allowance.” .

On October 14,1882 he filed application for pension,alleging that at battle of
Murfreesborough or Stone River, Tennessee, he received a shell wound on side
of the head by ashell which had taken off the head of a fellow soldier just before
it struck him, which wound has resulted in his almost total deafness, and that
he was tured, ., 88 above stated. This claim was rejected November 5,
1285, “on the ground that said disability existed before enlistment.”

‘Inrge amount of testimony has been taken in this case, by two special ex-
aminers, and it is clearly proven that claimant was slightly deaf at eulistment,
but not to such a degree as prevented his acceptance into the service by exam-
iner, and his performance of the duties of a soldier, until wounded in battle and
taken prisoner,

Special Examiner J. J. Purman, who seems to have made a very extensive and
thorough examination in Illinois gelaimant's old es, says he finds
conclusive evidence that soldier was somewhat deaf at enlistment, butalso finds
evidence showing that he was much deafer after the battle of Stone River than
before, and recommends rejection for deafuness alone, but thinks claimant en-
titled to something for the wound and its results.

. Peter M. Chisholm, of Joliet, 111, and whose reputation and character are cer-
tified to as excellent, testifies bef: pecial iner: :

1 first pot acquainted with claimant in 1859; lived just 1 mile from him; he

and I enlisted about the same time. * * * At the battle of Murfreesborough
claimant and myself were both taken prisoners, I was taken prisoner two or
three days before the battle and he was taken at the time of the battle, While
we were both pri at Chatt , Tenn., and whilethe battle was yetTo-
ing on,I met the claimant and I could hardly make him hear, and I asked him
what made him so much more deaf than he used to be, and he then told me he
had got hurt in the battle of Murfreesborough. He said a cannon-ball had passed
by and just zed his head and shoulders on the left side, and that since that
he could not hear as well as before, He came home from the service in June,
1863, and I was mustered out in June, 1865,

““The same summer or the fall after I came home I met claimant and he was
more deaf than when I last saw him in the Army.”

In another affidavit Chisholm testifies: .

“In regard to the charge of d on that is made against David Elderkin, of
Company K, One hundredth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, on file in the War
partment at \Vnsthxton. I, Peter M, Chisholm, of Braidwood, Will County, Illi-
nois, being duly sworn, depose and say that I was a private in Company E, One
hundredth Illinois Volunteers: that I enlisted about Au 18,1862, at New Le-
nox, I1L., and that I am and have been intimately acquainted with David Elder-
kin since 1859. I knew when he enlisted and wasnear him on the march south
from Nashville, Tenn., just before the battle of Stone River which took ‘plm
January 1,1863; that I was taken prisoner about December 28,1862; that I did not
see Elderkin again till about January 1, 1863, when he prrived a nerat Chat-
tanooga, Tenn., where I was also held as a prisoner by the rebels; that we were
both taken from this place to Richmond, Va., together, that when we arrived
there we wereseparated, he going to Libby prison and I to Castle Thunder; that
imw hl;.'_n nﬁg day while he was in Libby prison; that I wasparoled and sentto

nnapolis, Md.

“.&f&r bein'ithm some ten days David Elderkin arrived, and I met him on the
wharf when the boat arrived. After remainipg there some time we were sent
to Benton barracks, Missouri. We arrived together on March 17, 1863.
e was very deaf, and I took him to a doctor of an Illinois regiment, whose
name I have since forgotten, and asked him if he could do anything for this
man., The doctor examined him and said he would have to be I
he was not fit for the service. Elderkin then asked for a disc , but the
doctor told him he had no orders to examine him, but that he would have to be

“Some of the officersand soldiers, to my certain knowledge, advised him to go
home; thathe was unfit for the service, and that if he went home his discharge
would follow him. As I was a particular friend of his, he came to me to con-
sult about the matter, and asked me what would be the result if he went home.
I told him it would be all right; that they could not hurt him as he was not fit
for the service. This I gave him as my opinion, He then went home, but re-
turned in about two weeks to see about his discharge. had not
arrived. So I and other soldiers then advised him to go home and report to the

rovost marshal and state his case to him; that he was unfit for duiy, and would

discharged., I had t influence over him, and it may be that I am to blame
for his going home as he did, I am willing to swear positively that he never
intended to desert,

** David Elderkin was a very conscienlious man, and I do not believe he counld
be induced to do anything he thought wrong. Ile was not posted as to the
rules and regulations, and in this matter acted entirely on the advice of others.
I was with him almost continually from the close of the battle of Stone River
till he left Benton Barracks, Missouri, wh was some time in June,1863. Iam
n? ﬁlaliou ?f David Elderkin, and have no intezest whatever in the clearing up
of his case.”

Several other affidavits are on file showing that his hearing was much worse
afler he returned from the Army than it was before. He ¢ s to have a roar-
ing sound in his ears like musketry or artillery, which has existed ever since
the wound was received, but with greater severity in last few years.

The following is taken from the examination by the full board at Waverly,
Towa, July 30, 1885:

“On percussing his head, he sa?'s. it jars all over and aches like a toothache;
that the noise in his head came right on after the injury, but two years ago last
s}}ring the noises became very much exaggerated and have continued so until
this time. Owing to his mental inaptitude his wife gave most of the answersto
our inquiries * * # He can not hearthe watch tick at the ear orin the mouth,
b?:ﬁom 'l)oud conversation (his wife says a good deal by the lip movements
of the er).

“On rough handling at the angle of the lower jaw, he says it hurts on the
searred anﬁle. which is a little swollen. Upon the statementof claimant that the
ringing in his ears commenced upon the receipt of injury, and has continued
ever since, and became worse two years ago last spring, we rate on the su t-
ive symptoms only, namely: injury to the jaw and resulting hyperesth of
the brain and nerves. He is, in our opinion, entitled to an 5-8 total rating for
the disability eaused by injury to jaw and disorder of brain.”

It is not an uncommon t for persons suffering from deafness caused by
such injuries as this of Eldurlkag:’s, and with such resulting ringing and roaring
in their heads, to finally become insane,

This result has al v come upon Daniel Elderkin, as will be seen by the fol-
lowing affidavit of the commissioners of insanity for Black Hawk, Iowa:

*The undersigned, Dr. D. W, Crouse and E, T. in, commissioners of in-
sanity of said county, do here! that we were present at the examination
of David T. Elderkin for custody and treatment as an insane person. Said El-
derkin was laboring under the delusion that he saw the head of a comrade
taken off by a shell in battle, &o., and that the evidence in the case, with his ac-
tions, were conclusive beyond a doubt that said Elderkin was of unsound mind.”

It is also in llu'oof that claimant is very poor, and has a wife and seven chil-
dren. The following petition is on file in the ease, signed by a very large num-
ber of citizens, many of th business men of the county, of the
very highest character and standing :

““'Your petitioners, citizens -of Black Hawk Count: Towa, ectfolly show
that we are personally acquainted with David T. E{ﬁerkin. mﬂ: rd, this
county, rormerl‘{ of C—om];any K, One hundredth Regiment Illinois Volunteers ;
that he has resided in this county for a number of years; that before he became
insane he was a man of truth and veracity, and any statements he then made
in regard to his claim for a pension are entitled to full eredit and belief. Also,
that, so far as his health would permit, he has been a hard-wor , industrions
man up to the time his health failed and he became insane ; that he has a wife
and children that are dependent almost entirely on him for their support ; that
we believe him entitled to a pension. And will forever pray,” &e.

This to your ittee a very sad and a very meritorious case, and
the only %omsh]a objection to its ‘:auos;e lies in the fact of his dishonorable dis-
charge. But this seems to be fairly explained, and while technically the soldier
might have been a deserter, he certainly was not in spirit or intent. Knowing
that he was valuless as a soldier, upon the advice of his friends he went home,
and openly remained there expecting his discharge.

The Pension Office does not seem to have considered this as a bar to his re-
ceiving a pension, else why send examiners into severnl States at great expense
to determine the other questions involved without any reference to this.

This man was accepted into the service as sufficiently sound for enrollment.
He served faithfully until wounded and taken prisoner. His disability has con-
tinued to increase until now it has developed into hopeless insanity. He never
received a&y ﬂay. A

In view of the high characte: of this elainiant, as testified to by the best citi-

. discharged.
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zens of his county, his disease and deplorable insanity, unquestionably result-
ing from his wound and the circumstances connected therewith, as shown by
the testimony of the i ission quoted above, and the recommendation
of the Waverly examining board, your committee believe that a generous and
Frn.lr.rml Government canand should afford the relief asked for, regardless of the
ormal dishonorable discharge, and therefore r d the of the
bill, the objections of the President to the contrary, notwithstanding.

The views of the minority will be submitted hereafter.
MRS. CATHARINE M'CARTY.

Mr. MATSON. I'desire to call up the bill (H. R.'5603) granting a
pension to Mrs., Catharine McCarty, and ask for its present considera-
tion, with the message of the President stating his objections, I ask
that the report be read, and also the views of the minority.

The report and the views of the minority, heretofore printed in the
RECORD, were read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The question is, Will the House, on
reconsideration, agree to pass thisbill? And on that the gentleman from
Indiana [ Mr. MATs0N] demands the previons question.

Mr. WEAVER, of Jowa. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the chairman
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that I desire an opportunity to
explain this bill.

Mr. MATSON. I withdraw the demand for the previous question
and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions to yield us more time for the consideration
of this question. It is only just to the gentlemen who have joined in
making this report that they should have time to state their reasons
for recommending the passage of the bill over the veto.

Mr. MATSON. The gentlemen who have joined in the report have
stated their case in their own way in the report. The gentleman from
Towa who introduced the bill [Mr. WEAVER] asks five minutes and I
have yielded him that time. :

Mr. CONGER. The chairman knows very well, however, that there
is not an opportunity in a report of this kind to state all the circum-
stances of a case,

Mr. MATSON. If the report does not state all the circumstances,
that certainly is not the faunlt of the gentleman,who did not write the
report. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Towa [Mr.

EAVER].

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like the close at-
tention of the House during the few minutes that I am to speak.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. wish to
know whether, under the rules, fiflteen minntes’ debate are not allowed
on each side? 3 £

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That time is allowed where there has
heen no debate, but in this case there has been the reading of the re-
port, which is in the nature of debate.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the reading of the report, occ:gying eight
minutes, ent off the whole thirty minutes allowed under the rule?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule says that where there has
been no debate there shall be thirty minutes allowed, fifteen minutes
on each side; but the reading of the report is debate, and therefore this
case does not come within the provisions of the rule.

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not so understood by the House.

Mr. DINGLEY. That is rather a techical decision, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
WEAVER] has the floor.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Now, Mr. Speaker, this case had the caxeful
consideration of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and it passed the
House. The veto message of the President has also had careful con-
sideration, and the committee have reported this bill back with the rec-
ommendation that it do pass, the President’s veto to the contrary not-
withstanding. It is perfectly clear to my mind that this bill ought to
pass. This soldier died while he was in the service. His widow is
poor and has a large family on her hands. The circumstances attend-
ing the death must, however, control her right to a pension. In brief,
they are these: The soldier was asked by one of his comrades to taste
of some medicine which he had in a bottle. The soldier did taste of it
and it killed him; that is all there is in this case. The medicine had
been prepared for a sick soldier. It was not u case of suicide; it was
purely an accident. I appeal to the soldiers present here on both sides
of the House to say if they did not know in their own experience of a
great many men who were killed accidentally while ip the service by
gunshots, and we all know that nobody ever raised a question about
their widows being entitled to a pension. It would be a very hard
rule, indeed, to say that this widow is not entitled to a pension under
the circumstances.

This is exactly a case in which Congress ought to interfere. The
widow isnot entitled to a pension under the general law; by reason of its
universality she is technically excluded. But the equities of the case
are all with her, just as though her husband had died from any other
canse than accidentally taking poison.

I think the House understands this case; and, with a proper under-
standing of it, I believe there is generosity and independenee enough
here (without intending to cast the least reflection upon the Executive)
to insure the passage of this hill. The opinion of the President is the

opinion of one man. It has called this House and the committee to a
carefnl reconsideration of the bill. Such careful re-examination hasnow
been had——

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman
a question before he closes. Is there any evidence in this case showing
that the soldier had knowledge he was taking poison ?

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. None at all. There is no evidence of any
fault on his part, except that he placed confidence in a comrade who
handed him the poison; and that was not a crime.

I appeal to this House to show to the country that we mean only to
draw proper distinctions and that we intend to pension every one who
presents an equitable claim for a pension. Suppose a physician had
prescribed this medicine for this soldier and he had made a mistake in
taking an overdose, would his widow be deprived of a just claim for a
pension? Certainly not. Suppose somebody had poisoned a spring
from which the soldier took a drink, would the widow be justly de-
prived of a pension? Certainly not. Here, the temptation being held
out by a comrade, the soldier tasted this fluid and it killed him. Now,
under these circumstances I see no reason on earth for depriving this
widow of a perision, and I do not believe this House is disposed to do
any such thing.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps true, as the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] says, that the widow ought not to suffer
for the negligence of her husband. She ought not to suffer on account
of his negligence, nnless she is claiming on account of his negli
In this case she is claiming a pension because of her husband’s death
occasioned by his gross carelessness. This, it seems to me, concludes
the case against her,

Mr. WEAVER, of ITowa. How counld there be ‘ gross carelessness”
on the part of the soldier when his comrade held out the fiuid to him,
and he himself did not know what it was?

Mr. MATSON. Becaunse his act of drinking that fluid had nothing
whatever to do with his military duty; because he had no business
whatever totaste the medicine; because theevidence shows he thought
it was whisky he was drinking; and because he drank a great deal
more than a mere taste of it, or it would not have killed him.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman know how much of the fluid
extract of colechicum suffices to kill a man ?

Mr. MATSON. I do not.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Half a teaspoonful will do it.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Every physician or other person having
knowledge of this medical preparation knows that to the taste it is pleas-
ant and apparently harmless. So far as the taste is concerned, it is like
ordinary wine; and this man could not tell whether it was a deadly
poison or not. Half a teaspoonful of that flnid, T am assured, is snffi-
cient to canse death.

Mr. MATSON. Still, it is the fact that the soldier in drinking that
liguid was not in the line of hisduty. Hewas grossly carelessin tasting
it at all, simply because he was asked to taste it. More than that, he
was told, as the evidence in the case shows, that it had a very peculiar
taste and a very peculiar smell. He was put on his guard. Aftersuf-
ficient notice or warning he recklessly drank enough to kill him. He
certainly was gnilty of very gross negligence; and his widow is now
claiming a pension because of his gross negligence. I am dis; to
be as liberal, I trust and believe, toward the soldiers’ widows of this
country as any one ought to be; but when a widow claims a pension on
account of her husband’s recklessness, she must suffer the consequences
of the reckless act of her hushand.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There stands beside me a celebrated phy-
sician of this country, now a member of this Honse, the genileman
from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]; and he will tell the chairman of
the Committee on Invalid Pensions that a glass of sherry wine and a
glass of the fluid extract of colchicum are so similar to the taste that
an inexperienced person could not tell the difference between them.

Mr. SWINBURNE assented.

Mr. MATSON. That may be true; I do not know anything about
it. Still the fact remains that the act of the soldier in drinking that
fluid had nothing whatever to do with his military duty. He was
killed outside of the line of his duty just as mnuch as if he had been
engaged in some business in which he had no right to be engaged.
There can not be any question about this case. More than that, as is
stated in the minority report, Hon. Wayne MacVeagh, when Attorney-
General of the United States, gave an opinion on this case, showing
clearly that under the circumstances stated the widow could not have
a claim for a pension.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. We concede that under the general law
there is no right to a pension.

Mr. MATSON. There is no right under any law.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. But there is under the equitiesof*the
case.

Mr. MATSON. No; not under the equities.

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. Suppose that the soldier had been ac-
cidentally shot in the camp?

Mr. MATSON. That would be a different case altogether.

Mr. HENDERSON, of JTowa. Can you discover any real difference
in principle?
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Mr. MATSON., Ican. If the soldier had been shot while in camp,
while engaged in the line of his duty and as a result of the pursuit of
duty, his widow would undoubtedly be entitled to a pension.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Substantially the fact here is that this sol-
dier’s comrade did shoot him—not with a gun but with poison.

Mr. MATSON. Thecomradedid not ‘‘shoot him;"’ this soldier took
the poison

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. But he took it under false pretenses; he
supposed he was taking something harmless

. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will tlm gantlemnn from Indiana
d to me for a question?

Mr. MATSON. I will.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me inquire whether the gentle-
man from Indiana had those views when he reported this bill or whether
he has entertained them only since the reception of the President’s veto

message ?

Mr. MATSON. Idonotrememberanythingabout the bill; whether
I was present or not I can not say; but whether I was or not does not
make any difference to me. When I come to reconsider a case, if I find
I am wrong I have sense enough to see it, and if on examination I find
I am wrong I will say so.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. You were right then but wrong now.

Mr. MATSON. It may be a mere difference of opinion. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I demand the previous question.

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inqmry

Mr. CANNON. Letme task & question. The other day we passed
a Mexican pension bill putting the widows of Mexican soldiers on the
pension-roll without reference to disability.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Withont reference to service.

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think it is quite as proper
for us to put this unfortunate woman, the widow of a soldier, upon the
pension-roll under the eircumstances which have been stated ?

Mr. MATSON. Inreply to that question of the gentleman from Illi-
nois, all I have to say is that what may be proper to do under general

legislation it may be improper to do in special cases.

Mr. CUTCHEON. TEB reverse exactly is the truth,

Mr. MATSON. When you come to put all the widows of the last
war on the pension-roll without to the cause of the death of the
soldier, you present an entirely different question from selecting out one
widow who can not trace her husband’s death as having been cansed in
the service. That ig an entirely different question.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He would have been supporting her
now if he had not been in the service.

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry

The SPEAKER pro fempore (Mr. MILIS in the chau)
man will state it.

Mr. BURROWS. My parliamentary inquiry is in reference to the
question of recognition. This is the second veto message upon which
we have been called to vote, and in both instances the gentleman from
Indiana has taken the floor and demanded the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been because he is the chair-
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Mr. BURROWS. I havenot yet stated the whole question. When
a gentleman on the part of a committee takes charge of a matter it is
supposed he is a member of the majority of the committee which has
signed the report in favor of the bill, but when it turnsout that he does
not belong to the majority of the committee but has on the contrary
signed the views of the minority, I submit, then, as a matter of parlia-
mentary practice, that some member on the part of a majority of the
committee which makes the report should first be recognized for the
purpose of demanding the previous question and not any gentleman
who has signed the views of the minority. Hereafter I hope the Chair
?n# ize some one who signs the majority report. [Cries of

‘Vote!”

Mr. CUTCHEON. Every bill should be in the hands of its friends
and not in the hands of its enemies.

Mr. BURROWS. BSome one should be ized who represents
not the views of the minority but the views of the majority.

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit this is a serious question, because
the member who is recognized by the Chair is the one who is entitled
to call for the previous question, and therefore regulates in the firstin-
stance the debate. It is a very important privilege and ought not to
be granted to any one opposed to the bill. It isnot pretended that the
gentleman from Indiana represents the majority in this matter,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t has been the parliamentary custom
to recognize the chairman of the committee which makes the report.

Mr. BOUTELLE. He did not make the report at all.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman does not say he rep-
resents the majority of the committee,

Mr. BOUTELLE. DBut, on the contrary, he is opposed to the report
of the majority.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why should he have the control when he says
himself that he is opposed to it ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman appeal from the
decision of the Chair ?

Mr, CUTCHEON. I do.

The gentle-

Mr, WEAVER, of Towa. I wish to say one word.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will take their seats.

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise toa point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Imake the point of order that no aﬂg&al from the
decision of the Chair on the question of recognition can be taken.

Mr. SPRINGER. I say very frankly, while I do not agree with the
Chair, that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MaTsoN] is entitled to
make the report, although he was in the mmonty, and that it is aqw-
tion this House has nothing to do with. The Speaker
and recognized him to move the previous question, and mwbﬂrefore ho
had a right to make the motion, and that is all there is of it.

Mr. CANNON. No Chair can do that thing with impunity or with-
out a protest.

tflll‘ SPRINGER. It is not a question that comes before the House
at all.

I will vote with you gentlemen against ordering the previous ques-
tion, so that a member representing the majority report may be recog-
nized to control the debate thereafter. That is the only way to do it.
You 1::: not appeal from the decision of the Chair on a question of rec-

Mr, REED, of Maine. I thought the House would not permit a
matter of this kind to be controlled by a man who has not the affirm-
ative of the question. I do not think the ordinary parliamentary
proceedings would justify it; and I am glad to see thegentleman from
Illinois has come to the rescue of the proprieties on this oceasion.

Mr. BLAND. But there was no objection to the recognition. When
the gentleman from Indiana rose, that was the time to make the ob-
jection. It is now too late.

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa.. I want to make a remark. I appeal to
the members of the Honse in disposing of this question to leave party
out of the question. It is no party question; it is only whether this
poor widow shall have the pension or not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the appeal from
the decision of the Chair.

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will not entertain the appeal.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I bave already made the point of order that the
Chair ecan not entertain such an appeal. There is not an instance on
record where such a thing has been done under such circumstances.

Mr. SPRINGER. I.hope the gentleman from Michigan will with-
draw the appeal.

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ii is not a question of recognition at all, but the
tight of a nian who signed a minority report to take control of a bill as
against the majority of the committee. I do not want a minority to
succeed in cntting the throat of a bill reported by a majority of the
committee in this manner. It is against that that I enter my protest.

Mr. RANDALL. BMr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman from
Indiana who is chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
permitted to make this rt by consent of the majority of this com-
mittee, and that no one a right to complain of his being recog-
nized in that relation.

Mr. BURROWS. But it was supposed when he made the report
that he was in favor of it. It turns out now, before we are through
with the question, that the gentleman who made the report and held
out to the Hounse that he was in favor of it signed a minority report.
That report was read, and immediately thereupon he demanded the pre-
vious question.

Mr. MATEON. How did the gentleman from Michigan get the idea
that I favored either of these bills?
= Mr. BURROWS. Why, that was the understanding clearly on the

oor.

Mr. MATSON. How? By simply ecalling them up?

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the mdnlgence of the House
for one moment on this subject. I ask to read from page 326 of the

Manual:
By pnrl:amtntuaeou riesy the member upon whose motion a subject is bronght
before the Ho first enltitled to the floor. 8o, too, it is an invariable pract

of the Speaker, at every new s of a bill, or proposition, to recognize first the
member who has had charge of it, even if another member addressed him first,
provided he is competitor for the floor.

Now, I am quite sure that the gentleman occupying the chair to-day
wants to do no injustice to the rules of the House or to the parliament-
ary rules of procedure which govern all parliamentary bodies. I hope
he will reconsider the decision and recognize some gentleman who
favors the proposition before the House.

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand the condition of the question, no
one else was recognized or was seeking recoguition. There was no
other competitor of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions who ealled the bill up.

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to say that I was a competitor. It was
my bill; and further I want to say that the preceding bill, which
came before the House in the same manner, the same minority, re-
ported in the same words almost that they used in this bill, was un-
fairly treated by cufting off debate; and I want to show the pernicious
effects of that ruling. Now, can the chairman of the committee get
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up and cut off debate, only allowing it, so far as he is concerned, say-
ing we should not have further debate, after first agreeing in open House
that debate may be had upon such points as any member wished to
address to the House, and yet when I signify my desire to discuss the
matter he demanded the previous question? Even after that he al-
lowed a gentleman on the Democratic side to get up and make remarks
after the previous question was called, but allows no explanation of
the preceding bill involving the same points.

A L.A.E%D. I want to ask the gen 80 as to have an under-
Bta.ndmg? on this point, did he claim the floor as against the chair-
man

Mr. HOLMES. Ihada right to the floor.

Mr. RANDALL. But you did not assert it.

Mr HOLMES. I asserted my right and fried to get it; but the pre-

uestion was sustained, and by a failure to secure an explana-
]t;:ut:.o some of the facts in connection with the bill it was probably

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was not entitled fo the
floor only by the courtesy of the Chair, for the reason that the Chair
then had the floor to state the pending question.

The Chair will again state his understanding of the parliamentary
law to be that the majority, as orgdnized on the floor, have the right
to hring in and take control of measures, and as soon as it is demon-
strated by a vote on the floor that a majority is against the party pro-
posing the m it is the duty of the Chair fo recognize a gentle-
man then acting with the majority

% ggg?KEI‘m Wha tﬁl{tydoesthe&peakermfbrm?

] 2 pro lempore. jorit;

Mr. REED, of Lfame Political parl;ym o

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority party.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Political party ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority party as demonstrated
by a vote on the question.

Mr. BOUTELLE. There has been no vote on this question.

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. COXGER]
represented the majority party. E}xnles of ‘*Regular order!'’]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is: Shall the decision of
the Chair stand as the jndgment of the House ?

The question being put, the Speaker pro fempore stated that the
““ayes’’ seemed to have it.

Mr., BOUTELLE. T call for a division.

Mr, REED, of Maine, and others. What is the question we are
voting on?

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes none.

Mr. REED, of Maine. No quorum.

Mr. PERKINS. When the Chair has not the courtesy to state the
proposition to the House, how can we vote?

Mr, BURROWE. We tried to get from the Chair a statement of what
was the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question was on an appeal from a
decision of the Chair.

Mr. PETTIBONE. We did not hear it.

Mr. BURROWS. What was the pending motion? ‘Was there nota
motion to lay the appeal on the table?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not remember.

Mr. BURROWSB. That was the motion that was made.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question wason sustm.m{:lg
cision of the Chair, and that was the question submitted
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] has demanded the previous qum—
tion. As many as are in favor——

Mr. CANNON. The point of no quornm was made.

Mr. BURROWS. The point was made on the last vote that no quo-
rum had voted.

Mr. PAYNE. AsI understand, the last vole was on the guestion
of snstaining the decision of the Chair. No quorum voted, and the
question of no quornm was raised.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. There was so much confusion in the
House that the Chair did not understand that the point of no quornm
was insisted on. The Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWs] and the gentleman from Indi-
diana [Mr. MATSON].

Mr. BURROWS (one of the tellers). Onwhat question is the House
now to vote?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question whether the decision
of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the.House.

Mr. CANNON. What was the decision of the Chair?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The question is: Shall the decision of
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CRISP. The House is dividing. I call for the regular order.

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, and also
to raise a point of order. I want to know what the decision of the
Chair was ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision of the Chair was that the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] had control of the measure,
and the Chair recognized the gentleman from Indiana to call up and

conduct the progress of the bill as it passed through the House; from
which decision an appeal was taken.

Mr. REED, of Maine. The Chair, as I understand, did not make
the decision, but mérely answered a pmhamentnq inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair gave a decision, and an ap-
peal was taken from it by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR-
rOws].

LEWREED of Maine. The Chair merely answered a parliamentary
ing

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 91, noes

l[r. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope there will be no more filibustering
on this pension bill. Let gentlemen come forward and vote.

Mr. BURROWS. I do not insist on the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ““ayes’’ have it, and the decision
of the Chair is sustained by the House,

Several members called *‘ No quornm!"’

Mr, MATSON. I want tosay a word about this before we proceed
any further. [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!”] I waat toexplain the rea-
soni—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’'] 1 rise to a parliamentary in-

quiry. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. Gen-
tlemen will be seated.

Mr. MATSON. I desire to make aparliamentary inquiry. }as the

previous question been ordered ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been de-
manded but a quornm did not vote.

Several MEMBERS. There was no vote taken on that question.

Mr, MATSON. I ask the indulgence of the House for a few mo-
ments——

Mr. REED, of Maine. You can withdraw the demand for the pre-
vious question.

_Mr. MATSON. I do so for the purpose of saying this—— [Criesof
‘‘Regnlar order !'']

Mr. BLAND. I rise to make a privileged motion. I move thatthe
House do now adjourn.

Mr. WEA of Iowa. I hope thatwill be voted down.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 94.

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until 8 o'clock.
We are doing nothing and there is no disposition to do anything.

Mr. RANDALL. I think a little calmness on both sides may bring
us to an amicable result. :

The motion for a recess was not agreed to.

Mr. REED, of Maine. The pm-lismuntmy law about this matter is
perfectly clear if we do not confuse it. It is that the member who
represents a majority of the committee has a right to be recognized to
control & measure until the Honse indicates the contrary by its vote.

‘Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman from Maine whether in this
instance the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] was not without
competitor recognized as exponent of the committee?

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not answer that question. :

Mr. Bzowus. of Indiana, addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED]
has the floor.

Mr. REED, of Maine. This question arose from the answer which
the Chair gave to a parliamentary ingnirymade by the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. CurcEEoN]. That answer, I think, wasnot in accord-
ance with what I have stated to be the parliamentarylaw, and which,
I think, will generally be agreed to be the parliamentary law on the
subject. It was upon that statement that the confusion arose as fo
whether the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MaTSON] was recognized
without a competitor or not. .

Mr. RANDALL. As he had been in all the prior cases.

Mr. REED, of Maine. But it is very undesirable that such a state-
ment as that should go as the decision of the Chair and sanctioned as
the decision of the House. And I think upon reflection, especially af-
ter what has been read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MocKINLEY],
the Chair will see that the parlinmentary proprieties and parlinmentary
rules require that the member who represents the majority of the com-
mittee should be recognized if there is a competition. And it is very
possible that there may have been a misunderstanding on the part of
the Chair as to the question, or a temporary misunderstanding as to par-
liamentary law. We want to get ont of this in some sensible sort of
way, and we want to do it in accordance with well-known and-well
understood parliamentary law. I ask the gentlemen on the other side
if I have misstated the rule.

Mr. RANDALL. Let us say a word on the other side. The Chair
had the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. MATSON ] on all these
veto cases, as far as I recollect, without controversy.

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman will permit me, as the member of
the Committee on Invalid Pensions who made this re; port, I had been
seeking recognition of the Chair on the hill that was ml]ed up before,
and as soon as it was disposed of I attempted to attract the attention

of the Chair.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair first recognized the chair-
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man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and he yielded to the gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. CONGER].

Mr. CONGER. Then, after the chairman of the Committee on In-
valid Pensions was recoﬂuzed to call up this bill, I asked that he give
iime to this side of the House for its discussion, which he refused.

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand the fact, since these cases began
to be taken up for consideration’ the chairman of the Committee on In-
valid Pensions has been ized. In pursuance of that, the Chair
again recognized him on this bill. Now, if the chairman of the com-
mittee does not represent the majority that fact will be developed im-
mediately.

Mr. REED, of Maine. But does not the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. RANDALL] agree with me as to the parliamentary rule with
regard to recognition by the Chair? :

Mr. RANDALL. I agree with you exactly in this, that we ought to
get out of this tangle; but I do not agree with you in any act or any
word which would reflect upon the Chair as not following the parlia-
mentary rule.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. The Chair has no pride in this matter
at all. The Chair wants to do what is right. :

Mr. RANDALL. I know that.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
MAaTsoN], as chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the
Chair thinks, ought to have control of the bills called up by that com-
mittee in the House.

Mr. LONG. Even if he does not represent the majority of the com-
mittee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If he calls up a bill as to which he is
in the minority, he can yield fo some member of the committee who
is in the majority; but how can the Chair know, when the gentleman
calls up a bill, whether he is in the minority or not?

Mr. REED, of Maine, I submit that the Chair can not know thatin
advance, but when another gentleman secks recognition and the fact
becomes apparent that the majority is the other way, then, according
to parliamentary usage, the Chair is bound to recognize that gentle-
man. I am aware—and probably that is what has misled the Chair in
this matter—that it is the custom when a bill belonging to a particular
committee is called up, for the chairman of that committee to take the
floor and yield it to some other member of the committee who may have
the bill specially in charge; but when there is a case of dispute as to
who represents the majority of the committee, or rather when the fact
is clearly developed that the chairman does not represent the majority,
then he is not entitled to control the floor, becanse the;gﬂndple of par-
liamentary law governs that a man ought to be allowed to manage the
case which he isin favor of until the House manifests itself against it,
when the control to the other side. g

Now, I desire above all things not to have anything occur here in
the nature of a personal reflection upon the Chair, thoughI do not sup-
pose the Chair cares anything about it—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair can-stand it.

Mr. REED, of Maine. This is one of those mistakes that sometimes
‘occur in the hurly-burly of the proceedings of the House, and we de-
sire to rectify it by going back to the sound principle which ought to
govern in such cases. )

Mr. BURROWS. Let me say furtherin this connection that in this
case the Chair had no difficulty in determining that the chairman of
the Committee on Invalid Pensions did not r:gmsent the majority, be-
cause as soon as the report and the views of the minority were read it
became a] t to the Chair and to the House that the chairman be-
longed to the minority of the committee.

Mr. BLAND. I think the trouble arose in this way: The Speaker
had been izing the chairman-of the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions in all these cases and no other gentleman on the committee had
claimed the floor until this controversy came up, but then the claim
was made.

Mr. REED, of Maine.
had claimed the floor.

Mr. BLAND. Then after the Speaker had recognized the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. MATsoN] the gentleman from Michigan arose—

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] labors under an error in this matter.
The fact is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER] who repre-
sented the majority of the committee on this bill, and had the bill in
charge, sought to obtain the floor before the chairman was recognized
at all, and had promised to yield to me. Therefore, I say the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is in error im asserting that
nobody had claimed the floor in antagonism to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Now, Mr. Speaker, I suggest as a way to get
out of this difficulty that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON]
withdraw his demand for the previous question and turn the case over
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER], who represents the major-
ity of the committee.

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that my friend from Indiana, in a spirit
of conciliation, yielding gﬁ questions that have been raised here as
baving arisen under a misapprehension, had better withdraw his de-

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER]

mand for the previous question and let the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
CoxGER] be recognized, and that will relieve the whole diffienlty.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; that will do it.

Mr. MATSON. I withdrew the demand for the previous guestion
a while ago, and asked to be heard for a minute; but that side of the
House hooted me down and would not listen to me. I will not with-
draw it until I have had an opportunity to say how and why I took
the lead in this matter.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen are willing to hear what I have
1o say—and nearly everybody has had his say in relation to this matter
except me—I am perfectly willing to withdraw the demand for the pre-
vious question.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a point of order.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, about one week ago—

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry.
I have a right to know, and I insist on my right to know, whether the
demand for the previous question has been withdrawn or not.

Mr. MATSON. I have not withdrawn it.

2 Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand the regnlar order uniil it is with-
rawn.

Mr. MATSON. Then upon the gentleman from Ohio is the respon-
sibility for refusing to consider these pension bills.

Mr. BLAND. 1 rise toa privileged motion. 1 move that the HHounse
adjourn.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will bein order. The Chair

has sustained the point made by the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion of Mr. BLAND was not agreed to.

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there
were—ayes 83, noes 105.

Mr. MATSON. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr, SPRINGER. - I hope that will not be insisted upon.

Mr., MATSON. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the Chair state the question ?

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on ordering the previous
question upon the passage of the bill, notwithstanding the objections of
the President. :

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas
117, nays 111, not voting 94: as follows*

YEAS-117.
Allen, J. M. Dargan, Kleiner, Seymour,
Anderson, C, M. Davidson, A. C. Laffoon, Shaw,
Ballentine, Dibble, Landes, Singleton,
Barnes, Dougherty, Lanhame, Skinner,
Barry, Dowdney, ° Lawler, Sowjen,
Belmont, Dunn, Lovering, 5 necker,
Bennett, Eden, Lowry, wart, Charles
Blanchard, Eldredge, Martin, 5t Martin,
Bland, Ellsberry, Matson, Stone, W.J,, Ky.
Bliss, Ermentrout, MeAdoo, Stone, W.J., Mo,
Blount, Fisher, MeCreary, Swope,
Boyle, e MeMillin, Ta e,
Bragg, Forney, kRae, Taylor,J. M.
Breckinridge, C. B. Gay, Merriman, Til s
Breckinridge, WCP.Qibson, C. H. Mills, Townshend,
Bynum, Glass, Morgan, Trigg,
Cabell, Green, R.S. Morrison, Turner,
Candler, Hale, Murphy, Van Eaton,
Carleton, Halsell, Neal, Wi i
Catchings, Harris, Neece, Ward, T. B.
¥, Hatch, Oates, Wellborn,
Clements, Hemphill, Teel, Wheeler,
bb, Henderson, J. S, Perry, Willis,
Compton, Herbert, Randall Wilson,
Comstock, Holman, Resgan, Winans,
Crisp, Howard, Reid, J. W. Wise,
Croxton, Hutton, Richardson, . Worthington,
Culberson, | Sadler, .
Curtin, Johnston,T.D. Sayers,
Daniel, Jones, J. H. Scott,
NAYS-111. )
Adams, G. E, Farquhar, Johnston, J. T. Rockwell,
A J.J. Fleeger, Kelle{. Romeis,
Allen, O. H. Foran, La Follelte, RoweM,
Atkinson, Fuller, Laird, Ryan,
Baker, Funston, « ' Lindaley, Ha .
Bingham, Gedd: Long, Smalls,
Bound, Gilfillan Lyman, Spooner,
Boutelle, Glover, arkham, Springer,
Brady, Gofl, McComas, Stephenson,
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, MeKenna, Struble,
Brown, C. E. Grout, MeKinley, Swinburne,
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Millard, Taylor, 1. H.
Brimm, Hayden, Mofiatt, Taylor, Zach.
Buchanan, Haynes, Morrill, Thomas, 0. B.
Bunnell, Henderson, D. B. Morrow, Thompson,
Burleigh, Henderson,T.J.  Osborne, Wade,
Burrows, Hepburn, Owen, Wadsworth,
Butterworth Hermann, Parker, Wait,
Campbell,J.M.  Hiestand, Payne, Warner, William
Cannon, Hin, Payson, Weaver, A..J.
Conger, Hires, Perkins, Weaver, J. B.
Cutcheon, Hiscock, Peters, Weber,
vis, itt, Pettibone, West,
Poge,  EEm BT P
TSCY, ' o] um e, Milo
Dunbam, Jm Price, i Wilkins,
Ely, James, Teed, T. B. Wolford,
Everbhart, - Johnson, F, A, Rice,
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NOT VOTING—94, Hires, MeXKenna, Petlibone, Taylor, Zach.
Aiken, Felton, Mahoney, Seney, Hiscock, McKinley, Pirce ‘Thomas, 0. B,
Anderszon,J. A, Findlay, Maybury, Sessions, Hitt, Merriman, Pll:lm‘h, Thompson,
Arnot, I'rederick, Miller, Snyder, Holmes, Millard, Price, Townshend,
Barbour, Gallinger, Milliken, Spriggs, Hopkins, Millilcen, Teed, T. B. Wade,
Barkadale, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Ew.eeFex5 Howard, Moftatt, Rice, Wadsworth,
Bayne, Green, W.J. Muller, Stewart, J. W Jackson Morrill, Rockwell, Wait,
Beach, Guenther, Negley, Stone, E, F, James, Morrow, Romeis, Warner, William
Buck, Hall, Nelson, Storm, Johnston, J. T, Murphy, Rowell, Weaver, A.J.
Burnes, Hammond, Norwood, Strait, Kleiner, Neece, Ryan, ‘Weaver,J. B,
Caldwell, Hanbaclk, 0'Donnell, mes, La Follette, Nelson, Sawyer, Weber,
Campbell, Felix Heard, O’Ferrall, ney, Laird, Osborne, Smalls, West,
Campbell, J. E. Henley, o Taylor, K. B. Landes, Owen, Spooner, White, A.C.
Campbell, T, J. Ilewitt, O'Neill, Charles  Thomas,J. R. Lindsley, Parker, Stephenson, White, Milo
Caswell, Houlk, O'Neill, J. J. Throckmaorton, Long, Payne, Strait, Wilkins,
Collins, Hudd, Ouathwaite, Tucker, Lyman, on, Strpbfe Wolford,
Cooper, Jones, J. T. helpa, Van Schaick, Markham, Perkins, Swinburne, Woodburn,
Cowles, }émm' m&, Kf""’.;n o McComas, Peters, Taylor, 1. H. Worthington.
Cox, ing, 5 ak =
o R - o SRR - R 5 s

Ven . LA s’ Y arner, A, J. = i,

Davidaon, it. L. M. Libbey, Rigas, Whiting, Balientine. Doutaaty ok i ea
Dawson, Little, Robertson, Woodburn. g Y Dowdney, Lovering, Springer,
mry. Irﬁ;eﬁ % Rmrt:;n g:lmo:\t, Dunn, Iﬁaﬂin, gmhlneclécl::d .

CANE, ’ Beranton, nnett, en, atson, tewart, rica

So the previous question was ordered. lan ) Ermentrout, MeAdoo, §t. Martin,

Mr. GUENTHER. - I am paired on all political questions with the |-Baa o e oo . R
gentleman from New York Fur. MurrEr]. I have voted, but have Blnunit., e ggmey, g_elrlhe, %wu A

i ion iz 1 iti i - nr s 11i8, aun
ais_mce qotglgr;n the cunculausmn that this is a political question. I there Bml i m@wcaﬂ . OL.IL Morgai; Taylor . AL
ore Wi W Iy voie. . Burnes, Morrison, Tillman,

The following additional pairs were announced: Bynum, Green, R. ! Neal, ?

Mr. Hupp with Mr. WHITING, on this vote. o - anins, Outes, St

Mr. COWLES with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, for this day, not toin- | crements, Hateh" P Wallace,
clude the vote on pension bills. bb, Hemphill, - Randall, Wellborn,

Mr. LORE with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Monday next. | Crisp, L 2.8 Seagny '{gﬁﬁe’-
‘h‘l‘he following members were announced as paired for the rest of the g‘.::zem;n %"‘1‘:"‘“3“‘: EM';' &i"““’

iy n, utton, yers, nans,

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Dnniell; }ﬁon. = g:;t;m Wise,

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. KETCHAM. Davidson,A.C.  Jones,J,H. haw,” |

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. COOPER. le, Laffoon, Singleton,

The result of the vote was announced as above stq.ted. ‘ NOT VOTING—I0L.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having been or- | sdams,J.7. Davenport, Libbey, Sadler,
dered, the question is now on the passage of this bill notwithstanding | Aiken, Davidson, R. L. M, Little, Scranton,
the objections of the President. Before putting the question the Chair iggg;,mﬂ‘ A.;  Dawson, oot R .
desires to make a statement. \ Barbouy nl‘hmn,’ Lowry, Snyder,

The Chair had been recognizing the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | Barksdale, Findlay, Mahoney, Spi
MArs0N], the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions,to indi- | parnes, oo, 5 RN | e g T W
eate what pension bills should be taken up and to conduct the pro- . Glooet, _ Mitchell, Stone, B, .
ceedings of the House thereon. The gentleman from Indiana iad gorﬁe. gmn w.J. Eul{er, gtorm,
called up the pending bill and was proceeding with its management | o r: R:ﬁl:dmr. neley, ) m&
when a point of order was made or a parliamentary question asked in ﬁ‘f ‘Hammond, O'Donnell, Taylor, . B.
regard to the right of the gentleman from Indiana to ition, The detﬂ;i o !I_Iinnbaek, : g:ll;imu' %mmn.s, {;r&n,
Chair at the time did not comprehend exactly the import of that ques- 0““0 Sttt saxd, N et g
tion, The Chair thought the point made was as to the propriety of Camp ﬁ};ﬁ ﬁ:‘,’,’ﬁi’ 3&‘:%}}; ?’; e Van g;'gim;ck‘

izing the gentleman from Indiana every time to call up these | Candler, Houk, Outhwaite, Viele,

bills, and did not understand the point to be that the gentleman from | Caswell, Huad, Phelps, Wakefield,

> ¥ ) % > s Catchings, Johnson, F. A Pideock, Ward,J. H
Indiana, representing in this case a minority of the committee, had no | Gollins, Jones, J. ', Pindar, Ward. T. B.
right to make a report to the House; thatonly the majority of the com- | Compton, Kelley, Ranney, Warner, A. J.
mittee can make an official report, the minority being recognized merely | Coorer. e, e, Whiting.
by the courtesy of the House to submit their views. If the Chair had | gox, Le Fevre, Robertson,
comprehended the real issue raised, the ruling would have been differ- | Crain, 5 Rogers,

ent, but the confusion in the House was so great that the pointdid not
get into the head of the Chair at the proper time. [Laughter.]

The Chair now rules that decision was wrong and retracts it. [Ap-
plause.] Hereafter when the majority makes a report the Chair will
rﬁacognize a member of the majority to conduect the business of the

ouse.

Mr. HOLMES, I ask the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. SPRINGER] be adopted by unanimous consent, and we go back to
the preceding bill and allow a statement to be made to the House.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. 'This bill is not through with.

- Mr, BLAND. I demand theregularorder. The Chair wasright, as
no one claimed the floor on that bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House, on re-
gomigmﬁon, pass the bill, notwithsfanding the objections of the Presi-

ent?

On that question the Constitution requires the vote to be taken by
yeas and nays.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yecas 124,
nays 97, not voting 101; as follows:

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the bill was not passed.

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by nnanimous consent, the
reading of the names was di with.

The following additional pairs were announced:

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. WHITING, on this vote.

Mr. LowRY with Mr. KELLEY, for the remainder of the day.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooE, its Secretary, announced
the passage of bills of the following titles without amendment:

A bill %H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker;

A bill {H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow;

A bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Charles Wyant;

A bill EH. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John IRyan;

A bill E}I. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; and

A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to S8arah A. Tucker.

It further announced the.passage of bills of the following titles; in
which concurrence was requested:

A bill (8. 1531) granting increase of pension to William Winans;

A bill (8. 2259) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman;

A bill (8. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William H. H.
Price;

A bill

A bill

8. 2562} granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser;
8, 2598) granting a pension to James Noyes; and

YEAS—124,
Adams, G. E. Bunnell, Eldredge, Goff,
Allen, 0.1 Barleigh, Ellsberry, Girosvenor,
Anderson, C. M. Burrows, Ely, Grout,
Alkinson, Butterworth, Evans, Hale,
Baker, Campbell, J. M. Everhart, Harmer,
Bingham, Cannon, Farquhar, Hayden,
Bound Carleton, Fleeger, Haynes,
Boutelfe. Comstock, Foran, Henderson, D, B,
Browne, T. M. Conger, Frederick, Henderson, T, J.
Brown, C. E Cutecheon, Fuller, Hepburn,
Brown, W. W, Davis, Funston, Hermann,
Brumm, Dingley, Gedd Hiestand,
Buchanan, Dun 1, Gilfillan Hih,

XVII—442

A bill (8. 2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing.

It further requested the return of the bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief
of Mary E. Carey.

It further announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments
numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (IT. R. R974) making appro-
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priation for ithe legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the

Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur-

poses, disagreed to by the House, and agreed to the conference asked

by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had ap-

pointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL as managers of

said conference on its part. d
JOSEPH ROMISER.

Mr. MATSON. I now call up House bill 1059, to grant a pension
to Joseph Romiser, and ask that it may be considered in connection
with the President’s message. In this connection I call for the read-
ing of the report, which is unanimous.

Mr. McCOMAS. Permit me to suggest to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions that as the report is unanimous I think it
would be entirely acoegtable to the House to have a statement by the
gentleman who made the report, and then by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions as to the facts, which are few, and it would
save the time occupied in the reading of the report and the affidavits,
the report itself being quite lengthy.

Mr. MATSON. I apprehend that the best information the House
could have would be the reading of the report. After that, if the gen-
tleman from Kansas wishes to make a statement, and the gentleman
from Maryland desires that I shall make a statement, I will do so.

Mr. McCOMAS. These affidavits and the report are all printed in
full in the RECORD of the 14th instant, and every member could have
seen them on the day before yatardag. Hm&h&m already read the
affidavits and the report. I am confident, if the chairman of the com-
mittee will allow me, that a brief statement of the gentleman who made
the report, and then by the chairman of the committee, would be

amply satisfactory.

h?r?MATSON. I am disposed to submit to the suggestion of the
gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. REAGAN, Thatis, I suppose it is to be permitted to have a
discussion of the bill by two persons who favor its passage and not to
have the report read.

Mr. MATSON. I shall not ask the previous question if any gentle-
man desires to be heard. I withdraw the demand for the reading of
the repor% and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr.
MoRRILL].

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the
House to two points in this case very briefly. First, I wish to say that
it is unanimously reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
who have considered the case. The President in submitting his veto
message had no papers before him upon which to base a proper conclu-
sion in reference to the merits of the claim, as I shall now show. He
vetoed it in fact because there were no papers farnished him to sustain
it. The Pension Bureaun reported thatthe records showed no applica-
tion as having been made for a pension in this case. This happened
not to be true.

The Committee on Invalid Pensions had before them the papers when
they made the original report in that and returned those papers
to the Pension Office on the 16th day of May. Afterward when the
veto message came in they again sent for the papers and carefully ex-
amined them, and on those papers made the report. So the veto was
based upon an entire misapprehension of the facts. I feel confident
that if these papers had been before the President the veto message
would never have been written.

The simple facts of the case, Mr. Speaker, are these: This i“?:st:em
belonged to a company of provisional volunteers raised in burg,
Md., in June, 1861. An attackwas ilnpending on the Union forces at
Cumberland, Md., and the proper authorities called upon the provis-
ional companies in the neighborhood to come to their relief.

The Union forces were then under the command of Col. Lew. Wallace,
of the Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, and stationed at that point. This
company, in obedience to the call, marched to Cumberland. After
reaching that point, and while standing in the line facing the enemy
with their arms in their hands, by the accidental di of a musket
this man Joseph Romiser was terribly wounded in the head, the ball
entering the back part of his head on the left side, {mmmg through the
head and coming out through the cheek under the left eye, entirely de-
stroying the hearing of one ear and-the sight of one of his eyes. Itis
true that he never was regularly mus into the United States serv-
ice, but it is also true that this Government has uniformly i
the principle that any man wounded in its defense, whether mustered
in or regularly enlisted, a citizen serving for the moment in the United
States forces, would be entitled to relief under the pension lJaws. In
1866 a law was giving cases of this kind—

Mr. REAGAN. How long has such a principle been in force when
a man was not in the service at all?

Mr, MORRILL. The law passed in 1866 provides that—

Any person notan enlisted soldier in the ,serving for the time bein
as a member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the Uni
Btates, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any regularly or-
ganized mili or naval forces of the United States, or who otherwise volun-
teered and ren service inany engag t with rebels or Indians, disabled
in cbnseq’uence of wounds or injury received in the line of duty in such tempo-
rary service.

Mr. SOWDEN. On what grounds was this claim originally rejected
at the Pension Office?

Mr. MORRILL. Because it was filed after the limitation had ex-
pired. The law of 1866 provided that all applications for pensions
nnder it must be presented by or hefore 1868. In 1873 an act was

ed extending the time for the presentation of such claims until
uly 4, 1874. Mr. Romiser failed to make application within the time,
which was very limited. In 1879 he made his application, and the
proof is overwhelming that the accident occurred as I havesaid. There
15 absolutely no question about the matter.

Mr. REAGAN. Then why did not the Department allow it?

Mr. MORRILL. Because he made it five years after the limitation
had expired. The limitation for proving up these cases expired on
the 4th of July, 1874. He did not know the law which was in force
from 1868 to 1873. ;

Mr. LONG. Is it not the fact that the- Department say they are
‘* constrained to refuse ?”’

Mr. MORRILL. The Deparfment in their refusal to grant the ap-
plication say:

Thi constrained under the provisions of , especi
4693 {E:vmmum, to reject the clahl::., ngﬂkm:?& ]ﬁ‘n:inz nevmel-y&n;;‘ rr:gxﬂl-
larly enrolled and having failed to make and complete his lieation prior to
date of limitation esta ed by said section, namely, July 4, 1874,

It has been theuniversal enstom of Congress to grant ions in cases
of this kind. We have invariably at this session and in the preceding
sessions of Congress granted pensions to the members of the Missouri
militia who were wounded under similar circumstances. And more
than that, the present President has signed bills of that kind.

- Mr. GAN. In cases where the parties were wounded by acci-
ent?

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; where they were wounded by accident and
not in battle.

The SPEAKER profempore. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MATSON. I yield the gentleman five minutes more.

Mr. MORRILL. I call to mind one or two cases where men were
injured by the discharge of fire-arms in the hands of their own com-
rades. The President has signed bills of that kind.

It has never been a condition that men must be regularly mustered
into the United States service in order to be entitled to pensions. It
is only necessary to establish that he was serving in the defense of his
country and under legitimate anthority. There can be no question
this man was under the command of General Lew. Wallace, of the
Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, who was regularly mustered in the serv-

ice.
" Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iunderstand this application was made

to t.hg Pension Bureau and was denied by the Commissioner of Pen-
sions?

Mr., MORRILIL. The case was rejected by the Commissioner of Pen-
sions on the ground that the limitation had expired.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the opinion of the committee onght
the claim to have been allowed under the lawat the time it was made?

Mr. MORRILL. It could not be allowed under the existing law, be-
cause the law provided all cases of this kind had to be presented before
the 4th of July, 1874.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is this, then, the allowance of a pension
that ought to have been denied under the law ?

Mr, MORRILL. We have many cases of that kind. The only diffi-
culty was that the man failed to put in his application in time.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, what is the difference between
allowing this case in contravention of existing law and allowing the
case that has just been denied?

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest to the gentleman that we had better try
one case at a time.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to know the distinction which
the committee make. :

Mr. McCOMAS. And I want the pension for this man.

Mr. MORRILL. This man was terribly wounded in the line of
duty. In the other case the man met his death by an act of careless-
ness on hisown part. I think thaj will be admitted as to a man who
drank excessively of that medicine so as to cause his death. But in
this case there was no carelessness on the part of the applicant.

Mr. McADOO. May I ask the gentleman a guestion ?

Mr, MORRILL. Yes, sir.

Mr. McADOO. What is the custom in the Pension Bureau as to
granting pensions in cases of accident like this?

Mr. MgcRRILL. Where the cases have been presented before the
expiration of the limitation there has been no question about the grant-
ing of pensions in such cases.

Mr., OATES. Suoppose a man in performing or attempting to per-
form an order fires at the enemy and shoots one of his comrades, that
is accidental?

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir.

Mr. OATES. And the man is wounded while fully in the line of

L]

duty? )
Mr. MORRILL. Yes; while fully in theline of duty. I thank the
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gentleman from Alabama for calling my attention to that fact. That
is exactly this case. While this man’s comrade was remo under
orders the cap from his gun it wasaccidentally di "nghs
received his terrible wound. The case is so clear that there onght not
to be a single objection to the of the bill.

Mr. WILLIS. Well, let us put it throngh without more talk. It
appears that the President had not these papers before him, and there-
fore could not pass on the merits of the caze.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How was it the President was not aware of
these facts?

Mr. MORRILL. The Pension Department, through a mistake, had
notified the President that there were no papers.

Mr. REAGAN. This is a case where it appeared the applicant was
not actually mustered in the service. While that was an objection on
the part of the Pension Office the proof seems to have satisfied the com-
mittee that he was actually in the service. I will not, therefore, re-
gard that as an objection to his receiving the pension.

But the proof also shows that he was wounded by accident. Now,
what I wish to call attention to is the fact that being wounded by ac-
cident, not being wounded in battle, not being wounded strictly in the
line of duty, his case is the same as that of any other citizen at home
in any vocation who may be similarly wounded.

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a
moment? The gentleman states this man was not in the line of duty.
That is completely contradicted by the proof. He was standing in the
ranks at the time he received his wound.

Mr. REAGAN. I know the gentleman relies on the fact that the
man was in the service, although not mustered into the service, and on
that account he says he received the wound when he was in the line of
duty. Now, a wound or disability is only received in the line of duty
when the wound is received in battle or the disease is contracted in the
serviee.

He may contract a disease in the service that will disqualify him to
support himself or hisfamily. He may receive a wound in the service
that will disqualify him to support himself or his family. But a
wound reeeived by accident is not, in the sense of the law, a wound
received in the line of duty. If a person, being an enrolled soldier, is
entitled to a pension because of a wound or injury received, not inthe
line of duty but by accident, the guestion is, will not the same disa-
bility received by accident by any citizen atany place, in any vocation
in life, entitle him to a pension? I do not care to argue the question.
I simply wish to call attention to the fact that this bill proposes to in-
troduce the principle of pensioning a man who has been enlisted in
the Army if, by accident—not by gzsea.se contracted in the service, not
by a wound received in the line of duty—but if by aceident he has
been wounded or injured. That is the principle that is asserted by
this bill, and it is one which it seems to me ought not to be approved
by Congress.

Mr. MILIIKEN. ‘Wis not this man wounded in obeying orders?

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that a wound received by ae-
cident in this way is a wound received in obeying orders.

Mr. MILLIKEN. But was he not in the ranks and under orders at
the time he received the wound ?

Mr. REAGAN. O, Mr. Speaker, I understand, without reference to
all these questions, that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]
is in favor of pensioning anybody, and I did not make the point I have
made with the expectation of defeating the passage of the bill, but sim-
ply because I felt it my duty to present the point to the House.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I will now yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent.ucky Mr, Spealker, the language of
the act which allows the granting of pensions to persons who, not hav-
ing been mustered mto the service, may still receive pension, is that
they may receive it *‘ in consequence of wounds or injuries received in
the line of duty in such temporary service.’’

The wound in this case was received in June, 1861, It was received
when the man was actnally in line of battle, with his arm in his hand,
awaiting an attack. While he was in that position a minie-ball from
a musket in the hands of a comrade in the same company inflicted the
injury under which he has since suffered and is now suffering. It seems
to me, with great deference to my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN],
that it would be a very rigorous rule which would construe the three
words ‘‘line of duty’’ as meaning that that man was not actually in the
line of duty when he was standing in the ranks ready to receive an at-
tack. Whilc he was so standing he was shot by a bullet from the gun
of a comrade standing behind him, which was accidentally discharged,
and it seems to me quite clear that that wound was received while he
was in the line of duty.

Ifeel, Mr. Spealker, that Iought tovote, as farasit isconsistent with the
law, to give pensions to persons who in my judgment have performed
real service to the Government, giving the benefit of the doubt to the
claimant, and nof against him. I vote with a good deal of reluctance
to pension a drafted man who was bronght into the service late in the
war; but for a soldier who went in at the tap of the drum in June, 1861,
when none of us knew much about technical roles of mustering in, and
was at that time wounded, I am certainly inclined to vote, and there

would have to be a pretty clear case against him to make me say that
that sort of aman should not havea pension. AsIunderstand the case,
the ground upon which he is debarred from receiving a pension is purely
technical. The limitation of thelaw cufs him ont. I certainly donot
feel like pleading the statute of limitations against that soldier. [Ap-
planse on both sides of the House. ]

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a
question if he will permit me,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly.

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask the gentleman if there has ever been a
law passed which, in his opinion, contemplated the idea of a man
being pensioned who was wounded by accident?

Mr. MATSON. Oh, certainly.

Mr. BREOKINRIDGE of Kuntucky. I will answer the question
frankly. I can not answer it yes or no, because *‘accident’ is in it-
self an ambiguous word; but I would not hesitate to pension a man
who received a wound by an accident that might natnrally have oe-
curred while he was in the line of duty.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. Bnmnmﬂn] permit me to read a few lines from the opinion
of the Attorney-General in the McCarty case to show what may be
done or what may happen ‘‘in the line of duty ?*’

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Tha Attorney-General writes to the
Secretary of the Interior:

His widow has app!lsd fora pansion and you inguire whether his death was
connected with the military servicein such & manner asto justify the allowance
of a pension. It dnes not a: ,either in your letter or through the papers

mnmlwad,whlt were the reumstan
Ifhew of the hospital at the time, and toolk this medicine instead
of some that had been prescribed for hlmif, commltunﬁ the blunder either
through inattention on own part or through failure of the surgeon properly
to disti the vials, the claim should be allowed. Similarly,if two vials
stood together in his tent, and the negligence consisted simply in mistaking an-
otherbottle for his own.

In such a case, in the opinion of the Attorney-General, the pension
should beallowed, the death having resulted while the soldier was ‘“in
the line of duty.?’ [Cries of ‘‘Vote!” ' Vote!’’]

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions why this man was not mustered into the
service?

Mr. MATSON. I hold in myhand a letter written from Pittsburgh
by a gentleman named Hoblitzell on the 10th day of June, 1861, to
this man Romiser, which was filed with the papers in the Pension Of-
fice, from which letter it appears that the man Romiser was in corre-
spondence with this friend in relation to entering a permanent company
of the Union forces. He evidently intended to go into the permanent
forces of the Army at least nine days before he was wonnded.

Mr. LONG. And he did not go in because he was wonnded ?

Mr. MATSON. Evidently hedid not goin, becausehe was disabled
and could not serve. :

Mr. Speaker, after very careful consideration I have arrived at the
conclusion that this bill ought to pass. I have no hesitancy in saying
that I have been reluctant to have bills pewsed over the veto of the
President except in clear cases, becanse I believe that when the Presi-
dent states an ohjection to a bill it is entitled to very careful consid-
eration.

Mr. DOUGHERTY. May Iask the gentleman a question"

Mr. MATSON. What is it? 1

Mr. DOUGHERTY. It is claimed that there were in the Pension
Office papers in relation to this ease which were not laid before the
President at the time he considered the case. Why were not these
papers laid before the President?

Mr. MATSON. I will answer that question, although the gentle-
man interrapts the thread of my discourse very considerably. Here in
my hand are the papers which were in the Pension Office. Here is the
claim filed there June 7,1879. The number of the claim is 290707,
The President says in his veto message that the Pension Office reports
there have been no papers filed on behalf of this man. How that state-
ment came to be made I do not know. I feel very sure, however, that
the Pension Office did so state to the President, otherwise I am confi-
dent the- President would not have declared that the statement had
been made to him. Probably the mistake resnlted because of the negli-
gence or error of some clerk; and that is the snggestion of the committee
in its report,

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there anything in those papers which if the
President had seen them would have led him to a different conclu-
sion?

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes.

Mr. PETTIBONE. Cermin]y, of course there is.

Mr. MATSON. I will answer the gentleman’s qnest:on in the course
of my statement.

The facts in this case are these: On the 19th of June, 1861, the city
of Cumberland, Md., was threatened with an attack. On the 17th, I
believe—two days previous—the confederate forces had burned two
bridges within a very short distance of Cumberland, on the Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad.

A MeEMBER. And had driven back the gnards.

ces under which this mistake oceurred. -
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Mr. MATSON. And had driven away the forces which were there
attempting to protect those bridges. At that time this company, which
was known as Capt. Frank Mason's company. a provisional company,
had probably been organized (though as to the factof its organization the
proof, Lapprehend, is not clear) for the purpose of entering the permanent
serviceof the Government. These men were called upon by the anthor-
ities of Cumberland to go to that city to aid in its protection. They
went there; and at the time of their arrival an attack was imminent.
They remained there; and while there with guns loaded for the enemy,
this man, standing in the ranks of the Union forces, received a horri-
ble wound. Now the guestion is whether a pension should be refused
in his case simply because he was not mustered into the service. The
wound he received did not come from an enemy’sgun; but that makes
no difference either in law or equity. There are now upon the pension-
roll atleast a thousand men—probably more—who have been pensioned

because of accidental injuries resulting from the carelessness of their.

comrades—not the result of their own carelessness—and incurred in the
line of duty.

There can not be any question about this man having been in the line
of duty. He and his comrades s there with their guns loaded for
the enemy, ready to fight, They went there in to a summons,
to meet an emergency, to protect the city of Cumberland, and to pro-
tect one of the main lines of communication that kept the eapital in
connection with the forces that were e to defend it. You have
staring you in the face the historical fact that up 1o this time there had
been a call for only seventy-five thousand men and for three months;
that this call was quickly filled, and that thousands and tens of thou-
sands who desired to enter the service of the Government and go to the
rescue of the Union were unable to find places in the Union ranks at
that time—

Several MEMBERS. That is true.

Mr. MATSON. Becanse no call was made for any more troops until
after the battle of Bull Run on the 21st of July, 1861,

So that, when you come to look at all the facts of this case, yousee
that here was a patriotic volunteer—not a drafted man—with his gun
in his hand, ready and willing to defend the Government of the United
States, and receiving under such circumstances a horrible wound—by
accident, it is true, but a wound from which he is suffering to this day.

Mr. CUTCHEON. And received in the line of duty.

Mr. MATSON. Yes; strictly in the line of hisduty. But somebody
may say, '‘Yes, but he did not apply promptly for his pension.’’ Is
that to be counted against him? Because for years he voluntarily sur-
rendered to this Government a pension which Congress onght to have
given him years and years and which until 1874 he could have ob-
tained through the regular channels of the Pension-Office—because he
has thus surrendered to the Government thousands of dollars will this
Government now refuse him a pension for therest of hislife? Heonly
asks for a pension from this time on; and that is all this bill proposes
to give him. Are my friends here unwilling to do justice to one who
deserves a pension? That is the question. If there were any doubt
about this case I wonld not urge it. It is as clear as sunlight to me.
I have no doubt about it. There is no dispute about the facts, How
the President came to veto it is not a matter of considerationtome. I
have a solemn duty to discharge as well as he; and when I find a clear
case, one about which there is no doubt at all, where the right, the
equity, and the justice of the claim are beyond dispute, I will not hesi-
tate to say that man shall be pensioned.

I now call for the previous guestion.

The previous question was ordered.

The BSPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House on re-
consideration pass the bill notwithstanding the objections of the Presi-
dent?

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas
175, nays 38, not voting 109; as follows:

L YEAS—I75.
Adams, G. E. Comstock, Gibson, C. H. frion,
Allen, C. H. Conger, Gilfillan, J n,
Anderson, C. AL Crain, Goff, James,
Atkinson, Cutcheon, Green, R. 8, Johnson, F. A.
Baker, Dargan, (Girosvenor, Johnston, J. T,
Ballentine, Davis, Grou Kleiner,
Bingham, Dingley, Guenther, La Follette,
Bound I ery, Hale, Laird,
Boutelle, Dorsey, Halsell, Landes,
Boyle, Domﬁ:c;(y, Harmer, Lawler,
Breekinridge, O. R. Dun H Hatch, Lindsley,
Breckinridge, WCP.Eden, Hayden, Lovering,
Browne, T, M. Eldredge, Haynes, Ih.{yman,
Brown, C. Ellsberry, Hemphill, arkham
Buchanan, Ely, Henderson, D.B, Matson,
Bunnell, FErmentrout, Henderson, T.J. MeAdoo,
Burleigh, Everhart, Hepburn, MeComas,
Burnes, Farq Hermann, MecKenna,
Burrows, + Fisher, Hiestand, McKinley,
Butterworth, Fleeger, Hill, Merriman,
Bynum, Foran, Hires, Millard,
Cannon, Ford, Hiscock, Milliken,
Carleton, Fredericlk, Hitt, Mills,
Caswell, Fuller, Holman, Moffatt,
Oatchings, Funston, Holmes, Morrill,
Clardy, (ig. Hopkins, Morrison,
Cobb, Geddes, Ioward, Morrow,

Neece, Rice, Strait,

Ward, J. H.
‘Warner, William

Nelson, Rockwell, Struble,
Oates, Romeis, Swinburne, Weaver, A.J.
O*Neill, J.J. Rowell, Swope, Weaver, J. B.
Osborne, Ryan, Tarsney, ‘Weber,
Parker, Sawyer, Taulbee, ‘West,
Payne, . Taylor, I 11, White, A. C.
Payson, Seymour, Taylor, Zach. White, Milo
Perkins, ! = Thomas, 0. B. Wilkins,
Perry, Skinner, Thompson, Willis,
Peters, Smalls, Tillman, Wilson,
Pettibone, Sowden, Townshend, Winans,
Pindar, Spooner, Trigg., Wise,
Pirce, Springer, Vagﬁiaton, Wolford
Plumb, Slahlneeﬁer, Wade, g Woodburn,
Prive, Stephenson, Wadsworth, Worthington.
Reed, T. . Stone, W.J., Mo. Wait,

NAYS—38,
Benuett, Dowdney, MeCreary, Sayers,
Bianchard, Dunn, MeMillin, Bingleton,
Bland, Fomey, McRae, Stewart, Charles
Cabell Harris, Morgan, St. Martin,
Candler Henderson, J.S. Peefn Taylor, J. M.
(‘;i ‘; ! .J ﬁ,T' ; Randall, "Ii"'irlrlll!;;.

Irisp, ones,J. chfnn. ellborn,
Croxton, Laffoon, Reid, J. W, Wheeler,
Culberson, Lan . Richardson,

Davidson, A. C. Martin, Sadler,
ki NOT VOTING—109,

Adams, J. J. Cox, King, Rl{?,
Aiken, Curtin, I.e Fevre, Robertson,
Allen, J. M Daniel, Lehlbach, Rogers,
Anderson, J. A Davenport, Libbey, Seranton,
Arnot, Davidson, R. H. AL Little, Seney,
Barbour Dawson, Long, Sessions,
Barksdale, Dibble, re, Snyder,
Barnes, Evans, Louttit, Spri;
Barry, Felton, Lowry, Steele,
Bayne, Findlay, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W,

Y Gallinger, Maybury, Stone, E. F.
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Miller, Stone, W. J., Ky.
Bliss, Glass, Mitchell, Storm,
Blouut, (lover. Mauller, Symes,
Brady, Green, W. T, Aurphy, ’I{;n:or, E.B
Bragg, all, veal, Thomas, J. R,
Brown, W. V. Hammond, Negley, Throckmorton,
Brumm, Hanback, Norwood Tucker,
Buck, Heard, O'Donnell Van Sehaick,
Caldwell, {enley, O'Ferrall, Viele,
Campbell, Felix Herbert, O'Hara, Wakefield,
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, 0'Neill, Charles ‘Wallace,
Campbell, J. ML Houk, Outhwaite, Ward, T. B.
Campbell, T. J. Hudd, Owen, Warner, A.J.
Collins, Hutton Phelps. Whiting.
Compton, JOI‘IH,J o o Pidooci,
Cooper, Kelley, Ranney,
Cowles, Ketcham, Reese,

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed over
the veto of the President.

During the roll-call,

On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of
the names were dispensed with.

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk:

Mr, DANIEL with Mr. WHITING, until further notice.

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. LoNG, until Monday next.

Mr. Apans, of New York, with Mr. EVANS, for the remainder of the
day.

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HouK, on this vote.

‘Mr. WALLACE with Mr. CoxproN, on this vote. If present, Mr.
CoMPTON would vote ‘*ay '’ and Mr. WALLACE ‘‘no.”

The vote was then announced as above recorded.

REPRINTING A REPORT.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, offered
a resolution that 3,800 copies of report 3209 on the bill (H, R. 9702)
to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal revenue
taxes, and to modify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev-
enue, be printed for the nse of the House; which was referred to the
Committee on Printing.

And then (at 4 o’clock and 59 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr.
MaT=0xN, the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m.

EVENING SESSION.
The recess having expired, the House was called to orderat 8 o'clock
p. m. by the Chief Clerk, who directed the reading of the following
communication:

SpeAKER'S Roox, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1856,
Sir: Hon. BENTON MOMiLLiN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore
at the session of the House this evening.
¢ J. Q. CARLISLE, Speater.

Hon. Jon¥ B. CrAek, Jr.,
Clerk House of Representatives,

Mr. McMILLIN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro fempore.
BILLS PASSED.
Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that wenow take up and
{)BBB the bills which were favorably reported by the Committee of the
\Whole on last Friday evening.
There was no objecton.
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- A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long was ordered

to be engrossed for a ihird reading; and being engrossed, it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and passed.

A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean was ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord-
ingly read the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof).

Senate bills of the following titles were severally considered, ordered
to a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed:

hjrke;)in (8. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Hum-
phreys; :
A bill ES. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen;
A bill (8. 1353; granting a pension to Isabella Jessup;

A bill (8. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy;

A bill (8. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano;

A bill (8. 2163; granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; and

A bill (8. 2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman.

A bill ES. 2026) granting a pension to Wallis Pattee was considered,
and recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as recom-
mended by the Committee of the Whole.

* Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider theseveral votestaken; and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

WILLIAM H. WEAVER.

The bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver was con-
sidered. The question being upon its passage,

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is a bill that
ought to pass the House. According to the report, as it appears in the
RECORD, there have been numerous efforts made on the part of the
claimant to prove himself worthy of a pension before the Pension Of-
fice, They sent various special examiners and made five or six differ-
ent examinations in the case, and finally after all of these efforts it was
decided by the Pension Office that this soldier was not entitled to a
pension. I think that bill had better be passed over.

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside
informally, not to lose its status.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MATSON. I move thatthe House now resolve itself into Com-
&mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special or-
er. : !
The motion was agreed to.
The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole,
Mr. DocKERY in the chair.

BILLS INFORMALLY FPASSED OVER.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished busin
coming over from last Fridaw 8

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8,2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter,

The bill was read.

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question, as the Chair understands
it, is on the motion to lay aside the bill with a favorable recommenda-
tion. The committee was dividing, and the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. WALLACE] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, MATSON]
will resume their places as tellers. .

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed
over informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar.

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4097)
for the relief of William J. Owings.

Mr. MATSON. I ask that the same order be made in that case.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4702)
amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to

msions to certain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or

arine Corps.

Mr. McMILLIN., That is a general bill, and I ask that the same
order be made in this case.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4712)
to place the name of Jacob 8. Biddle on the pension-roll.

Mr. MATSON, I ask that the same order be made in this case.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1852)
granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide.

Mr. CONGER. Iask that that bill be passed over, not to lose its
place on the Calendar.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

. JAMES M’GLEN,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8474)
granting a pension to James McGlen.

The bill is as follows:

-
Be il enacled, &o., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di-
rected to place on the pension-roll of the United States, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McGlynn, fute a pri-

vat:;n Company I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Vol-
unteers.

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows:

That from the papers on file in the Pension Office and presented before this
committee it n.tﬂ)en: that the soldier enlisted as a private in Company I, One
hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, August 28, 1862, and
wasd June 13, 1865.

The soldier testifies:

**On or about the 2d day of May, 1863, he was detailed to watch the k ke,
&e.,of his company, which, with the regiment, had been ordered to advance;
that while he was thus engaged he was requested by some members of another
regiment to assist in earrying some logs to be used in constructing a breast-
work, and while a heavy log the men carrying the other end fell, leav-
ing the wei%ht resting on the shoulder of the claimant, which erushed him to
the ground, injuring him in his shoulder and spraining his wrist; that shortly
after the enemy chaerdg'ed the soldiers where he was and took him prisoner, and
that he was wounded in his right wrist; that he was taken to Libby prison,
where he was treated by a rebel surgeon, who removed the ball; that when
wounded no officer or comrade of his company was present, only one man from
each company being detailed to watch the baggage. This was the day of the
battle of Chancellorsville,”

H. L. Arnold testifies:

“That he was lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirty-sixth Regi-
ment when it was mustered out; that on the day of the battle of Chancellors-
ville he was of Company I in said regiment; that on the aflernoon of
that day the said regiment with the balance of brigade was ordered out on re-
connaissance in force; that the claimant, who wasa private in his company, was
by a proper order left behind in charge of the knapsacks and other property of
the company ; while gone the enemy, under command of Stonewall Jack-
son, made an attack upon that position and carried it; that when they returned
to our lines they found them in a different position, and the claimant was miss-
ing and was reported missing for some time ; that before that battle the claim-
ant was an able-bodied man in good health.”

Matthew Mead testifies:

“At the time of the battle of Chancellorsville, he was orderly sergeant of Com-
pany I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment of New York Volunteers, to
which soldier belonged; that in that capacity on the day of said battlc he de-
tailed the soldier to take of the baggage of said oompm‘?:; that at that
battle the soldier was missing; that some time after that he was in-
formed the soldier was wounded and taken prisoner; that at the time of
his ture the soldier was an able-bodied man in good health: that he next

w him the following September at Bridgeport, Ala., where he was unable to
go on duty or carry a ; that from that time until the regi twas ed
out the soldier was able to do only light duty, such as loading a pack-mule,”

B. L. Hovey, M, D., testifies:

He was n of the One hundred and. thirty-sixth Regiment New York
Volunteers; d summer of 1863 he treated the soldier for an injury
to his shoulder and w! which he claimed to have received at the battie of
Chancellorsville; that the injury was a severe one and disabled him from
form full military duty, and that after several weeks he so far rmvero&?::
to be able to perform lightduty; that he hasseen the soldier several times since
his discharge and has examined him within four or five years prior to 1578, and
that his arm is useless for the purpose of manual labor; that he knew the claim-
ant and recollects him; that tge.ru is n perfect anchylosis of his wﬂsbljoint, and
he has mliaparﬁnl ability to close the fingers, the index finger being less useful
than the others

Charlemagne Fisk testifies in his affidavit of date of April1, 1866:

““That he then resided at Livonia, Livingston County, New York (that bei
where the claimant lives). That he was a private in Company K, Eighty-sixt
Regiment New York Volunteers; that at the battle of Chancellorsville he was
detailed to kna, .; that hislines werenot more 30 feet from
the lines of the Eleventh Corps, where the soldier and others were guarding
hﬁlgu, &c. ; that this summer when he was working with the claimant
he thought he had seen him before, and asked him if he was not guarding bag-
gﬂﬁﬂ the battle of Chancellorsville, and the soldier replied he was.”

d Fisk further testifies :

“I saw the soldier when he was wounded. Isaw him throw up his gun and
m{be was shot. When the enemy charged upon us at that time we were all
mixed up, and I escaped. Iam now drawing a pension.”

Park testifies that he was a (privar.-e in same company with claimant
and saw him wounded at the battle of Chancellorsville,

Patrick McCadden testifies:

*'He was a member of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment New York Volun-
teers, and was taken ner at the battle of Fredericksburg; that while so a
prisoner he saw the claimant, also a prisoner, wounded in the shoulder; saw the
rebel mrﬁoom! dress his wounds ; that they were in the Libby gﬂson together;
that he did notsee the claimant wounded, but was informed that he was wounded
while guarding breastworks at the battle of Chancellorsville.”

Matthew Mead testifies:

*That on the 2d day of May, 1863, he was lieutenant of Company I, One hun-
dred and thirty-sixty Regiment of New York Volunteers; thaton or aboutthat
day the claimant was detailed to guard the company’s baggage; that it was re-
!)orbed at the time that the claimant had been taken prisoner; that he returned

n about two months, and that when he returned he was disabled by an injury
to his shoulder and arm to such an extent as to unfit him for military service.”

Dr, John O. Patterson testifies:

“Treated the claimant during the fall months of 1865 for some disease of the
ibouldﬁr, which, as deponent was informed, was the result of service in the

rmy.

Dr. Charles C. Richmond, in his affidavit of date of April 13,1874, testifies:

*That he was well acquainted with the claimant, and had attended him pro-
fessionally for about seven years; that the disease for which he has preseribed
for him was inflammation of the sheaths of the tendons of the right wrist, which,
as d t was infi d, was the result of his service as a soldier.”

The ds of the Adjut G I’s Office show :

o as missing in action at Chaneellorsville May 1,1863, but since re-
‘tarned as an ex ed prisoner, Prisonerof War Records show him captured
As abova}fnroled at City Point, Va., May 14 and 15, 1863, reported at Camp Parole,
ﬁ:rygnml?y 15 and 16, 1863, and was sent to Convalescent Camp, Virginia,

’l'ia Burgeon-General reports that ‘‘ there are no records of City Ioint, Va.,
on file prior to June 20,1864, and no records of regimenton file."”

John Craig, the examining surgeon, in his report of date of March 18,1878,

says:

“The me bone of the rl‘ghl. forearm has been badly shattered and is
now united so at the place of union the bone is bent outward, the fingers
bent so that he can not p anything firmly, which disables him from per-
forming much manual r with that hand.”

The evidence shows the claimant to have been & sound, healthy man before
the battle of Chancellorsville, and that down to this time he has remained a
crippled, disabled man. The claim has been rejected at the Pension Oflice, but
the of the e i drawing this report is unable to state from the
papers the ground of the rejection,
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Your committee believe this to be.a most meritorious case, and therefore rec-
ommend that the bill do p%wﬂh an amendment tothe billand the title thereto,
by changing the word ** McGlynn ” in the title and the same word in the sixth
line of the bill to the word “* MeGlen."

The amendment of the committee was agreed to.

Mr. WALLACE. Myr. Chairman, the ers in this case, it seems
fo me, show very elearly the reason why the Pension Office did not
grant the application of this soldier. He was captured at Chancellors-
ville and fifteen or eighteen days a was and the
records show that there was no evidence of disability whatever at the
time of the exchange. I have also seen a letter from the Surgeon-Gen-
eral, who says there is no record at any of the camp hospitals around
the city of Washington at that time to indicate that he was present.
If he got this wound in his wrist at Chancellorsville, he certainly would
have been in some of these hospitals and there would have been some
record of it.

I think this is not & bill we should act upon. The case, according to
the records as I have looked at them in the papers in the Pension Office,
is decidedly weak; and the additional testimony of the Surgeon-Gen-
eral saying this man was not in any of these hospitals within thirty
days after the battle of Chancellorsville is a strong indication that the
wound was received at some other time. Amo: js no
claim madeat the commencement of this period when he returned from
Chancellorsville of the wound in the wrist, which is the only one on
which this application is based. I ask that the case be over.

Mr. PETERS. A considerable portion of the facts set forth in the
report come within my own knowledge. I was brigaded with the One
hundred and thirty-sixth New York Regiment at Chancellorsville. I
was one of the men ordered to strap and go out on a recon-

naissance in the direction of Spottsylvania Court House, some of our | parol

company being left to guard the. knapsacks. Our brigade, under the
command of General Barlow, was directed to make this reconnaissance
and it to General Birney. Thus far I can verify the statements
madein this report.

The evidence, as I understand it, is overwhelming that this soldier
received this injury as he claimed in his application, and also that he
received the wound. The evidence is also overwhelming that he was
taken prisoner. Those who were there at that time and who were con-
nected with this brigade and the Eleventh Corps know that Jackson
made his attack on the right of Howard’s corps, rushed in upon the
Eleventh Corps when their guns were stacked, drove them back in utter
confusion, and eaptured all of these knapsacks and the greater portion
of the soldiers left to gnard them. I know as far as my regiment was
concerned, and so far as every regiment connected with the brigade was
concerned, we never saw our kna again.

I listened to the evidence with some ecare, because the moment the
One hundred and thirty-sixth New York Regiment was mentioned my
interest was aroused in the matter, as I served with that regiment nearly
three years. That evidence is overwhelming as to the facts set forth
in the application of the claimant; and the great wonder to me is why
this application wasnot granted at the Pension Department. Certainly
if ever there was a case in which the injury to the soldier and the
wound are clearly established by the testimony not only of officers but
of privates, this issucha case. One of the affidavits made here is by the
man who was afterward lientenant-colonel of the regiment, but who
was at that time captain of Company I. He makes an affidavit as to
the material facts set forth in the application. It seems tomeif there
ever was a case where all the facts necessary to the granting of a pen-
sion have been established by overwhelming i , not by one affi-
davit or the evidence of one person, but by the evidence of five or six
parties, it is this case. -

The gentleman from Lonisiana [Mr. WALLACE] makes the point
that there is no record in any of the hospitals of this man having been
treated. There is the evidence of one man who was captured after-
ward at Fredericksburg, I believe, and who saw this man in prison.

Mr. CUTCHEON. And saw his wound dressed.

Mr. PETERS. Yes; and saw his wound dressed in Libby prison.
He saw a surgeon of the confederate army dress his wound.

It seems to me that must have escaped the attention of the gentle-
man from Louisiana. That not only corroborates the evidence of the
witnesses who testified to the capture of this man and to his receiv-
ing his injury, but brings the evidence up until after the time of capt-
ure. The mere fact that he might not have had a hospital record
after exchange should not outbalance the weight of the evidence of
these witnesses who testified to hisreceiving his wound and being capt-
ured and the evidence of the man who testified to his wound being
dressed in Libby prison. It seems to me this case should never have
come here to ask the equitable interposition of Congress. The appli-
cation should have heen granted at the Pension Department; butas it
was rejected there and is now before us for action, it seems to me it
ought to be allowed.

Mr.SAWYER. Having introduced thisbill and drawn the ac-
mmﬂsuying it, I would like to say somethingin s:ﬂrt of it. Butin
the first place I would like to ask the gentleman Louisiana what
he said with reference to the letter from the Surgeon-General. I did
not hear him distinctly.

Mr. WALLACE. Among the papers was a letter from the Surgeon-

General, which stated no such name as that of this soldier is to be found
among the records of Camp Parole or other hospitals around the city
of Washington.

Mr. SAWYER. I think if the gentleman had examined all the pa-
pers he would have found that he is laboring under a mistake.

Mr. WALLACE. I did examine all the papers.

Mr. SAWYER. Becanse I think he w have found that the re-
mark of which he has spoken refers to another person, and not to this
claimant.

The gentleman will find among the papers on record a report from
the Adjntant-General’s Office showing that this man was reported
missing in action May 1, 1863, and was afterward returned as an ex-

ged prisoner of war.

Mr. WALLACE. Af what date was he returned as an exchanged
prisoner ?

Mr:; SAWYER. I can not tell without stopping to look at the
record.

Mr. WALLACE. Ithinkitwason the 24th of the same month, about
three weeks after he was reported missing.

Mr, SAWYER. In the first place, then, the statement from the Ad-
jutant-General’s Office shows that this man was reported as missing at
the battle of Chancellorsville, and that subsequently io that he was
returned as an exchanged prisoner. Now he could not have been re-
turned as an exchanged prisoner unless he had been taken prisoner.

Mr. WALLACE. Does it say anything about his being wounded
when he was returned as an exchanged prisoner?

Mr. BAWYER. Probablynot. Therecord of prisoners of war shows
that he was captured at Chancellorsville on May 1, 1863; that he was
ed at City Point May 14 and 15, reported at Camp Parole on the
15th and 16th, and was sent to the convalescent camp May 20.

So, from the records of the Adjutant General’s Office we have the
facts that he was reported missing and returned a paroled prisoner,
and from the other official records of the Government we have the
facts of his capture and his return, and also the significant fact that he
was senf to the convalescent camp, which it seems to me would not
have happened if the man at that time had been free from wounds or
disability. The Su.r%?o -General’s Office reports that there are mo
records on file of the City Point Hospital prior to June 20, 1864, and
it was prior to that time that this man was taken to that An-
other significant fact appears, that is, that there are no hospital rec-
ords of that regiment on file.

To go back, this man was taken prisoner in May, 1863. Dr. Hovey, '
who was the of the regiment, swears in his affidavit that he
treated him in the summer of 1863 for an injury to his shoulder and
wrist, which he claimed to Liave received at the battle of Chancellors-
ville. Therefore this treatment was after that battle. It appears that
the man had a wound in the wrist, which the evidence shows he had
received, and we have the evidence of the surgeon that he treated him
for that injury several times, and continued to treat him for the injury
to the wrist down to 1878. It appears from the testimony of the cap-
tain of the company, who afterward became its lientenant-colonel, and
from the testimony of the orderly seﬁamt.,thatthismhnm detailed
by the company, when they were on the reconnoissance which has been

mcfby the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], to take care of

e knapsacks.

-The man himself makes oath that he was taken prisoner at that time.
We have the testimony of another man that he was present at the time
this claimant was taken prisoner and saw him taken. We have the
testimony of another that he was thereat the timeand saw him wounded,
saw him throw up his gun, raise his hand, and exclaim that he was shot.
Then we have the testimony of another man that he saw him at Libby
prison, saw him in a wounded condition there, and saw his wound
dressed by a rebel surgeon.

I can not imagine how you can make a case than is made
here. The man was placed by the proper officer in charge of the bag-
gage; the confederates upon him while he was there and took
him prisoner; he was shot in the wrist, taken prisoner, and taken to
Libby prison, where his wounds were dressed by a confederate sur-
geon, as shown by the evidence, and he appeared in the camp, as ap-
pears by the official record, and it is shown that he has been in a crip-
pled condition ever since. I think I recollect the paper to which the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] refers, and my recollection
is that it relates to another person, one of the witnesses in the case, not
to the claimant.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to receive a
message from the Senate. ¢

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, in-
formed the Honse that the Senate had agreed to the reportof the com-
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2113) grant-
ing a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young.

The message further informed the House that the Senate had agreed
to the report of the committee of conferenceon the disagreeing votesof
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to thebill (H. R. 5366)
to construct a road to the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn.
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The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7627)
providing for the construetion of the light-house supply steamer for the
Atlantic and Gulf coasts.

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted npon
its amendments numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (H. R,
8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatwes.

JAMES M'GLEN.

The Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar re-
sumed its session.

Mr. SAWYER. AsI was saying, Mr. Chairman, the evidence dis-
clpses the fact that this man, then a sound and healthy man, was
standing at the post of duty by the command of his superior officer.
‘We show him taken prisoner, a wounded man. We show him with
his wounds being dressed in the prison of the enemy. We show him
returning to his regiment and going to the convalescent camp. We
show the surgeon of his regiment treating him for the very wound
which we prove by two other witnesses he received at Chancellorsville,
It appears from the records of the Department that this disability
still continues. Now, I can noti ine how a stronger case can be
made out than this. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’” “Vote!']

Mr. WALLACE. There is noquestion, I su , in the mind of any
one that this man was captured and taken to hby prison, but there
is no evidence at all that he was shot in the battle of Chancellorsville.
If he had been, he would be entitled to a pension from Congress unless
he had already received it throngh the Pension Office. But the testi-
mony does not show that he was hurt otherwise than being injured in
the shoulder by a falling Io%zawmch was only a temporary injury and
one of very small moment, from which he had evidently recovered by
the time he was exchanged and returned to his regiment, fifteen or
twenty days afterward. But as the man seems to have been wounded
during the period that the war lasted, and as I feel that {0 be a justi-
fication for giving him a pension, I do not desire to be captious, and
will withdraw my objection.

Mr. SAWYER. Now, if the gentleman will on me, I will call
his attention—— [Cries of *“ Vote!’? ** Vote!"’

The question being taken, the bill as amended was laid aside to be
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

STEPHEN SAUER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bﬂl (H. R. 5038)
for the relief of Stephen Sauer.

The CHAIRMAN. Thisblll,hanngn.ireadypamdtheﬂ ‘has
been returned from the Senate with an amendment, which will beread.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the words *Stephen Saucr,” in line 6, insert ‘“‘dependent father of
George Sauer."

Mr, MATSON. I move that the bill be reported to the House with
a recommendation that the amendment of the Senate be econcurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

ROBERT POTTS.

Tha next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 911b)
granting a pension to Robert Potts.

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed
over informally, as the frgn ting it is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. there be no objection the bill will be laid aside
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

CYRA L. WESTON.
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8310)

granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston.
The bill was read, as follows:
Beit enacted, &¢., That the S tary of the Int by
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyra I.. Weston, dependent father
of William L. Weston, late a private in Company B, One hundred and twenty-
sixth Massachusetts Volunteers.

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
read, as follows:
After the words “ Company B, in line 7, strike out “ One hundred and.”

Mr. EDEN. I would like to hear the report in this ease.
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R
8310) granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston, submit the following report:

Cyra L, Weston's claim as dependent father of William L.
Company B, Twenty-sixth M; ‘husetts Volunteers, was rejeeted by the Pen-
mon Office “‘on the ground that the nature of soldier's fatal disease and its

'?,n in line of duty ean not be shown; also, that while a prisoner he enlisted
ill e rebel service, '

The records of the War Department show llmt at the age of eighteeu the sol-
dier enlisted as a private in the third
cavalry. He was enrolled on the 12th day of November, 1861 and was dis-
charged at New Orleans, La., June 16, 1862, on surgeon’s mtiﬂcﬂeofdlmhimy,
which contains the mllowing statement:

and 1 is, author-

‘eston, private |.

“ Ever since the ¥ was mounted, February 25, 15862, he has essayed to
mount and drill and do service as a trooper, but has invariably failed, owing
to ; has never done one day’s mounted duty ; in consequence, in my
opinion, never can be fit for mvuh'y

Jnmmry 8, 1864, he enlisted as rivate in the Twenty-sixth Massachusetts
Regiment; was capturedat i.he e of Cedar reek. Virginia, October 19, LH-I
Prisoner of war records show him captured as abo at Rich
Va., October 23, 1864, and sent to Salisbury, N. C., Nnvembar 4, 1351. where he
enlisted in the rebel army; dale not given. Paroled at N. E. Ferry, North Car-

olina, March . Final statement by com ny commander reports him died
iuUB‘ h\.ieaAn:ny 1 hospital, Wilmington, N, C., March 17, 1865, of
causes not stated.

Two special examinations were ordered in this case. The first was by D. J.

Safford, special mmﬁuer. who examined claimant and witnesses in his vicinity,
and whose report bears date April 6, 1885. In this rt he says:
* From a careful study of all the evidence I am of inion that the claim

is meritorious. Though the evidence as to dependence is not slrong,

the feeble condition of the claimant’s wife, as shown, I think it should be ac-
cepted (Safford gives the names and addresses of several comrades who should
be seen). As the names of others of the company and regiment, who were in
prison with him,and in their examination the question of his enlisting in the
rebel service should be- inquired into, although I place very little reliance on
that portion of the record, from the fact that, apparently, he died in consequence
of exposure in prison.”

The second examination was by 8. J. Davis, special examiner, whose report
bears date June 19,1885, He examined such comrades of soldier as he was able
to reach, touching the points of his disabililies in the service and his enlistment
into the ‘rebel army, and says in his report:

“While I may and do presume that if the real facts could be proved the claim
would be allowed, nevertheless proof and not presumption must decide the

*case.”

The testimony of Orville W. Boolh and Frmwis W. W uot.ls shows him to have
had chronic diarrhea in his dservice, the testi of the former touching
l.he time before he was taken prisoner, and that of the lntter while in Salishury

Tha testimony of the Iatter also has a bearing upon his enlistment into the
rebel , inasmueh as he saw =oldier in prison and conversed with him as late
as about middle of January.

There is nothing to indicate upon what information the War Department ree-
ord is based. It will be observed the date of alleged enlistment is unknown
andd so stated. If it is correct, it must have been some time in the period of six
or seven weeks between the middle of January and the 3d day of March, This

commiltee are of op ftom the facts develo that the aceuracy of the
record is open, to sa to very grave doubts, with the probabilities very
strongly against

it. I&isa matter of common knowledge that many prisoners
who are charged on the War Department records with this dishonorable act
never in fact enlisted in the rebel army or entered the rebel service. We are of
that this is a case of that character. The fact that he was paroled asa
of war and sent into our lines is to our minds eonclusive on this point.
It is not reaso to assume that if in the rebel service he would have been
paroled. That act of the rebel authorities mo?’ub:ed him a.s a ‘Unlml
soldier in good stan . and is in itself a refutation o the charge that he had
enlisted in theirarmy. ere heliving he might be able to clear n ﬂns adverse,
and we think unjust, record. But he died in the at Wilmington, and
the record stands, which we are eonvinced is a great injustice to the memory of
a soldier who gave hla lifeto t.ha serviee of his country.
From all the fa rounding the case there can be no rea-
sonable doubt that his death was the result of his prison life-and its attendant

md
- face to face, were impressed that
the eln.m was muntoriomif the mnI ﬁ.etl could be develoj
e Sain fi Dipe i o W e Ll o s
one can m ie!

The claimant is poor, old, and infirm, has lost one eye, and but for the bar
heretofore discussed has shown a meritorious claim. Inview of all the mrcum-
stances surrounding his non’spdaonmeord.thedwb{ameeminghm
enlistment in the rebel service, and his death, we think the Government may

.

1y waive the objections standin, api.nst the allowance of this claim.
% therefore report lhs bill to the House with a recommendation that it be
by striking out the words ‘‘ one hundredand,” in line 7, and that as so

amendad the bill do pass.
The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was

to.
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

DUFF GREEN REED.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8296)
to remove the political disabilities of Duff Green Reed.

Mr. W I ask for the consideration of this bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Represeniatives of the United Stales of
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That
all political disabilities imposedrl.)'dy the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu-
tion of the United States be, the same ave hereby, removed from Dufl
Green Reed.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

JAMES CARLIN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6314)
to increase the pension of James Carlin.
The bill was read, as follows:

RBe it enaeted, dc., That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby directed to in-
crease the on of James Carlin, late a private in Company I, Third Regiment
Vermont Volunteers, and now on the pension-roll, to $0 a month,

An amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
read, as follows:

In ].Ine 6 strike out " fifty " and insert **forty.”

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent thst we adppt this even-
ing the method of proceeding which has been pursued on several pre-
vious evenings—that when a bill has been read by its title, unless
some member asks for its consideration, it be laid aside informally
withont losing its place on the Calendar.

Mr. HAYNES. I would like to have this case considered.
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Mr. PERKINS. Of course I have no objection to the consideration
of this case; but I ask that the arrangement I have be made.

Mr. WINANS. Tohject. Let the bills be considered regularly in
their order.

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the bill just read is be-
fore the Committee of the Whole for consideration ?

The CHAIRMAN. Itis.

Mr. EDEN. Let the report be read.

The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows :

James Carlin was a private in Company F, Third Vermont Regiment. Helost
his left leg above the knee at the battle of the Wilderness, for which he draws
& pension of §30 permonth. This bill prop to iner is p to per
month. The Pension Office has no authority to increase his pension beyond
the present rate, unless that degree of he l?lmneaa is shown which would en-
title himtoa $50rating. His pmentoondi on isshown by the affidavits of Drs,
Mom and Holden, w ich are appended as a part of this report. They disclose

¥ M.ump which renders his disability much greater than usually
tol.lows similar amputations, It has been the policy of Congress to grant an in-
crease in this of cases—to recognize the increased disability which results
from diseased stumps, and tomake proper allowance therefor—which the Pen-
sion Office is not permitted to do. The certificates hereto appended do not in-
diecate a disability which 1d entitle clai t to a §50 rating, but we think he
is equitably entitled to more than he at present receives.
e therefore recommend that the bill be amended so as to increase his pen-
sion to §40 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass.

1, Frederick L. Morse, of Windsor, in the county of Windsor, on oath depose
and say that I am a practicing physician, and.a graduate of medicine Irom the
University of Michigan in the yenrlm and commenced to pn.etlee m‘ipmfu-
sion in said Windsor in1872; that I immediately b i
Carlin, & harness maker and repairer, who had lost his left leg at the middle
lhi.rtl of the I.hig-h and have been fnmilim' with him and his troubles since my
firs The st of said leg troubled him continually and was
l:onhnuu! painfal, with either a constant discharge or greparmg for a dis-
charge. His stump ?ve him so much trouble that it was thought best to oper-
ate with the hope of affording him relief. Therefore, on the Sth day of Octo-
ber, 1874, the operation proposed was done. The bone was laid bare on the
end, when we found it wes ¥ enl. , being of a round and somewhat
oval shape; white, hard, an constil.ul’.ing within itself a diseased condition.
It was not thought best to further expose Lhe bone to search for dead or dis-
eased bone, and after the removal of a small piece of the enlarged extremity
with the hope of induecing a reduction of its size by absorption, the operation
was completed. He made a very quick and recovery from the operation,
the stump healing rapidly. It soon broke out again, however, and the suppu-
rating discharge has continued ever since with all the oldsymptoms greatly ag-
gravated at times, There is a constant sore on the extremity of the stump, or
on the side near the end, accompanied by a great deal of pain.
I can swear positively that his stump has had a badly d
1 first knew him in 1872. His condition is such as would oblige him to refrain
from labor absolutely unless it were of a kind that would not interfere with the
ﬂumca at all. It is my opinion that, taking the work he attempts to do as a
rd of judgment, his disability is fully one-half. I have no interest in any
tlaim Mr. Carlin may make or is making for nsion.
CK L. MORSE.
Subscribed and sworn to this 25th day of February, A. D. 1886, before me,
FRED. 'ADY, Nolary Public,
1, Clarence P, Holden, of Windsor, county of Windaor and State of Vermont,
do dapose and sa{ that I am ng'mdlum in medicine of the New York Homeo-
pathic Medical College; that I have been engaged in the practice of my prufen-
smn ten yvears, and that 1 have known James Carlin, of Windsor, since No
t the said James Carlin has a diseased stump, ruulung from an am-
pumion in the middle third of the thigh; that the stump is greatly enlarged,
and there isa {:sc!&oe near the end of the stump from which pus is alinost con-
smntiy belng d barged That the disease consistsof h hy of the bone,
with tion and uleeration ; an flmger. that I have
1mted the sa.[tlemeu Carlin at various times since Novemherl 1582, and at one
time when he was confined to his house and bed for about two weeks, And,
further, that the above-described disease is a source of almost constant pain
and su&enng. frequently requiring the care of physician and attendant, and
inm itates him from all except very light manual labor, and many times is
inmpac\tmd from Performtnz any labor whatever. That since my ac-
quaint.lmw and p b as aforesaid in November, 18582,
with said Jamcs (hrli.n his general health ami streng‘l.h have suffered a marked
deterioration; and, further, that,in said J Carlin, by reason
of the above-described disease and dimb:lity shuuld receivea pension of at least

$60 per month.
CLARENCE P. HOLDEN,

Sworn to and subscribed before me thu 224 day uf Fe'bru.n "A. D, 1886,

[sEAL] 308, 0. ENRIGHT, Notary Public.

The amendment reported by the committes was ngreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass. %

ELLEN SADLER. =

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1492) for
the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler.

The bill was read, as follows:

Bs il enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author-
jzed and directed to rlaoe on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Sadler, sister of
%ol;n Sadler, formerly of Company E, Sixty-eighth Rﬁ.‘lment of Pennsylvania

olunteers,

An amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
add to the bill the words ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month,’’ was read.

Mr. WALLACE. Let the report be read.

The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1492)
for the relief of Ellen Badler, sister of John Sadler, anbmit the following re-

rh:
po‘l‘his committee have enmined the pa.pcrs in th!s n.mi find they full
substantiate the st of the Senate repo is no direct evi-
denee of the soldier's oe]itncy the M disnl.omd of mre of soldier by mother
and sister, and will of soldier making his sister eole legatee, and report of Com-
missioner of Pensions that no claim been filed in soldier's name, establish
his celibacy to our satisfaction. We append the Senate report and recommend

bone it it since

the passage of the bill with the following amendment: After the word " volun-
teers,” in the sixth I.i.ne of the printed bill, insert * and pay he: a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.”

The claimant, Ellen Sadler, is a sister of John Sadler, formerly of Company E,
Sixty-eighth Re;lmon& Pennsylvania Volunteers. No claim was ever madeé be-
fore the Pension Depa.rlment., because this case does not come within the pro-
visions of ngenenl

The following letter from the Adjutant-General's Office gives the service of the

soldier :
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, April 9, 1886,

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith a letler from the Senate Committee
on Pensions, requesting the military record of John Sadler,as of Company E,
Sixty-eighth Pennsylvania. Volunt and, with_instroctions
thereon, to report that the records of this oﬂlco show that John J. Sadler was
enrolled August 13,1862, at Philadelphia, Pa., and mustered into service Septem-
ber 1,1862, to serve 'three years as a private in Company E, Sixty-eighth Penn-
sylvania Volunteers tlmt he served therein to Janunary 13,1863, when he was
di.sehaggd on surgeon'’s certificate of disability at Camp P[tcher. Virginia, be-

cause inguinal hernia of right side, contracted about five days ago whileon
duty." In said certificate the company commander also certifies that* John J.
Sadler has been a. and attentive soldler and has had good health since his

enlistment until the 30th December, 1862, whun he was first attacked with this
disease, supposed to have been brought on by wearing a cartridge-box.”
1 have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
J. C. KELTON,
! Acting Adjutant-General,
The SBECRETARY OF WAR,

It appears from the evidence before your committee that the soldier was dis-
charged for disability contracted in the service, which disability continued nntil
his death, The certificates of physicians areon file with the papers. The testi-
mony of comrades and others corroborates the evidence as to the incurrence of
the disability in the service and its continuance since. The evidence is that the
soldier, after his d rge, was unable to do any work whatever, and that his
mother and sister were compelled to support him; thatafter his mother’s death
the burden of such suppore ll on hm 8 sler, Ellen Sadler, and that she did her
duty until disabled I:g gn This paralysis still continues, and it
further appears that this sister is left in the most destitute circumstances, The
soldier died at the Pennsylvania Hospital.

Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier died from the result of dis-
ease contracted in the service, and that his sister, who, it ap , is his only
surviving relative and now utterz destitute, should receive from the Govern-
ment some assistance which will in some measure take the place of that which
the soldier would no doubt have contributed were he now alive and in ]food
health, We therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that it do

pass.

Mr. WALLACE. Idesire toinquire whether it is cnstomary to grant
pensions to the sisters of soldiers who have died in the war—whether
there are any precedents for it ?

Mr. HAYNES., There are scores of precedents. My impression is
there are probably adozen in thisCongress. ‘Where the sister has been
dependent on the soldier and where she is suffering under disability,
whereshe is crippled, blind, or otherwise incapacitated for earning a live-
lihood, it is the invariable practice for Congress to grant relief.

Mr. PETTIBONE. That has been the practice for years.

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to.

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass.

THOMAS WALSH.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 84s1)
granting a pension to Thomas Walsh.
Tha bill was read, as follows:

it enacted, That the Secretary of the Inlerior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita-
tions of the pension laws, the name of Thomas W late of Company F, Sev-
enty-fourth ment of New York Volunteers,

Mr. WALLACE, I ask for the reading of the report.

The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 8481)
granting a pension to Thomas Walsh, ‘have had the same under consideration,

and beg leave to submit the following report :
Thomas Walsh, or Wallsh, enlisted as private in Company F, Seventy-fourth

New York Voluuwern, Janes 1861, was captured in action at ndy Station,
Va., November 27, 1863, confined in prisons at Ri d and And mville
unl.:l led, November 21 , 1864, and mustered out January 10, 1865,

mant has been in the smploy of the Government in this city ever since
dlrgcha until r ly,when he b physically disqualified from perform-
ing hlu duties. In October, 1835, he applied for pension,alleging that he con-
tracted kidney disease and enlargement of right testicle while prisoner of war.
His condition two weelks after application for pension been made may be
best described by copying the report of Examining Surgeon Tyler, who was di-
rected to make the examination at elaimant's home :

‘*He is unable to make a statement, by reason of his present condition,in-
telligibly, or walk withount the aid of another person. It is stated that pnrslynu

rretf inJune, 1885, Heart'saction very irregular and intermittent ; impulse
feeble ; is pale; @dema of the ankles, and suffers from valvular lesions of
the heart. The right testicle is enlarged ; testicular sensation deadened; has
chronie orchitis. Nothing definite as to causa can be obtained. Urine examined
and found to contain a certain t of , but no alk discow
under testand no distinet evidence of kidney disease. e suffers from hemi-
legia on right side; contractions of fingers of right hand; ean not articulate,
Elmblhby {from orchltis one-half.”

In support of this claim the following evidence has been filed :

John T, Smith, passed assistant engineer United States Navy, testifies—

**That lm has been acquainted with claimant sinece 1865, about the time of his
d e. He was then suffering with kidney disease and disease of the testi-
cles, and to affiant's personal knowledge continued to suffer therefrom until
now he has become entirely helpless, It was well understood at the ume affiant
first formed claimant’s acquaintance that said di were ted while a
prisoner of war,”

Kate E. Schmalhoff testifies :

“That she has known claimant since about 1871, when he came to her house
and occupied a room there about six years. About six months after coming
there he was taken sick with troubles of kidneys and urina?v Organs; was very
sick for about seven months, During the last two years of his residence with
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affiant he was in comparatively good health, but always oomplnined of the old
trouble, which he attributed to hard.ships while prisoner of war,’

Dr. F. Donohue testifies—

** That in 1872 or 1873 he was called to treat claimant for a severe case of or-
chitis, and his history was to the effect that he was captured by Mosby’s cav-
quy, and mnunted barebacked on a tall, bouy mule, on which he was taken to
Rich d, which 1 the disability."

Dr. G, L. Mazmder mt:ﬂu—

# That. het tfor

(h]vin B. Walker, late depuly testifies—

That he was one of claimant's attorneys; that claimant is totally helpless
p‘hynimlly and is almost demented; that he has so completely lost his mind
that he wholly unable to furnish his attorneys with the necessary informa-
tion to enable them to obtain the required evidencs to establish the ortgln of
his diseases in the service; that affiant is unable to obtain such information
from other soureces, but that he hassuch kunowledge of the case as to satisfy him
of the merit of the claim,”

Claimant has an excellent reputation in the city in which he has lived and
filled important trusts for over twenty years past. His present unfortunate
condition came upon him so suddenly after years of suffering as to preclude the
possibility of procuring the evidence n. to establish his claim under the
general pension law, It is true the evidence is meager, but what has been fur-
nished is of the highest character, and can not he ignored by your ittee,

iplegia of right side and aphonia sinee June,

faal of 1 l

The bill was read, as follows:

Be “mudat dte.,, That the Secretary of the Interior.be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to place on the Pansion-mll the name of Catharine Lani-
gan, mo&hsr of John Lanigan, late mpany K, Twenty-third Illinois Vol-
unteers, in the late war, at the rate of $50 per month, from and after
of this act, in lieu of the pension she is now reeeiving

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read:
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 8. 2349, sub-
mit the following report:

The Senate Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 776)
granting arrears of ion to Catharine Lanigan, reported as follows:

“That Catharine was pensioned at the rate of $15 per month from
March 18,1882, as depeuri t mother of John Lanigan, who served as second
lieutenant of Oumpnny E Twentﬁ—thnﬂ Tllinois Volunteers, and who died -
tember 11,1881, A very thorough examination of this claim was made by
Pension 0!&130 and the fact that the soldier died from causes originating in um
service was medlml!y established. The dependence of the mother upon the
sou during his life is shown, and it also appears that she has been bed-ridden

the passage

r
“i[rs Lamgnn s? now eighty-one years of age, haslong been a hel leau invalid,

The soldier’s services were longand faithful. For twelve monl.hs ho Was con-
fined in Southern prisons. Within a month after release he was mustered out

and is d t upon tbe pension allowed. her and exertions
ol’ her l.wo duughteru ‘Her title to a sion having been mr.i.sfnﬂorily estab-
fore the Pension Office, and the rating allowed under the general laws

of service. Hence no record of treatment. If he was treated for hls disabilities
in the service the fact can not be shawn by parol evidence, That he has suf-
fered from diseases reasonably e to exposure of prlsou life ever since

is elearly shown. ‘Under all tlm ciroumstances your committee are
indl to give so worthy a claimant the benefit of any doubt as to origin,and
therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass,

Mr. HIESTAND. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. WALLACE. I object to this bill. The report does not state
any good reason why the pension should be granted. Almostany man
will have liver troubles or something of that sort if he lives long
enough. Twenty years after the close of the war this does not seem
to be a case where a pension should be granted.

Mr. MATSON. I askthe gentlemanfrom Louisiana not to object to
this bill. Since it was reported by the committee an affidavit has béen
brought and filed with the committee furfishing additional proof. This
man is in a helpless condition. He was a prisoner of war a long time
under aggravating circumstances. I do not think there is any doubt
about his disability or that it was incurred in the service. The fact that
he withheld his application until a late day is not to be taken against
him. The report shows he held a Government position and that he
felt delicacy in applying for a pension while he occupied that Govern-
ment position.

He is so helpless that he has to be assisted when he walks. I think
this bill should be allowed to be reported to the Hounse mth the recom-
mendation that it do

Mr, GROSVENOR. Iask the gentleman from Indiana whether it
is not almost utterly impossible to comply with the regulations of the
department as to furnishing facts.

Mr. MATSON. Not always. ]

Mr. GROSVENOR. Almost always.

Mr. MATSON. The Pension Office is liberal in such eases.

Mr, GROSVENOR. Is it not almost impossible in such cases to
make strict proof ?

Mr. MATSON. Ifis. Additional proof has been filed in this mse
I will say to my friend from Ohio. I move the bill be laid aside to be
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. -

Mr. WALLACE. Does thisadditional evidence bear on the fact this
trouble came from service in the Army? x

Mr. MATSON. Recently he ran across a friend who had been in
prison with him. His son-in-law filed that testimony with the com-
mittee last Friday. .

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is there any evidence to show this party was
not suffering with this disease prior to his enlistment in the Army.

Mr. MATSON. I do not remember enough of the case to answer the
gentleman’s question.

Mr. HIESTAND. He could not have entered the service if he had
been suffering with the disease. .

Mr. CUTCHEON. The presumption of law is in his favor, [Cries
of “Vote!” |

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass,

MRS, ANNA SCHIER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7983)
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Schier.

The bill was read.

Mr, SPRINGER. Read the report.

The report was read.

Mr. WALLACE. I object to this bill.

Mr. MATSON. I ask the bill be passed over informally. It wasin-
troduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwITT], who is not
present.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

CATHARINE LANIGAN,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 2349)
granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan.

being insufficient for kar maintenanee her helpless condition, the committee
1 this an 1 ease, which justifies special action ‘and the allow-
ance of a higher pension to Mrs, Laui&.n during the brief time that she can re-

ceive any benefit from the bounty of

“We tfmraforo rmmmond that the orl {;1-.1 bill (8. T‘ﬁ be indefinitely

ned, and the passage of the accompanying substitute h; 1, granting Mrs,
Rpo‘m a pension at the rate of §50 per month.”

Your committee find, on thorough examination of the papers in the case, the
facts to be substantiall h{;\s above set forth, to which we desire, however, to add
that the proofs show Major Lanigan to have been a most gallant soldier, who,
thou&h a great sufferer from disease contracted while in the Army, never during
his lifetime sought any relief from the Government. Indeed, your committee
are advised that but for physical disabilities incurred during four years’ service
as a volunteer in the war of the rebellion, Major Lanigan mightnow be holding
high rank in the regular Army, acaptain’ ‘scommission having been offered him
immediately after the war in appreciation of his gallant conduet, which he de-
clined for the reason that his health was already so far 1mpnired by the disease
from which he finally died as to render him unfit for active military duty.

He was practically the only support of hisaged, widowed, and nglm mol.her,
who, in the opinion of your comwmittee, is clear]y entitled to a pension adequate
to her comfortable support during the, at most, very few years she may reason-
ably be expected to survive,

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill,

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. One fact might be stated, as it does not
appear in this report It states this old lady, eighty-one years of age,
is supported by her two daughters. The truth is, one of these dangh-
ters is also an invalid, and therefore if this pension is granted it will
help to support two invalid ladies, one of whom is over eighty yearsof
age and has been confined to her room for over twelve years, bedridden
most of the time.

There is another fact which ought not to be forgotten. Major Lan-
igan was entitled to invalid pension and wonld have received it if he
had not been restrained by a noble feeling not to do so so long as he
could support himself. He could also have received arrears of pensions
much more in amount than the Treasury will be called upon to pay in
the way of pension to this old lady.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. BRAGG. I ask for a division.

Mr. LAWLER. Allow abrief statement to be made. This bill only
grants pension to an old lady eighty-two years of age.

Mr. BRAGG. The Chair put the question to the House, but hasnoi:
stated how the vote stands.

The committee divided; and therc were—ayes 62, noes 20.

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum.

The Chairappointed as tellers Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, and Mr. BRAGG.

Tha oommlbu:e again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55,

The CHAIRMAN. Has the point of no quorum been withdrawn?

Mr. MATSON. The point of no quorum has not been withdrawn I
understand.

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that thisbill may be laid
aside informally, retaining its place upon the Calendar.

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I merely rise to ask this question:
What is the object in doing that? We would rather use some effort to
induce gentlemen to compromise their objection to the bill, which cer-
tainly ought to pass.

Mr. MORRILL. This will simply delay all other pension business
to-night, unless some arrangement of the kind can be made. I yield,
however, to the gentleman from Illinois, who desires to make a re-
quest. :

Mr, NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I ask nnanimous consentthat this bill
be reported to the House with the understanding that it go over and
have a vote in the House on it.

Mr. BRAGG. I object.

The CHAIRMAN, Isthereobjection totherequestof the gentleman
from Kansas that it be laid aside informally, retaining its plaee on the
Calendar ?

Mr. BRAGG. I have no ohjection to that.

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I askunanimouscon-
sent to say a few words in reference to this bill. [Cries of ** Go on!?’]

I want to say simply in relation to this case that I have the honor to
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represent a part and parcel of the city of New York, and I happen to
* know the person, this aged lady, for whom this pension is intended.
I had oceasion to visit Chicago in 1884, at the time of the Democratic
convention, and visited the house of this old lady.

I saw for myself that she is aged and feeble, actnally bedridden,
eighty-one, nearly eighty-two years of dge, and that shehas a crippled
daughter, who is herself almost helpless. The resultof her unfortunate
circnmstances is that they have great difficulty in maintaining them-
selves. This old lady had a son, a most elegant young gentleman and
oneof the most promising young men who lived in Chicago, who went
into the war to defend the country and to keep it intact. Hereceived
woundsduaring hisservice in the Army that ultimately caused his death,
thereby leaving his aged mother in her helpless, feeble condition, not
only to care for herself, but in part for her crippled daughter.

I would say further, gentlemen, yon all remember the gallant Colonel
Mulligan, who lost his life in defending our flag. You must remember
him well. His name is in the history of this country. This Colonel
Mulligan, who was killed on the field of battle, died in the arms of this
gallant young man, whowhen he left the war left it as Major Lanigan.
He won for himself honor and distinction in his country’s service.

Now this is simply doing an act of charity to a most worthy lady who.

has claims upon us; and charily, you know, covers a multitude of sins.
With charity to all and malice foward none I hope this Congress will
grant this little relief, which i3 only an act of justice after all to this
old lady, so as to care for her in her helplessness in the few remaining
days she has to live.

I hope nobody will demur to the passage of this bill. Further, I de-
sire to say that if Major Lanigan had demanded what he was entitled
to from the General Government on account of the wounds he received
and the service rendered during the war he would have been entitled
to at least four or five thousand dollars. All who know of his services
will bear witness to their importance during the war of the rebellion.
He neaver aceepted a cent, not a farthing, from the Government, and all
we ask you to do now is to take care of his poor old crippled mother.
This is a piece of generosity, a piece of Christian charity on the part of
the House, and I am sure there will be no objection to passing the bill
if the facts are understood.

Mr. PETTIBONE. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. PETTIBONE. Do you tell the House that Major Lanigau, if he
had applied for a ion, was himself entitled to a pension ?

Mr. BRAGG. you want to make a speech on this subject?

Mr. PETTIBONE. No; I want to know the facts of the case.

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. He wasentitled toapension. The
Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, knows the facts. But he
never got a penny.

I sincerely hope my friend from Wisconsin will not insist upon his
objection in thiscase. My friend came from New York himself, and I
hope he will do thisact of kindness now to this poor old lady. I appeal
to my friend General BRAGG to withdraw his objection. I do not see
how he can insist upon it in such a case. It wonld be unworthy of the
flag he followed so gallantly to refase this pension.

Mr. BRAGG. I do not know that it would be quite possible to do
it except I bear in mind that in my own State there are widows whose

thers and great were in the war of the Revolu-
tion, whose fathers and grandfathers were in the war of 1812, and
whose fathers, hushands, brothers, and sons were in the war of 1861,
and with all of that glorious record Congress says that they are enti-
tled to $12 a month.

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I am not demurring to anything
you ask for your constituents. [Laughter and applause. i If you will
bring forward any of your people that you want to grant pensions to,
or want to aid, I promise you now that I will not be a party to inter-
fere. On the contrary, I will help to get a pension for your constitu-
ents or any person youmay represent. I ask gentlemen of this House,
I ask my friend of old from New York, in view of the fact that this
is the only speech I have made, and perhaps the lasts I will ever
make in this House, for I am no speech-maker, to permit this bill to be
laid aside with a favorable recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no guorum insisted on ?

Mr. BRAGG. When I object to a bill I do not object to it for fun
or for the purpose of whi.li.u% away time. In such a case I always
think I have a good ground for objection; and in this case I have no
earthly doubt that the objection is a properone. We can not afford to
commence establishing precedents of granting pensions of $50 a month
to old ladies who may have been dependent onsons who lost their lives
or had their health injured during the war. Wehave had too much of
that special legislation. If anything is to be done in that direction,
let it be done by general law. Do not let us at one leap go from the
highest notch of pension which the officer himself conld have drawn—
$15 a month—a lientenant’s pension, to give his mother $50 a month,
which is higher than any pension known to pension law.

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin this
question.

The CHAIRMAN. All thisis proceeding by unanimous consent.

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that

I know this family well, and I know the eircumstances in which they
are situated. Besides the aged mother, not only is one danghter crip-
pled, but both daughters are really dependent. [Cries of *‘ Regular or-
der!””] Iask unanimous consent to be heard for a few moments. I
do not want to take up time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none.

Mr, LAWLER. I do not wish to occupy more than a minute or
two. Friends of the family have been trying to get one of these de-
serving daughters something to do, but have not succeeded as yet in
accomplishing it. 'We can show by affidavits that this old lady is not
likely to live for any considerable length of time. If this ion
should be granted, when this old lady passes away thatwill be the end
of the bounty of the Government in this case. I will say to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin that we have come up here every Friday night
to vote pensions, and we have passed the bills because we believed they
were meritorious cases. 'And I will now say to the gentleman, if he
will not consent to a pension of $50, I ask him to agree to give some-
thing for the support of the aged mother of this gallant officer, whose
sisters also are dependent.

Mr, BRAGG. The gentleman from Illinois has to a large extent
based this case on the statement that this old lady is not likely to live
for any length of time. I will say this to him: I am willing to pay
her myself $°0. Will the gentleman from Illinois and the balance of
the Illinois delegation say the same thing and make up a purse for her?

Mr. LAWLER. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that
he can not give this lady $10 any soonmer than I will. But I do not
think it is & worthy proposition when we know that this man was a
gallant soldier, and that if he had not entered the war he could have
made a competence for his mother and sisters. And I will tell the gen-
tleman further that if money is to be given in that way to that family
we need not go out of the city of Chicago. When the members of that
family want charity they can get it there. It will not be necessary to
go to the State of Wisconsin.

This insulting proposition to this dying mother comes with a poor
grace from the gentleman from Wisconsin. I say to him Wisconsin
never will paya dollar toward hér support or toward her burial. Major
Lanigan left friends in Chicago who will take care of his mother and
of her crippled daughter when she passes away.

‘We have made every honorable proposition to the gentleman from
Wisconsin to induce him to withdraw his objection. We are willing
to put this pension at $25. Major Lanigan was entitled by right to
receive $5,000 from the Government, but he had too much pride toask

' a dollar. He worked in the state treasurer’s office till he was brought

to the grave. It is now asked that the Government contribute to the
support of this old lady while she lives,'which may be three months,
or six months, but probably not longer. I will say to the gentleman
from Wisconsin that I am willing to compromise on $20 a month.

Mr. BRAGG. When this is urged on the score of charity, I will say
I have no compromise to make. And when you talk of having a claim
of $5,000 against the Government that this officer might have got yon
might just as well say $25,000, for that involves but one word more.
And when you talk of the commission in the m%ﬂar Army which was
rejected, that is another thing that fleats throngh the air; that we hear
and donotisee. This sort of argument never obtains with me. I made
the objection in good faith because I am opposed to the establishment
of the precedent, and I shall insist upon it.

Mr. WADE. I call for the regular order.

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. PRICE. I desire to be permitted to make a brief statement.
[Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’]

Mr. PRICE. What is the regular order ?

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the request for unanimous
consent made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL] that this
bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. Is

there objection ?
Mr. RANDALL. I object. 8
Mr. MATSON. Irise to make to make a privileged motion. I move

that the committee do now rise.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 66, noes 14.

So the motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MoMILLIN having resumed
the chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the Private
Calendar under the special order had directed him to report to the
House sundry bills with various recommendations.

THOMAS WALSH.

The bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh, reported

favorably {from the Committee of the Whole, was ordered to be en-
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly

read the third time, and passed.

: CYRA L. WESTON.

The bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston, reported
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from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was taken up.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
and was accordingly read the third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is, Shall this bill pass ?

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, looking over the report in this case
I think this is another case that ought to be by. I donotthink
this is a proper bill for us to pass. It is not one in which the testi-
mony establishes the alleged facts. There is no evidence that this man
was at any time dependent upon his son.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. WALLACE] ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over
informally ?

Mr. HAY’WES Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire to say that
if the gentleman had listened to the report he would have found tlmt a
special examiner of the Pension Office (Mr. Safford, I believe), a very
careful and competent examiner, went to the home of this tand
examined witnesses face to face and made his report upon the very point
which the gentleman raises, the question of dependence, and reported
that the claim was a meritorious one. In fact, the only bar against the
claim in the Pension Office was this matter of the enlistment in the
confederate army.

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker
pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr., WALLACE. I call for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 2.

Mr. WALLACE. No guoram has voted.

Mr. DOCKERY. If thegentleman insists npon his point of no quo-
rum, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside informally,
retaining its present status.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
DocKEeRY ] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside, not los-
ing its status in the House. Is there objection?

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I object, Mr. Speaker. I am tired
of coming here night after night and seeing one or two men obstruct
the action of this House.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
HENDERSON | objects to the request of the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. DOCKERY].

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, CUTCHEON. Has this bill been read a third time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read a third time,
and the question now is upon its passage.
th:lt:ﬂlmmov I move the previous question on the passage of

The SPEAKER pro l'cmpore. The House is dividing upon the pas-
sage of the bill. 2

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that
the previous question be ordered on the passage of thisbill. That will
insure a vote upon it when there is a quornm to-morrow, and, that be-
ing done, we can proceed to the consideration of other business.

Several Mxmnms That is right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr
BRECKINRIDGE] asks unanimous consent that the previous question be
ordered upon the passage of the bill, and then that it be passed over
informall,

Mr. h[{'I'SO\T I object,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
MAnWN] objects. The question is on the passage of the bill, and the
point being made that no quornm has voted——

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o‘clock and 40 min-
utes p. m.) the House adjoumed.

' PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Franklin Saul, for increase of
g:nsion for soldiers who have lost arms and legs—to the Committee on

valid Pensions.

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition and papers in the case of Louis Lange
for relief—to the Committee on Military Aflairs.
By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of James Madison

‘Wells and of the estate of Joseph C. Lewis—to the Committee on War

Claims.

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Eastland County, Texas,
for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of ship-owners, ship-bunilders, and others,
relating to reciprocity treaty between the United States and Hawaiian
Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of W. R. Kent and others, citizens of
Ashkum, Ill., for relief of suffering by recent cyclone in Illinois—to
the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. PEEL: Papers in the claim of Avvey Marre, of Washington
County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Pefition of John Hartman (estate) and of C.
H. Hitt, of Hamlin County; and of Elijah Michael, of Mary Jane Hub-
bard, and of C. T. P. Jarnigan, of Jefferson Gou.nty, Tennessee, ask-
ing that their war claims be referred bothe(}onrhof Claims—to the
same committee.

By Mr. SMALL: Papers in the claim of of Vﬂlenenvc Le Blane, ot
West Baton Rouge, La.—to the same committee.

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of William A. Franklin, execn-
tor of J. B. Franklin, deceased, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, ask-
ing that his war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same
committee.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Nancy F. Middleton, widow,
for the removal of the charge of desertion against her deceased soldier
husband—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILLIS: Remonstrance of Col. O. IH. Stratton and others
against the Senate amendments to the Mexican pension bill—to the
Committee on Pensions.

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7837,
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for-
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla-
homa; of Senate bill openmg a portion of the great Sioux reservation
tosettlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United
Btates; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days
hohdays, and bribery; and of bill directing disbursement
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee
on the Public Lands:

By Mr. GREEN: Petition of Jacob Gardiner and 286 others, of Lewis
John.son and 30 others, of Martin Schuliten and 188 others, of Fred.
Hiller and 152 others, of John B. Lavender and 29 others, of Edward
Bilvers and 279 othexs, of Alfred Holmes and 49 others, of Joseph Morse
and 18 others, of Thomas J. Darricks and 24 others, of Charles Gibson
and 67 others, and of Edward Ball and 85 others, citizens of the third
district of New Jersey.

By Mr. RICE: Peutaon of J. N. Jones and 20 others, of G. M. Gal-
lager and 145 others, of J. A. Fuller and 26 others, and of James R.
Powers and others, citizens of the tenth district of Massachusetts.

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of 8. J. Sisson and
49 others and of W. H. Lancashire and 11 others, citizens of the first
district of Kentucky.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, July 17, 1886.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

CALL OF THE SENATE.
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before Senate——
Mr. INGALLS. Is there a quorum present ?
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is nota quorum. The Eecre-
tary will call the roll.
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Allison, Edmunds, Junas or Nevada, Pugh,

Beck, Evarts, Ken Saulsbury,
Berry, Frye, Sherman,
Blair Hale, Mc. llan, Spoonlpe.r.
Camden, Harrls, Mahone, Stanford,
Chace, * Harrison, Maxey, Teller,
Cockrell, Hawley, Miller, Vance,

Coke, Hoar, Payne, Van Wyck,
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, Whitthorne,,
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Piumb Wilson of Md.

Mr. CHACE Swhen Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called). My colleague
[Mr. ALDRICH ] is absent from the Senate, detained by sickness.

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MORRILL'S name was called). My col-
league [Mr. MoORRILL] is absent, and I suppose for the session, on ac-
count of i and I will ammounce it once for all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty Benators are present, a quo-

rum,
Mr. INGALLS. Then business can proceed.
; RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Cox-
and Mr. RANsoM the conferees on the part of the Senate on the
b]l}. (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair,
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes, and its amendment thereto.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Benjamin
Holt, of Wayne County, Tennessee, praying that his claim for quar-
termaster’s stores, which has been disallowed by the Quartermasier-
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