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·sENATE. ·· 

FRIDAY, Augu.r;t 3, 1894. 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. A-I'CARTY, D. D., of the city of Wash­
ington. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

LOSSES BY CYCLONE AT PORT ROYAL, S. C. 
'1_1he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

a bill from the House of Representatives. 
The bill (H. R. 5371) for the. relief _of c~rtain enlisted men of 

the Marine Corps was read tw1ce by 1ts t1tle. 
Mr. McMILLAN. A similar bill is on the Calendar, and I 

8.'3k that the House bill be put on its passage. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate w1thout amendment, or­

dered to a third reading, read the -third time, and passed. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S.1464) for the relief 

of certain enlisted men of the Marine Corps be indefini~ely post­
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conferenceon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the _Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current ~d 
contin<Tent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfillrng 
treaty 

0

Stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
endino- June 30, 1895, and for other purposes_, insisted upon its 
disaO'~eement to certain other o.f the amendments of the Senate 
further insisted upon by the Senate, agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, 
and Mr. WILSON of Washington managers at the conference 
on the part (If the House. 

. ENROLLED .BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 

had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there­
up8n signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies operating 
• railroads in the Territories over a right ,of way granted by the 

Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites on 
the lines of said roads established by the Interior Department; 

A bill (II. R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6814) extending the time for payment to pur-
chasel's of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and 
ior other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension t<> Mrs. 
Susie Conway; and 

A bill (H. R. 7011) to exempt the property of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. FRYE. I present a memorial of sundry cotton manufac­

turers of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hatch antioption bill. The bill having been re­
ported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, I move 
that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cor­

dova, Til. , and a memorial of sundry citizens of Augusta, Ill., re­
monstrating against the support of the Government in main­
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTON presented memorials of M. \V. Seymour and48 
other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich.; of F. W. Slater and sundry 
other citizens of Michigan, and of John E. Bradley and 48 other 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the support of the 
Government in maintaining the present system of sectarian In­
dian education, etc.; which were referred to the Commi.ttee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Cllnton G. Stickney 
and 210 citizens of Massachuset ts, remonstrating against the sup· 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was r eferred to the Com­
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORrS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. 

Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, re­
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a. report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Territories, tQ 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with tlie orig­
inal States, reported it with amendments, and submitted a. re­
port thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission 
of the State of Arizona into the Union, and for other purposes; 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Wash­
ington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Com­
pany to extend its line of road into and within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with · amend­
ments. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum­
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an 
immediate revision and equalization of real-estate values in the 
District of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real es­
tate in said District in the year 1896 and every third year there­
after, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record 
of Capt. E. M. Ives, reported it without amendment, and sub­
mitted a report thereon. · 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs, to whom were referred the following bills, re: 
ported them severally adversely, and they were postponed in-
definitely: . . 

A bill (S. 1690) for the relief of Peter M. V. Underwood; and 
A bill (S. 1555) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Louis F. Folg-er. 
Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re­

ferred. the bill (H. R. 6384) for the r elief of WalterS. McLeod, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon . 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Quadro-Gentennial 
(Select), to whom was referred the bill (S. 2261) to further en­
courage the holding of a World's Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., 
in the year 1895, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1945) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers, 
reported it wahoutamendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MRS. E. S. LUKE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen­

sio.IJ.S, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of 
Mrs . .E. S. Luke, widow of John L. Luke, late a soldier in the 
Black Hawk war, to report it favorably without amendment. 
·As the bill proposes to pension a very aged woman, I ask unani­
mous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the · name of Mrs. E. S. Luke, of Clarksville, 
Pike County, Mo., widow of John L. Luke, who served as a sol­
dier in the Black Hawk war, and to pay hera pension of $20 per 
month. 

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

RECONVEYANCE OF LANDS. 
Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis­

trict of Columbia, to whom wa.s referred the bill {S. 2269) pro­
viding for reconveyance by the District Commissioners of certain 
lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis, to repor t it with 
amendments; and I ask for i ts present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will it lead to any discussion? If it doest 
I must object. ' 

Me. MART IN. It will not take three minutes to pass the bill. 
In t his connection I ask the Secretary to read a letter from the · 
Commissroners of the District of Columbia, recommending the 
passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to its present 
consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to hear the bill read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see what it is first. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. The bill will be read. 
The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 
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~enate, .as in· ~ommittee .ofl't.he ~:b.olet'llro-ceed:ed 'to -its ~coneid- Mr. HOAR. I move to ·amend the title by inserting th() 
"eration. words "relating to steam boilers.'' 

Mr . . MARTIN • .I.askrtihat-the .lette-r :of+the .Commissioners of The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not .in 01'der to amend tha 
the JDis.trict be read, ana lthat ·will be.a sufficient explanation of title, the bill no.t_having yet been passed. 
the whole bill. Mr. FRYE. I should like to withdraw the report. 
\ 'The VICE ... PRESIDENT. 'The.1etter will!be readif'.theTe be , The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 

tflO obje-ction. . l be withdrawn. 
; T.he Secr-etaryTead·as .follows: · 'Mr. HOAR. We 'have adopted a rule requiring that the 

OFFICE OF .THE ;CoMMISSIONERS OF THE JJisTRICT OF 'COLIDIBI.A, title Of a bill ~hall state .its Object, and I object .to .departing 
Waahingtcm, Aug. -'1., ·1894. , from .that _practice. 

) DEAR sm: The Commissioners recommend favorable action -on Sena~ i • Mr. FRYE. 'The. object is re-cited in the -section. The bill 
(blll2269, "Jn'OYiding tor reeonveyanee by~trict Commls~:;ioners of certam .18 perfectly safe as It stands, and th61'e·will not be the leasttrou­
!ia.ntlsto Andrew J. · Curt~and M!l<ry E. CurtiS," whic~;was reterred to them , ·ble about it to anyon~ exceptin the imagination o1 the£enator 
iatyour instance for thell' examma.tion and report. The topography iudi- l M h 1 

cates 'that lthe street ·in ·question is not 'located-so as·t.o be ad-vantageously · rom assac usetts. 
'improved. It..is=.three and · o~e-half miles _ea.~ otthe Capitol;has never ·been · Mr. HOAR. The Senator must know that the rules are just 
.improved, and only-serves at ,present to ·.reliev.e the grantor ·trom .paying 1 to the contrary. This is in violation of the rule. · 
ta.xesv~:;.~:S:pe-ctfully, "The VIC~ PRESIDENT. 'The Chair underatands 'the '1'~port 

\ JO.HN w.moss, ! has been withdrawn . 
.=s t 

18 
G.~esident Board of (Jommissione1'8, District of Calumllill. : Mr. FRYE subsequentcy -said: 'I am instructed by the Commit-

.ena 0ha~an sen~~mmittee-·on 7Jistrict uf ·fJolumbia. tee on Commerce, to whom was Teferrea the bill (H. R. 4475) to 
. l ·amend se.ction 4434 of title -LII of th.e Revised 'S:ta;tutes of the 

Mr. SHERMAN. Aooordlll:g ~o 1hat;statement, rthe:.convey- ; 'Un:i:wd States, to -report ·it-without amerrdment. 
ance was made to the CommisSloners .m •order to -a-vo~a ~taxes. ! 
If that is th.e .cas.e the bill ought not to:pass. . I ARREDONDO GRANT. 

Mr. MARTlN. '.I -can not ~hear.what ~the -Benatorlrom ~Ohio j Mr. PASCO. I .am dil,ected .by the Committee on Public 
say-s. . . . .. ~ Lands, .to whom w..as referred a .con~ur.r~nt resoluti~n o:ffe~ed by 

Mr. SHERMAN. I .:s-hould like to .ha-ve·f.heJe.t.ter .re.ad.a.gam. i ~y -collea:gue [Mr..·CA"LL],·.to report1:t·With -an amendment m-the 
The Secret.a.ry again .read. th~ietter. _ . . j natme of. ·a substit~te, and I a-sk forits im:t;ned~ate consideration. 
:Mr. SHERMAN. The :bill :-ra all ll'ignt -then. Ev1dently .rt The 'VICE-P..RESTI.>ENT. Ts tlrere ob_JectlOn "to ·the;pTesent 

.was the-conveyanc-e of ra street·.to .the ~Di-strict ..of Cdlumbia.. ·eonsifreration oi ·the:resolll'tiori? 
Mr. MARTIN. The land was originally ~gran.ted to •the iDis- Mr. ~COCKRELL. 'tti·sTIOt ·a rgooa -wa_y of dOing ·business-to 

trict of ·Columbia, .without -an:ar 'compensation what.ever, ,for a n'&Ve-reJJOTtsJrom -comniitte:ecs -acted upon as -soon as :th-ey ·are 
speci:fic ~purpose, . a.nd tha.t .pucyoseih.as:failed. . ~aae . . 

The ViiCE~ESIDEN.T. 'T.h.e ii.rst .amendment of 'th.e'Oom- ·Tire VICE-PRESIDENT. rTheres.Olution can .oriJ;ybe <ronsill-
mittee on the District of Columbia wilLhecS.ta.ted. . .:ered by unanimous·consent. 

The .SEORETARY. The ·.committee rr.-~po,rt ~.to ·strike ..out the , 'Mr. ·COCKRELL. Is the-re -any-absoh~te·nece-ssity·rur-fue .im-
second.B.e.otian·of".the .billiin the..following ·words: ~ mediate passage of·the ··crmcnrre·nt-resolution? 

"SED 2 '.That:th1s •act-slra.ll':take·effect 'fi'um.:its:passa..,..e. ! Mr. ;pASCO. 'Th-eTe is, or l:should no.t..as.k "it. ··r unaerstand 
• • · "' ! ·and appreciate -the urgency of tbe·Senator from .Missouri .with 

The a:mendment wasag.reed to. . _ . . , . .i referen.ce to the appropriation bill. I -ask that ·the concurrent 
The blll wasrepo~t~d1to"theSenate as amenaed,:andihe amend 

1 
resolut10n may be now aoted ·upon. l:t will not cause any long 

·ment'W~S concuiTed ·m. , • _ . . , . . , ~ ((telay. 
The .blll ~as ordered to be<engrossea ':for ·a third reallmg, reaa f .By-unanimous c.onsent, ithe Senate pua.ceedea •to . consider .bhe 

tJ:te'th~ra -~e, ·anfi ·pa:ssea. - . . . . , . : co.ncurrent res?lution whi?h.haa ·baen ·.reponted.irom:the Com-
TheVIC.§:PR:Ef?IDENT. The committee report as 'a further ; -nniitee-on Pubhc rLauds, ·w1th an .amendment fu :atrike out all 

amendment ':to ·strrke 'Out 'the yreamb1e. I :-after :the :resoLving clauae .and illB.ert: . 
The·amendment was agreea. to. 1 -That ·the Secretary of t:the Interior be, and he· is 'he:l'eby, dirac tea to sus-

. ..INSPECTION <OF 'BOILERS. 1 .pend th~ opening of the lands in -the Arredondo grant of 20,030 acres :in 
1 ·Columbia Coun.ty,::Fla., to entry under the land 13.\vs.ot the United States 

Mr. FRYE. I -am instructed by·the-committee on·commerce, · ·UI?-til t~-e close or the pl·eseut ·congress, unless there is further legiSlation 
to whom .was ·referred he biU (ill. . .R. 44 Tf>) -to amend .section 4434 j Wlth refe~enee·thereto befm·e 'that-t~e. . 
of Title LII of1the :Revised:Statutes of .the United States, .toTe- i . Mr. PA~CO. M~·c:o11eague mtrodueed 'the-reso1U:t10nJ ~nd 1J: 
port it without amendment. 1 had an interviewwith Inspector- ! have receiVed a rpet:t:t;wn from a n~mbeT · Of ~e-spectabl~ mtizens, 
General Dumontyesterday,and he satisfied me as to the imper- ; ~ong-themsomeofthemostpt•omment:r;nenmCol';lmbr~County, 
ative.necessity .of the .bill and the im_portance of ·its .immediate l wrth r~ference to tJ;e same matter, whrch was. reJerred to ·the 
passage. ilt:is required by reason.of a~c.hangeJn .the .test of, the . qommittee on Pu?l~c •Lands, where the resolution has been con-
ienSile...strengtb of .iron ~nd steel. • sidered. The petitiOn reads as follows: 

The Secretary read -the bill. We,'the undersigned citizens of Columbia ·county., Fla., relfl)ect!ulJ,y ask 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 ask the Senator from Maine if it is the in- , you to interest yourself ·in e.fl'ecting an equitable settlem-ent o! the "Arre· 

. h . dondo land g1•ant" question, so as to s.ecure to our .people who have been in 
tention that the bill shall have immediate effect w en It oe- actual possession of lands embraced willhin said grant for upwards of thirty 
comes a law? .If so, what will ·be ·the .effect upon vessels which year-s their homes without further trouble and expense. 
now .have the character of boilers which the bill J>rohibits? It T.here were two grants·of this name. This is the.smallerone. 
seems to m .e the law ought to take effect-at .some .d~y :in tb.e fu- It was claimed under the statutes providing for the establish­
,ture. ment and settlement of the Spanish land grants in Flo1·ida and 

Mr. FRYE. There is no difficulty about -that, from the fact other States; it was confirmed after a-ppeal to the United States 
.that the inspectoT-general explains to me that the only difficulty Supreme Court, but the lands included in the grant .were •not 
which can .arise from this is that it changes the thickness of set :off to the .grantees at the tJ.me in consequence of !troubles 
~he iron and steel .for boilers, and the .result-will be to reduce in the county, the ·actual settlers on the land objecting toitand 
,very largely the amount of the pressure of steam the vessels .resisting it. It was not nntil1882thatthe rightsof thegrantees 
may be permitted to ca·rry. Therefore this bill becoming- a law were fully ~ecognized and protected. The _grantees were then, 
~ill not make any diffeTence; it simply allows the vessels to con- under a decree of the United States district court for the ,north­
"tinue the preasure which they have -now. ern district oi !!,lorida, given scrip instead of the lands, which 
· Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Maine to ·can-sent to an they tha-ve since located, and the lands included in the .grant 
amendment·of the title, ·SO that it will state -the object of the then became a part of the public domain. St!-bseq.uently they 
bill. .were claimed by the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad .Company, 

'Mr. FRYE. I du not wish to ao -that, because it is ·a House which was buiLt through that section ·of .country under -the 
bill, and that will necessitate its return. ·grant of 1856_; but the Department has 'decided that ·the lands 

:Mr. HOAR. All manner •ofinconvenient ·and 'bad ·legislation did not pass by the granting act, because they were not a :part 
gets through tbecause some Senator will -say, "This 'is ·a House of the puhlic·domain when the .g-ranting act was passed. 
·bill; let it go through as it is , or iit will ·have to be-sent back." Underthesediffe rentconditionscon£lictingclaims have :arisen 
The amendment I propose can be acted upon -in the House of <and a1!e -likely to arise in increased nuntbeT:s, .and a.s set forth 
Representative-s·in .il:ve minutes. in :this -petition which has been ;read, persons ·who nave .been 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know about that.. living upon some of these lands for thixlly years Me .threatened 
Mr. HOAR. !I •object ~to the ·bill 'b-eing ,passed ~ithout an with the loss of their homes. 

amendment of th-e ttitle. . A _part of this grant covered a portion of ..Laake City;, and many 
Mr. FRYE. ·The Senator"'IIH.y ob.jeot, ·ana lm ·w.ill1cause -very citizens -had '!built·tlreir homes and made jmpro.vemen'ta .ther.a. 

ulous trouble by ,his objection. , , . 'Tlre ·two•sixteenths ·ofland extendingintathe city have recently 
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been entered under a decision of ·the L-and Offiee by the mayor 

1 

of Lake Ci~y for the benefit of ~h~ occupa?ts, :but no ~u:ffic~ent 
relief ca.n be secured for those h vmg ou ts1de of the ~l ty w1 th­
<>ut legislation. 

It has been considered best by my colleague 11nd myself, in 
talking the matter over, that a bill should be deliberately pre­
pared to cover an of these cases, and that in the mea~ time ~hese 
-entries be suspende-d, ao that there may be no coniuswn of titles, 
as has arisen in the State of Iowa and other States in like cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to the resolution. 
Mr. PASCO. I ask that the resolution may be passed, and as 

part -of my remarks I ask to have inserted -a communication 
from the Attorney-General, whlch .s.ets :forth the main facts in 
the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be Eo ori:lerea in the 'ab­
sence of objection. 

'The communication refarred-to is as:iollows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Wasaington, March 28, 1884. 

SIR: In reply to the resolution of the l::lenat&ofthe 25th ultimo, in relation 
to .t .he case of.the Heirs of Arredondo '0.8. The United States, llle.rewith in­
elose a communication received to-day from the United St~es a;tto.rney·for 
Northern Florida. dated March 25, l884, together with a previous one ·from 
·his ·pre<lecess-ru.:,rlated May '16, 1882. A$ ·npon the_perusa1 of the former it 
,s~emed to .me tha.t .the r~solutian had asked for a.mor.e ~ci.fi.c statement of 
tb.e proceedings and evidence in th~ case_~ w.hich1tTe1erred, :I'have'thisday 
llirect~d that a .eopy of what, besides the ueC1'6e, wa.s done .under the .motion 
o!1.881 shall be transmitt-ed. Whenit-shalLha. ve b.e.en.re.eeived.I wlll.torwa.Td 
tt·to~ou. 

Very r-ef'ipect!ull.y, 
BENJAMIN HARRIS :BREWSTER, 

.AJM>rneJJ-Gener.al. 
The PRESID'ENT .QF THE SENA.TE. 

OFFJ'OE 'UNITED :'S'TA.fiB .:ATTORNE'Y, 
'No:B.THERN J)ISTBICT O.F FLOBID.:A, 

,Jac!rJsotHJilk, Man·cb. :M, 18&1. 
:SIB: Jn..oomplia,nce with instructions con-tained in your communication of 

.the 29th ultimo, I herewith report all tb.e.information within my power-r-ela­
-tive to the suit or the heirs of Arredondooagainsti theUntted ·S.tates,T.elating 
-to :lands in Colnm.bia County, Fla.. · 

The Tesolntion of the Senate calling for this information, :a cap~ o.f which 
you fo.rw.ar.d.ed _to .me, is as follows: 

"IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED -STA"TES, Jf'eb1'1mry1!5, "188l. 
"..Be.sDlved; That tneAttorne-y-General be,.&n1l'he is beroby, <llr.ected t;o..tn.r· 

nish the -senat-e-with information a.s :to 'the J!Uit of the heirs of Arredondo 
against the United States, for the circuit court or the United States :tor the 
nerthern dist rict of Flo1·ida, Itela.ttng to land ln .Columbia. -County, Fla., 
.and -o! Lh.-eJ>rOJ}eedings in said cau8e, and th..e time when the same was com­
menced 1md as to tile claimants or heirs in 'Said ea. usa and the -evidence 
therein: and all other material facts relating to the same, and the !Validity 
and justioo of -&aitl claim. ' 

"At teat: 
"ANSON 'G. 'MCCOOK, Secretary:" 

The suit referred to was instituted and prosecuted~ the ·district ·eo.urt 
(and not the circuit court) for the northern district of Florida. 

The history of the claim .and-the-proceedings-therein, as they appear from 
t.h.e 1~corfu:>, :are :as :follows: 

In May, 1829, Benjamin .Chaires et al.filed t.heir .:petition in the superior 
court of East Florida asking tor the ·confirmation ·ot a Spanish grant of-20,-
000 acres ln ·Columbia. County, :llla.de to Jose de la Ma-z.a. Arredondo. .A llecree 
confu:ming the grant wa.s made November .24, 1834,. and an ap_peal was .then 
taken to the Supreme Court of the Unitad.States. The .Supreme Oom:t;, at 
its January term, 1836, neld that-the title of Arredondo was -valid -to all the 
land contained in these surveys (referring to the Spanish .eur:vey by Bu.r­
.geain), afilrmed ·the judgment.·o:f the lower aourt (see 10 Peters, 308), and is­
sued its mandate directing the lower court to take such further proceedings 
as in right and justice ought to be had, etc. (See copy of mand.ate he.reto 

·attached marked. Exhibit A.) A petition for-a rehearing was filed May21, 
1844, and this petition was dismissed. (See 3..Howard, 611.) 

The grant was located under the decree by the surveyor-general in T. 3 
and 4 S., R. 16 and 17 E. 

At the date of the confirmationmany persons were r.esiding npon.the lands 
contained in the grant, and the surveyor-gent'lral was ·forcibly pre-vented by 
the8e residents from locating the claim .by a..survey, and thereby .segregating 
it.from. the mass of the ..PUblic domain. 

In 1881, the claimants, alleging that a. 'large proportion of the lands cov­
ered by-the grant (about 13,0VO acres) had been sold or otherwise Qisposed of 
by the United States, and claiming that the ;grant had ne-ver been located 
nnd sm·veyed, instituted proceedings in the United States district court for 
the northern district of Florida. to obtain the benefit of1lhe second section of 
the act of May 26, 1~4, usually called the "Missonrl.act," extended to .Flor­
ida by the act of Ma_y 23, 1828. 

A hearing on ·this aiJplication •was 'had in April, 1.882, -:th.e United States 
.being represented by J. B. Stickney, esq., .the then district attorney, when 
the court being satisfied from. the ev;idence and a. rtU>o.rt !rom the surveyor­
general as to the facts, entered a decree granting to the .claimants the bene­
fits of the said second section of the a.ct of May 26, lS24. (See copy of decr-ee 
hereto_annex.ed, Exhibit •B.) On-the renrution of the decree Mr. Stickney 
gave notice of an appeal, but never took..a.ny s.teps to >Prosecute the same, so 
tar ab I could ascertain. 

Mr. Stickney died in November, 1882, and I was appointed district &ttorney 
:in December of the "Same year. On taking llt>S.Session of 'the office I found 
no .record ot the case, and it <lid not appear on ..the Jiocket. My attention 
was first called t.o it sometime last year by Mr. Fairbanks. counsel tor ·the 
claimants, who informed me that the ma,tter would be settled 'by the -Gen­

..er.al Land Office tl"the appeal was vtithdra.wn, and -that .Mr . .:Stickney beJore 

.his death had about concluded to withdraw .the a.p_pea.l. 
It was also 'brought to my attention by prominent citizens of Lake City 

and offlc~rs of the State government, who represented that the interests of 
that whole community were suffering by the delay lin a. st\ttlement. On 
making an1n..vestigation oi the claim I found from the records-of the court 
that the proceeding.s had been regular to the date of the last decree made by 
t-he district-court, and 'from .all the information I could obtain tt.a.ppear.ed 
that the .only question in ·1ihe mind o! my-;predecessor, Mr . . Stickney, ·was , 
:whether the claiinants -£hould have land . .fi.O-a1>.S !or the;entire 2Q,OOO.acrea, .or 
whether they should have floats for only ·rn;ooo acres (the a.m0Ull1; disposed 
Of), and 7,000 acres of the lands included in the survey and s11nhmills:Do&ed-.o1. 

J: found, further, tlul.t Mr. Stickney 'had reported the -case in full to the 
Attorney-General, and that by your letter to him dated Ma.y ·25, 1882, you in· 
formed him that whether an appeal should be taken or not ;w.a.s .a, question 
for him to decide, thus leaving the .mat·ter entirely to his judgment. Mr. 
Stickney under this license gave notice of an appeal, but_pr.oceede.dno fur-
th~ -

After a thorough examination of the ease I could find no grounds for an 
appe·al from the decree of the district court; and being satisfied, first, that 
the grant was a. va11d one; second, that the claimants were .entitled to the 
benefits of the second section of the .act of May 26, l8lM; thirJi,that there was 
no error in the decree of the dist rict cau1-t: and, lastly, that while the inter­
.asts of the Government could suffer no 'injury, the interest.s of the people o! 
Lake City, in Oolumbia. ·County, and the interests of the State would be best 
subserved by a speedy settlement of the question, I, a.ssnmingthat the same 
discretion given to m_y predecessor by your letter heret>ofo.re referred to 
was also given to me, concluded to withdraw the appeal, and accordingly 
entered into a stipulation to that el!ect. 

I have the honor to be, yours, very respectfully, 
ED. M. CHENEY, 
United States A-ttorney. 

Han. B. H.l3.BEWSTEB, 
Tlnitea Sta.tea Attorney-Genera-z, lVaslJ,ington,. JJ. 0. 

EXHIBIT A. 
Mandate of tke Sup1•em.e .JJou.rt Qf J,fte United .States of America, ss: 

The President of the U.nited States of America to the honorable the judge 
of'the superior eenrtof the UnitedBta.tes fm."the .disttict.o.f E.asli Florida, 
_greeting: . 
"Whereas J.a.tely, :in ,t'he rsupertor court 'for the eastern ·district of Florida, 

.he1m:e you, ina cause wher-ein B-enjamin Chaires, Peter Mir4ndo, and Gad 
Humphreys were petitioners agai:nst-the United States, the deCl.'ee of the 
said£uperior courtwas.in the followJngwo.rds, viz: .. The court doth order, 
adjudge, and decre.e :th.a.t this claim is valid, .and. -that m .accordance with 
the laws and. .c:ust.o.ms o1.Bpain, and under and by virtue o.f :thel.at.e treaty of 
amity, settlement, and limits the United Sta.tes of Ameriea and·the King of 
Spain, ratified by the United States of :A.merica....22d !F:e.brJJary:, .:1821. :and un­
<ler :and by-<virtne of ffihe laws o:r nations and or t'he Unitie.d .States, it is 
hereby confl.rmetl, actjudged, and decreed unto the said c1a1m.a;nts to the ex­
tent, for the llll.mber of .a.cres, and at .the place as 1n 1lh.~ grant lor the -said 
land ·to Dan J os£\ de 'la Maza. Arre.donde, and as in 'the plat .and .e.eniftcate of 
·sur:v.ey- of 'the sn;m.e-made 'b_y Don Andres BurEevin, -and Qa.ted th-e 16th of 
Seytembe.r, ·1819, andiile.dllerein, is set forth, to wit: A ;pieoo Dfland which 
contain-s"20,000-acresuf land, situated on to-the ma-rgin :of a. er~k known a-s 
Alligator Creek. Said land commences at a little above the had of iBIDd 
creek, :and -embraces ,a;n Inman town. diatant about 80 miles :from the post 
at Buena Vista. and about 40 to the northwest of Paynes1l.'own. 'The first 
line runs north 20° west 357 chains; begins-at-a pine m-ark-ed (X), end ~nds 
a.t all.Gther m-arked (==::). The Second line ·runs B.Onth 70" ,west 560 .Chains, 
and ends at a stake. The third line runs south 20° east 357 eha.iDA, and '8llds 
at .a p.in.e ma.rlred (ll): _and the tour.th line runs north 70° ~a.st 460 chains; as 
oy the-inspection of "the transcript -of th-e record of <the sa.i<l.superior-eourt, 
which was brought into the Supreme Court or the UnUied :States by-vir:tne 
ol an 'tllppeal agreeably to the act or Congress an such ca;s~ mad.e and pro­
;vided, fully and at large .a.pp.ea.rs. .And wher-eas, in the _present term of ;r anu­
ary, in the year of our Lord "1836, the said ·ca;use-ca.me on to ·be 'heard before 
the said Supreme Court, on the said transcript of t.he xecard,;a.nd wa.s ar· 
gued by counsel: On .consideration thereof it is decreed and ordered that 
the decree of the said nperio.r court in this .cause b.e and the same i-s hereby 
:affirmed, February 6. 

'Yon, therefore,.aTe he:veby eommanded tha.t.Bnch .turther -proceelli:ngs be 
had in :Said ca11Se as accor<tinE .to .right and justice and the laws of the 
United States ought to .be had, the sa.ict .appeaLnotw.ithf;tanding. 

Witness the honorable Joseph Story, associa;te justice ef said Supreme 
.Oo:um;, the '2d Monday ...of -Ja.nua.ry, in the year of our Lord 1836. 

WM. T.HOS. C.A.RROLL, 
.merle~ the .Su.pr6:17/,6 ..Vow:t.of the Yniteil States. 

EXHIBIT B . 
'In the ·district court of 'the United 'States, northern district O'f Florida. 

:BENJAM:l:N .CH.A'IBES .ET .AL. VS. :THE UNITED STATES. 

This ease coming ·on 'to beturther .heard, on the 10th day of April, '1882, be· 
for~ the Han. Thomas Settle, judge of the United -8mtes district.eourt1or 
the northern district of Florida, and a.tte.r heating the proof and allegations 
of the pa.rties.and ot their respective counsel, to wit, G. ·R. Fairbanks, esq., 
for claimants, and John B. Stickney, esq., on behalf of the United States, and 
it appearing to the court that a survey of said lands mentioned in Haid grant 
ean be made so as to _give the _l)arties legally .entitled thereto the benefit of 
the said concession; 

And it further appearing to the court by the evidence herein filed as well 
as from the record in .this cause, a;nd from.the report o1 the surveyor-general 
.al&o herein filed, tha't the sa;id gra;nt has never been locate.d and surveyed by 
the United States and tnat a large portion of the lands covered by said grant 
have been heretofore sold or otherwise disposed or by the United States, 
and the parties claiming title under said grant having applied to this court 
tor the privileges guaranteed by the second section of the act of 26th May, 
182-!..entitled ·'An act enabling claimants to land within the limits of the State 
or Missouri and 'Territory o.f ATkansas to institu~ -proceedings to -try the 
validity of their claims," .extended and applied to Florida by .an _act tor that 
purpose approved 23d May, 1828, as is claimed by the claimants' counsel, and 
the applicability of the act of1824 aforesaid t.o tlhis case not being contested 
before this court: 
Ther~for.e, on motion of said claimants' counsel, it .is hereby 1urther or­

dered, adjudged, and decreed, that the per-son o.r persons legally entitled to 
the said 20,000 acre.s,.a.nd to the benefit of said d.ecree, are also entitled to the 
'benefits of the provisions of the aforesaid second section of the act of .Con­
gress of 26th May, 1824; and that in virtue thereof .they have the.rlglrt to en­
ter in any land office in the State of Florida, after the-same shall have .been 
atr.ered at publl.c sa.le, ·the like q wmtity of land equal to the whole area. of 
,said grant, to w'it,.2tl,OOO acres, in parcels conformable to sectional <1i visio:J?.B 
and subruvisions in lieu of and ·in full satisfaction .of s.a.ld .grant -to the s<nd 
Joseph M. .AI:redondo, in conformity of the provisions ol the said -second sec­
tion or the act above referred to; and the lands heretofore sold or otherwise 
disposed of by the United.Sta.tes, which are covered by said grant, are hereby 
·confirmed to 1!h:e parties ha-ving ;title to said lands Irom tihe United States, 
and the ·r-esidue 'Of the ·lamds·covered by-the said grant-shall h.er.ea.ftet· be held 
.and .tak-en .as a patl of .the ,pu.blic lands of the Unit.e.d .States, .s.ubject to .the 
. .same tllsposition as. any other :PUblic "lauds in B-i~~~§i~il::TT:r...E,.,J«~ 

JACKSONVILLE, A.prU 10, 1882. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
. the amendment to the resolution reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF HENRY E. SIZER. 
Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 1406) for the relief of Eliza H. Yerger 
and Mary Virginia Rawlins, both born Sizer, daughters and only 
heirs at law of Henry E. Sizer, deceased, late of Jackson, State 
of Mississippi, s.ubmitted a report thereon, accompanied by the 
following resolution; which was read and ordered to be placed 
on the Calendar: 

Resolved, That the claim of Eliza H. Yerger and Mary Virginia. RawllnE, 
daucrhters and only heirs at law of H. E. Sizer, deceased, late of Jackson, 
State of Mississippi, represented by Senate bill No. 1406, with all the papers 
relating thereto, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
to find the facts, proceeding under tlxisting laws, whether, barring all stat­
utes of limitation, the said claim mentioned in the said Senate bill, or any 
part thereof, and, if so, what part, 1s under the laws of the United States a 
valid and subsisting claim against the United States. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2277) defining 

options and futures and impo3ingspecial taxes on dealers therein, 
and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A bill on the same subject having 
been reported, the bill introduced by the Senator from Minne­
sota will lie on the table in the absence of objection. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not that a bill imposing taxes? Let the 
title be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be again stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2277) defining options and futures 

and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill ought to go t.o the Finance Commit­
tee, where all tax bills go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator enter a motion 
to that effect? · 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill be referred to the Com­
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has not a similar bill been considered by 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and been reported 
by that committee? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not know what are the provisions of 
this bill, but a bill for the same purpose has been considered 
and reported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
All such bills in the House of Representatives have been sent 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and there is where they prop­
erly belong. The whole question of dealing in options or gam­
bling in grain and Iood products should be considered by that 
committee. I think the idea. of the Senator from Tennessee in 
asking that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance is 
an entire mistake. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it is the object of the Senate to prostitute 
the taxing power to a wholly illegitimate purpose in order to 
take jurisdiction of a subject-matter over which Congress has 
no jurisdiction under the Constitution, then the argument of 
the Senator from Minnesota "[Mr. WASHBURN] is legitimate, 
logical, and true; but unless such be the object and purpose, if 
this bill be what it purports to be, a bill levying taxes, it should 
go to the Finance Committee, the only committee which deals 
with such questions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the bill introduced into the Senate is to 
raise money by taxation, I raise the point of order that it ought 
to be introduced in the House-of Representatives. It can not 
be in'troduced here. By the Constitution it has to originate in 
the House of Represen.tatives. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is quite right. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I object·to the second reading of the bi.ll. 

Let it lie over until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the sec­

ond reading of the bill, it will lie over until to-morrow, when the 
Chair will determine the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2278) granting -a pension 
to Matthew C. Read; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen­
sions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2279) to provide means for 
gathering and storing rain water in semiarid regions of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For­
estry. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY • 
Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro­

posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys­
tem of bankruptcy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 
Mr. ALLEN. I offer a resolution and ask for its present con­

sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and the same is hereby, dis­

charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2264) for the relief of 
the several States of the Union, and for other purposes, and that said bill be 
placed on the Calendar for present consideration by the Senate. 
· The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the resolution? _ 
Mr. HARRIS. Let that resolution be printed and go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I rise to a personal explana-
~. ' 

I notice in the Washington Post of this morning, in regard to 
the debateof yesterday, that when the resolution of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was under discussion, 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is made to say that in the 
amendment he proposed to offer to the resolution he was aiming 
only at Democrats, and he named a certain number of Demo­
crats, among them my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] and myself. I 
desire to ask the Senator from Texas if he meant to refer to my 
colleague and myself in the remarks he made yesterday? 

Mr. MILLS. I did not make any remarks. I simply offered 
an amendment. I will say to the Senator that the statement to 
which he refers is wholly unauthorized. I never opened my 
mouth to anybody on the subject, and I never dreamed of the 
Senator or his colleague when I offered the amendment. Know­
ing both of them so long as I have known them, it never entered 
my mind that either of them was capable of a dishonorable ac­
tion; on the contrary, they are both honorable gentlemen and 
friends of mine, and have been ever since we have been in pub­
lic life. 

Mr. HPNTON. I felt assured be fore I appealed to ths Sena­
tor from Texas that he would reply to my interrogatory as he 
has done. 

I desire to say for my colleague and myself that we are not 
interested in any coal or iron mine orin any railroad which trans­
ports coal or iron. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. 

L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and si~ned the following acts: 

An act {S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
Court of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her 
barges, cargoes, etc.; 

An act (S.1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia; 
and 

An act (S. 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grace­
land Cemetery, in the District of Columbia. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con­

sideration of the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to sup­
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
MATERIAL AND LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. VEST. In view of the fact that I am necessarily called 
away from the Senate on public business, I ask unanimous con­
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 86) for the 
protection of persons furnishing materials and labor for the con­
struction of public works. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator that if any one of 500 
persons is authorized to bringaseparate suitagainstacontr~c~or 
in the name of the United States there ought to be a prov1s1on 
like that which is made in the pro hate jurisdiction of the various 
States, that there shall be a responsible indorser upon t~e writ. 
Of course it is not intended to make the United States hable for 
the costs. · 

Mr. VEST. No; that is expressly provided for. · 
Mr. HOAR. There should be a responsible indorser upon the 

writ, who shall be liable for costs, otherwise the contractors 
may be harassed by countless suits, and, the suits being in the 
name of the United States, the plainti1fs would have no obliga­
tion for costs. 

. 
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Mr. VEST. Would not the party under the United States 

practice be compelled to give a bond for costs? 
Mr. HOAR. I do not think there is any law to that effect 

now. I have looked to see, but I have no knowledge of any such 
law. 

Mr. VEST. My impression is that the Federal courts in all 
cases require that a bond shall be given. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouriallowme to have 
added to the bill an additional proviso which I can dictate? I 
move to add: · 

ing redeemable at the pleasure of the holder since the resump­
tion of specie payments, there is any reason for that prohibi­
tion, is a questiOn for Congress to determine. Still, there is a 
prohibition contained in all these laws against the taxation of 
the national securities. If Congress should repeal that provision 
of the act as to the bonds, it would be a clear violation of the 
public faith, because the bonds are continuing obligations, is­
sued under exising law, some of them running for a period of 
thirty or forty years: Therefore, any change of the contract, 
during the term of the contract, would be an express violation 
of the public faith. PrO'IJided further, That the court in which such case shall be brought is 

authorized to require proper security for costs in case judgment shall be for 
the defendant. 

Whether that rule would apply to a note, which is presenta­
ble at pleasure and redeemable in coin, l have some doubt. I see 
no reason in equity why greenba.cks or United States notes, 

proposed by the which are legal-tender money, should not be treated like all 
Mr. VEST. That is all right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 

Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. other property' and taxed by municipal, by State, and by gen­
eral authority. I therefore do not see any injust ice in it. The SECRETARY. Add as an additional proviso: 

Provided fU1'l/Ler, That the court in which such case shall be brought is 
authorized to require proper security for costs in case judgment shall be 
for the defendant.. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HoAR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be stated. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 

and Grounds was, in line 6, before the word '' repairs," to strike 
out" extensive;" so as to read: 

That hereafter any person or persons entering into a formal contract with 
the United States tor the construction of any public building, or the prose­
cution and completion or a.ny public work or for repairs upon any public 
building or public work. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendment was, in line 21, after the words "United 

States,"to insert ''for his or their use and benefit;" so as to read: 
And shall be authorized to bring suit in the name of the United States for 

his or their use and ben eft t against said contractor and sureties and to prose­
cute the same to :flnal judgment and execution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

All property ought to be taxed alike, and money held by a 
person at any time is property in the same sense that real estate 
or any other property is held as property. Therefore in nearly 
all the States there are laws levying duties on bank notes, on 
various forms of securities, on money--

Mr. PLATT. Money on hand. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ~oney on hand, which includes gold and 

silver. 
The Senator from Mississippi, when I called his attention to 

the language of the law, said he-would strike out the word 
"property." I ask to have read the clause in regard to taxing 
notes like other property. I think it is the last clause of sec-
tion 1. · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re­
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 

and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other prop­
erty, money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 

to be read a third time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At my suggestion the Senator from Missis­
sippi agreed to strike out the word "property" and say that no 
tax shall be levied upon United Stc'l.tes notes , except such taxes 
are also levied upon all other forms of money. Gold and sil v~r 
money on hand is liable to taxation by the laws of the State of 

the bill Ohio and by the laws of mostof the States, I suppose. Whether 
United States notes shall be exempt any longer, after the notes 
are redeemable at pleasuee, on demand, is a question for the 
Senate to decide. Clearly such a provision extended to bonds 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL CURRENCY. would be a violation of public faith. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimousconsentthat the Senate take I do not wish to interfere with the bill, except to have the 
up and consider the bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation Senate understand distinctly that this provision is in express 
national-bank notes and United States Treasury notes. violt~.tionofthelawunder which thenotes were issued. Whether 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the the circumstances are so changed as to justify the taxing of this 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported money is for the Senate to determine. _ 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Ohio desire to be un-

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish the Senate to know derstood as saying that if the amendment suggested by him, 
what the bill is. The purpose of the bill is to enable the States striking out the word "propt3rty" is made, he will interpose no 
to tax the greenbacks and United States notes. As a rule, I further objection to the bill? 
believe that that would be right; that money in any form should Mr. SHERMAN. I see no further objection. I merely wished 
be treated like other property, and be subject to taxation. Yet to state the fact that when the notes were issued it was expressly 
it is perfectly clear that under the language of the law it would provided that they should not be taxable by State or municipal 
be a violation of the public faith, pledged in the acts providing authority. · But as the notes are now, under the existing law, 
for the issue of United States notes. In the acts authorizing redeemable at pleasure, I do not see why any di9tinction should 
the issue of . United States notes of every form and every form be made between property in United States notes and property 
of obligation there is an express exemption from all State, in gold and silver coin. That is a question for the Senate to de-

' national, or local taxation. termine. 
I call the attention of tke Senator from Mississippi to a. clause Mr. GEORGE. Understanding that the Senator from Ohio 

I find in the act of 1864, one of the leading acts providing for will interpose no further objection to the passage of the bill ii 
the issue of a large amount of bonds and Treasury notes, which the word "property" in line 10, section 1, is stricken out, I move 
declares: that that word be stricken out. · 

And all bonds, Treasury notes, and other obligations of the United States The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
shall be exempt from taxation by or under Stat.e or municipal authority. Senator from Mississippi will be stated. 

So under another act, passed at the same session, providing The SECRETARY. In line 10, section 1, before the word 
for an increase of tho amount of United States notes, it is pro- ''money," strike out the word" property;" so as to make the 
vided: proviso read: _ 

And such notes shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or mu- Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 
nicipal authority. a.nd at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money 

The same provision is contained in the act of 1865, as follows: or currency circulating as money with.in its jurisdiction. 
And all bonds or other obligations issued under this act shall be exempt The amendment was agreed to. 

from taxation by or under State or municipal.authority. Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the amendments reported by the 
A similar provision is carried into what is called the refund- Committee on the Judiciary be now acted upon. 

ing act of 1870, which provides that- The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be in section 1, line 3, before the word ''circulating," to strike out 

exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as wen "all;" in line 4; before the words" United States," to strike out 
as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local au- "all;'' in the same line before the word "other" to strike out 
~hority. all·" in line 6 after the word "circulating ;, to insert ''or in-

That provision d?e~ not apply ~o United ~tates notes, but all tedded to circ~late," and in the same line after the word" shall," 
the <?ther ac::ts prov1dm~ for the· Issue o! ~mted Sta~es notes do to etrike out" be subject to," and insert" not be exempt from;" 
forbid all kmds of taxatiOn, State, mumc1pal, or natiOnal. J so as to make the section read: 
· Now, whether under the present circumstances, the notes be· Tbat circulating notes of national banking associations and United Stat.e& 
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legal-tender;notes·and other notes and certificates o! the United States pay­
able on demand and circulating or intended to circulate as currency .sha.ll 
not be exempt from taxation under the laws o1-a.n:y State or Territory: 
.Provided That any such taxa-tion .shall be ex~rclsed in the same -manner 
and at the .same rate that any such ~tate or-Territory ~hall tax.othermoney 
or currency circulating as-money mthin its jurisdictio.n. 

·The amendment was ag-reed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. If all the committee amendments have 

been acted on I should like to have the bill read as amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Senator from New Hampshire 

asks for the reading of the bill as amended. The Secretary will 
read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That circulating notes of national banking .associations 

and United States legal-tender notes and other notes and .certifica.tes of the 
United States payable on demand and circulating or intended to circulate 
as currency shall not be exempt from taxation under the laws of any St ate 
or T erritory: Provided. That any such ·taxation shall be exercised in the 
same manner and at the same rate that any such Stat e or Territory shall 
tax other money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

oEC. 2. That the provisions of this -act -shall not be deemed or held _to 
.change existing laws .1n r_espect.of the taxation .of national banking assoma­
. tions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the bill come -from the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No . . 
.Mr. HAWLEY. From what committee does it come? 
Mr. GEORGE. From the Committee on the Judiciary. I 

will state that a similar bill was ·passed by a unanimous vote by 
the Committee on the Judiciary several years a~o~ when Judge_ 
Edmunds was chairman, and it was unanimously pass.ed by the 
Senate after debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to move to amend the bill 'Qy adrl­
ing after the word '' taxation," in line 7, the words _,'.as money 
on hand." 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose that is .all that could have been me-ant. 
Ii that .i£ noli meant by the ·original bill, I agree with the Sena­
-tor from New Hampshire that those words <Should be inserted. 
Could it be supposed that national-bank notes are to oe taxed 
otherwise than as money-on hand? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is ~the explanation of -tne:meaning 
uf the bill, but inasmuch _as the States tax nroney un hand, -and 
it is the intention of the Senator from Mississippi only-to pro­
-vide f or the taxation of United States notes -when they are 
money on hand-

Mr. GRAY. Thatis to provide for theirnonexemption. 
Mr. CH....I\.NDLER. Like gold or 'Silver, it seems -to me-the 

expression '-'money on hand" should be inserted in the -pro-
posed act. -

M1'. GRAY. I think so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
The S ECRETARY. After the word "taxation," in line 7, in­

sel·t 11 as money on hand;" so as to read: 
Slli'1ll .not be exemp.t from taxation, as money on hand, under t he laws o1 

any ::State or Territory. 
Me. GEORGE. ·I do not object to the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeinJr to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr . 
.CHANDLER]. 

M r. TURPIE. I offer .an amenfunent to the amendment, to 
insert after the words ".as money on hand:" the words 11 or on 
aeposit." . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment .of the S.enator 
from Indiana to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp· 
cShire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add., at the end of the amendment, :the 
wor:.ds ''Dr on .deposit." 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. CHANDLER). Accept i-t. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the amendment, ·and I under­

stood the Senator from"'Missia3ippi .to accept my amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. I do notobjeot to it, so farasi am concerned. 
-The VICE-PRESIDENT. T.hequestion is on ~greeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire as modified. 
The amendment as modified was ~eed to. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to move an amendment . 1..move 

to insert" gold and silver, or other coin,"' so that the provision 
will apply equally to Treasury notes and gold and silver coin of 
·the United States. I .do not suppose such -an amendment is nec­
essary, but--

·Mr. GEORGE. Not-atall, ·beoause the -word '~moneyHisused, 
;which embraces gold and silver. I will read .the provisi-On: 

Pr-ovided, That any such taxation .sha.11 be exercised in the same manner 
-and at -the s:am e :rate t.hat ·any SUCh :Sta.te or "Terrltory shall "t"ax .ot.her 
..JW>n~y-

Ml'. HOAR. Th.at ia another pd.int. 
Mr. GEORGE-

or currency circulating as money with:in1its jurisdiction. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand; but it is not:theretha:t I-propuse 

my amendment. I rprepose my amendment in the Iarrthority to 
tax. I do not want to have itappearthatthere is any distinction. 
01 course ev:eey Senator is .familiar :with the maxim exp,ressio 
unites est exclu&io ,alterius, .a:c.d if we pass a iaw autho-rizing the 
taxation of United States notes as money, that is the only 
rstatute on the subject. It might beclaimed that 'a man with a 
thousand or a million dollars' worth -of gold coin or silver ·coin 
in a iVault would get -off. So I want to .have inserted after the 
'WOrd ' ~currency" rthe word£! ''all gold, silver, or other rcoin," 
put.ting all money on the same footing. I suppose there will be 
no"<>bjectionto the am~dment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I suhm.i t ::that there is n-o utility in the -amend­
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. The only rea­
son why we are passing any act a;t all on the subject is because 
the particular-paper credit-that is, Treasurynote:Sandothers­
mentioned in the proposed act are exempt by law from taxation 
by and under State auth-ority. Gold and silver eo in of the United 
States has never been..so exempt. Consequently it need not now 
be lneluded in the bill . 

Mr. HOAR. I entirely agree with theSenatorJromlndiana . 
He is -quite right. The amendment is ·not neeessary, but it can 
ao no -possible harm, -and I think it will -avoid sny misunder­
standing; that is a11. I should like to have the amendment 
made. 

'The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ~endment propl>sed rt>ythe 
Senator fro-m .Massachusetts will be -stated. 

'The .:SECRETARY. Add -after the word'' currency," in line G: 
And all go1d, sliver, or -other coin. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t'he 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
.Mr. TURPIE. I hope th-e -amendment will .not be inser:ted 

in the bill. The only effect it will have will be to cast ~serious 
doubt upon the construction of ·the i~guage -now 11Bed. I am 
·not mistaken as to what that is. Donbta.orig-inate.so-on ennugh 
and ·readily enough without .being assisted by sug-gestion here. 
J3ut there is no necessity .fo.r the amendment. That is .ad­
-mitted. The Senator from 'Massach118etts admits it. I think it 
is better that words not necessa-ry ·should form no part o! the 
enactment. 

M1·. PALMER. 'This 1>fll comes from the Committee on 'the 
Judiciary, and so far as 1 can understand it I may ·say that I 
favor the bill. Whatever language may lJe adopted in regard 
to determining the taxability of these notes satisfies me. How­
ever, I am impresse-d by '()lle fact, and that is the reason why I 
make the inquiry I rase to make. Why is it that in the past 
.history of the country no such law has before been enacted by 
Congress.? 

That leads me to ask the further question, Has not this sub­
ject some financial aspects? May it not in some way affect the 
use, the acceptability of Treasury notes and other paper issued 
by the Government for the purpose of circulation? Will it, in 
other words, affect the Treasury in the slightest degree? 1 am 
.not on terms with the Treasury; I am not supposed to feel any 
interest in the Treasury, and hence what I say will not be likely 
to startle or frighten anybody. Still I recognize the !act that 
the Treasury just now is in a situation at least which requires 
:attention. 

Will this affect the T~·easury in any manner whatever? W.ifl 
it be likely to 1eaa to the presentation at the Treasury of this 
-class of paper? In consequence of making this elass of paper 
subject to taxation will the Treasury be likelJ to be eallecl upon 
for its redemption? Wi11 this amendment affe.c.t that question 
in any way? I am led to doubt on that point fr.om .the iaet that 
more than thirty year-shave p»ssed sinca the Gov.ernment _com­
.menced to issue redeemable paper' ana -yet that paper nas never 
been subjected to taxation. 

Now, is there any danger that this may disturb the opera­
tions of the Tl'easury or affect the use and acceptability of any 
paper ,desoribed in this bill? If there is no such danger, I am 
then led to inquire w.hy thirty years have elapsed and more dur­
ing which such a bill has never been passed. I repeat, I will vote 
for the bill; but I desire to say that I am not quite sure of the 
wisdom of legislating in respect to paper which depends for its 
:value upon the ability ol the Treas~y to redeem it upon pres­
entation. 

Mr. STEW ART. Mr. President---
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ri-se to a question-of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will state 

his point of-order. 
.Mr . .HALE. Has the:dafici-ency appro_priation bill be-en taken 

up by the Senate? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has. 
Mr. HALE .. Then1 call for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate r.has been consideril!;g 

the pre.sent bill by unanimou-s consent. 
'Mr. <GEORGE. "i 'hor>e the:Senator1rom Maine will not inter-
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-pose. We are -very :nearly :through with the bilL It is a ver:y ~of 'course, if -the motion of the Senator from Indiana preY ails it 
important measure. I have the consent ·of 'fihe .ch&irman of the . rdisplaces the ·appropriation bilL -rrhat is all there fs about it. 
committee for its consideration.. - The VICE-PRESIDENT. The .Secre.tary will call .the roll on 

:Mr. HALE. The bill will ·open the whole ·volnme of dis:eus- agreeingtothemotio.noftheSenatoriromlndiana [.Mr. T.URPIE]. 
sion on the g.reat .a·uestion oi.finan.ce. .I .have ·no .doubt that the The .Secretary proceeded to ea.ll the .roll. 
Senator irom Nevada, whoJ.s ou the floor at the ·pre&mt moment ·Mr. CAMERON (when nis name was ca11eii). I am pair.ed 
seeking recognition of ·the {)hair, has .an amenfunentJ:mrolving with the Senator from South Carolina-[Mr. BUTLER]. 
the free coinage o! silver. Mr~ .DUBD1S {when his name w.as called)~ I am paired with 

Mr. STEWART. There is no doubt about .it. the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BMITH] . 
.Mr. GEORGE. Iho.Pe th~ ·sen:ator from Nevadawi1lnot.Pre- Mrr MJ:TCH.ELL or Oregon. I am paired with the senior 

.sent such an amendment. Senator from Wisconsin tMr. VILAS]. 
Mr. HALE. I guessed rigb.t. ~1r~.PATTON (when his name was called·). I am .pa1red with 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator was correct. the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 
Mr.HALE. Therefore, when .the Senator Ir.om Mississi-ppi, Mr. WASHBURN (when his .name was called}. I .am paired 

-with that in view, says that this bill can be disposed of in ten or, with the Senator from .Missouri [Mr. VEST],out I am at liberty 
fifteen minutes_, or ten-or fifteen hours, ortennriifteen days, he is towote ~on this question. I vote'' nay." 
stating an -absurdity; and I insist :tha-t -the Senate .shall .go -on The roll .call was concluded. 

, -with th.e regular 'OTder, w.hieh 1s the deficie-ncy appropriation . Mr. CAMDEN. I wish -to announce my pair with 'the senior 
bill. I hope ,the .Senator from Missouri will not be 1ed into Senator from South Dakota [Mr. P.ETTIG.REW]. 
yielding .for the cousideration :o.f ~uoh little hills th.at in.,-volve The result w::as.announced-yea-s ·l7, nays_'33; as follows: 
-free silver :and everyth.inf else. YE.AS-1?. 

. Mr. STEWART. Wil the Senator 'from ·Maine jiela until .Allen, CQke, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh, 
White. ID:Y amendment can be offered? Bate, ,George, :Pelfe.r, 

·The VICE-PRESIDENT. The -amendment ·of 'the £ena;tor ~~~~~hurn, f:~i~~ough, ~~~h. 
from Nevada will be stated. :Blanchard, Kyle, Turpie, 

Mr. STEWART. Letthe.amendmentibe reaa. NA'YB-33. 
Mr. GEORGE. I hope-the Senator-from Nevada. ·will :not in· 

traduce that amendment. It willn.ot amount t.o anythin_g. Let 
us get through with the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. 1-tis in order, is itnot? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. T.he Senator .fr.am .N.evaiia .asks 

that his amendment may be reaa Ior information. 
Mr. HALE. Let it be printe-d. 
Mr. STEWART. It consists of only two ·short sections. 
Mr .. ·COCKRELL. .Let it be -r.ea.d. 
Mr. HALE. Read it, then. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. T.he amendment will be read. 
T-he SECRETARY. Add at the en.d of the bill the following 

additional sections: -
·SEC. a. That the silver cdins or the United States shall be composed or 

standard silver. That or the silver coins the dollar shan ·be of the weight or 
412} grains; the halt-dollar or t.he weight -or 2061 gra-ins; the quartel'·dollar 
6! the weight or 1031 grains; and t.he CU.me, or tenth .Part ot a dollar, or the 
weig.ht ot 41t grains. And-that dollars, ha.lt·dollars, quarter•dolla.rs, and 
-tllm.es liha.ll be lega.l·tenders of payment, according to their nominal value, 
.tor any sum whatever. 

SEc. 4. T.hat snver bullion brought to .any mint,o!:t.he 'United States tor 
coinage sha.ll be.received and coine.d by t.hi3J>roper D.ntcers -tor the benefit of 
~he depositor: bovided, -T.hat it_shall ·be lawful to.nl!Wie, at th.e m:mt, any 
deposit of less value than $100 and any bullion so base as to be unsuitable1.or 
the operations of the mint. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that that is the act of 1837. 
, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not ol?-jeot when the Senator from 
Mississippi asked unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill, because I was assured, and he doubtless fully believed 
it, that the bill would be passed inside of twenty minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE. It could have been passed in one minute. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It was upon that assuraru:Je that I ·did not 

make an objection, but I am compelled now to ask for the con· 
side ration of the regular order, the _deficiency .appropriation 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the further 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to take up tb.e bill notwithstanding the 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The question ls on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPJE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us h-ave the yeas and na;ys. 
The yeas -and -nays -were ordered. 
1\!r. PEFFER. What isthe.:motion? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The Chairwillsta.te that the pend-

ing question is on the motion of the Senator fromindianatopro­
ceed with the consideration of the bill which has neen before the 
Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It'is a motion to displace ·the deficiency 
appropriation bill. · 

Mr. GEORGE. I thir..k the bill can be-passed in five minuteij. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I do not understand .that -i't -displaces lthe 

appropriation bill. It ·is ·not yet 2 o'clock. -
Mr. HOAR. 'The .appropriation bill was talren .up by a vote 

-of the Senate. -
Mr. HALE. It has alreaCl:y been taken up. 
.Mr. COCKRELL. The ·appropriation bill is :pending before 

the Senate, -ha~ing b.een :taken :up .on my ·motion. As ·a matter 

AldriOh, 
Allison, 
Brice, 
catrecy, 
'Carey. 
Chandler, 
Corkrell, 

,QullDm, 
: .Davis, . 

'Dolph, 
Fa ulk:ntn", 
Feye, 
•Gallin:ger, 
·Gray, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
.Rill, 
'Hoar, 

Htmton. 
Loqge, 

r McMlllan, 
Manderson_, 
·Martin, 
Mills, 
·Palmer, 
:Pasco, 
Perkins, 

.NOT VDTING-35. 
Butler, .Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon 
Call, Harris, Morgan, 
ca.mden, :ruggins, Morrill, 
Cameron. -!rby, 'Murphy, 
Daniel~ .Jones, .Ark. Patton, 
Dixon, ;Jones, 'Nev. Pettigrew, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Proctor, 
_GibsOL, McLaurin, _ -Quay, 
Gordon, Me.P.hers.an, Ra.nsoon, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE F.ROM THE ROUSE . 

Platt, 
Power, 
Sherman, 
·S-te'w:art. 
·Teller, 
Washbm·n. 

Shoup, 
Smit.h, 
Squire, 
Ves.t, 
Vilas, 
'Vo')rhees, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 

A message from the Ho:uf3e .of R~presentatives, by Mt•. T. 0. 
ToWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that th.e Houae had disa­
greed to the amendments .of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5575) 
making appropriations for·sundry civil expenseB of the Govern­
ment 1or the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur­
poses, asked -a. conference :with .th-e Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SAY­
ERS, Mr. O'NEIL of Ma.s.sachusetts., and Mr. COGSWELL, man-
agers at the conference on the -part of the Hous_e. · 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments o! the Senate to the bill .(H. R.2650) providin"' 
lor the public printing and binding and the distribution of p·ub­
lic documents; agr.eed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing ·:votes .of ·the two Houses thereon and had a.p· 
pointed Mr. RIOHARDSON of ·Tennessee, Mr. McKAIG, and Mr. 
BRODERICK, man~gers at the -confer..ence on .the .part of the · 
Rouse. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 131IJL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The · deficiency ·appronriation bill 
will be proceeded -with. -

The .Senate, as in Commii.tee -of ·the Whole, proceeded to -eon· 
aider the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply defi­
ciencies in the appropriations for :the !fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for -prior years, and for o-ther purposes; which had 
been ~reported from 'the Committe,e on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL~ I hope there will be no further requests 
for the consideration of bills. We will finish -this bill-in a v.ery 
short-time. I ask -that the amendments u.f the -Committee on 
Appropriations may be .. acted up.on as they ar.e rea.ohed in th.e 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without-objection, that course will 
be pursued. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been upon the ftoor for -sometime 
desiring to ask for the consideration of the resolution that I sub­
mitted, and which was :under ·consid'Etration yesterday, propo.s­
ing an investigation of the Dominion Coal Company. In view 
of the admonitions of the Senator from Maine and the -senator 
·from Missouri,'! shall not m-akethat ·requestnuw, but I gi\reno­
-tle.a·that aftier ·.ilhe·d.aficiency appropriation ·bill is dispos~_d of I 
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'shall press the consideration of that resolution. I now ask that 
·the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] offered 
·to the resolution may be perfected and printed, if I can have 
the attention of the Senator from Texas. 

1 Mr. COCKRELL. That can be done when the resolution is 
called up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. IJ there ba no objection, it will be 
so ordered. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

TheSecretaryproceeded toread the bill. The first amendment 
·of the Committee on Appropriations was, on ;rage 2, line 5, after 
the word" incurred," to strike out "$12,000,' and insert: 

'l'en thousand six hundred and forty-three dollars and twenty-two cents 
each, $31,929.66. 

So a-s to make the clause read: 
Intercontinental Railway Commission: To pay the salaries of the three 

United States commis&ioners or the Intercontinental Railway Commission 
in full ror all ser vices heretofore rendered or that may hereafter be ren­
dered, and to reimburse them !or expanses incurred or to be incurred , .10,­
«143. 22 each, $31,929.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pa,ge 3, after line 5, to insert: 
Bering Sea Arbitration: To enable the Secretary of State to pay E. J. 

Phelps and James C. Carter for their services as counsel before the Bering 
Sea 'l'ribunal of Arbitration the sum or ~15,000 each, 130,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, before the word 

"' cents," tostrikeout"eight hundred and fifty-thr~e dollarsand 
ninety-six" and insert'' nine hundred and fifty-six dollars and 
ninety-eight;" so as to make the clause read: 

Salaries charges d 'atra1res ad interim: 'l'o pay amounts found due by the 
acco unting omcers on account of salaries, charg~s d 'a.tfaires ad interim, for 
the fiscal year 1893, $8,9:56.98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, before the word 

"cents," to strike out "two hundred and forty-nine dollars and 
nine, and insert "seven hundred and sixty-four dollars and 
eighty-five," and in line 4, before the word "cents," to strike 
out "twenty-four thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars 
and thirty-eight" and insert ''twenty-five thousand one hun­
dred and eighty-two dollars and fourteen;" so as to make the 
clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting ofilcers on accolmt of con­
tingent expenses foreign missions, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1893, ~4,764 .85 ; in all, $25,182.U. 

The amendment was agreed t-o. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 5, to msert: 

. For contingent expen ses United S tates consulates, "0,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
i '!'he next amendment was, on page 4, line 13, before the word 
"cents," to strike out "forty-six thousand four hundred and 

· thirty-seven dollars and four" and insert "forty-seven thousand 
three hundred and eighty-three dollars and eighty-eight;" so 

·as to make the clause read: 
To pay amounts round due by the accounting officers on account of con­

tirigent expenses, Unit-ed States consulates, for the fiscal year 1893, $47,383.88. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 1.7, to insert: 

1

1 
That the accounting ofilcers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 

directed to settle the accounts of Emory H. Taunt, late United States com­
mercial agent at Boma. in the Lower Congo Basin, for salary and expenses, 
by crediting him with the following sums, namely, $3,996 for the fiscal year 

' 1890 and M,860 for the fiscal year 1891, being the sums advanced to said Em­
. ory H. Taunt on account of sa.id fiscal years, respectively, and for which no 
vouchers for the portion of the same used !or his expenses can be obtained 
by reason of his death and the loss or his papers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
, The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to insert: 
! To pay amounts found due by the :LCcounting ofilcers of the 'l'rea.sury for 
books, $18. · 

· The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 18, to insert: 

• For horses and wagons: To pay amounts found due ,by the accounting 
omcers of the Treasury for services rendered from July to November, 1892, 
fiscal year 1893, $83.17. 

1 The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on p::tge 5, after line 23, to insert: 

I To pay amounts found due by the accounting omcers of the Treasury De­
partment for advertising, fiscal year 1893, $2.87. 

1 
The amendment was aj!reed to. 

· The next amendment was, on page 6, line 23, after the word 
1
1 
"hundred," to insert " and two;" so ns to make the clause 

.read: 
; Lands and other property o! the United S tates : F or care, custody, and 
Pl'Otect1on of lands and other property of the United States, 1~02. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 15, to insert: 
To pay the North American Commercial Company the sum or ~459, and 

Messrs. S. Foster & Co. the sum ot $15.55; in all $474.55, for transportation and 

/ 

clothing furnished nine men belonging to the crew ot the wrecked bark 
James Allen, rescued by the Bear June 12, 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 7, to insert: 
Payment to D~mald Ma.cmaste+: To pay Donald Macmaster, attorney at 

law, Montreal, Canada, tor ser'fices and expenses incurred in defending 
Deputy Collector of CUstoms E. H. Twohey and Special Agent C. J. Smith, 
arrested and tried in tha.t city tor alleged conspiracy, t1,53~.98. 

The amendment was agreed \o. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 22, to insert: 
Payment to J . G. McCoy: To reimburse Chinese lnspector J. G. McCoy 

amount paid tor counsel to represent the interests of the United States in 
the case of Oharles Bodman, 120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'rhe next amendment was, on page 9, after line 2, to insert: 
Customs omcers: Tha.t the Secretary of the Treasury be, a.nd he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to pay to all omcers of the customs whose terms of 
omce have expired, or shall expire, before the appointment a.nd qualifica­
tion of their succesaors. and who have been performing, or shall perform, 
the duties of their respective omces after the date of such expiration, the 
salaries, compensation. fees, or emoluments authorized or provided bylaw, 
in each case, for the respective incumbents or the omces: Provided, That no 
such payment shall be made for any services rendered by any such omcer 
wrongfully holding after the appointment and qualiflca.tion or his successor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 23, t o inser t: 

RE'V ENU11:-0UTTER SERVICE. 
To pay the Alaska Commercial Company ror coal turnll!hed United States 

revenue steamer Corwin in July, 1892, being ror the se1·v1ce or the fiscal 
year 1892, 1375. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 22, to insert; 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate executive document No. 148 of this 
session., for expenses or buoyage, fuscal years 1889, 1892, and 1893, $948.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after iine 3, to insert: 
Supplies of light-houses: To pay the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 

Railway Company for transportation furnished in January and March, 1893, 
being for the service of the tiscal year 18113, 51,!'185.62. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 10, to insert: 

San Luis Obispo light-sta tion, Caillornia: To pay the Western Union 
Telegraph Company for telegrams sent for the omcers of the Light-House 
Establishment, tiscal year 18<JO, •1 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 13 to insert: 
Payment to Thomas G. Hayes: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury 

to pay to Thomas G. Hayes, late United States attorney for the district of 
Maryland, ~. the amoun~ approved by the Attorney-General for legal 
services l'endered, under direction of the Attorney-General, in defending 
the Government's title to t·he site of Hawkins Point light-house, Mary­
land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 18, to insert: 
F or appr:1isers' stores a t Chicago, Ill.: Forllquidat1onor outstandingcon-

tract liabilities, !l89.'i& 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pag·e 14! {Lfter line 2, to insert: 
For court-house and post-omce at Helena, Ark.: For approaches and com-

pletion of building, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 6, to insert: 

1lint at Philadelphia: For incidental and contingent expenses, $16,969.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe next amendment was, on page 16, after line 20, to insert: 
For freight on bullion and coin, by registered mail or otherwise, between 

mints and assay omces, 15,503.85. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 6, to insert: 
F or contingent expenses, Ter ritory or Oklahoma, to be expended by the 

governor, S2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 19, to insert: 
For repa.irs to the Holt mansion to make the same suit able for occupancy, 

and for oflice furniture, including the items set forth here\mder in House 
E xecutive Document No_ 103 ot this session, t!26.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 24, to insert: 

To reimburse the Smithsonian fund !or assuming the expenses of labor 
and material& for repairs urgently necessary for the pr eservation o.r the Holt 
mansion, including the items set forth hereunder in House Executive Doc· 
ument No. 103 of this session, H99.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ne~t amendment was, on page 20, line 11, after the word 

"commerce , to strike out" including expenses in the employ- . 
ment of cou~sel," and in line 13, after the wor d. "to,'' to strike 
out" execute and enforce;" so as t o make the clause read : 

'l'hat the unexJ?ended balances of the appropriations fur the Inter state Com­
merce CommissiOn for 1892 and 1893 are hereby reappropria ted and made 
available for expenditure durlt1g the fiscal years 1894 and 1895, t o enable the 



1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 8149 
~Commission to properly carry out the objects of the ''Act to regulate com­
merce," to give etrect to the provisions ot said act and all acts and amend-
ments supplementary thereto. , 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 3, to in'3ert: 
State-and Territorial homes: For continuing aid to State and Territorial 

homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act of August Z7, 1888, $50,000. 

The amendment was ag1•eed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 32 to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting om.cers on account of trans­

portation of officers traveling under orders under the appropriation "Pay, 
miscellaneous," being for the service of the fiscal year 1893, 1!1,008.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 5, to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting om.cerson account of trans­

portation of om.cers traveling under orders under the appropriation "Pay, 
miscellaneous," being for the service of the fiscal year 1892, 15685.12. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 34 to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting om.cers on account of freight, 
undtlr the appropriation" Contingent, Marine Corps," being for the service 
of the fLscal year 1894, 5278.04. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe next amendment was, on page 34, after 11ne 5, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accountingom.cers on account of freight 
and traveling expenses under the appropriation "Contingent, Marine 
Corps," being for the service of the fisca y~ar 1893, 192.11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting omcers on account of travel­
ing expenses under the appropriation "Contingent, Marine Corps," being 
for the service of the fiscal year 189'2,1!17.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, 8.fter line 17, to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of freight 

under the appropriation, "Contingent, Bureau of Ordnance," being for the 
service of the fiscal year 1893, 182.29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, line 3, before the word 

"cents," to strike out "$70.50," and insert "$91.25;, so as to 
make the clause read: 

To pav amounts found due by the accounting omcers on account of medi­
cines and medical attendance, under the appropriation "Medical Depart­
ment, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery," being for the service of the fiscal 
yea.r1893, ~1.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 9, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 
freight and traveling expenses under the appropriation "Contingent, Bu­
reau of Med.icine and Surgery," being for the l!lervice of the fiscal year 1893, 
$340.18. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 2, before the word 

"cents," to strike out 11 six hundred and fifty-five dollars and 
forty-two" and insert " two thousand two hundred and forty­
two dollars and thirty-four;" so as to make the clause read: 

Contingent: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on ac­
count of freight, under the appropriation "Contingent, Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts" (except for service over Pacific railroads), being tor the serv­
ice of the fiscal year 1893, l2,242.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 5, to insert: 

Payment on account of the Amphitrite: To pay to the Harlan and Hol­
lingsworth Company, of Wilmington, Del., for work done and materials 
furnished in c~:mnection with the rebuilding of the double-turreted monitor 
Amphitrite, $4,891.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after l-ine 11, to insert: 
Payment to Theodore D. Wilson: !"or payment to Naval Constructor 

Theodore D. Wilson, United States Navy, for services as acting chief con­
structor, $1,018.63, being the di11'erence in his pay as a naval constructor and 
that of chief constructor from March • to December a, 1886, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 18, to insert: 
Accounts ofT. T. Caswell: The accounting ofilcers of the 'l'reasury are 

hereby authorized and directed to pass the following vouchers under the 
respective appropriations from which paid by Pay-Inspector T. T. Caswell, 
United States Navy, NavyPayOmce, Washington, D. C., namely: CharlesP. 
Calvert, $190, appropriation "~aval War College and Torpedo School,1892," 
paid October 26, 1892; C. P. Calvert, $65, appropriation "Naval War College 
and Torpedo School, 1893," paid November 14, 1892, and F. R. Hanna, $40.50, 
appropriation "Pay, miscellaneous, 1893," paid February 9, 1893. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 7, to insert: 

Remission of penalties on the Bennington: That the Secretal'y of the 
Navy is hereby authorized and required to remWto N. F. Palmer, jr., & Cp., 
of New York City, the time penalt.ies exacted by'the Navy Department un­
der the contracts with said company for the construction of gunboat num­
bered 3, known as the Concord, and gunboat numbered 4, known as the Ben­
nington, the United States ha.ving su1fered no damage by the delay in the 
construction of the said gunboats, and the sum of ~8,600 is hereby appl·opri­
ated for t.he purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
before the word "Bennington," on page 39, in line 8, the words 
"Concord and;" so as to read: 

Remission of penalties on the Concord and Bennington. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 
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, on page 40, after line 
5, to insert: · 

For rent of stables, for use of tho Interior Depa1·tment, for part of fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, $540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 16, after the word 

11 repairs," to strike out "$11,000" and insert "$10,882. 74;" so as 
to make clause read: 

Lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and grounds 
about the same, including the Botanic Garden, and the Senate and House 
stables; for gas and electric lighting; for use of electric-lighting plants in 
Senate and House wings at not exceedidg $200 per month during the sessions 
of Congress; pay of superintendent or meters. lamplighters, gasfitters, and 
for materials and labor for gas and electric light.ing, a.nd for general repairs, 
$10.882.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment .was, on page 41, after line 11, to insert: 
To reimburse B. F. Allen, special a6ent. of the Land omce, for services and 

expenses incurred as such agent from August 26 to September 23, 1893, inclu­
sive, under direction of thA United States district attorney of the southern 
district of California, $160.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 17, to insert: 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

To pay amounts tound due by the accounting omcers or the Treasury for 
pasturing . public animals in June, 1893, being for the service of the tisca.l 
year 1893, $77. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 20, to insert: 
Instead of the Digest of the Eleventh Census, provided in "An act to pro· 

vide for the publication of t.he Eleventh Census," approved February 23, 
1893, there shall be prepared and print-ed from existing plates, so far as prac­
ticable, and not to exceed 30:1 octavo pages, a second edition of the Abstract 
of the Eleventh Census, as provided in "An act to provide for further de­
ficiencies in the appropriations for th~ service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 189•, and for other purposes," approved April 21, 
1894. The number of copies and distribution of such abstract shall be as .Pro­
vided for the Digest of the Eleventh Census. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page !4, after line 24, to insert: 
For stationery, fiscal year 189l, $67.Z7. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 11, to insert: 

For miscellaneous expenditures as set forth in Senate Executive Docu-
ment No. 155, of this session, as follows: 

For 1894, ~4.16. 
For 1893, $39.•7. 
For 1892 and prior years, ~l.ti7. 
For transportation, 1894, ~82.13. 
For purchase of books for department library, !855.55. 
For reimbursement of cecil Clay for actual expenses·incurred under the 

direction of the Attorney-General in the matter of the sale of certain land 
near Fort Mitnin, Pa., under act January 6, 1893,$17.20. 

The amendment was agrfled to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, line 21, after the word 

"out," to strike out "of the appropriation for maintenance and 
keeping prisoners" and insert ''any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated;" and in line 25, after the word "terri­
torial," to strike out "prisons" and insert "penitentiary;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

Territory or Arizona: That. the Attorney-3-eneral shall pay out. o! any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be 
found equit.ably due npon examination, to the Territory of A1aslta. for 
maintenance of Indian convicts in Territorial penitentiary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the entire clause. 
The committee proposed to amend it, but after reporting the 
amendment we find it is better to put the whole clause in confer­
ence. Therefore I ask that the amendment ~hich has been 
stated be disagreed to, and that the whole clause be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. WHITE in the chair). The 
question will first be on the amendment to the clause which has 
been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move to strike out the entire clause. 
·.rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, line 6, after 
the word" settlement," to insert: 

Anu to p ::ty John F. Stone~ an assistant to the United States attorney for 
sa.1d Territory, for services and expenses in making investigation of the 
claim o! said W. C. Jones to ascertain what portion thereof was properly 
payable by the United States. the sum of $i6.60. 

So as to make the clause read: 
Deputy marshals in Oklahoma: The Attorney-General is hereby author­

i ~:ed to pay the claims of certain deputy marshals named in House Execu-
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tive Document No. 107 of this .session, amounting to 11,542, for services at_ 
the opening of the Iowa. and the Sac and Fox Indian agencies in Oklahoma 
and the claims of w. c. Jones, late United States marshal for the dis­
trict of Kansas, amounting to $830, and of Edward P. Kelly and Jesse J. 
Graham, amounting to $642 each, for services and expenses in preparing for 
and in the opening of Oklahoma Territory to settlement, and to pay John 
F. Stone, an assistant to the United States attorney for said Territory, for 
services and expenses in making investigation of the claim of said W. C. 
Jones to ascertain what portion thereof was properly paya.ble by the United 
States the sum of $!6.60, from the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
of $20,000, made by the deficiency act of July 28, 1892, for " deputy marshals 
in Oklahoma." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 19, to insert: 
For~xpenses of the judge or the United Sta tes com·t in the Indian Terri­

tory, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, line 23, after the word 

"marshals," to strike out" for fees and expenses of marshals, 
United States courts, $50,000," and insert: 

For defraying expenses incurred by marshals in executing orders, war· 
rants , and processes of United States courts for the protection of property 
in the hands of receivers of such courts, and for the arrest and detention 
until trial of persons arrested tor violating such orders,. and resisting the 
execution of such warrants and processes, t<> be audited and allowed by the 
Attorney-General, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 7, before the word 

"cents," to strike ou~ "two hundred and five dollars and fifty­
two,' and insert "three hundred and eighty-four dollars and 
twelve;" so as to make the clause read: · 

For 1893, $20,384.12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 19, before the word 

, "cents," to strike out "sixty dollars and sixty," and insert 
"ninety-two dollars and thirty-five;" so as to make the clause 
read: 

For 1893, $16,492.35. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 22, before the word 

"cents," to strikeout" forty-eight dollars and sixty" and insert 
"three hundred and forty-three dollars and ten;" so as to make 
the clause read: 

For 1891, $343.10. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 24, before the word 

"cents," to strike out " ninety-five dollars and ten" and insert 
Hthree hundred and seventy dollars and forty;" so as to make 
the clause read: 

For 1800, $31(}.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, line 2, before the word 

"cents," to strike out "two hundred and nineteen dollars and 
forty-five, " and insert "eight hundred and seventy-four dollars 
and forty; ' so as to make the clause read: 

For 1889, $874.4.0. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 2, to insert: 
For 1888., $64.5.60. 
The amendment was a.:,rrreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 4, to insert: 
For 1887, !235.80. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, afte1• line 6, to insert: 

For 1886, $253.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line ~' to insert: 
For 1885, $41.70. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 17, to insert: 
For 1894, $85,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, line 22, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out" thirty-five thousand one hundred and 
twenty-eight" and insert "forty thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-four;" so as to make the clase read: 

For 1893, $140,834.87. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54t after line 23, to insert: 
For 1892, ~3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, line 7, before the word 

"cents/' to strike out "seventy-five dollars and sixty" and in· 
sert u one hundred and fifty-nine dollars and seventy-nine;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

For 1889, $159.79. 

The amendment wa,.~.ag1•eed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 2, before the word 
''thousand," to strike out 1

' fifteen" and insert 1
' twenty;" so aA 

to make the clause read: 
For 1894, $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, line 7, before the word 

''dollars," to strike out ''ninety-nine" and insert ''one hundred 
and fourteen; " so as to make the clause read: 

For 1888,$114.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, line 8, before the word 

11 dollars," to strike out ''fifteen" and insert '' sixty;" so as to 
make the clause read: 

For 1887, $00. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, line 18, before the word 

" thousand," to strike out" ten," and insert" twenty;" so as to 
make the clause read: 

Fo1• 1894, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 12, to insert: 
To pay the amounts reported in House Executive Document No. lSi of 

the present session, for pay of special assistant attorneys, $2,082. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the amendment may be dis· 
agreed to, as that amount bas been paid. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 16, to insert: 

For payment to Edwin Walker, speci&l. assist:mt United States attorney, 
for services in the suit of Ephraim Sells and another n.ga.inst the province 
of New South Wales, in the superior court of Cook: County, Til., November. 
1893, $500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in immediately after the amendment which has 
just been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro· 

posed to insert: . 
For payment to Patrick H. Winston :ror legal services rendered the United 

States in 1893, as reported in House Executive Document No. 92, Fifty-third 
Congress, second session, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, after line 
21, to insert: 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate Executive Documents Nos. 148 and 
165, of the present session, for Jilland mail transportation by railroad 
routes, exclusive of Paci:flc railroads, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1893, $42,756.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 8, to insert: 

To pay amounts set forth 1n Senate Executive Document No. 148, of the 
present session, for mail depredations and post-omce inspectors, being de­
:ilciencies. as follows: 

For 1893, $8. 
For 1892, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 22, to insert: 
To pay amounts set forth 1n Senate Executive Document No. 148, o! the 

present session, for advertising, being deficiencies, as follows: 
For 1893, 1!140. 75. 
For 1892, $432.90. 
For advertising, fiscal yea-r 189i, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, afte1• line 6, to iusert: 

Rent, fuel, and light: For rent, fuel, and lights for flrst·cla.ss posb-oflices, 
fiscal year, 1893, $2rl49.66. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 15, to insert: 
To pay amounts set forth in Senate Ex:ectttlve Document No. 148, of the 

present session, for mail messenger service, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1893, $311.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 6, to insert: 
R ailway post-office clerks: To pay amounts set forth 1n Senate Ex.ecutiv~ 

Documents Nos. 148 and 165, of the present session. tor rallway post-o1llce 
clerks, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1893, $182.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, line 17, after the word 

"three," to insert" and Senate Executive Document No. 165, of 
the present session;" so as to make the clause read: 

Compensation of postm.asters: For amounts to reimburse the postal reve­
nues, being the amount reta.1ned by postmasters in excess ot the appropria· 
tiona, including the amounts set forth in Rouse Executive Document No. 
103 and Senate Executive Document No. 165, of the present session, tor the 
fiscal years as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendment was, on page 61, line 20, after the word 
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''and," to strike out" $35,792.8'1" and insert "$36,027.77;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

For 1893,1636,027.77. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 25, to insert: 
Compensation of postmasters: To pay amounts set forth 1n Senate Ex­

ecutive Document No. 148, of the present session, for compensation of 
postmasters, being deficiencies as follows: 

For 1893, e9,018.63. 
For 1892, $2,293.44. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 7, to insert: 
To reimburse H. A. W. Tabor, late postmaster at Leadvllle, Colo., for ex· 

:Penditures incurred by him tor rent, light, fuel, and for clerk hire from 
Apr111, 1878, to February 4, 1879, $3,869.94. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 13, to insert: 
To reimburse William M. Ke1ghtley, late postmaster at Durango, Colo., 

for clerk hire pa.id by him !rom January 4, 1881, to March 31, 1882, $1,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 18, to insert: 
To reimburse the legal representatives of Royal M. Hubbard, late post­

;master at Longmont, Colo., for rent of o:ftlce paid by him from Apr111, 1881, 
to June 30, 1883, !600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, afte1• line 23, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF LA.BOR. 
For contingent expenses, namely: For furniture, carpets, ice, lumber, 

hardware, d:ry goods, advertising, telegraphing, telephone service, express­
age, storage for documents, not to exceed $500; repairs of cases and fu:rni· 
ture, fuel and lights, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, oils, and other absolutely 
necessary expenses, $141.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 

SENATE. 
For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons tor 

carrying the malls, fiscal year 1893, $579 .. 50. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tne next amendment was, on page 63, after line 21, to insert: 

For purchase of furniture, fiscal year 1893,$161.25. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 24, to insert: 

To pay P. Ranson Hiss Manufacturing Company for carpeting, decorat-
ing, and furnishings 1n rooms 63 and 65, Maltby Building, $220.31. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 3, to insert: 
For materials !or fll!'niture and repairs of same, exclusive of labor, fiscal 

year 1893, $21.02. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 6, to insert: 
For fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, for the heating-apparatus, 

exclusive of labor, fiscal year 1893, 141.45. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 10, to insert: 
For packing boxes, 1!55.44. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have an explanation from 
the Senator in charge of the bill as to the amendment which 
has just been read in relation to packing boxes. What are they 
for? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators are allowed one or two boxes a 
year to be used by them in sending away bulbs and plants from 
the Botanical Gardens, or for other such purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I move to strike the 
amendment out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on agreeing to the amend· 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
·senator that the item referred to is an amendment reported by 
the committee,. and the object of the Senator can be attained by 
voting down the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is to pay for a deficiency in the ap­
propriation for packing boxes, which have already been fur­
nished, and the Senator has ha.d his share of them. 

Mr. PEFFER. I was mistaken as to the rule of order, but I 
think I recognize that the furnishing of packing boxes for Sen­
ato~s is not a proper item of cha;rge against the people of the 
United States. If I understand It correctly, they are mere pri­
vate conveniences for the personal comfort of Senators not pro­
vided lor in the law, except specially from year to y~ar in ap· 
propriation bills; and I think such an item ought not to be in· 
corporated in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does theSenatorwant to cut oft' the pack­
ing boxes, or does he want to deprive the pet•son.s who furnished 
the. material ?f ~heir pay for what Senators have already had? 
ThiS appropriatiOn is !or the past year, and the expense has al­
ready been incurred. 

Mt". PEFFER. It does not matter. Senators are able to pay 

for their packing boxes, and I think it is an improper item 
either for the past or for the future. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand what the Senatm• 
said, but it is a strange way of reforming to begin to repudiate 
an honest debt, simply because the debt ought not to have been 
contracted in advance. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been reacl. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations-was, on page 64, after line 
11, to insert: -

For the rent of warehouse for the storage or public documents formerly 
in the Maltby Building, from June 17 to 30, 1894, $73.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 15, to insert: 
For services rendered and expenses incurred in protecting the building 

and property of the Senate of the United States from April 25 t-o Ma.y-10, 
1894,$169. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 19, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $11,000. 

The amendment was-agreed to. 
The ne~t amendment was, on page 64, after line 21, to inse.rt: 

To re1mbuxse Official Reporter (}f the Senate for moneys paid by him dur­
ing the first and second sessions of the Fifty-third Congress foralerical hire 
and extra clerical expenses, IS7,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of pa~e 65, to insert: 
'l'o pay to Florence S. Vance,~. widow of the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, de­

cea ed, late a Senator from the :::;tate o1: North Carolina, $5,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment may be disagreed to as 
a similar amendment was inserted in the sundry civil appropri­
ation..bill, and has already passed the Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment was,. on page 65, after line 3, to insert: 

To pay W. F. Wright, for services rendered as messenger of the Senate 
from September 1 to September 27, 1893, 1nclllsive, $108.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk, to come in after line 7, on page 65. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stat-ed. 
The SECRETARY. On page 65, after line 7, it ia proposed to 

insert: 
To pa.y Watson Boyle for services rendered and expenses incurred in fur­

nishing copy and superintending the publication and editing volumes of 
memorial addresses on deceased Senators, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer, at the instance of the chairman of 

the Committee on Finance, the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted, on page 

67, it is proposed to insert: 
To pay Benjamin Dur.fee for extra services for preparing., under the direc­

tion o:f the Committee on Finance, fonr editions of the Coinage Laws and 
Statistics Relating Thereto, $2,500. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to be 

allowed to go back to page 52, as I was necessarily called from 
the Chamber for a iew moments, in order that I may offer an 
amendment. It is to perfectacommitteeamendmentwhich was 
inserted in the legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 

amendment proposed by the Senatol' from Maine will be stated. 
The SECRET A.RY. On page 52", after line 17, it is proposed to 

insert: 
A.nd clerks of the United States courts may act as United States commis­

sioners without receiving additional compensation for their services from 
the United States. 

.Mr. HALE. That is to settle all question about the amend­
ment I have referred to. 

The amendment W88 agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was-, on page 65,1ine 12, be­
fore the word" dollars," to strike out" three thousand .fivehun­
dred"and insert "eleven thousand two hundredand:fi.Ity;" so as 
to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items and expenses ot specia.l a.nd select committees, 
!11,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 2(J, to insert: 

To reim.burse T. 0. Towles, Chiet Clerk ot the House of"" Representatives. 
tor cab hire and other expenses incurred in the service of the Holl&e, 1200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 9, to insert: 
To pay James M. Hall, for services in the document room, $40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 11, to insed: 

To reimburse Spencer Greene for expenses incurred from January 1, 1893, 
to September 30, 1893, for assistant laborer in caring for building rented for 
use of the folding room, House of :Representatives, 135. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74-, line 25, after the word 

"cents," to insert: 
And the Commissioner of Indian Alfairs is directed to withhold from dis­

tribution among said Indians only so much of that part of the said judgment 
set apart by the said Iridians for the prosecution of their claim as is neces­
sary for him to discharge the expenses justly payable on account or said 
pro8ecuticn. 

So as to make the clause read: 
The" Old Settlers " or Western Cherokee Indians, by Joel M. Bryan, "\Vil­

liam Wilson, and Willlam H . Hendricks, commissioners, and Joel M. Bryan, 
treasurer, etc. , !800,386.31; and the Commissioner of Indian A1fairs is directed 
to withhold !rom distribution among said Indians only so much of that part 
of the said judgment set apart by the said Indians for the prosecution of 
their claim as is necessary for him t.o discharge the expenses justly payable 
on a ccount of said prosecution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations to pay judg­

ments of the Court of Claims, on page 78, after line 18, to insert: 
'l' o John F. Appleton, :U12.Qf; to Anthony Baines, 153.81; to Sidney D. 

Baker, i51.39; to Frank Barnett, ~162.80: to Frank J. Beattie, M8.46; to 
William H. Berjew, !-51.29; to John J. Bettinger, !53.81; to Benjamin Bolton, 
f63.44; to Cornelius V. Bowles, 1350.36; to Fred. A_ Brockmeier, $53.81; to 
William H. Brown, ~8.86; to Edward Burkhart, $87.06; to Edward J. Burns, 
1>633.32; to Henry J. Butler, $51.92; to Jacob C. Campbell, ~3.81; to Frank P. 
Carniaux, l271.75; to 'l'.homa.s F. Clarke, $59.80; to Alexander M. Cochran, 
t168. 37; to Benjamin Cohen, !!53.81; to Thomas W. Collins, 1227. ~; to Thomas 
A. Colwell, ~250.10; t.o James J. Conklin, $163.09; to William Coombs, 31511.37; 
to James Cosgrove, \\23.63; to Abraham L. Cox. 1!36.35; to Charles Crawford, 
No.1, i£53.81; to Charles Crawford, No.2, ~B7.39; to James Crosby, 153.81 ; to 
Andrew N. Crow, !78.36; to Silas D. Davis,I18U.38; to William Deale, i299.73; 
to Charles H. De La Monta1gne, ,262.4Js; to Charles Dever, U8.46; to Solomon 
Devries, $189.86; to William J. Donovan, $53.81; to Maurice Downing, $511.37; 
to John R. Dunne, f337.40; to George E. L. Eginton.r. administrator of Henry 
z. Eginton, deceased, ~6.12; to Daniel E. Farmer, ~H9.24; to Abram F. Fer­
don, !278.81; to William J. Finn, 1111.53; to John E. Fitzpatrick, $970.68; to 
Dennis J. Flanagan, $38.28; to Michael Flanagan, $53.81; to Eugene Fliedner, 
~.81; to Michael J. Gatrney, ~2.87; to Louis Gates, f400.67; to John W. 
Goodwin, !53.81; to William H. Gordan, $Q35,19; to James F. Graham, M81.76; 
toJohn L. Graham, ~262.88; to Charles F. Hague, !53.81; to John Hanley 
f95.47; to Arthur W. Hanna, ~~2.05; to Michael J. Harney $25.33; to Oswald 
R. Hartwig, l300.76; to Frederick Hatfield, !87.81; to Gustav P . Helfrich, 
~0.05; to A. H. Hendrickson, la1.93; to Theodore C. Hennings, ~3.81; to 
Martin L. Henry, !672.06; toJamesE. Hernon, 1273.70; to William F. Hickey, 
2134.48; to LeslieHoran, f241.70; to William C. Hull. $510.69; to Aaron Jacobs, 
$260.59; to Bernard J. Kane, M7.15; to Constant Katz, ~5.87; to Timothy 
Keefe, $63.H: to :Robert N. Kiernan, el>3.81; to Theodore F. Klentzin, $110.21; 
to W1ll1am H. Koehler, M; to George C. Koerber, 1511.37; to Vincent Ko­
zaak, $482.03; to George S. Lamarche, W>4.25; to Henry J. La.utemann, i53.81; 
to William M. Lawlor, 1752.39; to Herman ~win, ~.57; to Richard H. 
Lewis, $298.96; to James Lynn, 1!56.46; to James E. Locktuin, f53.81; to John 
F. Loonie, f800.91; to John W . .McCort, f53.81; to Thomas J. McDermott, 
$53.81; to Thomas E. McEneaney, 1824.52; to Patrick J. McMahon, ~3.44; to 
Daniel J. McNamara, f325.83; to William Marx, !511.37; to GeorgeS. Maison, 
$180.25; to Peter H. Mauborgne, $810.70; to Peter Mauch, i-!21.53: t.o Oscar J. 
Mendel, $127.81: to Thomas J. Merchant, ~.20; to Frank B. Merritt, !110.16; 
to Prospect H. Mignard, !393.97; to Charles E. Miller,$140.76; to John Miller, 
$272.'75: to James H. Montgomery, ~3.81; to Hugh ~•. orris, ~11.37; to David 
Mullan, $53.81; to William W. Munroe, ~36.37; to John J. Murphy, No. 1, 
$551.22; to Thomas J. Newman, e299.49; to John F. O'Brien, ~12.93; to 
William G. Osmond, $53.81; to Benjamin W. Pitcher, IM00.67.i.A to Walter Pitt, 
~511.37; to George Price, $511.37; to Jeremiah F. Quill, Cliil36.19; to John 
Quinn. $342.47; to Wesley J. Randolph, 81193.37; to Owen J. Reilly, $!4.3.45; to 
Frederick H. R-eynolds, $829.28; to Louis Reynolds, ,997.92; to Jacob Rosen­
thal, $195.15; to Robert E. Sasserath, 1235.82; to Christian Schilling, $53.81: 
to August Schulz, U42.53; to Benjamin F. Seckerson, $153.69; to Charles H . 
Sedgwick, ~232.32; to Owen Seery, $752.39; to Julius Simmons, $35.56; to 
Henry Spalding, •119.34; to Leopold Stern, ~3.81; to John H. Stark, $260.32; 
to Frank Start, 81210.76; to Edwin P. Sutton, ~11.27; to John F. Tancil, $!6.41; 
to William F. Taylor, 1142.93; to Edward H. Thieling, $58.!6; to Charles R. 
Tice, $723.05; to Thomas W. Vought, $53.81; to 'l'homas J. "\Vallier, $186.65; 
to Stephen D. Walsh, t226.33; to Edward Wellenkamp, $53.81; to George W. 
Whitney, $1,003.22; to William J. Willett, $159.80; to John Wobbe, 143.29; to 
Adolph J. Xylander, $34.58; to John T. Abrams, $600.83; to George W. Ack­
erly. $237.72; to William H. Acl{erman, •48.07: to Frank T. Allen, $262.15; to 
Frederick W. Althisar, $51.77; to Frederick W. Althisar, al86.98; to John D. 
Anderson, $206.55; to Robert H. Arents, $79.91; to Robert H. Arents, $137.49; 
to Charles H. Ashton,$393.11; to James M. BaU, $1~.61; to Fdwin F. Barker, 
$60.4.2; to George J. Barrett, $261.29; to Thomas Barrett, ~86.12; to William 
S. Baulsir, ~08.01: to Fannie H. Beck and William Jackson, administrators 
of George E. Beck, deceased, $237.59; to Henry V. Becker, $622.32: to Andrew 

. Beckwith. $454.23; to Thomas P. Bergin. ~43.06; to George A. Blackmer, 
$76.90; to Catharine A. Blatchford, administratrix of Thomas A. Blatchford, 
deceased, $181.61; to Charles Boyle, $132.64; to Charles Boyl~ $64.32: to Henry 
A. Boyle, $34.33; to John T. Brady, ~96.60; to Dulton L . .t:n·eed, $210.77: to 
William H. Brice, $33.9!; to Jacob Brock, $68.25; to Patrick F. Broden, 
li\763.63; to William W. Brodie, ~3!.12; to John Brosnan, $425.04 ; to Charles 
F. Brower, $72,34; to Thomas Brown, $193.21; t o Erastus E. Bryant, $i13.19; 
to Hannah M. Burtis, administratrix of Benjamin G. Burtis, deceased, 
$i6.90; to Thomas B. Butler, $76.90; to Frederick Byrd, $314.32; to Bernard 
J. Byrne $76; to William P. Byrne, 1!306.25 ; to Cyrus W. Cabble, $364.89; to 
John L. Cain, $76.90; to Frederick K . Calnan, $121.M; to FrederickK. Calnan. 
$254.23; toJohnL.Ca.llanan,$32.99; toJosephJ.Campbell, $500.56; toThomas 
Campbell. $54.93: to Edward J. Cantwell, $91.83; to John F. Carey, $162.2-t: 
t o Peter Cleary, $111.89; to Richard J. Coad, S76.90; to James Coll, $193. 21; to 
Michael Collins, $506.75; to John F. Connelly, ~33.33; to John F. Connolly, 
!95.14; to John W. Cooke, $54.7.27; to J ohn F. Corcoran, $27.84; to · John :i!'. 
Corcoran, $217.08; to Reuben L. Cornell, $307.79; to Jeremiah Costello, $297.74; 
to Edward J. Cross. $316.14; to Samuel R. Cross, $163.78; to Edwin M. Crys­
ler, $531.57; to William J. Davidson, $220.61; to William J. Davidson, . l£8.65; 
to Susan Davis, administratdx of Solomon G. Davis, deceased, $319.29; to 
James F. Dempsey, :U7~ .66; to Nicholas T. Devlin, $521.80; to Christopher J. 

Donohue, 844.64; to Joseph I. Donahue, $506.75; to Dennis Donlan, $32.99; t<> 
Mesach F. Dorsey, $131.77; to Joseph Dowd, $142.69: to Joseph H. Downing, 
$54.93; to John J. Dutfy, $233.04; to William w. Dunbar, $515.15; to Thomas J . 
Easop, $8{.98; to Thomas J. Easop, $125.43: to James J. Eggo, $60.08; to James 
J. Eggo, $61.87; to Charles F. Embleton; t8i.48; to George A. Fales, $4.1.86; 
to William A. Ferris, $57.33; to RichardS. Fischer, lf4U9; to Thomas Flan­
agan, &i95.49; to James Fletcher, jr., H1.88; to John F. Fletcher, $54.93; to 
WllUam K. Fletcher, $552.42; to John S. Folk, $31.40; to Karl R. Forsberg, 
$30.13; to Edward Fowler, $163.7i; to Edgar I. Francis;..$54.93; to John Free­
Ian, $43.94; to William H. Galloway, $126.33; to John ::::;. Gaynor, $293.81; t.o 
Charles J. Graham, 1&506.75: to James H. Graham, $191.63; to James H. Gra­
ham, $167.89; to Harry B. Gray, $540.06; to William H. 0. Green, $104.49; to 
Delbert Greene, ll615.69; to William A. Greisch, $190. 90; to William A. Greiscll, 
$115.73; to Charles H. Hahn, $280.16: to William H. Hall, $507.27; to Emery J. 
Hampton, $613.88; to Thomas J. Hanan, $490.76; to George E. Handy, $52b.61; 
to Joseph A. Haven, $414.41' to Joseph H. Heath, 155.18; to H. A. Henctrick· 
son, $304.31; to Thomas D. Henry, $311.05; to William J. Heydinger, IF513.80; 
toHenryL. Hilbert,$45.42; to Robert Hill, $341.01; to William F. Hill, ~210.76; 
to Joseph A. Hirsch, $507.27; to James S. Hodnett, $20.93; to Alfred s. 
Hoo-per, $43:H9; to John S. Hoven, ~.05; to Johnson 0. Hull, $147.12; to 
Frederick A. Hunt, $'202.14; to George W. Hutcheck, 1!664.69; to Manuel A. 
Ireland, $143.57; to John E. Irvine, $42.31; to Ralph Jacobs, $254.54; to 
William H. Jennings, ~3.47; to Frank Johnson, $386.44; to Martin Kauf­
man, ~07.36; to Robert M. Keleher, l£218.70; to Charles Keller, $75.lY7; to 
CharlesKeller,:H6.19; toA.ugustG. Kellerman, $297.74; to JohnKelly,$200.37; 
to ThomasA. Kelly,$76.90; to John W. King.$294.96; to Robert F. King, $371.15; 
to Matthew Kinn, $302.66; to Francis J . Knapp, $69.09: to Francis J. Knapp, 
1!103.78; to John H. Kollock, jr., $211.07; to Frank F. Krey, ~187.03; to Joseph 
Lahancka, $56.38; to Alonzo Lake, f477.15; to Joseph T. Lakeman, l54.93; to 
WilHam R. Lame, $664.69; to Henry B. Lamy, $661.60; to John Lane, $309.70; 
to Daniel Lang, $270.04; to Charles J. Latour, $188.96; to Charles J. Latour, 
$141.79; to Alexander B. Lawrence, $380.31; to John Leask, $54.93; to John J. 
Leddy, f525.53; to Harry C. Lee, $76.90; to August Lehnert, $552.42; to James 
Lockwood, 1507.W; to Frank P. Loder, $638.32; to Thomas P. Lougking, 
~.93; o William H. Lynch ~.41; to Hiram S. Lyon, M3.26; to Hiram~. 
Lyon, re7.!54; to E. W . McFadden, ~9.03; to William F. Mcintyre, $54.93; to 
Joaeph McKenna, ~214.36; to J. H. McLaughlin, $382.EB; to James A. McLeer, 
$76.90; to Joseph H. McMullan, $16.72; to James E. J. McNally, t32.99; to 
James T. McNally, $50.55; to J. H. McPhilliamy, 119.45; to William A. Mac­
kenzie, $290.80; to Dermott M. Madden, $111.92; to John J. Maher, $$1.77; to 
John J . .Maher ,l55.80; to Frank M. Manson, ~3.79; toCharlesMarks,$362.48; 
to John Marston, ~96.82; to Edward P. Mart-in, $222.65; to George W. Mat­
thews, $94.74; to John J . Meehan; $431.91; to PtJrcy P. Middleton, $481.35; to 
Edward J. Milde, !46.18; to Christian H. Moller, l£554.82; to Francis A. Morris, 
E264.61: to William F. Morris, ·~126.09: to William J. Morrison, $176.81; to 
David J. Mott, $526.80; to Theodore F. Munn, $552.~; to Patrick J. Murphey, 
t54.93; to Bernard Murrin, f73.47; to Frederick W. Nas~l54.93; to Sylvester 
J . Nash, !147.68; to William Nathan, $530.10; to George w. Naylor, $506.75; to 
Joseph F. Newman, ${.21.53; toJohnJ. Nolan, ~6.30; toJohnJ.Nolan, $242.05; 
to Hassell Nutt, $294.58; to Charles A. 0' Brien, $149.75; to Patrick F. O'Brien, 
M62.37; to John D. O'Connell, f54.93: to William O'Donnell, ~6. 57; to John 
O'Grady, $498.52: to John O'Keefe, ~67.16; to FrankL. Ohle, !394.63; to Will­
iam J. Palmer, ,300.92; to 'I'homas W. Peck, t\54.93; to George W. Pettey, 
Wl8.26; to George P. Phelps, 176.90; to John .M. Powers $552.42; to Ralph E. 
Price, $218.76; to James Pringle, M67.73; to Robert B:'. Quayle, $216.73; to 
Patrick H. Quinn, f3Q2.25; to Thomas J. Quinn, $239.74; to Peter F. Ralph, 
~.99; t o William D. Reiber, !434.65; to Thomas F. Reil, $117.48; to Francis 
H. Reilly,$367.9'7; to Francis H. Reilly, $-19.44; to Francis H. Reilly, as sub­
stitute, $26.61; to Thomas Reilly, 3\344.60; to Thomas E. Relily, $288.11; to Al­
bert Rfgali, $278.78; to Joseph H. Rode, ~37.6-i; to Frederick A. Rose, $42.31; 
to Thomas C. Rothwell, !2'29.B; to John H. Rugen, ~786.74; to Michael J . 
Rutledge, $267.39; to Joseph A. Ryan, l54..93; to Lewis D. Ryuo, $72.34; to 
Francis E. Savage, $300.92; to William Schermerhorn, $387.80; to Peter W. 
Schneider, $552.~; to William J. Scott, !104.37; to Henry W. Seimer, $180.18; 
to William H. Shaw, $389.89; to John W. Sheppard, jr., i!4.65; to James 
Shields, ~10.07; to Abraham L. Skelt'on, $137.33; t o Samuel F. Skelton, 3156.65; 
to Samuel F. Skelton, $4.83.41; to George H. Slater, ~2'H.65; to William W. 
Slocum, $187.67; to George W. Smith, $528.72; to John M. Smith. $664.69; to 
Samuel E. Smith, $1tl8.13; to Samuel E . Smith, !80.32; to Thomas C. Smith, 
$305.56: to Augustus F. Soer, $287.30; to George w. Sparrow, $564.66; to 
Arthur w. Spooner, $341.18; to Nora J. Spooner, administratrix of Edward 
Spooner, decea.sed.z.ll103; to George C. Stadtler, $72.34; to George Stanton. 
$54.0.06; to John C. :::;teinmann, $.U1.78; to William Stevenl", $2l8.81; to Harry 
Stout, 8154 .. 93; to August '1'. Struller, $44.19; to Peter ,1. Sullivan, $552.ti8; to 
William A. Swinson, ~291.38; to Edward Thomas, $72.34; to Wiley C. Thomas, 
~4.93; to William E. Thomas, IF63.17; to Charles A. Thompson, $44.19 ; to 
Charles L. Tiemann, $568.88; t o Henry Toelke, $4.6.84; to Albert E. Triquet, 
$138.38; to Ernest H. Trnmpler, t126.80; t.o John C. Tully,$<110.96; to Thomas 
S. Turner, $54.93; to Paul D. Vail, $54.93; to James R. Valentine, $198.96; to 
James R. Valentine, $76.39; to Abraham Van Alst, $791.89; to Albert Van 
Wynen, $175.21; to William H . Wall, $54.93; to Walter J. Walsh, ~4.93; to 
John E. Walworth, ~137.33; to John E. Walworth, ~.99; to John E. Wal­
worth, $125.82; to Thomas H. Ward, $42.31; to Holly D. Waterbury, $413.28; 
to Louis A. Webber, ~190.19; to William G. Wehr, $490.99; to James S. Weir, 
$523'.35; to Charles H. Wetherel, jr., $42.31; to John J. Whelan, $54.93; to 
John S. Whistance, $179.90; to Augustus White, $282.73; to Frederick F. 
White, 11\159.!3; to Adam P. Wick, $547.27; to George E. Wildey, $4.77.34; to 
Harry A. Wille, ~85.63; to Boward Wilson, $162.81; to Thomas F. Wilson, 
$498.86; to Charles R. Young, $308.82; to George J. Young, $313.97 ; to Henry 
c. Young, $54..93; to Louis F. Zehner, m416.63; to Alexander Zundt, $-12.31; to 
Charles s. Bagley, :!'33.43; to George W. Bessant, !129.69; to John Concannon, 
$125.83; to Ed~ard E. Earl, $55.02; to John A. MacDonald. $52.55; to Peter J. 
Murray, $170.81; to Edwin A. Odell, $306.12; to Charles Patterson, $170; to 
GustavUs Pien·ez, ~11.38 ; to John J. Quinn, $55.39; to John J. Ryan, $77.56; 
to Sylvester A. Ryan, $39.86; to Leonhard Schroeder, $98.60; to Leonhard 
Schroeder, administrator of George C. Schroeder, deceased, $95.98; to Pat­
rick A. Sullivan, $93.87; to George H. Von Dreele, $126.93; t o John V . Will­
iams, $142.96; to John W, Carkhuff, $206.87; to Theresa Connolly, adminis­
tratrix of William Connolly, deceased, ~247.87; to Franklin N. Lockman, 
$55.06; to William Mann, ~38.68; to Cornelius B. Mettler, $388.68ij to Thomas 
Reilly, $338.68; to James M. Ryan, $338.68; to Frederick J. Schmidt, $198.22; 
to Susan S. Sill, administratrix of Charles H. Sill, deceased, 1!324.39; to 
Charles H. Westendorf, $33'UlS; t o Joseph Ackroyd, $642.90; to William C. 
Anderson, $352.46 : to George H. Armstrong, $556.84; to Charles Asmus, 
lb268 79· to Louis M. Augustine, $675.02; to Isaac Bonsall, 1!539.91; to Oscar M. 
nradb~y W54.91: to Michael Bradley, !t63.17; to Robert Cassidy, ~382.31; to 
John Chase, !M-W.33; to Frank Clinger, $391.68; to Edward F. Connor, 286.16; 
to Nicholas B. Coogan, $639.91; to John W. Curran, $609.68; to Joseph H . 
Curtis, $120; to William Dale, $669.33; to Edwin C. Davis, $446.67; to William 
J. Donnelly, $615.56; to James J. Drew, $351.21; to William B. Dugan, $402.17; 
to Levi S. Erney, $359.65; to Joseph B. Evans, ~12.85; t o John Feaster, 
IM37.39; to William E. Fetters, jr., $521.86; to George P. Fitzpatrick, $428.20; 
to Joseph: Gifford, $428.65; to James L. Gihon, jr., $589,!15; to Edward F. 
Gorman, $400.21; to John .J. Griffin, $379.70; to John. Hasson, 1!689.76.; to 
Harvey P. Hinkel, !391.49: to Henry .tloll, $641.59; to Godfrey Kraus, $100; 
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to Edward-:M, Lane, 1572.52; to Henry F. Lilly, ~78.94; to Edward Little, 
1123.77; to William F.· Madden, ${()3.27; to Louis J. Martin, $309.41; to 
Jam'3s A. McGowan, $355; to Harding J. Morral, ~.46; to Frank A. Mut­
ter, !3'22.18; to Michael Naugton, $415.52; to John D. Orr, IM18.40; to Chris· 
topher C. Purcell, ~.27; to Richard F. Quinn, $007.82; to Charles H . 
Rigby, 1526.18; to Alfred E. Rumske, ~tl2.91; to James A. Shay, $396.22; to 
William Slavin, $303.13; to Frank E. Trout, ~24.83; to W1lliam J. Turner, 
$664.52; to Charles A. Urian, $443.21; to Charles G. Wil1ong, f548.06; to Mil­
ton L. Williams, $367.14; to Charles C. Young, $291.62; o John Barry, f671.13; 
to James P. Bracken, f676.36; to Hugh B. Carberry, $345.69; to Maurice P. 
carroll, ~.45; to John .E. Connolly, ~.48; to Edward J. Daily, $77.35; to 
'fhomas A. Dames, i77.35; to Dennis J. Driscoll, $412.76; to Benedict J. Fed­
eral, $17.35; to Michael F. Fitzgerald, $593:94; to Ja~es W. Ford, $77.35; t-o 
James C. Glacken, $77.35 ; to Harry P. Hmkle, $20(1.;,0; to H. P.M. Horn, 
i!i67.88; to Arthur H. Jordan, $688.04; to James V. Loughran., $702.82; to A. A. 
McHugh, jr., 1604.63; to Thomas ?.1cKeever, $96.13: to Daniel E. McMonagle, 
1594.73; to Edmund B. Maxwell, $325.59; to C. H. Morley, !357.05; to John J. 
Nathans, $77.35; to Francis X. Ryan, $6.76; to Samuel B. Trout, ~6.83; to 
Carson J. Tully, ~2.36: to Leonard W. Atwood, ~2.29; to William T. Brad­
ley, $62.29; to Arthur M. Coolre, $144.2'7; to George W. Dawley, ~138.12; to 
Joseph .r. Edwards, administrator of Geo1·ge E. Edwards, $66.21; to E. W. 
Halstead, $177.15; to William J. Hudgins, ~16.85; to James T. Marshall, 
$202.63; to Max Morris, 1178.64; to William H. Mosley, 1126.27; to William G. 
Pettis, 1145A6; to John R. Ross, $166. 79; to Walter Ruddick, $119.62; to Cor­
nelius F. Rudolph, et73.50; to Willi.amR. Russell, '122.94; to Samuel B. Sey­
mour, 139.50; to R. Pollard Walker, $137.98; to Maurice D. Cannon, ~170.21; 
to Joseph F. Bihl, ~13.08; to Peter Boyle, 132.!9; to Andrew M. Clemons. 
532.52; to 0. Edward Collins, !S32.54; to Thomas F. Daly, 1!32.52; to George. A: 
Daugherty, 134.85· to Henry C. Dwight, t34.85: to John Gallaher, 134.85; to 
Edward Halpin. tzuo; to Franlr E. Healey, $2'7.24-; to Stephen J. Hughes, 
eJI.34; to Timothy Kelley, $34.83; to Edward B. Laugel, $34.80; to Valentine 
H. Lohner, 1!34.80; to Charles McBrien, 129.36: to Peter J. Mattimore, $34.83; 
to Charles R. Mayne, l24.60; to Otto E. Meissner, $32.54 ; to Margaret Mem· 
minger, administratrix of AdolphMemminger, deceased, 134.85; to William 
~- Schoonmaker, 134-.17; to Spencer Stewart, 1!2'7.90; to William R. Taft, 
a2UO; to Cleveland B. Taylor, 119.71; to John H. Tripp, $34.85; to William 
M. Wagner, 16.52; to Frank P. Weiss, ~.51; to Emory P. Willey, t37.11. to 
Jphn B. Wllloh, f32.1>2; to Lou1s A. Berg, I:J.50.63; to Thomas J. Brown, 
1250.63; to Willlam Colllster, !206.65; to Charles Colstad, 121>0.63. to M. A. 
Concannon, 1182.22; to .Martin S. Cunningham, f220.08; to Danlel Curran, 
1258.26; to Harry A. Duncan, 1250.63; to George H. Foster,l250.63; to Luke 
Ga.trey, 1164.91; to Thomas Galbraith, $250.63; to David D. Geary, f250.63; to 
Edwin F. Gibbs, 13f>S.Qg; to John J. Hanrahan, $250.63; to Thomas M. Heaney 
1250.63; to William JI. Hogan, $250.63; t.o Charles Holther, l227.1>8; to Peter 
B. Klein. 1250.63; to Theodore Kramer, 1197.07; to John Kuelzow, 1250.63; to 
August Le&Seberg, l25Q.63; to Michael H. Lyons, f334.06; to Frank McGirr, 
151.56; to John F. McGrew. ~22.04; to Albert C. Melhorn, 1250.63; to Henry 
o. Moran, 12150.63; to Edward O'Connell, 1226.94; to Peter J. O'Connor, $131.50; 
to Thomas O'Neill, 1334.06; to Matthew Rankin, 1468.09; to Robert R. Samp­
son, 1200.63; to W1111amSchaerer~ 1250.63; to Valentine Steele, 1250.63i,!o_9Henry 
Sumner, f'.&50.63; to Maurice D. Sweig, M2'2.04; to Walter Tallman, t:a:>0.63: to 
w. H. Thompson, f221.52; to Maurice J. Wallace, !183.63; to William Weber 
$215Al; to William H. Wiley,U2.72; to William H. Wilson, e250.63; to Ru: 
dolphR. Albrecht,l58.37; to Michael Baldwin, e210.81; to Henry C. Barlow, 
1281.19; to Henry P. Barnum, 197.16; to George Bartlett, $204.04; to Melvin 
R. Beard, l165.11l; to Michael J. Bellamy, 1118.16; to Charles Boland, ~3.92; 
to George W. Bormann, 1279.13; to Henry D. Buechfll, f250.63; to James 
Burke, 1250.63; to Terrence Cairns, f239.62; to Stephen Carmody, $250.63; to 
James Carney 118.77; to James F. Caulfield, 1231.~; to Abram C. Christian 
1181.16; to Wilham T.Clayton, 1108.53; to Charles A. Closson, $286.88; toHar.; 
wig Goet!t 1346.08; to La Fayette Collins, $.250.63; to George W . Cook, f281,1P; 
to John ..t1. Coughlan, 1250.63; to John T. Croke, e235.17; to Nils J. Crona 
1246.86; to William F. Culloton, 1258.97; to Brya.n F. Daly, 1268.49; to Edward, 
Devereaux, 1246.88: to Harry F. De Wolf, 1117. H; to Charles E. Doyle l%0.63; 
to Henry Ebert, jr., 1182.15; toJosephB.Field,~0.63; to August C. Fischer, 
1268.49; to Edward C. Flueg~e. 161.05; to Oliver P. Ford, 1268.83; to Charles 
H. Foley, ~.63; to Frank Foley, 1180.!5; toJamesFoley,~250.63; to Thomas 
J. Foley, 1250.63; to Thomas J. Furlong, "236.17; to John D. Gallivan, 1196.05; 
to Albert E. Garnett, f338.08; to John J. Gavigan, !250.63; to Patrick J. Get·­
tlty, l185.0?_t to Frank F. Gilbert, 1322.04; to Conrad Grau, •268.83; to John 
Hale, $118.ov; to Wesley A. Hammond, 1250.63; to Herman Harms, 1163.29; to 
Frank E. Hartney, $241.96; to Richard A. Haussner, 1118.16; to Joseph L. 
Hazen, $250.6::1; to Edwin C. Hearn, !160.50; to Thomas Hennegan, 1250.63; to 
Berent J. Hermanson, f31l.SO; to John Heron,$104.98; to Henry Hildebrecht, 
1260.63; to Justin B. Hodge, 1202.23: to James M. Hopper, 1268.83; to John B. 
Hubbard, 1250.63; to John Jacobson, $250.63: to James D. Jenson. $250.63; to 
,Abraham D. Jones, $260.63· to Joseph Kaiser; ~9.81; to Francis Kearney, 
!267.82; to John Kearney, eit8.16; to Thomas F. Kierman, ~155.74: to Conrad 
Kle1nilil298.35; to Nicholas C. Knerr, 1170.19; to HermanKoschmieder, f250.63; 
toW lam Krelle, 1268.4-9; to Gustave A. Kuehn, $185.40; to Louis N. Kurt, 
18846.08; to Alexius Lampe, t237.52; to August E. Larsen, t57.75; to John F. 
Lavin, ~19,39; to John J. Lee, 1215.43; to James Lynch, f250.63; to Timothy 
M. Lynch. 13M.5P; to Francis J. McDonnell, l239.79; to James H. McGee, 
IB316.21; to Peter McGlinn, ~14-.12; to Stephen McGrat h , ~2'2.04; to John B. 
Manning, 1250.63; to Thomas J. Maroney, $2H,~; to Robert A. Matthews, 
$124.89; to George C. Miller, 1260.63 ; to John 0. Mingo, $207.95; to John H. 
Mitchell, $118.81; to Richard J. Moran, e217.32; to John E. Mullin, !70.33; to 
Herman A. Naper,l224.19; toFrancesJ.Nelllgan, ~.63; toNickL. Neudor!, 
1&186.80; to Peter E. Neuses, jr. , ~118.16; to James E. Nolan, ~0.63; to James 
F. Nolan,l236.17; to Frank J. O'Brien, •118.16; to Pet-er O'Brien, ,254.09; to 
PatrickO'Ka.ne, 1218.15; to Charles A. Olander, ~250.63; to William G. Peters, 
1204.65; to Conrad A. Peterson, $250.63; to Joseph B. Petrie, $173,38; to Peter 
J. Pinter, $214.44; to James V. A. Proudfoot, ~57.72; to Herman F. Putz, 
1204.69; to James B. Raymond, t250.63; to Thomas Reath, 1217.33; to Thomas 
Roney,$250.63; to Joseph J. Ryan, 5250.63; to Thomas J. Ryan, $235.86; to 
M1chaelJ. ScanlaJ!t !118.16; toCharlesSchlieckert, 1250.63; to Charles Schoen­
thaler, !250.63; to l:'hilip Schmitt, $263.12; to Herman Schumann, !572.34; to 
Moritz Schwelm, ~6.17; toAl}gustSeefurth, ~250.63; toJosephJ. Simmons 
1'~.63; to Albert Stockman, :SSl.H; to Charles H. Swift, $250.63; to Fred: 
Tabellng, &1224.26; to Charles L. Tan tow, $1S2.22; to Jeremiah Tierney, $174-.22; 
to Swan Turrell, $250.63; to Ernst Von Danden, 1250.63; to John T. Wallace 
3177.91; to Ph111p J. Walsh, $223.61; to Edward Ward, $25.16; to Swan ~ 
Warn, 1188.36; to John M. William, $214.58; to John G. Witt, $118.16; to 
Charles Woodward, ~198.41; to Theodore Zech, $268.4-9; to James H. Burbige 
f2lo.16; to Thomas J. Fitzsimmons, $334.79; to Frank Gerwe, 1121.69; to 
Charles A. Hallam, f199.81; to William F. Hengelbrok, U84.27; to J. Frederick 
Jrnarr, $502.53; to Frank X. Roll, $420.57; to John J. Stretch, $378.98; to Fred 
Blandin, $111.&7; to Charles W. Bull, $36; to George H. Covert, 1!740; to Gust 
Felgenhauer, $130.25; to Elias W. Fisher, ~6.65; to FrankFriauf, ~9.95; to 
James W. Greeley, $748.73; to Wancy Haman, S611U6; to Max W. Heck, 
1209.80; to Jens Johnson, $601.13; to Lucius R. Lewis, $740; to James w. 
Mason, 8!23Ui7; to Nicholas Murray, ~68.91; to Louts P. Nelson, f79.61; to 
John T. Price, 1105; to Charles J. Skow, 8!105.40; to James F. Smollen, 1659.99; 
to William Wernecke, IH8.73; to Daniel Shea, $!,087; interest on this judg­
went from January 7, 1891, toMay 26,1894, ~52.70; oo Annie M. LaTourrette, 

executrix of James A. M. La. Tourrette, deceased, 1333.75; in~rest on this 
judgment from December Zi', 1893, to March 9, 1894, $2.63; to James M. Patte_~ 
son and Jonathan N. Wise, executors of Alpha Wright, deceased, ~50; tO 
RobertS. 3hlelds, $1,719.50; to Gil bertH. Ferris,$30); to Alexander B. Cooper, 
ros3.20; to Miles B. McMahan, $126.50; to Florida Central and Peninsular 
Railroad Company, ~2,114.71; to Frank J. Holt, executor of Parley C. Holt, 
deceased, $369.20: P1'011ided, 'l'hat this judgment shall not be paid until the 
Government shall be reimbursed for the amount wrongfully paid the widow 
o! t:.aid Holt by the Post-01fioe Department November 5, 1885, on account of 
the claim covered by said judgment; to Elbert Wallace, $345; toN. M. E. 
Sla.u$hter, $254.25; to Hyleman A. Lockwood, t77.50; to Ashland T. Patrick, 
£6\Uu; to Thomas W. Campbell, $36.45; to James W. Parker, $6,964.77; to 
Benjamin Z. Herndon, $36.80; to Abner Hazeltine, $774.95; to H. H. King, $135; 
to William H. Faucett, $164.45; to Benjamin R. Grymes, William Jackson, 
and Robert Jackson, ~180; to Morris Wickersham, $90; to Charles C. Godwin, 
1512.60; to William W. Gilbert., 16·!.05; to William Zabriskie, $62.05; to Ed· 
ward W. Turner, $256; to Archibald B. Calvert. $1,793.65; to McLain Jones, 
$372.90; to Charles H. Gorham, $146.05; to J. A. Thorn, ~59.55; to Elbert Wal­
lace, $111.50: to Charles C. Watera, $315; toFrank M. Hunter,l382.60; to Wil· 
liamM. VanDyke,l900; totheBostonlceCompany,~,300; toJohnT.Green, 
~10.75i. _to William P. Dryden 1153.47; to Thomas W. Hotchkiss, 13,054.50; to 
P. W. Magruder, executor o! Henry C. Allen, deceased,l24.8.80; to William 
M. Van Dyke, $1,106.55; to John A. Sigler, ~'5.70; to Henry K. White, adminis­
trator of Samuel Thompson, deceased, $165.53; to William Nelson,$1,127.60; 
to George W. Ackerly, 1!1.4-3; to Patrick .F. Doherty, ~8.23; to Charles H. 
Hahn, 1116.57; to John W. Hunter, f55.62; to Robert M. Kelleher, 1624.13; to 
Percy P. Middleton,l56.65; to Charles w. Morton, $43!.66; to John F. Pool, 
154.93; to Daniel J. Reardon, $396.32; to John Sharkey, IS190.58; to Solomon 
Styler, 24-0.37; to William E. Thomas, $339.73; to David L. Van Houten,IM5.56; 
to Frederick H. Webber, f311.74; to James H. Woodward, 144.29; to Thomas 
C. McMahon, 1231.03; to Morris Kirkpatrick, 182. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of the names in the list of these 
judgments o! the Court of Claims have been misprinted. In 
line 17, on page 82, the name "Gordan" should be "Gordon;" 
on page 93, line 24, the name" Connelly" should be ''Connolly;" 
on page 95, in line 11, the name " Mesach" should be "Mesh­
ach:" so aa to read "Meshach F. Dorsey;" on page 104,-line 19, 
the name " Murphey" should be "Murphy;" on page 111, 
line 12, the name "Vail" should be "Vaill;" on page 118, line 
13, ''Harvey P. Hinkle" should be ''Harry P. Hinkle;" on page 
124, line 8, the name "Daugherty" should be ." Dougherty;" on 
page 124, line 24, in the name" Valentine H. Lohner" the "H" 
should be stricken out; on page 130, line 23, the name '' Coetz" 
should be "Goetz;" on page 134, line 9, the name "Jenson" 
should be "Jensen;" in line 18, on page 134, . the name '' Kier­
man" should be 11 Kiernan;" on page 136, line 21, the name 
"Frances " should be "Francis;" so as to read 11 Francis J. N el­
ligan;" and on page 137, line 21, in the name ''Peter J. Pinter'' 
the "J" should be stricken out and the letter "G" inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi­
fied as indicated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modi· 
fied. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee _on Appropriations was, on page 147, line 12, 
before the words '' in all," to insert: 

To Southern Pacific Company, $1,809,539.70. 
And in line 15, before the word'' cents," to strike out" one mil­

lion thirty-eight thousand six hundred and ninety-eight dollars 
and twelve" and insert" three million eighty-three thousand 
seven hundred and eighty-five dollars and eighty-five;" so as to · 
make the clause read: 

To Southern Pacific Company, $1,809,539.70; in all, 13,083,785.85. P1·oviaea, 
That none of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the 
right of appeal shall have expired. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question in reference to this item. For the iniormation of the 
Senat-e I ask on what account the appropriation is proposed to 
be made? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is to pay a judgment of the Court of 
Claims rendered in favor of the Southern Pacific Company, and 
it does not include anything that is in controversy between the 
Government and the company. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator whether all judgments of 
the Court of Claims which have become final are included in the 
bill? Is it the design of the Senate Committee on Appropria­
tions to pay all judgments against the United States rendered 
by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. All final judgments except those in rela­
tion to the bonded railroads. 

Mr. WHITE. I have personallyhadsome doubt as to whether 
this appropriation ought to be made, because of the unsettled 
condition of the Government's claims, not only ag·ainst the rail­
roads, but against the persons who own the stock in those roads. 
The matter being unadjusted, the question arises whether it 
would not be better to permit the matter to remain unsettled 
until the Governmentclaims can be fully adjusted as between all 
those parties p..nd the Government. I suppose" however, that 
the committee have investigated the matter very fully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 148, line 1, after the word ''forty-two" to insert 
"and Senate Executive Document No.149," and in line 5, before 
the word ''cents," to strike out ''forty-seven thousand one hun­
dred and thirty dollars and fifty-two" and insert "forty-nine 
thousand and sixty dollars and eighteen;" so as to make the 
clause read: 

JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 
For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of suit, 

. which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, 
entitled "An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern­
ment o! the United States," certified to Congress at its present session by 
the Attorney-General in House Executive Documents Nos. 59 and 242, and 

1Senate Executive Document No. 149, and which have not been appealed, 
IM9.,060.18, together with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay 
interest on the respective judgments at the rate of 4 per cent per annum 
from the date thereof until the time this appropriation is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend theamendmentbystrik­
ing out the word "Document" and inserting "Documents," and 
after the number 149, to insert" and 169," so that it will rea-d, 
'rand Senate Executive Documents Nos.149 and 169." 

The amendment to the amendment was a~eed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 148, line 14, 
after the word" Executive," to strike out" Document" and in­
serb "Documents;" in line 15, after the word "seven," to strike 
out " of this session;" in the same line.! after the word " two," 
to insert " numbered 82 and 128, ana. Senate Miscellaneous 
Document numbered- of the present session;" and in line 19, be­
fore the word ''thousand," to strike out " one hundred" and in­
sert ''"two hundred and fifty;" so as to make the clause read: 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLA.IMS. 
For payment of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 

cases in the order in which they are certified to Congress in Senate Execu­
tive DocumeiLts No. 7, parts 1 a.nd 2, Nos. 82 a.nd 128 a.nd Senr.te Miscellaneous 
Document No.-, of the present session, $250,000, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by insert-
ing in the blank the number 249. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to., 
The reading oi the bill was resumed. 
The nex.tamendmen t of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 150, after line 11, to insert: 
Fox a.nd WlsconsinRiverimprovement: To pay the judgments a.nd awards 

rendered agai:nst the United States for flowage damages caused by the 1m· 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Wisconsin, under the act of 
March 3, 1875, as reported to Congress by the Attorney-General and set forth 
in Senate Executive Document No. 00, of the present session, 8!6,263.64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 158, after line 9, to insert: 
For barracks and quarters, $4,333.53. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 159, line 9, after the word 

"service," to strike out ''except the claim of the Security In­
surance Company, for $4,000, ten," and insert" fourteen;" so as 
to make the clause read: 

For horses and other property lost in the military service, SH-,952.11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 162, after line 10, to insert 

as a new section: 
SEc. a. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 

the several accounting o.mcers of the Treasury Department under appro­
priations the balanres of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent'~ baing for the service of the 
fiscal year 1892, and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have 
been certified to CongreSs under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully 
set torth in_ ~ate Executive Document No. 152, Fifty-third Congress, sec· 
ond session, there is appropriated as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 

Foreign intercourse: For salaries, consular service, $298.18. 
For pay of consular officers for services to American vessels a.ud seamen, 

$105.50. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Internal revenue: For salaries a.nd expenses of agents and subordinate 
officers of internal revenue, $.'>2.75. 

For refundinoo taxes illegally collected, $253.67. 
Independent Treasury: For contingent expenses Independent Treasury, 

:!6.14. 
Under Smithsonian Institution: For p1·ese1'Vat1on of collections, National 

Museum, $26.67. 
Miscellaneous~ For suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes, $5. 
For fuel, lights, and water :for public bnildings,$9.60 
For furniture and repah·s of same for pUblic buildings, 75 cents. 
For salaries, governor, etc., Territory or Washington, 1195.68. 
For salaries or district marshals, $.'Z50. 

WAR DilPAR'l'M:ENT. 

For lighting, etc.~ Executive Mansion. etc., $2!.';'5 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

For stationery, Department ot the Interior, $12. 
For inve~tigation o! pension cases, Pension Office, 110..0%; 

Public land service: For Geological Survey (except for serVice over Pa.· 
cific railroads), $547.12. 

For surveying the public lands, $3,233.34. 
For contingent expenses or land ofllces, $1.20. 

,Ja~r reimbursement to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
Fo?-" vegetable pathological investigations and experiments (except for 

semce ovdr Pacfi:l.c railroads), $33.85. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

For fees of commissioners. United States courts, $1,242.70 • 
For rent a.nd Incidental expenses, Territory of Alaska, $107.50. 
For rent ot court rooms, United States courts, $350. 

·For fees of district attorneys, United States courts, $2,035. 
For pay of special assistant attorneys, United States courts, $15,000. 
For tees of clerks, United States courts, m3'7.30. 
For fees of supervisors of elections, $3,365. 
For excess of deposits, 1!120.60. 
For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, $713.76. 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, $197.70. 
For support of prisoners, United States courts, $1;617.20. 
For pay of bailiffs, ~tc., United States courts, 1100. 
For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, 1!645.53. 

CLP...IMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER 
OF CUSTOMS. 

For repayment to importers excess of deposits, customs, 1!!137.81. 
For expenses of Revenue Cutter Service, $lt7.98. 
For Life Saving Service, $28.09. 
For collecting the revenue from customs, ~3. 
For repairs a.nd incidental expenses of light-houaes, $10.2!!. 

WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS CERTIFIED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR 
AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

$9~fi.Jl..ay, etc .• ot the Army (except for se1•vice over Pacific railroads), 

For contingencies of the Army, $62.89. 
For medical. a.nd hospital department, $12.25. 
For publication ofofftcial records, war of the rebellion, $3.22. 

INDIAN CLAIMS REPORTETI BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND THE 
SECONDCOMPTROLLEa 

For incidentals in California, including support a.nd civilization, $5. 
For incidentals in South Dakota., $30.50. 
For incidentals in Washington, including employ~, support, and civ1liza.· 

tion, 1215.55. 
For buildings a.t agencies and repairs, $12.98. 
For transportation of Indian supplies, 52,236.43. 
For Indian schools, support, $5. 
For Indian school, Phoonix, Ariz., $3,896.11. 
For support of Pawnees, schools, 1!43.21. 
For fulfllllng treaties With Delawares, proceeds ot lands.~. $6,010.50. 
For-fulftlllng trrea.ties with Iowa.s, proceeds of lands, 151.1. 34. 
For fulftlllng treaties With Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 

proceeds of lands, 11,287. 
For support of Navajoes, $40.06. 
For support of Sioux of' ditrerent tribes, subsistence and civllization, $1. 
For pay of Indian agents, S585.87. • 
For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies (except for service over 

Pacific railroads), &1,074.34. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE THIRD 

AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 
For fees ot examining slll'geons, Army pensions, $234.50. 
For Army pensions, $924.10. · 

WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR 
AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

For subsistence of the Army, $260.01. 
For transportation of the Army and its sup plies (except for service over 

Pacific ra.ilroads), ~49.41. 
For regular supplies, Quartermaster's Department, 13,527.68. 
For incidental expenses, Quartermaste-r's Department, $251.85. 
For barracks and quarters, $5,286. 11. 
For horses tor cavalry and artillery, W5. 
For 50 per cent of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-grant 

railroads, 8133.18. 
For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 

volunteers in 1855 and 1856, $21.63. 
For transportation of officers and their baggage, $154.60. 
For horses a.nd other property lost. in the military service, $26,462.14. 
For improving Little River, Missouri, 13 cents. 
For improving Little Red River, Missouri a.nd Arkansas, $1.05. 
For improving Little Red River, Arkansas, 1!4.09. 
For improving Grass River, New York, 30 cents. 
For Signal Service, pa.y, etc., 822-2.26. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP· 
TROLLER. 

For pay of the Navy, $8,539.10. 
For pay, miscellaneous, ll893.4L 
For pay, Marine Corps, $36.20. _ 
For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair, $138.9J. 
For steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineering, !12. 
For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $21.34. 
For medical department, Bureau of Medicine a.nd Surgery, $5t.78. 
For enlistment bounties to seamen, $366.67. 
For bounty for the destruction of enemies' vessels, $3. 
For destruction of clothing and bedding for sanitary reasons, $1,130.16. 
For indemnity for lost clothing, $1,018.3-!. 
For gratuity to seamen, $100. 
For mileage Navy, Graham decision: For the .payment of claims for dH· 

terence between actual expenses and mileage allowed under the .decision of 
the United States Supreme Court 1n the case of Graham '08. The United. 
States, $9,637.01. 

For Navy pensions, $27. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH. AUDITO.B. 

For deftciency in the postal revenue, as follows: 
For canceling machines, $14,093.72. 
For rent, light, and fuel, $2,115.2i. 
For clerk hire. 11,274.31. 
Forcom~tion o! pustmasters, $1,843.8}. 
For specral·delivery service, 12. 

-. 
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Fonnail bags and catchers, 25 cents. 
For rallway post-office clerks, $73.36. 
For inland mail transportation, railroads, $!75.50. 
For advertising, 1114L40, 
For inland mail transportation, sta.r routes, $388.8!. 
The amendment was agreed t.o. 
The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 11, to insert: 
SEc. 4. That for the payment of the following cla.ims certified to be due 

by the several accounting officers of the Treas111'y Department under appro­
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
!und under the provisions of section 6 of the act of June 20, 1874, a.nd under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1892, and prior years, unless otherwise stated, a.nd which have 
been certified w Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fUlly 
set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 164, Fifty-third Congress, sec· 
ond session, there is appropriated as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. .' 
STATE DEPARTMENT. . .,-s,_ 

Foreign intercourse: For salaries, consUlar seTvice, $1,149.45. ;;~ 
For International Exposition at Paris in 1889, 1114.66. 

TREASURY DEPARTMEbi'T. 

:Mints and assay offices; For contingent expenses, assay office at New 
York, $-19.33. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT • 

. Public lands service: For surveying the public lands, $4,763.13 
DEP .ARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Judicial: For fees and expenses of marshals, United St:;.tes coutts, $2,· 
152.35. 

For pay of special assistant attorn-eys, United States courts, 1!250. 
For fees of commissioners, United States co111'ts, $14.90. · 
For fees of juroTs, United States courts, $431.90. 
For support of prisoners, United States courts, !220.66. 
For pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, a\154. 
For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $10.00. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER OF' 
CUSTOMS. 

For supplies of light-houses, 1890, 69 cents. 
For expenses o! buoyage, 1800, 80 cents. 
For Life-Saving Service..1892, $164.52. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP­
TROLLER. 

W .AR DEP .ARTMENT. 

Fot· pay, etc., of the A1'IDy, $895.07. 
INTERIOR DEP.ARTME...>qT, 

For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 189-1, $1,013,74. 
WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR 

AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 
For transportation of the Army and its supplies, $98.50. 
For regular supplies, Quartermaster's Department, $17.30. 
For barracks and quarters, $10. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDI· 
TOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

For pay of the NavY, $313.04. 
For bounty for the destruction of enemies' vessels, $2.92. 
For mileage, Navy, Graham decision, tor the payment or claims for the 

difference between actual expenses and mlleage, allowed under the deeision 
of the United States Supreme Court in the case of Graham vs. The United 
States, $437.6'r. 

Fm.• Navy :pensions, $60. 
CLAIM~ ALLOWED BY TiiE SIXTH AUDITOR. 

For rent, light, and fuel, $18. _ 
For mail bags and catchers, 10 cents. 
For clerk hire, $23.32. 
For star service, $2,247.16; 
For railroad transportation, $1.17; 
For compensation of postmasters, $138.8'7 ; 
For canceling machines, $32.97. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 176, after line 8, to insert: 
SEc. 5. For payment of the claims reexamined ann certified:to CongTess in 

Senate Executive Document No. 98, Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
$35,791.67. . 

The amendment was agreed. to. 
..Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to follow immedi­

ately after the amendment just adopted. It is for the payment 
of claims which have been certified since the bill was reported. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 13, on page 176: 
For payment of the cla-ims reexamined and certllied to Congress in Sen­

ate Executive Document No. 133, Fifty-third CongTess. second session, 
$18,661.(J'/. 

The amendment was ag-reed to. 
The next amendme)nt of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

at the end of the bill: 
For payment to the Annapolis and Elk Ridge Railroad Company amount 

or certified claim he1·etofore reported to Congress, and reexamined and re­
ported in Senate Executive Document No. 11.8, Fifty·thirdC<mgres.s, second 
session, $9,720. 

For payment of the following claims on account of horses lost in the mili­
tary service heretofore certified to CongTess, namely: To the Globe Mutual In· 
tmrance Company of St. Louis. Mo., ~000. · 

To the St. Louis Floating Dock Insurance Company, $4.,000. 
To pay Wllliam. H. Moore amount certitied to be due for man service fis­

cal year 1861, in HoUBe Executive Document No. 32, page 52 Fiftieth Con-
gress, first session. $93. 25. ' 
T~t the sum ~p~ropria.ted in the act of Mar.ch 3, 1891, entitled "An act 

mak:mg appropr1.at10ns to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
ftsea.l year ending June 30, 1891, and for"Prior years, and tor other purposes," 
to be paid to John A. Brimmer, jr; , administrator otJolmGilliat,deceased, 

to be paid instead to the administrator of Thomas G1111at, deceased, the 
original sufferer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by strik­
ing out the word" t.o," in line 12, on page 177, and inserting 
'' shall ; " so as to read "shall be paid." 

The amendment to the amendment was ~ureed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to come in on page 

43, after line 7. · 
The SECRETARY. On page 43, after line 7, insert: 
To pay for supplies furnished the Indian Service in 1873 and 1374, and re­

ported to Congress in Senate Miscellaneous -Document No. 165, Fifty-first 
Congress, first session, to-wit : 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 
To Edward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, $2,400.20, ·,~.u::: . 
To Bowers and Richards, assignees of James M. Burney, $3,534.76. · """"' 
To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., $3,479.32. :~;: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. On page 51 after line 4, I move to insert 

what! send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 5, after line 4, insert: 

The accounting officers of the Treasnry are hereby authorized and directed 
to examine the accounts of A. G. Studer, late consul at Singapore, and allow 
him credit fo:r unofficial feesre.ceived by him for notarial and unofflcialserv· 
ices performed by him during the period of his sa.id COIU!ulship at Singa.· 
pore, and by mistake paid by him into th.e Treasnry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I offer an amendment. On page 28, after 

line 17, I move to insert: 
Pay for rent of rifle rangel For rent.. ot rifle range at Bellevue, near 

Omaha, Nebr., to Henry T. Clarke, rent being from JUly 1, 1891, to July 1, 
1894, $1,800, to be received infuU of aU claims for said rifle range to the last­
named date. 

This rifle range is at the little town ot Bellevue, 3 or 4 miles 
from the city of Omaha. It was rented by the Quartermaster's 
Department in 1886 and has been used continuously for the com· 
petitive shooting of the Department of the Platte from that time 
to this. I have myself visited it frequently, and I have personal 
knowledge of the fact that every year the troops go into en­
campment there during most of the summer and· use this range. 
They have improved it in. the way ot putting up rifle butts to 
stop the balls and so on. The reht was paid up to the 1st of July, 
1891. Since that time it has not been paid. 

There was a little question of disputed ownership,_ some par­
ties claiming that as the ground had been laid out in town lots 
at ohe time they were entitled to pay for the streets and alleys 
which had been dedicated to public use. That was probably 
the occasion of the difficulty • . Since July 1, 1891, the rent has 
not been paid. The amount agreed upon by the Government 
was $600 a year for the use of this large tract of land. I have 
here a communication from the chief quartermaster of the De· 
partnient of the Platta to the Quartermaster-General of the 
Army;, as follows: 

All papers returned with statements oi Mr. H. T. Clarke, and maps show­
ing_ the lands used as a rifle range and described in indorsement of inspector . 
of small a.rms practice, Department of the Platte. The land~ in question 
were l6ased from H. T. Clarke in 1886, and. have been occupied and used con­
tinuously by the United States from that date up to the present time, and 
rent was paid to him up to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891 , 
and no other parties have made any claim for rent, or the use of the land, 
until this made by Messrs. Nolan and Martin. as citi.zena of the Village of 
Bellevue-they representing that the vil.ll.t.ge of Bellevue owned about 42 
acres o:r the land in question, and were entitled to one-third-of the amount 
appropriated by the act of CongTess approved March 3, 1893. 

This claim is understood to be based -upon the streets and allays laid out 
in the plat of the village; but that they are not used as such is evident from 
the fact that the ground has been used as a rifle range for seveTaJ months in 
each year since the la.nd was first leased by the Department. The question 
also arisea whether under any circumstances the village authorities would 
have a legal right to claim or accept rent for the use of streets and alleys 
that have been dedicated to the pubil.c. When the land was first leased 
from Mr. Clarke, he went to considerable expense 1n clearing and leveling 
the ground, cutting out underbrush. sinking wells, etc., in order to make 
the place suita.bl~ for the purposes required, and rent has been paid to him 
only, and to no one else, by the United States, for the use of the land, the 
last payment being for rent to JUly 30, 1891, at the rate of $600 per annum. 

Attention is respect!nllyinvited to the third paragraph of Mr. Clarke's let­
ter of May 23, 1894. 

I have pet'sonal knowledge of this matter and know that it is 
a just claim for the amount. named. I hope there will be no op­
posi-tion to the insertion of the item in the appropriation bill. 
I ha.ve telephoned to the War Department, and I will obtain and 
hand to the committee before the bill goes into conference the 
report of the Quartermaster-General himself ratifying this let­
ter of the chief quartermaster of the department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE F.ROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Repres:ent.atives, by Mr .. T. 0. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the. House ha.d agreed 

-
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to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes o! the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, re· 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harborfl, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of 8 per cent green· 
back certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other pur­
poses. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 

had signed the enrolled bill (S. 829) granting an honorable dis­
charge to Cyrus Payne, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice­
President. 

APPROPRIATION FOR PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Sisters of Charity who 

have charge of the Providence Hospital feel very much hurt at 
a remark made by a Senator upon the floor yesterday, which I 
will read. I have been hoping he would come in. They wish me 
to make a correction. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] said: 

The appropriation for the Providence Hospital specifies that they shall 
have 95 patients, for which they shall receive ~19,000, or e200 per patient. 
That strikes me as being a very remarkable provision. I do not know how 
long patients are sick in hospitals in the city of Washington, but it seems 
to me they do not average an expense of l200 each, yet this lump amount is 
given to this hospital, and there are to be g5 patients, and no more, and the 
hospital is to get this compensation for that purpose. 

This statement conveys the idea that these sisters only take 
care of ninety-five patients in the course of a year. Instead of 
that they take care of several hundred patients in the course of 
a year. Under the arrangement made with the Government, a 
contract which has been of long standing, they get about $200 
for a bed. They have ninety-five beds always occupied by per­
sons designated by the District Commissioners and other author­
ities of the city. So instead of ninety-five patients they have 
several hundred patients m the course of the year. A patient 
may go there and stay a day or two, but there are always ninety­
five places reserved-reserved for patients who are under the 
care of these sisters. They get $200 a year, and the authorities 
here are to take care to keep the beds occupied during the whole 
year. Therefore the beds are constantly filled. The impression 
that they get only ninety-five pJ.tients is a great mistake, and 
they feel that ~reat injustice has been done them by this state­
ment. 

I take pleasure in saying that my attention waa very early 
called to this hospital. Thaddeus Stevens took the greatest 
personal interest in Providence Hospital before the war, and 
during the war my attention was called to it very often, and I 
have watched its work. I have been there several times to see 
persons who have been there lying sick in bed. 1 know it is the 
case that instead of entertaining ninety-five patients they en­
tertain five or six hundred. A patient may go there overnight 
sick and he may stay only a day or two. His bed is vacant when 
he recovers and is in fit condition to go out, and some one else 
fills the place. . 

The sisters are paid only $200 a year for the bed and for the 
care and sustenance and nurture of those who may occupy the 
95 beds, and they are almost constantly occupied. 

I look upon Providence Hospital and Garfield Hospital as two 
of the most valuable charitable institutions of this city, and I 
take great pleasure in making this correction of the error the 
Senator from New Hampshire fell into. I make the correction 
for the benefit of the sisters there and at their request. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Tbe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­

sideration of the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to sup· 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

:Mr. HUNTON. I wish to offer an amendment. On page 163, 
at the end of line 12, I move to insert as a separate paragraph: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Silas Q. Howe, sur viving 
partner or W. T. Pate & Co., the sum of $19,662.19, being the sum audited 
under section 3220, Revised Statutes, and set forth in Senate Executive 
Document No. 4,6,Fiftieth Congress, second session, being th·e sum paid by 
said firm as taxes on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn 
by said firm from bonded warehouse. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment can not come at that 
place, if at all. That is where the claims allowed by the First 
Comptroller are provided for. There is a specific class of claims 
stated there. It would disarrange the whole bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I ask that my amendment may come 
in on page 9, at the end of line 23. _ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, this claim is an old stager. 
-It has been before the Senate for nearly twenty years, I think. 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator's pardon. I have been 

here nearly twenty years and it was one of the first claims pre sen ted 
to the Committee on Claims after I came here. I am speaking 
by the record. I can give the Senator the history of the claim. 

Mr. HALE. It is older than any of us. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is even older than th~ Senator's service 

in the Senate and in the House. It haa been before the Finance 
Committee, and it has been before the Committee on Claims. 
It is an old matter. At the urgent solicitation of the friends of 
these gentlemen, or those who represent them, the claim was 
put on the deficiency appropriation bill once or twice, but it has 
always been rejected by the other House. Itis a claim pure and 
simple. It arises upon a distillery that was seized by a revenue 
collector ye-ars and years ago. I should like to see the docu­
ment the Senator refers to about its being audited. Has the 
Senator that document? 

Mr. HUNTON. No; I have it not here. This was in the bill 
before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been put in the deficiency appropria­
tion bill once or twice; but unless it can be shown that it is an 
audited claim, it is just the kind of claims pending before all of 
the committees here, which have been pending for years and 
years. That is my recollection of the matter. Unless there is 
an estimate for it and a report from the Treasury Department, 
I make the point of order that it is a claim, and that under clause 
4, Rule XVI, it is not in order. 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out tho 
provisions or an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 
the tace of the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTON. I suppose the first question to be decided is 
the point of order. I beg leave to say in regard to that, that 
while there has been no estimate made for the claim in the Book 
of Estimates for this session of Congress, it was estimated for in 
the last Congress. Whether that will bring the case within the 
point of order or not I am not parliamentarian enough to de­
termine. But there is another matter which meets the point of 
order, and which my friend, I think, will agree meets it when I 
shall mention it to him. I beg the Senator's attention to what 
I am about to say. The rule, as I understand it, does not make 
this amendment amenable to the point of order. The rule is 
in the following language: 

.All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on .Ap­
Pl'opriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amend­
ments shall be received to any general appropriation bUl the effect of which 
will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bUl or to add 
a. new item of appropriation unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
o! some existing 1a.w, or treaty stipulation, or act, or :resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session. 

The rule does not make an amendment amenable to a point or 
order where it is a treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution pre· 
viously passed by the Senate during that session. I hold in 
my hand a bill passed for the relief of this very party at the 
present session of Congress. It was passed by the Senate May 
19, 1894. So if there was no other mode of meeting the point 
of order that would be quite sufficient, and my friend, J sup­
pose, will admit it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, Mr. President, I can not admit that 
under such a construction of the rule it has ever been held by 
this body that because the Committee on Claims considered a bill 
and passed it, therefore it was in order to offer it as an amend­
ment to an appropriation bill. It has never baen so held. We 
have now, I suppose--

Mr. HUNTON. If the Senator will allow me, he misunder­
stood me. I did not say the Committee on Claims had reported 
it, but I said--

.Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the Committee on Claims report it? 
Mr. HUNTON. The Committee on Claims reported it, and 

the Senate passed it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. So I am saying. I say jt has never be~n 

held, when the Committee on Claims or any other committee of 
the Senate considering a claim has reported in favor of it and 
the Senate has passed it and sent it to the House and no action 
has been taken, that such claims were in order. I have constit­
uents, a dozen of them, whose bills have been passed year by 
year, and upon this identical bill I refused to put a claim that 
was insisted upon by the attorney. The bill has passed the Sen­
ate three different times and the money is lying in the Treas­
ury, audit is only a question as to the identity of the individual 
to enable him to draw it. 

As I said, this is a claim pure and simple, notwithstanding 
the Committee on Claims has reported in favor of it and the 
bill has passed the Senate. The Committee on Public Lands 
reports claims to refund moneys to officers and matters of that 
kind, and they pass here. We do not put them on this bill. If 
you establ!sh that precedent you simply compel the Committee 
on Appropriations to do all the business of all the committees 
of the Senate. Senators are complaining that the Committee 



1894. ' CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-SENATE. 8157 
on Appropriations absorbs JUrisdiction. On the contrary, we 
have done all that we possibly could to prevent the assumption 
of anything that did not legitimately come before us. We read 
this rule: 

No amendment the object ot which. is to provide tor a private claim 
shalf be received to any general appropriation bill. 

We adhere to that rule that you made for our guidance. The 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia is a private claim. It 
makes no difference what construction the Senator may put upon 
the first clause of the rule, here is a sweeping clause at the end 
of it which says that: 

No amendment, the objector which is to provide tor a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the 
provisions ot an existing law or treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 
the !ace of the amendment. , 

Mr. HUNTON. It is not often, sir, that I would dare to un­
dertake to enlighten the Senator from Missouri upon a point of 
order. He has stated with a great deal of confidence that the 
ruling of the Chair was never had sustaining an amendment of 
this sort, because it was embodied in an act which had passed 
the Senate. That is the position taken by the Senator from 
Missouri. I ask what is the meaning of the word "act" in the 
rule? It does not mean a law. It says an act that has passed 
the Senate. -

Mr. HALE. Mr. President-
Mr. HUNTON. I have not yielded the floor. 
Mr. HALE. I was going to ask the Senator a question. 
Mr. HUNTON. I will hear the Senator with pleasure. 
Mr. HALE. We have had this up a good many times, and 

the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has ruled upon it as 
President pro temporei as also the former Senator from V er­
mont, Mr. Edmunds, remember. Their interpretation was 
that that is not an act or resolution passed by the Senate, but it 
is to conform to some existing law or treaty stipulation or act, 
which is a completed act, or re_solution previously passed by 
the Senate during that session. The Senate can, by a resolu­
tion upon a distinctive matter, make it in order. It may take 
a subject-matter and declare that it shall b0 in order upon an 
appropriation bill. But I have never known it held-if it has 
been done it was exceptional-that the w~rd "act" there simply 
refers to a bill reported by a committee and passed through this 
body, which does not make it an act. 

Mr. HUNTON. I should like to know from the Senator from 
Maine and ihe Senator from Missouri what the word "act" in 
the phrase ''act passed by the Senate " means. It does not mean 
a law passed bv both Houses of Congress. It says, "an act, or 
resolution-paseed by the Senate at that session." 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not get the point. It does not 
say" act, or resolution passed by the Senate," because if it 'did 
there would be no comma there. It makes distinctions. It says, 
''or treaty stipulation, or act," then a comma, 11 or resolution pre­
viously passed by the Senate during that session." It is not an 
act that is passed by the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have it here and it reads, "or act, or reso­
lution." 

.M:r. HALE. Does not the Senator notice that there is a 
comma there? If says "or act," then it reads "or resolution 
previously passed by the Senate." Both Houses have the right 
to make provisions in order. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg the Senator to let me conclude my re­
marks. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I do not want to interrupt the Sena-
tor. 

Mr. HUN1,0N. I am sure the Senator does not. 
Mr. HALE. But he loses the point. 
Mr. HUNTON. If it is an act passed by the Senate, then it 

is a bill which has proceeded that far to become a law and has 
not become a complete law because the other House has not 
acted upon it and the President has not signed it, but it is an 
act or resolution which has passed the Senate at this session. I 
maintain, and I maintain with a great deal of confidence, that 
wherever that is the case, if it has passed the Senate at this ses­
sion in the shape of a bill o~ resolution, although it may not 
have reached the other House or the President, it is in order to 
offer it as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

The Senator from Maine ·and the Senator from Missouri have 
stated with a great deal of confidence that there has never been 
such a ruling a.s this; that, on the contrary, all the rulings have 
been the other way. I am not familiar with the precedents of 
the Senate, but I have before me a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD which contains a case identically in point, in which the 
Presiding Officer ruled that an act passed by the Senate was 
within the meaning of the exception of the rule in regard to of­
fering amendments to appropriation bills. I can not read it all. 
'rhe Presiding Officer-I think the Senatorfrom Tennessee (Mr. 
HARRIS! w·aa in the chair at the time-said: · 

The Senator need not, so tar as the enlightenment of the Chair is con· 
cerned. argue as to what the word "act" in the rule means. 

Mr. PAsao. I was arguing tor the benefit of the Senator from Maine. 
For the Senator from Maine seems to have made this same 

point at that time. 
The P.RESIDING OFFIOER. The Chair holds the word "act " in that rule 

means a. bill passed either House, even though 1t has not passed the two 
Houses and become a la. w. -

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia 
a question, if he will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Massa­
chusetts? 

Mr. HUNTON. I would prefer to finish, but if the Senator 
insists upon it I will yield. _ 

Mr. HOAR. No, I do not insist if the Senator prefers to go 
on; but I wanted simply to ask him about this language. 

Mr. HUNTON. Well, sir; go on. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senate passed a number of claims at the 

first session of a Congress, does anybody suppose tha.t it would 
not be in order to put them on an appropriation bill and at the 
same time it would be in order to put on an appropriation bill 
claims passed at the second session? · 

Mr. HUNTON. I am not called upon to decide that question. 
Mr. HOAR. In other words, what force, according to the 

Senator's argument, is there in the limitation of the rule to res­
olutions passed during that session? 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to show the Senator that this bill has 
been passed at this very session. It was passed on the 14th of 
July, 1891, so that it is an act passed by the Senate at this 
identical session. But I was going on to show the ruling of the 
Chair (the Senator from Tennessee fMr. HARrus].in the chair} 
upon this identical question when the point of order was raised. 
on an amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
PASCO]: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator need not, so tar as the enlight­
enment ot the Chair is concerned, argue as to what the word "act" in the 
rulemeans. · 

Mr. PAs co. I was arKuing tor the benefit ot the Senator from Maine. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER . . The Chair holds the word "act" 1n that rul~ 

means a. bill passed by either House, even though it has not passed the 
two Houses and become a law. 

Now, there is a ruling of the Chair in which he expressly 
maintained and expressly decided that wh~re a bill had passed 
the Senate during the present session making a provision for 
the payment of a claim, it was in order under that rule to offer 
an amendment to an appropriation bill to pay the claim. The 
debate went on further between the Chair and several members 
of the Senate, when the Chair overruled the point of order and 
stated that the amendment was not amenable to that point ol 
order, and it wa.s finally passed upon by a. vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair inquire of the 
Senator from Virginia when that ruling of the Chair was made? 

Mr. HUNTON. I hold in my hand a copy of the CONGRES­
SIONAL RECORD bearing date March 4, 1893, and it is a report 
of the proceedings of the previous day; 80 that I have here the 
la.st decision on-the subject. There is no pretense that there 
has been any decision since. It is the last decision made upon 
this subject, in which the occupant of the chair, one of the best 
parliamental'ians connected with the Senate, ruled that such an 
amendment was not subject to this point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair further inquire 
of the Senator from Virginia what was the nature of the 

·amendment offered upon which that ruling was made? 
Mr. HUNTON. I will read it. 

On page 22, line 17, I move to insert-
Says the Senator from Florida [Mr. PASCO}-
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to set­

tle the account stated between the United States and the State ot Florida, 
under the authority of section 55 of the act approved March 2, 1889, entitled 
"An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations · 
tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, a.nd tor prior years, a.nd tor other 
purposes;" and in making such settlement he is hereby authorized to set oft 
what is found to be due by the State to the day of settlement on account of 
principal a.nd interest upon the bonds of the State, in which a portion of 
the Indian trust funds have been invested, against what is found to be due 
the State to the same date tor moneys expended by her during the Indian 
hostilities of 18!9, and 1856, and 1857, and to surrender such bonds and the 
coupons thereto to the governor ot said State upon making such settlement. 
And in making the settlement the Secretary is directed to toll ow the state· 
ment of the account as made under the authority ot said act, as found in the 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury dated December 16, 1889, publisheQ. 
as Executive. Document No. 68, House of Representatives, Fifty-first Con• 
gress, and to adopt the first mode of settlement," etc. 

There was a claim of the State of Florida, which was put upon 
an appropriation bill. I say that that ca.se and the present are 
identical. It is the same case in principle as the one now before 
the Senate, and it was ruled to ba in order, because the Senate 
at that session had passed a bill, which had not gone throug:U 
the other House, Jl?.aking provision for the. payment of th1s 
identical claim. That amendment was decided by one of the 
best parliamentarians on the floor of the Senate to be in order. 
If that was in order, and it was decided to be and a final vote 
taken upon the merits of the case, why is not the amendment 1 

1 
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propose in or~er, because it is 1:<> pay a e~m. that the Senate at 
this v.ery sesswn has passed a bill appropriating a sum of money 
to pn,y? 

'l'he Senate has passed this claim not only at this session, but 
{)n four different occasions- The accounting officers o! the 
Treasury refuse to pay it, not because they do not believe it is 
a just claim, not bscause they would not pay it if it was a new 
question, but they decline to take it up and pass upon it1 be­
cause a predecessor of the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
and his predecessor, had without consideration decided against 
the claim, and they claim that they can notupturn the decisions 
of their predecessors. The present Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Secretary under the last Administration would have 
taken up this case and paid this claim if it had not been for tlie 
fact that a preceding Secretary of the Treasury, befm.·e the law 
was settled, had decided that he had no right to refund this 
money. 

This case is of this nature. This firm were distillers. They 
put into a warehouse a large quantity of whisky, and. by evapo­
ration and leakage a largeamDuntof it was wasted. When that 
whisky wtt.S withdrawn from bonded warehouse, the Gove~ent 
required this firm to pay a tax. not only upon what th.ey with­
drew from the warehouse, but also upon what they put into the 
warehouse, part of whlch was wasted by evaporation and leak­
age. When th~ Secretary of the Treasury first toC?k up this 
question he dec1ded under the Law that-- he had no r1ght to re­
fund that money which the firm was obliged to pay in order to 
get the whisky out of the warehouse. 

Subsequently, however, other cases coming before the Secre­
tary of the. Treasury-, the question was elaborately argued and 
carefully considered, and the-Treasury Department came to the 
o-pinion under the law that a party was not bound to pay taxes 
except for the whisky which was withdrawn from the bonded 
war.ehouse. Und.er that ruling of the Treasury Department 
thousands and thousands of dollars were refunded to distillers, 
and.only three oasao were lett which have not been settled in 
that way. Those three cases were not settled because they were 
the first decided, and decided adversely to the ~lican.ts; and ­
the Treasury Department said that they had no right to reopen 
their decision. 

Mr. President, this is somewhat upon the merits of the case, 
but upon the point of order which is now pending before the 
Chair, I submit that when I show to the Chair that a bill to pay 
this vtrry claim was passed a.t this session of Congress, under the 
ruling of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], when for­
merly in the chair, it is in order for me to offer the amendment 
to this appropriation bill. 

1\ir. COCKRELL. I spoke o! this claim being an old stager. 
It is just thirty years old. It originated in August, 1864. The 
firm of W. T. Pate & Co. deposited a. quantity of whisky 
in their own barrels in a Government warehouse in August, 
1864; they took it out in December, 1864, and a controver~y 
a-rose between them and the Internal Revenue Department m 
regaTd to the amount of whisky which was in the warehouse. 
They claimed that there had been evaporation, and so on. 

We all know that the law only allows a certain amount for 
· evaporation. If there was any leakage, it is not the fault of 
the Government officers, because the whisky was placed in the 
barrels which the distillers themselves had provided, and the 
officers of the Government had ample power to adjust the claim. 
Under section 3220 of the Revised Statutes-

The Commissioner ot Interal Revenue, subject to regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary ot the Treasury, is anthol'i~ed, on appeal to him made, to 
remit-, refund, and pay back all taxes erroneously o_r illegally assessed or 
collected. 

This firm had ample remedy. Th~ officers of the Government 
refused to pay them, and the matter has been pending in Con­
gress ever since. Since it came into Congress-! do not know 
when.it was first presented to Congress-it has been before the 
Committee on Claims, it has been before the Committee on Fi­
nance. It is a claim pure and simple, and comeB within the 
me.aning of the fourth clause of Rule XVI, which provides: 

4. No amendment, the obieet of which is to provide tor a private claim, 
shall be received to a.ny general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out 
the provision of an existing law-

Not the provisions of a bill passed by the Senate at this ses­
sion, or any other-

or a. treaty stipulation, which sha.ll be cited on the face of the amend­
ment. 

Mr. HUNTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis­
souri what is the use of introducing an amendment to an ap­
propriation bill to put upon that appropriation bill a claim al­
raady provided for by existing law? If a bill has- passed both 
Houses and has been signed by the President, it becomes a 
law, and the first clause of the rule says "or act or resolution 
pre¥iously passed by the Senate during that session." 

I ask the Chair. for a ruling on the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, In the judgment of the Chair, 
the point of order made by the Senator from Missouri is wall 
taken. It seems that in the case to which the Senator from 
Virginia made reference, the exact point was not raised. It 
seems quite ma.nif.est, from a reading of the clauses which have 
been referred to by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from Virginia, that clause 4 of Rule XVI was intended to be a 
limitation to apply exclusively to private claims, and to that ex­
tent an absolute limitation upon the power mentioned in clause 
No.1. The Chair holds that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 28, after line 17, it is proposed to 

insert: 
That the Secretary of the Trea.sury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to pay to Joseph Redfern and Eliza. J. Redfern, ot the District of 
Columbia, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $2,738.40, being nhe sum stated to be due by the War Department 
tor injuries to and rent of buildings numbered 1119 and 1721 G street north­
west, in the city of Washington, District ot Columbia. 

Mr. KYLE. I present this claim because it is a just one. 
There is no que.stion in regard to its justness. The War De­
partment hired the buildings 1719 and 1721 G street, in Wash­
ington, D. C., for Signal Service purposes. It occupied those 
buildings and was held to the rent according to law. There is 
no question upon the part of the War Department as to the just­
ness of the claim. They have certified to t_he correctn~ss of the 
statement made in the report by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]; they certified the claim to the Treasury De-part­
ment for payment, but the report came back from the Treasury 
Department that there was no money available under the ap­
propriation for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government out of which this claim could be paid, and 
therefore it was recommended to Congress that it be paid by 
special appropriation. 

There is no way in which it ean be paid, according to the de­
cision of the Treasury Department, except by a special appro­
priation by Congre_s. A bill was introduced hera during the 
present session and passed by the Senate, upon the recommen­
dation of the Committee on Claims; it went to the House of Rep­
resentatives, has been favorably reported by the committee 
there, and is now upon the Calendar in that body. Therefore I 
think the claim is in order on this bill. It is a. new claim, but 
one of the kind which has been pending since 1889, and these 
parties are still waiting for their money. I think there can be 
no objection to putting the claim on this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is exceedingly painful for me to be com­
pelled to make the point of order in defense of the Committee 
on Appropriations in the course it has pursued, to be impartial 
and just in these matters. The greater part of this claim ought 
to be paidj the Senator is correct in that; but the parties say it 
is a claim, and they had a bill introduced to pay their claim. It 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, the only committee 
which has jurisdiction of claims. It ha-s been reported favor· 
ably, has passed the Senate, and is pending in the House of 
Representatives. I hope the bill will pass that body, for I have 
had occasion to examine into the facts of the case. 

The Treasury Department deny that they have any authority 
to pay it-and therefore they did not audit it-because a part of 
the claim was for damages to the house which was occupied, 
and they claim they have no jurisdiction over such matters. 

Mr. KYLE. The claim is for renairs. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And for damages also. The accounting 

officers of the Treasury Department, as the Senator will see by 
the report of the Committee on Claims on the bill, held: 

That the section Qf the act of July 7, 1884, did not give the accounting om­
cars of the Department any further authority to pass claims than was given 
to them by the act o! June 14, 1818. and that inasmuch as Congress never 
made an appropriation !or the payment ot damages o! the character in­
cluded in this claim as part the reo. f1 the claim did not, therefore, arise under 
any appropriation which.hns either oeen exha.usted or carried to the "Surplus 
fund, and that therefore the accounting omcers ha.d no authority to pass 
upon the claim and report it to Congress. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The case was this: The premises were used 
for several years. In the lease there was a stipulation that as 
changes were required to adapt the premises to the use of the 
Signal Office they should be restored, when the premises were 
given up, to their original condition. That was the only ques­
tion of damages. It was the stipulation in the lease to restore 
the property to its ~original condition, and the cost of that was 
carefully ascertained. I supposed until this winter, when I saw 
the bill before the Committee on Claims, that the claim had been 
paid long ago. 

I have nothing further to say about it, except that I know it 
to be a just-and honest cla~ and that the amount has been 
very carefully ascertained. It was stipulated in the lease that 
rent should be paid until these repairs were concluded, amount-
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ing to something over $600, I think. That BUm was ·cnt d6w.n Mr. {X)CKRELL. What w.as the ·character of the ser-vi-ce? 
one-half, and the estimated cost of restoring the buildings te . Mr. KYLE. It~ special work don.e forthe Committee on 
their original condition was carefully 1tppraised, and I think : Educatien and Labor. 
was .appraised very low. MT~ COCKRELL. By crder cl the committee? 

What I wanted to call attention to was 'that 'this is not an or- Mr. KYLE. Yes: by erderoi thecommittee-1 and th-e eommit-
dinary claim for damages, but resultsirom:a stipulation in the · tee1-ecommend the amendment. 
lease . .As the house had to be altered to mak-e it useful to the .Mr. COCKRELL. Yery well, then, I make noquestinn of or­
War Department, the lease provided -that it should simply be der about the amendment. It is a matter fOl' the Sena.te to de-
restored to the original condition fitted fo~ a private house. cide. 

Ml'. KYLE. Mr. President, the facts m'e these: The Gov- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order beingwith-
ernment owes this debt, and every Senator {)n the iloor reoog- drawn, the question is on the amendment proposed by the Sen­
nizes and acknowledges the fact. We have not paid that debt. ator from South Dak:"Ota.. 
We have been owing it since 1889, ana these people -are in need The amendment was agreed to. 
of their money. Is it not right and just that the Senate of the Mr~ KYLE. I offer for the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
United States should pass this amendment and pay the debt.? LINDSAY], from the Committee on Indian Depredations, the 
I sometimes pity the men and women who have to appear in the amendment which I send to the desk. 
corridors of this Capitol day after day and year after year for The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th"fl amendment will be stated. 
the 'Purpose of trying to collect their honest claims against the The SECRETARY. On page 149, in line 22, after th-e wocd 
Government of the United States. Simply because we are a "judgments," it is proposed to insert.: . 
great big government and have power in our hands to refuse Pravidedfwther, 'Tha.tany and .all Ju-dgments incln.deft m sa'id Ex-6!:Jltiive 
the payment of these claims, we refuse to pay them. :ilocnment IWbich the present Attorm~y-General has -already examined, and 

If this claim is not passed upon this appropriation bill, it will any and all judgment,s rendered during hi-s term of office and which he shall 
go over another year. I hav~ ascertained to-day that the Sen- ~~!~~~ ~:!~~~~e;a.~e~o~~~~~:n~d~ct, may be eerti:fred nu-t­
ate bill providing for the paymentof this claim will not pass the Mr. KYLE. I can explain ·the amendment in a wo:rd~ ~he 
House of Representatives during this ,session, therefore it will provision in the bill as it now :stands is that Indian depredation 
go over until the next session; and then, perhaps, it will go over claims shall be paid in the order of their ·examination, be.gin-
aoother year, and then an{)ther year, and by and by, in ten · ith . 
Years, because it will then be an old claim, it will not be -naid at nmg w the first and running on dawn 'through t.he list, but 

.t' there are some of the last ones which ha-ve already been exam-
alL That is the history of all of these claims. ined by the present Attorney-General, m1d this provision wiH 

I hope the point of order will not be made against the amend- allow those to be pai.d withollta reexamination-a:ccordingto'that 
ment. ·order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I .h.ave said before that it is as painful to 
me to make the point of order as it is to the Senator to have it The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on thet>.mend-
made1 but the Senators see how .the Co-mmittee on Appropda- ment proposed by the Senator from South. Dakota. 

· · ff $1 000 The amendment was agreed to. 
tions is situated. The Senator from Virgm1a o era a 9, Mr. CHA~J.>L.ER. I offer an amendment to come in under 
claim; the Senator from Oreg-on off-ers another claim, which the head ot "Judgments in Indian depredation claims," wbicll 
was passed by the Committee on Claims, and th-e Committee on 1 send to the desk. 
Appropriations would be compelled to take up and-consider pri- The PRESIDING OFFICER. ·The amendment will be stated. 
vate claims. The Committee on Appropriations is not adapted The SECREJTABY. On page 149, in line 17, after th.e words 
to that character of work; it is notour busines~ and we are not "United States," it is proposed to insert nor whether e xm:bi­
responsible because the Government does not oomply with its 
,eon tracts which -are made {)Utside and n.ot adjusted by the offi- tant sums ha-ve been allowed:" so as t<> read: 
cers of the Government. Prtnlided, Th.a.t no one ot the said judgments .shall ~ pa.id until the A li-

1 think a great mistake has been mad-e bv the claimant in this torney-General shall have certified to the Secretary of the Tre~"Ul'Y t hat he 
..., has caused to bejlXa.mined the evidence .here.to!ore presented :tn the <Court 

case or by his counsel in not having the claim properly a~ted of Claims in support of .said judgment and sneh ptherl)ertmtmt eTit:lenee as 
upon by the officers of the Department and certified to Congress, he shall be able to pro.eure as-to wnetherfr~md, wrong, or injust;iee.MJ.s been 

th t · t ld h b t k t f th te f 1 · done to thcl United States, or waether .exorbtta.nt -sums have been -allowed, so · a 1 wou ave een a en ou: 0 · e ca gory .o •C a1ms. and finds upon such evidence no gr.ound.s sufflcient.in ib:is opinion U> s u;pport 
It ought to have been done in that way; and had it oeen done in a new trial of said case. 
that way, it would have been passed without any question. But The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
we can not let it como in as a claim, when the p.ar~y says it is a. ment proposed by the Senator from New Ham-c'hire~ 
claim and when he went befora th-e Committee on Claims and The amendment was agreed to. ~ 
had that committee consider and rep(}rt in favor of it, pass it, Mr. CALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk , 
and send it to us . I can not make the point of order against to come in at the end of the bill. 
one Senator and not ~ake it ~gainst another. Th PRESIDING OFFIC Th ill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri e . ER. eamendmentw besta.ted. 
makes the point of order that the amendment pronosed is .ob- The SECRETARY. At th.e end of the bill it is pl~posed to in-

.l:' sert; 
noxious to clause 4 of Rule XVI. In the judgment of the Chair 
the point of ordet• is well taken. That the unexpended balances of appropriations ma.de in the deficiency 

M"· KYrLE. T have another amendment or two to offer be- appropriation act a-pproved March 2, 1889, for pay ol the Navy., under the 
.. ...1. head "Navy Department claims allowed by the .Fonr:th Auditor a.nd Second 

for!3 I am throug-h. 1 do not know whether the Senator from Comptroller," be, and the same arehere.by, made available to pa.y .amounts 
Missouri will consider this a .new claim or ·an old -claim or what due to naval officers, or their legal Tepresenta.tives, before July 16, 1880, in 

accordance wHh the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
.sort of a claim he may regard it. On page 69, -aftep line 19, I in the cases-of United States 'IJS. StrQng (125 United States Re.ports, 656), 
move to insert what I send to .the desk. · United States vs. Bishop (120 United States Reports, 51), and United Sta-tes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmen~ will be stated. VB. S_ymomis (129 United States Reports, 46). 

The.SECRETARY. On page 69, afte~ line 19, it is proposed to The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the.ame.nd-
ins.ert: men t proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Topa.y Mr. J. E. Johnson for services as stenographer on special hearings Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to have this amendment 
befo.."e the Committee on Education and Labor, $3:U)(>. fully understood by the Senate before voting- upon it. It is an 

M1·. COCKRELL. That is a matter which th.e Senator from amendment which will enable the .surviving sailors an.d the 
South Dakota.{)ught to know properly belongs to theOommittee wido:wsand orphans-of those who served in the Navyin the war 
on Contingent Expenses of th-e Senate, and not to the Commit- ~f.l860 to 1865 and th-e years imm-ediately subsequent to obtain 
tee on Appropriations. Had the Senator introduced the amend- · the benefits of an unexpended appropriation, already madeunder 
ment and referred it to the Committee on Contingent Ex.Penses the authority of a decision of the Supreme Court ol the Unit-ed 
of the Senate, and had it been reported favorably, the Commit- States in several cases, deciding that the men who w~r-e perform­
tee on Appropriations would have plaeed it on this bill. · ing sea duty upon ;vessels in port liable to be sen t.out imnredia tely, 

.Mr. KYLE. [ ~vill .say that it has been r-eferred to the fum- and oonstantl_y required to be on board the .ship, were in the 
mittee to Audit .an<.l ·Contr-ol the .conting-ent Expenses of the ·sense and meaning :of the law performing sea :se.rvioo and en.ti- · 
Senate, but that committee held tliat they ha-d no jurisdiction tled to -sea pay. 
of the matter. In otlt-er words, the <»mmittee on EdliDation In 1893, after this appropriation had been made .an.<i the 
and Labor did not Qffer in the ftr.st place a resolution authoriz- mon.e,y had been largely expended, a provision was inserted in 
ing tb..em te-Bmploy a stenographer lor this -special service, and, an appropriation bill, p.rior to the filing of the petition .in. the 
therefore, '[)ay.m.ent was not allowable ·under the rules o! the ease decided by the Supreme Court, impo&ng .a limitation of 
committee. On going to the disbursing officer in the Secre- six y-ears and prohibiting "the payment Qf all antecedent .claims 
tRry's office oi the Senate, he said to me the .only "Way in which coming within the purview of the Jll"Ovisions of that.dec.isioncf 
the amount cunld 00 ·paid was by placing an amendment upon the Supreme Cour.t -G! .the United S.t!l..tes.., whi~h had been AU­
the .deficiency bill, and ;th.erefor~ it is"Vflered in this term. ditea.and "6ertitied .awl .raoommeadeti :to Congress lm- paym.9'nt 
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·That limitation excluded only-1 will not say ''only," because 
there were perhaps some other cases-but it excluded chiefly 
and largely (I have before me the list of certified cases from the 
present Secretary of the Treasury) the survivors and the widows 
and children of the men who served in the war. They are the 
men who are stricken down by this limitation, and all the others 
then were and now are being p~id this money. These persons 
appeo.l to Congress that this injustice shall not be done to them, 
and they claim, and I think rightfully claim, that under the 
provisions of the amendment to the Constitution, which secures 
the validity of the public debt, including pensions and bounties, 
the provision excluding them from receiving the benefits of the 
debt declared by the supreme judicial tribunal to be due them, 
certified and allowed by the Treasury Department and recom­
mended to Congress, is absolutely void, and has no proper place 
upon the statute books of the country. 

It is a most extraordinary proposition that a limitation of this 
character should be applied affecting this class of people. That 
there may be no doubt about it, I refer here to the report made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, on the 19th of 
July, 1894, showing in 1860, in twenty-five or thirty cases, and 
running through to 1870, )..875, and 1876, the service rendered 
by these men and the amount of eea pay due to them. All the 
others having been paid, even men not in the war, and their 
widows and children to-day being paid, why this limitation 
against these persons? Why strike at the constitutional amend­
ment; for the war debt, including pensions and bounties, ls a 
part of the public debt, and if sea pay is not included in terms, 
the spirit and purpose and effect of the constitutional amend­
ment does include it. 

To go further, this is the only class of claims audited, ~Howe~, 
and certified and decided by the Supreme Court to wh10h this 
limitation is applied. Here is the document, referred to Con­
gress and recommended by the Secretary, in which post-office 
claims, and o.ll other claims dating back to 18!0 and 1854, are 
allowed, audited, certified, and recommended; and yet alone to 
this class of cases, where all have been paid except the ~en who 
served in the sixties, the limitation is being- applied. 

In the last session of Congress the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, now the chairman of the Committee on Appropria­
tions, and the distinguished Senator from Maine [~r. HALE] 
allowed a similv amendment to be put upon the defiCiency bill. 
I have it here on page 2409 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

·Mr. VOORK&ES. I o1!er an amendment to come in on page79, in line 5, after 
the word "cents." I moTe to insert the following proviso: 
"Provid~d. That the unexpended balances or appropriations made in the 

deficiency ~Lppropriatlon act approved March 2, 1889, !or pay or the Navy, 
under the bead 'Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor 
and Second Comptroller,' be, and the same are hereby, made available to 
pay amounts due to naval omcers, or their legal representatives, before July 
16 1880, in accordance With the decisions of the Supreme Court or the United 
States in the cases or United States V8. Strong (I25 U. S. R., 656), United 
States va. Bishop (120 U. S. R., 51), and United States vs. Symonds (120 U. S. 
R.,46)." 

That is this amendment in words. I am urging the amend­
ment at the request of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR­
RIS], now absent, who brought to me a note from the Senator 
from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES] andothersand because of myown 
people, widows and orphans of officers of the Navy, who are in­
terested in this just and righteous claim which has been allowed 
and recommended by the Department. 

I read further from the RECORD: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. cocKRELL. I do not think the attention of the Senator in charge or 

the blll could possibly have been called to the last amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator !rom Missouri invites the attention 

of the Senator from Maine. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Maine is watching the bill very closely. 
Mr. VooRHEES. The Senator from Missouri is entirely mistaken. The 

Senator !rom Maine badhisa.ttentioncalled to this amendment, i!notreally 
now, some hours past. It is susceptible or the fullest possible explanation. 

So the Senate at that time affirmed the correctness of this 
proposition and put the amendment upon the bill, thus repeal­
ing the limitation in the act of 1866 and acknowledging the in­
validity of that act and the justice and rig-htfulness of the claim 
for compensation on the part of those who served in the Navy 
during the sixties. 

I wish to say that this is a great outrage, which I think no 
terms can describe. It is not for me to be the special advocate 
or defender of that great and gallant class of men; yet I do it 
cheerfully, and I urge the rights of their widows and their 
children, who are their survivors. I insist that they should not 
be discriminated against, being protected by the Constitution 
and its guarantees as to the validity of the public debt. 

All the others have been paid without litigation. This very 
report of the present Secretary of the Treasury, sending these 
claim9 to us, shows that in all the other Departments he certi­
fies, audits, and recommends the payment of the claims running 
back ro 1840 and 1854J and yet this one class of meri t<>rious people 

are selected for what? To be stricken down, while all others re­
ceive the pay. 

The amount is appropriated and is in the Treasury unex· 
pended. It is suspended by this void and unrighteous limita­
tion. The amendment being perfectly in order, I ask that it 
may be placed on the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the amendment ought to be 
adopted. In 1892 we provided: 

That no part or this sum shall be used !or the payment o! any claim tor 
sea pay on receivln", training, or practice l!hips, or !or the pa.yment of any 
claim which may have been allowed under the decisions or the Supreme 
Court which have been adopted by the accounting omcers as a basis !or the 
allowance ot satd claims wfiich accrued prior to July 16, 1880. 

That hereafter the accounting omcers of the Treasury shall not receive, 
examine, consider, or allow any claim against the United s~a.tes tor sea pay 
or commutation of rations which has been or may be presented by omcers 
of the Navy, their heirs or leital representatives, under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, whJcb have heretofore been adopted as a basis !or the al­
lowance or such claims, which accrued prior to July 16, ISSO. 

That was a very decided declaration against these claims, al­
though they were audited under the interpretation of tha decis­
ion of the Supreme Court. I hope the Senate will not agree to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CALL. Before the roll is called I wish to say that I do 

not see how any Senator can vote to exclude this class of people 
from the benefits of the appropriation already made. Why dis­
criminate against the men who served in the Navy in the years 
from 1860 to 1865? They are the men stricken down by this lim­
itation. Why pay o.ll others? Upon what ground of justice or 
propriety can that be done? The money has been appropriatecl. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from 
Florida, as I am seeking light on this matter, I should like to 
propound one or two interrogatories to him. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be very glad to answer the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I tried to follow the argument of the 
Senator from Florida, and am impressed with the feeling that 
these claims ought to be allowed. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Florida whether I am correct· in understanding him to say that 
under the decisions of the Supreme Court these claims are 
valid. 

Mr. CALL. Unquestionably so. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And that their payment has been denied 

simply because the statute of limitations has run against them. 
Mr. CALL. Because there was put upon an appropriation act 

a limitation that none of these claims, which accrued six years 
before the filing of the petition in the Strong case, should be al­
lowed and paid by the Department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator tosaythatcer­
tain claims, identical in character to those for which he is now 
arguing, have been allowed and paid. Am I correct? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator is correct. I so stated. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is a pretty clear case that these 

claims ought to be paid, and I know of no bett'.3r place to put 
them than on the pending bill. 

Mr. CALL. The money has been appropriated and is in the 
Treasury unexpended. It can not be applied to anything else. 
The money was appropriated in pursuance to a decision of the 
Supreme Court that all officers serving upon vessels in port, but 
performing certain classes of duty similar to those on board 
ship, liable at any moment to be sent out of port and upon the 
open sea, were in the sense of law entitled to sea pay, and that 
it was a debt of the Government of the United States due to 
them. In three several cases quoted in this report such a de­
cision was made. 

Now, under that decision the men who served in that kind of 
service from 1860 to 1865 n.nd 1866, who were officers of the Navy 
in the war, were entitled under the law, as a public debt of the 
United States, to be paid this class of pay. This is the report 
of the pay that was due them, certified and allowed under the 
decision of the Supreme Court and recommended to be paid. 

In 1892, after this decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States declarina that this is a public debt, and being a 
public debt for the war "'and during the period of the war, it ie 
in terms as in substance the debt referred to in the Constitu­
tion, upon a deficiency act a limitation was imposed which 
strikes these pec;>ple and these alone, chiefly. . . . 

All others have been paid and are now receivmg pay of th1s 
class, but these men and the widows and orphans of those who 
lost their lives in the war, to whom the Government is indebted, 
the debt being guaranteed by the Constitution, are stricE;en 
down by this limitation of six years. The last Congress, w1th 
the consent of the Senators then in charge of the bill and with­
out the opposition of the present chairm~n of ~he Committee on 
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Appropriations, expressed its judgment and affirmed the right­
fulness of this claim by putting it on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, no one has struck what is at the 
bottom of these claims. They do not rest on the merits of old 
sailors and good officers, men who imperiled their lives in the 
war. They were originally nothing but a set of undiscovered 
and unrecognized claims. Claim agents ' in the business dug 
them out. 

There was not one of those officers, when he got a favorite 
berth in a ship which lay in the harbor alongside of some town 
and avoided going to sea, who had the slightest thought that 
he was ever going to get sea pay. He expected to get shore 
pay. He lay in still water. He was within sight and within 
boat-reach of a town and its advantages, its churches, its schools 
for his children, and its hops and balls for the entertainment or 
his family. They were favorite posts. Nobody wanted to go to 
sea. Everybody wished to take such places, and the officers 
expected to get less pay. · 

Some day or other some bright, ingenious, sharp, shrewd, nos­
ing claim agent here in Washington took it into his head that he 
could make on a single case some court or other determine that 
because theshipslayin sa.ltwater the men ought to get the high­
est pay in the Navy; that they should get just a8 much as the 
men who went out to sea and traversed all the waters of the 
globe, encountered all r the furies and terrors of the storm, 
breasted storms and weathered gales, and did sea service. He 
got one claim in, and the court, not understanding fully the dis­
tinctions involved in the case and the merits of it, decided that 
this one case was a good case and that the man was entitled to 
sea pay. 

Forthwith the claim agents sent out their circulars by the 
hundreds and thousands, and hunted up every case, clear back 
for thirty years, where they could find anybody who had per­
formed such service and had not received sea pay: Many of the 
officers were dead; their children were gone, but the grand­
children were hunted up. They were told that they could get 
50 per cent of these claims, or 25 per cent, or whatever it was, 
if they put them into the hands of the c~aim agent. The Treas­
ury began to be thronged and overbOrne by these claims, and 
before we got hold of it in Congress the Treasury Department 
had paid on the strength of this _ decision some hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in these cases. 

Then Congress, on full debate and consideration here, deciared 
that hereafter the accounting officers of the Treasury should 
not certify and audit any claim based on the decisions which had 
been rendered. That was a part of the statute. T,hat was the 
most we could do. We were protecting the Treasury; we were 
trying to see if we could not shut off the claim agents. 

The claims are referred to by the Senator from New Hamp­
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] and theSenatorfromFlorida[Mr. CALL] 
as just and righteous, and we are told that there are cry­
ing widows and orphans. There is no widow and there is no 
orphan crying in these cases. It is the claim agents, the law­
yers, who are importuning the Senatorfrom Florida and every­
body else, and have done so in season and out of season. The 
Senate ought to know that in paying these claims it is saying in 
terms that the man who gets an easy berth in a ship which lies 
at the wharf in a harbor anywhere must have the same pay as 
the man who goes abroad and traversesall the seasof the globe. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. WHITE. I am not familiar with the facts in the matter 

and my inquiry is directed at their ascertainment. Is it tru~ 
that these claims have been found to be valid by any judicial 
tribunal? 

Mr. COCKRELL. By only one. 
Mr. HALE. No; as I say they got in one case and got a de­

cision of the court. Then the claim agents,-on the basis of that 
decision, flocked to the Treasury, and after a half million dol­
lars had been paid Congress put down this barrier. 

Mr. WHITE. Are the other claims, those upon which the 
present solicitation is based, analogous in all respects to that 
which the court held was a valid claim? 

M_r:HALE. It is precisely the same class of claims. The 
c<?urt ruled .upon a technicality that sea pay was due for this 
kmd of sernce, and then Congress put the barrier down and en­
acted the statute to which I have referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The decision was in direct conflict ·with 
the rulings. of the Department and the usage which the officers 
had accepted for nearly a generation. 

Mr. HALE. Invariably. I have stated these thino-s in order 
that the Senate will not be deceived, and will not think that here 
is a discriminati~n against a meritorious class of nien, who have 
really earned thlS pay. Not one of them ever earned a dollar 
of it, and none of them ever expected to get it. - There was not 
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an officer who went on board ship in this way who ever dreamed 
of sea pay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He accepted the pay which the Depart· 
ment decided he was entitled to, and was only too glad to get 
that. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. There ought to be the distinc­
tion which exists between leave pay, shore pay, and sea pay; 
and the man on board a ship which lies at a wharf ought not to 
have the sea. pay like the man who goes to sea. 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 
Mr. CALL. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would 

allow me to correct a mistake. Have I the consent of the Sen­
ator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. CALL. I am surprised at the statement of the Senatot~ 

from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I know he does not intend to misrep­
resent the case. The decision of the Supreme Court was not 
upon a technical point, and there was not merely one decision. 
There are a half dozen decisions quoted in this report. 

Mr. HALE. I said two or three decisions. 
There are three decisions. The Senator from Maine said it is 

a technical decision. It is not. As to the meaning of the law, 
it is a full and exhaustive decision. Here it is~ but I shall not 
take the time of the Senate to read it. It goes into the condi­
tion of the vessel, where she was, stationary, but liable to be 
sent out at any moment, and the officers required to be per­
sonally present in the performance of their duty, ready at any 
time to be sent to sea. In these cases the Supreme Court de­
cided that wherever that was the case, where the officers were 
ready and required to be ready to perform sea duty, they were 
performing sea duty, and in the terms of the law entitled to 
that pay. Who shall deny it? 

The question is, does the decision of the Supreme Court, de­
claring that to be the definition of the law, create a public debt 
of the United States. It is not whether there are or not claim 
agents. I do not know any claim agents. I am one of the men 
whom they do not solicit. I have never had any kind of ac­
quaintance with them, but I do know several meritorious women 
and children, the survivors of these officers, who think they 
have a. just claim upon the Government; and they have. Th:;tt 
is the case which the Supreme Court decided. What matters 
it whether the claim agents hunted up the claimants? 

But the Senator from Maine is upon the Committee on Ap­
propriations. Why is he now recommending and why has he 
been recommending all the time that this same pay be given to 
men who dicl not serve from 1860 to 1865? Let that question be 
answered. Why has he recommended that for those men to-day 
and yet denies similar treatment to the men and the children 
and widows of those who served from 1860 to 1865? 

I have here the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
says: 

In compliance with the resolution or the Senate of the 11th instant, call· 
ing for certain information relative to naval omcers' claims for sea pay in 
accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of The United 
States 'OB. Strong. [have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the 
Fourth Auditor upon the subje:.:t of the 14th ~ta.nt. 

That is the case I have referred to here, which is full and ex­
haustive as to the right of those people, not upon a technical 
point, but upon the meaning of the law. The Auditor say_s: 

I have the honor to return herewith a copy of the resolution of the United 
States Senate of the 11th instant in regard to clai.ms certified to Congress in 
accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Strong, 
referred to this omce for report, a.nd have to state: 

1. The total sum or ~,071.90, exclusive of payments !rom current appro· 
priations, has been report-ed to Congress for sea pay under the above de· 
cision. 

2. Of the above-given sum $136,818.62 has been paid. 
3. Of the sum paid, :M0,230.25 was paid without regard to the date when the 

services were rendered. 
4. Of the sums appropriated, as shown above, about $96,000 remains unex· 

pended. 
It has been appropriated and is unexpended, and can be ap­

plied to no other use. 
That is the condition of the case, and I repeat that by the 

very terms of the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
this limitation, if not in terms applicable to the sailors and 
naval officers who served during the war, is in fact applicable, 
because six years before the time fixed in the statute excludes 
all of them, and the widows and children, and to·day includes 
the men who were not in the service during the war. 

Suppose the statement of the Senator from Maine is true that 
these gallant officers, upon a vessel in port, ready and prepared 
to go to sea, did have a respite from the severe service of the 
sea, from battle and storm, shall their widows and their children 
be deprived of the benefit of this just debt, adjudicated by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, because the husband or 
father had a respite and easier duty. Why not strike down the 
others? Whym:ake thislimitation applicable to them and them 
alone? - The "'senator who objects t.o the amendment, t~e -chair-
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man of the Committee on Appropriations~ has had charge of 
these appropriations all the time. Why did he not make the 
limitation so as to except from it the sailors and those who 
performed this meritorious service? Mr. President, there is 
no argument on the other side of this q,uestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-
Mr. PALMER. I have no disposition to prolong the debate, 

but I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a question. 
Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me for a mo­
men_t? It is for a question only. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. I understand there is a distinction between 

sea pay and shore pay. I understand, furthermore, that the 
persons who are intended to be provided for by the amen_dment 
did not go to sea. If they did not go to sea, upon what ground 
is it proposed to give them sea pay:' 

Mr. HALE. This is the ground. For years there has been 
one rule observed in the Navy, and it is a rule made in obedi­
ence to good sense and fairness. There is a distinction created 
by law, as the Senator from illinois has said, between sea pay 
and shore pay. But I will begin with leave pay. That is the 
smRllest pay, being for an officer on leave. 

Then comes shore pay, and the next is sea pay. For years 
there had been but one rule, and that was that officers who were 
ordered, for instance, to receiving ships, to training ships, ships 
that lie about harbors and never go anywhere else, should re­
ceive shore pay. It is not such acase as the Senatorfrom Flor­
ida refers to-the court did not understand it-where the men 
were liable to be ordet·ed to sea at any time. It was a ship that 
did not go to sea; the men occupied smooth and comfortable 
berths, and nobody ever expected that they would receive sea 
pay. Some of them did get it, however, and so Con.:,o-ress put in 
this statute of li_mitations to prevent all of them from getting it. 

The court disregarded the interpretation that the Navy De­
partment ha-d always put upon sea pay, and decided that if a man 
was on a ship, no matter where it was, if he was not at sea, if he 
was inside of a harbor on a ship in salt water, lying at the wharf, 
as the receiving ships always do, that still he should have sea. 
pay; that the men who did not earn sea pay should get it. They 
got up one or two ()r three cases, as I say, got their decision 
through, and ran the thing into the Treasury before we found it 
out. -
_ The Senator from Florida wishes to know why we pay some 
of these men and do notpay the others. As soon as we found out 
the situation we put in this provision, that no claims which oc­
curred more than six years prior to the time of the decision, 
giving them the benefit which the law generally gives of six 
years limitation, should be audited or paid. We paid the others, 
beca use we could not help it. · 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
ques tion. Do I understand the Senator to say that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided that these debts are due 
by the law of the land, and--

Mr. HALE. Let me answer the question. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is a very good lawyer. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer the question. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; it does. I am going to answer it. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is a good beginning. 
Mr. HALE. They did not decide that all these claims were 

due. A court decides a case as it comes to it. The court decided 
one case, A B; it decided another one case, C D; it decided 
another case, E F. That is all it decided. It laid down the prin­
ciple. ThenCongress,inordertoshutoffall these old claims up 
to within six years, said, "Nowithstanding this decision it shall 
only apply to cases within the six years." We put the bar down 
because we did not believe in the decision. I never believed in 
it; it is not a correct decision. 

Mr. COCKltELL. The limitation the Senator from Maine 
speaks of is the bar of the law in the Court of Claims againstall 
other claims. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is the bar. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand the proposition then is this: The 

Supreme Court has decided that the law of the land makes these 
claims due. It is true they did not decide on these cases that 
are before us. If they had, there would•have been a judgment. 
But they interpreted and decided the law, and under that inter­
pretation and decision of the law the party was t-mtitled to go 
into the Department and get his pay, as HI hundred or a thou­
sand of them did. Then Congress came in and undertook to set 
up a shtute of limitation, ex post facto, which did not exist in 
regard to this class of cases, because thecommittee underwhose 
guidance Congress acted thought the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States was wrong. 

Now, just reverse this case. Suppose these men had got their 
sea pay and the Supreme Court of the United States had de­
cided that they were not -en tiled to it, that it was shore duty 

and not sea duty, although the man had to keep his mess and 
wear his uniform and be ready to go to sea all the time, under 
the practice 'Of this Government the Department would have 
pursued those widows and children, those estates, for forty 
years, without admitting for a moment the thought oi a statute 
of limitations or of a legislative bar or a legislative act. 

I can not for one see the justice oi asking the Government of 
the United States to make statutes of limitations in its own favor 
which it will not permit to be made against it. It does not make 
any difference whether it is an officer, or a widow, or an orphan, 
or anybody else, it is a man, or a woman, or a child, to whom 
the Umted States owes this money, and it is just as much the 
legal property of that person which wearekeepinginourTreas­
ury aB if we had entered upon the widows cottage and taken 
possession of it without form or right of law. 

Mr. HALE. I take issue with the Senator on that point. 
Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator--
Mr. HALE. The Senator has been interrupting me. 
Mr. HOAR. I did not so understand. 
Mr. HALE. I had not yi~lded the floor. 
Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator had yielded. I wilt finish 

my sentence and then yield. 
Mr. HALE. I have not finished. The Senator from New 

Hampshire--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair reminds the Sena· 

tors that the Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the 
:floor. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire yielded to 
me. I thought the Senator from Maine was through. 

Mr. HALE. I had not answered the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am delighted to yield to both Senators 
for a reasonable time. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence, and. then I will stop. 
I say again, it is as much the property of this widow as her cot­
tage, and the United States is doing an unjustifiable act. if it 
comes in and says, "If the thing was just reversed I would pur­
sue you for forty years, but that I would get the shilling or the 
hundred dollars or the jhousand dollars that you got by mis­
take; and when the mistake is in my favor merely because the 
Government can not be sued, you shall not have it set right." 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has it all wrong. He is very 
vehement, very decided, and very animated in favor of this 
conjectural widow whom he has brought up, and to whom he 
say·s the Government owes these claims. 

Mr. President, the decision that was got out of the court in 
these two or three cases did not say that the Government owed 
all these parties. It only established that in the three cases the 
Government had to pay. But the provision we enacted in order 
to prevent these cases from being audited beyond a certain date 
was the fundamental law of the court through which all the 
claims had to go. 

We did n_ot make the statute of limitations. When the three 
cases which were put into the Court of Claims under the statute 
of limitations, which is part of the law of the land, were decided 
and carried up to the Supreme Court and the decision rendered, 
the court did not pretend to say that persons whose claims were 
more than six years old, under the general law applicable tothat 
case, not a party to that action, were entitled to an allowance of 
their claims. 

The law says otherwise. The law says "none of you who did 
not put in your claims here within six years have a particle of 
Qlaim upon the Government; not the widows or children or any­
body else." All that we did was to put into the bill a · provision 
recognizing the six years' limitation, and declarin~ thattheau­
diting officer should not audit any of these claims beyond six 
years. The Senator from Massachusetts is too good a lawyer to 
claim that because one case is decided it goes back beyond a 
statute of limitation that is a part of the fundamental law of the 
land. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator a question for informa­
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I have learned some facts about this matter, 

and I should like to ask one question, which I think is in point 
right here. I understand there was a case decided which-was 
considered a test case; that the six years spoken of commenced 
to run back from that time, and that the test case was tried in 
the year 18S6, so that the application of the six years com­
menced about the year 1880. Now, I wish to ask what point 
there was in establi.ihing this bar, if that was not a test case? 
Why was it provided that the six years should commence to 
run preceding the decision of 1886, unless it was so considered? 

Mr. HALE. The provision was put in because the moment 
the decision was made all the claim agents began to rnsh in 
their claims and to claim that b! force of that decision the Gov-



1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 8163 
ernment should pay them all. There was no test case. The 
lawyers considered it a test. case, but nobody else did. The Gov­
ernment never considered it a test ease. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allow me to ask -a. question 
right there. Did not the Department itself, both the Secretary 
of the Treasury .and the First or Second Comptroller, whoever it 
was., in applying the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States made ih one case to aU the .other cases make all the other 

has in a number of cases affirmed the principle upon which all 
these cases rest. Let us take the syllabus, !or instance, in one 
.case in which the opinion was delivered by Justice Strong, and 
see what his language is: 

A lieutenant commander in the United States Navy, per!ormlng duty as 
executive officer on board a receiving ship a.t Boston. under an order desjg­
~;~~ employment as ' ' shore duty,'' is entitled to receive pay ror sea 

eases payable? That must have decided not one case, but it must have de-
Mr. HALE. Tha.t is just what they did. I say the moment cided a line of cases. For the Senator from Maine to contend 

the one, two, or three cases were decided, the cla.ims then be- that these have been individual and isolated cases which have 
gan to be rushed in and payment was dem3Jlded on the b3.sis of been decided by the Supreme Court I thin.k will hardly hold in 
that decision. You could not lind any fault with Congress in this discussion. It is a well-known fa.ct that in all classes of 
providing that the claims beiore the six years limitation, which cases there are test cases, and that when one case is decided it 
we did notcreate, which was then the law, should not be a udited. not only decides that case, but it decides all other oases which 
They were rushing them all in. They were claiming an a udit are on all fours with that case. There are, I take it.J a large 
beyond the six years limitations because this decision decided number of oases-
in a particular case of A B C D orE F, that t.his was sea pay. Mr~ GEORGE~ I should like to ask the Senator fr-om New 
They were rushing in the claims beyond the -decision, beyond Hampshire a quest ion. -

· theolim.itation that was already fixed by law. We said: "You Mr. GALLINGE R. Certainly. 
shall not audita.ny claims that are beyond that decision." That Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of the first decisi-on of the 
is all there is of it. Supreme ·Court allowing these claims? 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to .ask th.e Senator .from Maine if he can Mr.COCKRELL. Eighteen hundred and eighty-seven. 
inform me whether the same law with reference to sea pay that · Mr. GALLINGER. In 1887, I think. 
was in existence when the decisions of the Supreme Court were Mr. HALE. Eighteen hundred and eighty-six. 
made is still in force, .or whether it has lBen since modified or Mr.GALLINGER. Eighteen hundred an<leighty-sixor 1837-
cha.nged? Mr. GEORGE. Iwishtoaska.uotherquestion. Whatw. sthe 

Mr. HAL"ffi. That I do not know. date of service to which the decision ill the Supreme Court ap. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was very -glad to yield · plied? 

for the colloquy which has taken place. because we all want light Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps the Senator from Florida is in-
on this very interesting question. I do not claim to know as formed on that point. I have not looked up this matte~ . 
. much about these matters as the Senator from Maine in a gen- Mr. GEORGE. Was Symonds vs. The United States the first 
eral way, he having been for along time a. member of the Com- case? 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but to my untrained mind in legal mat- Mr. -COCKRELL. It dated back to 1862, I understand. 
ters and in technicalities thera .are .certain :facts which seem to Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I will continue for a moment, ·ana 
be so :plain that l am surprised there .should be .any difference of then the Senator from Mississippi may have the floor, becausel do 
opinion concerning them. It seems to be established that all not p.ropo.se to make a. lengthy ru·gument on this subject. Poo­
the.mo.ney to pay these claims is .ready to be .appropriated and sibly I am not sufficiently well informed to discuss it at all. ex­
is now lying idle in the Treasury of the United States. cept that these plain principles, which do not reqaire a. trained 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dispute that fact distinctly, and will show legal mind to determine, which honest men can determin-e for 
that it is :not the case. themsclvesbetween.manand man~ or between the Government 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is the first time I have heard itdis- and the citizen., have impressed themselves upon my mind as 
pute.d, and it has been stated several times in the discussion. being worthy of a word from me and my vote in support of this 

Mr. CALL.. What is the statement? · proposition. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That the mo.n.ey is appropriated, which I say that after the Supreme Court had decided the principle 

the chairman of"l1:r&Committee on Appropriations denies. involved in these cases, and a. large number of them had been 
Mr. CALL. It is.so st:tted by the Secretary of the Treasury. paid by virtue of those repeated decision~ Congress stepped in 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not oa.t'e what the Secretary says. and on an appropriation bill invoked the statute of limita.tions 

Here is the law. I will read it, so that all can understand it. and stopped their further payment. 
I do not want any misunderstanding in regard to this matter. The decisions were not made , as the Senator from Maine has 

Mr. HALE. Does anybody claim that the money is already suggested, upon technicalities. The Supreme Court does not 
appropriated? decide questions up.on technicalities. The Supreme Court de-

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me read the la-w; cides such questions upon the broad principles of law. If there 
For pay of the Navy, $256,il48.65: Provwd, That no 'pan of any one of the are any technicalities in this case the technicalities belong to 

claims to which this appropriation is applicable shall be paid therefrom the Government, not to the court or to the citizen who h as a 
which accrued more than six years prior to the date of the tiling of the pe- , • ht d th 1a t k thn-+ h hall be · h te 
tition in tb.e Court of Claims upon which thejudgment-was rendered, which, rig un :er e w o as · <WJ e S g1ven W a ve:r 
being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been adopted by the accounting money is honestly due him according to the decisions of the 
o.ffi.cers as the basis for the allowan ce of sa.id claJ:m. highes.t tribunal in the land. 

The very moment Congress knew that the accounting officers The Senator from M aine invokes that old bogy of claim agents 
were making application of a princinle which h ad never been in connection with this matter. Mr. ~resident,! know nothing 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States and applied abou_t claim agents in connection with these claims, but I take 
for money we then refused to appropriate a dollar, or to allow it for granted that in these as in all other claims, the citizen de-
them to expend a dollar. It never has been appropriated. prived by the Government of his rights , has had to call upon 

Mr. G ALLINGER. I presume that statute-- claim agents to do what they could to protect him in his rights. 
Mr. CALL. Will the Senator fro.m New Hampshire allow me I said a few months ago, in discussing a. claim in the Senate 

a moment? Chamber, that if the Government of the United States could be 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; allow me to make a. statement. dealt with as a private citizen in its dealings with people of 
The PRESIDING OFF ICER. The Senator from New Hamp- the United States it would be in jail all t.he time for larceny; -

shire declines to yield. and that is true.. The Government o.f the United States does not 
Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the statute which has been -propose to pay any claim that a eitiz.en holds a.gain13t it if it can 

read is the provision inserted on an appropriation bill, but the possibly avoid it. A citizen is compelled to appeal to lawyers, 
fact is that the proper accounting officers of the Treaaury De- t.o claim agents, if you please, to protect him in his rights be­
partment did find money appropriated to pay these claims, and fore the law. 
until Congress intervened, and by this provision on an appro· One further observation and I am done. This matter ha.s 
priation bill denied them that right, they had no difficulty in been discussed here and elsewhere. !have given it some little 
discovering this money which must in some way have been in attention. I believe those claims ought to be allowed. I quite 
the Treasury for this purpose. agree with two distinguished men in another body, one of whom 

Mr. President, one other point seems to have been estab- in discussing this question declared that he had'' n-ever heard 
lished. A part oi these claims have been paid, absolutely paid, the plea of the statute of limitations was an honest plea between 
by the proper accounting officers of the Government. Then · citizen and citizen against the payment of an honest debt," and 
Congress stepped in and by a provision on an appropriation bill, the other, one of the oldest men in the service of the United 
wh~ch is vicious legislation, and .always has been vicious legis- , States, who has had long experience in governmental affa.irs, 
lat10n, and always will be, stopped the proper a.ecounting offi- declared as follows: 
cersfrom performing what they conceiv-ed to be their duty un-
d 'th l f th U ·ted Sta:t ~is -m.Qn'ey is d-ue by vi"rtue Of a. d.ec:ision. ot the Suprem-e Court ot the 

er e aws o · a n~ es. United States. • • * Whether ~~ be lB1 or :u,ooo,ooo, we owe t.lds m.oney 
One other fact is, I think, not disputed. The Sui>reme Court under the ruling of the highest judicial tribunal in this land. 
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Mr. President, I believe that to.be true, and believing it to be 
true, laying aside all technicalities, standing here appealing for 
the rights of the citizen, for the widow and for the orphan, for 
citizens of this Republic who have claims against this Govern­
ment, whose claims have been affirmed by the Supreme Court, 
which decision has not been reversed except by an act of Con-

. gress upon an appropriation bill, I am glad of an opportunity to 
say that I think the Congress of the United States owes it to 
itself, to its integrity, and to its honor, to see that these claims 
are paid at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have listened to this debate 
and I am anxious to find out what _is exactly right to be done in 
this case. As I understand the facts, they are about as I shall 
state them. During the war, between 1861, o1• including 1861, 
and the end of the war, under a ruling of the Department, 
when certain officers and seamen who were doing duty upon a 
ship or ships inside of a harbor and not going to sea came to set­
tle with the Department they received shore pay instead of sea 
pay, the sea. pay being the larger sum. 

Everybodv understood that that was the right ruling of the 
Department. Those officers accepted the pay and gave their 
acquittance upon the United States, as it was shore duty. Then, 
after many of the officers were dead, twenty years afterwards, 
wheneverybodvhad supposed that there had been afulland final 
settlement on the part of the United States with those officers, 
a suit was instituted, I believe in 1886 or 1887, upon a state of 
facts arising but recently anterior to that time. 

Mr. HOAR. May I put the Senator a question right there? 
Mr. GEORGE. No; I want to stat~ the case first, and then I 

will hear the Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. It is in reference t.o the Senator's last sentence. 
Mr. GEORGE. Never mind, unless the Senator wants to cor­

rect the statement I have made. 
Mr. HOAR. I want to correct the Senator and to put a ques­

tion to him. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). Does 

· the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Massa­
chusetts? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator says there was a full and final agree­

ment with the parties. The question I wish to put is, whether 
that is not precis3ly what the United States says shall not be 
done, and that none of the settlements were full and final settle­
ments? The Government says they may be opened at the expi­
ration of half a century. 

Mr. GEORGE. At aoy rate, the accounts of the officers were 
made out and settled on the basis of shore pay, and everybody 
supposing that to be the law at that time, no complaint was 
made. Many of those officers died, they passed out of existence, 
under the supposition that they had been fully paid. 

Now, this was for service during the war, when, I suppose I 
may be allowed to say, it was a little safer, a little more conven­
ient, and a little more agreeable to be doing duty on a vessel in 
a harbor than going out in the sea and meeting the enemy. 

Twenty years after that time, upon a state of fact arising in 
time of peace, some lieutenant-! think it was Lieut. Symonds­
believed that he was entitled to sea pay instead of shore pay 
and he entered suit. The Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that service on a vessel in the harbor was sea service 
and that he was entitled to sea pay. 

Then, after all those men were dead and had gone out of exist­
ence! a lot f claim agents in the city of Washington, who aro 
always looking around in the Departments for the opportunity 
to get up claims against the Government of the United States, 
discovered that the settlements which were made twenty years 
anterior to that time were all wron~. Thereupon they write all 
over the country, or advertise, ana. get these claims and pre­
sent them here. 

Now, what did Congress do? This matter has been settled, 
and settled by a tribunal which had a right to settle it. When 
Congress discovered this state of facts and that nothing could be 
final as to the settlement which had been made and accepted in 
good iaith by the officers of the Government, by the fiscal officers 
of the Government as well as the naval officers of the Govern­
ment, Cong-ress passed a law, which it had a right to do, pro­
viding that tp.e old settlements made ~wenty years before, which 
had been accepted in good faith by everybody,should not be re­
opened un1ess suit was brought within six years anterior to the 
date of that statute. 

Mr. HALE. That is it exactly. 
Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. 
Mr. GEORGE. That is the exact state of facts, I understand. · 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis­

sippi yield to the .Senatorfrom Florida? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course I will yield if I have ms.de a mis-
statement. • 

Mr. CALL. Congress did not do anything of the kind. 
Mr. GEORGE. Whereisthe statutereadbytheSenatorfrom 

Missouri? 
Mr. COCKRELL. On the contrary, Congress said that the 

claims which had accrued prior to six years before the filing of 
the petition in that C3.-se should be barred. That is what it said. 

Mr. GEORGE. It makes no difference; Congress passed the 
law which I have in my hand, and which I will read to the Sen­
ate, so that they may see what it is. 

For pay of the Navy, $255,948.65: Provided, That no part of any one of the 
claims to which this appropriation is applicable shall be paid therefrom 
which accrued more than six years prior to the date of the filing of the peti­
tion in the Court of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered. 

Con~rress had a right to pass that law, n.nd .I believe it was 
the duty of Congress to pass it. There .ought to be an end of 
claims against the United States, especially of claims which 
have been presented to the accounting officers o! the Govern­
ment and regularly passed to the satisfaction of e verybody. It 
was not so intended, but it appears to me after a very careful 
and patient listening to the arguments in this case that it is no­
thing more than a proviso for the benefit of the claim n.gen ts 
who have thus stirred up these old settled claims against the 
Government. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi is 
usually very accurate and he states his propositions very clearly, 
but in this case he has not done so. There is no evidence of 
any claim agents before this body. There is no evidence that 
the Congress of the United States has ever adopted a statute of 
limitations upon accounting officers. The statute passed in r ef­
erence to these claims, which includes this meritorious class of 
service rendered in the war, is the only one. To-day the chair­
man of the Committee on Appropriations and the Senator from 
Mississippi are voting money to pay claims far beyond these in 
amount, and claims which have none of the merit of this class 
of claims. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator admitthattheseclaimsare 

within the statute of limitations? 
Mr. CALL. I do not. They are within the provisions of the 

enactment in that appropriation act, relating to that appropria­
tion only, to that specific amount of money. Before that time 
Congress had appropriated {under the decision of the Supreme 
Court which fixed the liability of the Government) $300,000 to 
these men, of which $140,000 has been paid. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to make one fur­
ther remark? I understand the Senator to maintain that tha.t 
limitation has reference simply to that appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. Beyond a question. It says "that no part of this 
amount." There is no question about it. It is only applicable 
to that appropriation. It says" that hereafter none of the money 
appropriated in this appropriation act. " Beyond a doubt, it is 
not a general law. · 

Now, let us see whether it is a genet·al law or has any appli­
cation to the accounting officers of the Treasury. Let us see 
whether Congress passed any law saying that claims going back 
to a certain date against the Government shall not be presented. 
There is a statute of limitations limiting the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, but there is none upon the accounting officers 
oi the Treasury. I have here--

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. CALL. I will yield in a few minutes. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Right at this pointiwish to ask the Sen­

ator from Florida a question, if he will allow me. 
The PRES! DING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield? 
Mr. CALL. I always yield to the Senator from New Hamp­

shire with pleasure; but I prefer to go on with this point. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will not interrupt the Senator 

now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida de· 

clines to yield. 
Mr. CALL. I will yield presently. I say there is no statute 

of limitations. What does the Court of Claims sav in Smith vs. 
The United St.ates, in the fourteenth volume of Reports, 118? 

Accounts in the Treasury are never adjusted. In neither the lega~ nor the 
mercantile sense of the term is an account between the Government and one 
of its omcers ever finally adjusted. 

Now, let us see whether that is true or not. _Let us 'go Oil :;tn~ 
see. I hold in my hand a list of claims allo~ed by accounting 
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officers reported hel'e within the last few days and referred to 
the Appropriations Co~mittee, upon w~ic!I the dist.inguis~ed 
chairman of the Committee on AppropriatiOns has been actrng 
in this very bill. Now, let us see what he does: 

For the payment of claims, for dtlference between actual expenses, and 
mileage allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in 
the case or Graham vs. The UniteO.States (certified claims), 1854-'62, $101.82. 

That goes back to 1854, years before the claims of these sail­
ors to whom the Senator from Mississippi denies the respite of 
a few months' duty in a home port, in uniform, subject to mar­
tial law all the time, on duty ready to be called out at any mo­
ment, the Supreme Court declaring it to be sea duty. He votes 
to pay this mileage which accrued in 1854, due to these otlicers 
upon this decision of the Supreme Court that the claims were 
never adjusted. 

So of the Post-Office Department, so of the War Department, 
and so of every other Department of the Government, wherever 
the law fixed the amount due the officer and the court declares 
that it is a public debt. Yet the Senator· undertakes to come 
here and takes this case out of the category of such claims 
when the decision of the court is that even in time of peace an 
officer on-board a receiving ship, performing the same duties as 
at sea, shall receive sea pay. 

What does the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, say in his 
letter to Senator BUTLER upon this very clas~ of claims? I 
liave it here in my hand· The Secretary says: · 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washi~gton, July 11, 1892. 
Sm: Replying to your letter of the 6th instant, reterring to certain pro­

visions 1n the deficiency appropriation bill as it passed the House, I have 
to state that under existing law, as construed by the Court of Claims and 
Supreme Court, sea. pay has been and is allowed to ofil.cers serving on board 
o:t training, receiving, and practice ships "when not cruising." 

om.cers, except the commanding om.cer, pertorming duty on ships or this 
character, have ordinarily the same extra. expanses with respect to mess 
bills, unilorms, etc., as those on duty on ships attached to home or foreign 
squadrons. · 

So we have the decision of the court to that effect; but that 
is not all. The Supreme Court has fixed the obligation of the 
Government to pay. The fact that it becomes the private prop­
.erty of the officer, just as much as the land of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], or the house of the Senator from 
Missouri fMr. COCKRELL] is his property, has been adjudicated 
a thousan-d times; it is to-day the practice of the Government, 
and it has been recognized by the chairman of the committee 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and is recognized in 
this bill as the law of the land. There is no statute of limita­
tion whatever upon the subject. 

A sipal instance of this policy is found in the "customs inspectors' 
cases.' The old law gave them "not exceeding" $3 per day. By a blunder 
the words "not exceeding" were left out or the Revised Statutes. Atter re­
ceiving pay :tor some years at the old rates, generally less than $3, the in· 
spectors claimed the d11Ierence, and Congress has a.ppropria.ted over $750,000 
to meet these claims. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations recom­
mended and that very committee has appropriated $750,000 to 
pay the customs inspectors the difference between the amount 
allowed them and $3 a. O.ay. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From what documentis theSenatorread-
~g? . . 

Mr. CALL. · I am reading from a resume of the case. 
Mr. COCKRELL. A lawyer's argument. 
Mr. CALL. It is as good as yours or mine. The Senator is 

nothing but a lawyer and I am nothing but a lawyer. What ar­
gument is there in saying that the document from which I am 
reading is a lawyer'a argument? The question is, is the claim 
right. and just? Is it true? Do you deny it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In the customs inspectors' cases, to which 
the Senator alludes, the statute of limitations had not run. The 
Senator does not mean to convey the idea that those cases were 
within the statute of limitations? 

Mr. CALL. Of course not. There is no statute of limitations 
as to any of them, but there is as to the widows and orphans of 
those who served in the war. They are the persons who are to 
be selected to be s·tricken down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what I wanted to ask the Senator 
about, but he would not allow me. 

Mr. CALL. Then I will tell the Senator they are the persons 
selected to be stricken down by the statute of limitations, while 
these customs inspectors receive $750,000, and you deny to the 
widows and orphans of those men who fought from 1860 to 1865, 
whom in every form of legislation you could have lauded, and 
rightfully lauded, for their gallant courage, and now, after the 
Supreme Court has decided that it was their private property, 
a private debt, you come here and put into an appropriation 
bill a provision that the. inspectors of customs shall receive 
$750,000 for the difference between $2 and $3 per day, when you 
have here right before your eyes, and I have read it, the report 
of the Secretary, showing that in the Post-Office Department 
and in the War Department payment has be·en made in cases of 

mileage, going back to 1840, and you refuse to appropriate money 
to pay what bas been adjudged to be due. by the Supreme Court 
upon a correct interpretation of the law. I ask, how can you 
justify yourselves in it? 

There is no use to talk about any statute of limitations, and 
that being the law of the land. It was the law for the two years 
that that appropriation act lasted, and it was the law no longer. 
The act of Cong-ress requires the Secretary of the Treasury every 
year to report to the Congress of the United States. Under the 
decision of the Supreme Court the accounts of an officer of the 
Government are never adjusted, but are always open to adjust-­
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the Senator from Florida, 

who is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, which 
has very large powers as this Government is administered~ is 
in favor of never interposing a statute oflimitations in the case 
of a claim against the Government? 

Mr. CALL. I am in favor of never imposing the statute of 
limitations upon a judgment of the Supreme CQurt of the 
United States as to a debt due to an individual. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good, but--
Mr. CALL. When the judgment has been rendered, I am in 

favor of paying- it, and not by a statute of limitations saying 
that I decide that the Supreme Court is wrong. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to ask the Sen:ttor another ques­
tion. I ask whether any one of these claims, the payment of 
which he now advocates, can be taken into the Court of Claims, 
and then, upon judgment being rendered there, taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and a judgment there ob­
hined in favor of the claimant? Can ~ny one of these claims 
which the Senator proposes to pay be put into a judgment of 
the Court of Claims or of the Supreme Com·t of the United 
States? 

Mr. CALL. Suppose they can or suppose they can not, what 
has that to do with the case? 

M.r. CHANDLER. Why not? The Senator says he wants to 
pay every judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. . 
Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if these claimants choose to do so, 

and have a right to be paid, they can bring their suits in the 
Court of Claims and go to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, if necessary, and then get their pay. 

Mr. CALL. I am not in favor of any such administration of 
the Treasury Department. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, the -Senator is simply in favor of 
paying these men just as if they had a judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, when, under the existing statute 
law, they can not get into court. Therefore, the Senator is in 
favor of removing the statuteof limitations in everyoneofthese 
cases. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from New Hampshire is generally 
very forcible in his logic, but I do not think his logic on this 
occasion reaches the case. The Supreme Court of the United 
States have decided a principle. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A precedent? 
Mr. CALL. A principle; anditis the businessof everyofficer 

of this Government to apply that to the cases coming before him 
which are of like character. It would certainly be the height 
of injustice to compel everyman to whom the United States owes 
anything to bring suit for it. It would be practical repudiation . . 
Such a state of things never occurred. -

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator is in favor of removing 
the statute of limitations entirely from the accounting officers of 
the Treasury? 

Mr. CALL. There is no statute of limitations upon the ac­
counting officers of the Treasury. The Senator knows there is 
no such pretense. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is himself applying a statute 
of limitations on the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Florida is in favor of paying 
all cases which come within the principle of the decision oi the 
Supreme Court of the United States. That is what he is in fa­
vor of doing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No matter how old it is? 
Mr. CALL. No matter what else. That- is the law, and that 

should govern the Treasury Department. There is no statute 
of limitations, as I have read here to-day, except that which you 
have applied to these meritorious officers, who served on board 
ship in port declared by the court to have the right to sea pay. 

Those alone are the people you have stricken .down in your 
laws, and I have proven it to you by the report of the Trea.sury 
Department certifying claims away back to 184:0 in tbe War 
Department, and appropriations in this very bill to pay them. · 
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It is only that class of people who have rendered these con­
spicuous services during the war to whom you have applied 
this statute of limitations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not intend to be drawn into this 
discussion, and I do not now intend to cover the whole subject 
which has been brought into the debate, but I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that here is a statute of limi­
tations applicable to the Court of Claims and to suits therein. 
It reads: 

SEC: 1059. Every claim aga.in.Bt the United States, cognizable by the Court 
of GlaJms, shall be forever barred unless the petition setting forth a state­
ment thereof is filed in tb.e com·t, or transmitted to it by the Secretary of 
the Senat.e or the Clerk of tho House of Representatives as provided by law, 
Within six years after the claim first accrues. 

Mr. President, that is a wise statute; it is the universal rule 
in the Court o.f Claims, and now, that being_ the policy of the 
Government with reference to suits in the Court of Claims, why 
should it not apply to the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell the Senator why it should not apply. 
By the universal rule of law continuous accounts between indi­
viduals are never subject as to any o1 their items to the statute 
of limitations. Once proved that an account is continuous be­
tween-two parties and unadjusted, it remains-outside the statute 
of limitations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is an absurd applicationof a ridicu­
lous doctrine. The rule that is applied to suits in the Court of 
Claims should be applied to the same class of claims when suit 
is not brought in the Court of Claims, and aii that the Congress 
of the United States has done has been to take this m·ovisionas 
to the Court of Claims, providing a statute of limftations, and 
applying it to the accoun.ting officers of the Treasury. 

There is not one of those claimants who, if his claim was as 
just as those which have been already paid, could not go into 
the Court of Claims and get his judgment if it were not for the 
statute of limitations, which the Senate ana the House of Rep­
resentatives have very wisely applied to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department. 

There is no reason for paying these claims unless th-e Sen-ate 
is prepared to repeal all statutes of limitation in the cases of all 
claims against the United Sbtes; and I was surprised to hear the 
SenatorfromMassachusetts[Mr. HOAR]makethestate.mentthat 
he did, that whenever a Senator votes to enforce the statute o.f 
limitation in the case of a claim against the United States, he is 
engaged in business equivalent to that of robbing a poor widow 
of her cottage. _ 

That is the doctrine of the Senator from Massachusetts, if he 
means anything-that when a person has a claim against the 
United States, no matter how old it is, no matter how stale it 
is, no matter how much it may be barred by the statute of lim­
itativn, if you vote in this body to enforce the statute of limita­
tion you are taking away from a poor widow that which is hers 
by just as sacred a right as that by which she possesses the cot­
tage in which she lives. 

' Rhetoric of that kind, it seems to me, finds no place in the 
discussion of a question of this kind. Either the statute of limi­
tations which is applied to the Court of Claims is a wise limita­
tion on the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, or 
else let us remove it entirely and never set up in behalf of the 
Government of the United States the pretense that a claim is 
stale and never apply the statute of limitations to any claim 
whatever against the United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States decided that an offi­
cer of the Navy who was assigned to duty upon a receiving ship, 
tied up at a dockin a. harbor, which never moved, which never 
was intended to move, which could not by any possibility be 
moved, was at sea. 

Mt·. President, the decision does not commend itself to my 
judgment. I do not intend to vote to pay claims of that kind, 
unless suit is brought upon them in the Court of Claims and 
judgment recovered according to law. In other words, all 
claims based upon the proposition thatan officer who is on board 
of an old hulk, tied up at a wharf, which can not move, is at sea, 
ought not to be paid, provided they are barred by the reason­
able statute of limitations which we apply to every suit that is 
ever brought in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall vote for this amendment, and I 
want to give very briefiymy reasons for that vote. I do- not pre­
tend to be a sea lawyer, but it seems to me in this debate that 
some of the lawyers of the body are at sea.. LLaughter.] 

I do not like to criticise naval iegi.sla.tion.. yet I feel tempted 
to do so; perhaps I ought not to; I hardly know a marlinespike 
.from a boat hook; but I know that in thd Army oi the United 
States there is no distinction of duty. -

. The officer who has a soft place., 11. very nice billet here in. tOO 
c1ty of Washington, bsing- on duty receives th-e pay of his rank 

just the same as though he might be on duty in the West at 
some disagreeable frontier post engaged, perhaps, in Indian 
warfare. There is no distinction. If he is on duty his pay is 
the same. 

Mr. HALE. There ought to be a distinction. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think there ought to be a ms­

tinction. The officer of the Army or of the Navy who is on duty 
should receive the pay of his rank. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me right there? 
Ml.~. M:ANDERSON. Yes. · 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator see that in most 

cases an army officer wherever he is on duty, can have his 
family with him; but when a naval officer goes to sea he can not 
take his family with him, but must leave them at home. So it 
is just and righ.t in the case of naval officers, although it may 
not be in the case of army officers, to have two kinds of pay, 
one shore-duty pay and the other sea-duty pay. 

Mr. :M.ANDER30N. I can not see that, .because I know Vf!try 
many cases where army offioon3 can not ha. ve their· families with 
them. 

li'Lr. CHANDLER. I say in most cases army officers can have 
their families with them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may be true as a· ~eneral proposi­
tion; but I can not see why in the case of an officer on shore or 
on sea duty there should be any distinction in his pay. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senat-or from Nebraska allow me to 
make a remark? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER~ By the usage ofthe sea service the distinction 

is made that shore payis at on.e rate and sea pay is atanother. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that that is th~ law. 
Mr. PALMER. It is not so with the Army. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I know. 
Mr. PALMER. Those who are on shore duty get one rate of 

pay and those em sea duty another. 
Mr. HOAR. These men were on salt water. 
Mr. PALMER. Yes1 they were on salt water. I suppose it 

would have been just the same if they were on-fresh water. I 
suppose they were not at sea. 

All I wanted to do was to call the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska to the point that in the naval service the distinc­
tion between sea and shore pay is made by law and regulations, 
while in the Army there is no difference in pay whether the 
officer· has a soft place or a hard pla-ce. _ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that. My understanding 
of the law is that there is a distinction between the pay of the 
army officer and the pay of the navy officer; but we have got 
to take the lawns we find it. There is that distinction~ While 
the wrangle has been going on bet\veen my brother lawyers here 
I have been trying to get my mind into a judicial condition, so 
that I could decide whether the Supreme Court was right or 
whether the lawyers in this body who oppose the decision of the 
Supreme Court are right. 

It seems that untill843-I make that assertion because of the 
recital in the opinion of the court, delivered by Mr. Justice 
Matthews-officers of the Navy who were engaged on duty on 
receiving ships received sea pay. In 1843 the Navy Department 
issued an executive order declaring that the receiving ships at 
the several stations were not to be considered vessels in com­
mission, in sea service from that time, and until these suits were 
brought naval ofiicers who were upon receiving ships did not 
receive sea. pay. 

On training ships, which are another class of ships that do not 
seem to go t.o sea, they received searduty pay until 1882, when, 
by an executive order issued by the then able able Secretary of 
the Navy-and my impression is that he is the gentleman who 
sits very near me [Mr. CHANDLER]-training ships were de­
clared to be not at sear, but that the men who were upon such 
ships were entitled to shore-duty pay. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the cases I have 
before me overruled these respective and respectable Secretaries 
of the Navy. They said that an officer en a receiving ship or on 
a training ship was at sea within the meaning of the law, and 
was entitled to sea pay. 

Can there be any question that that law is the law of the land, 
and that it is a judicial overturning of the executive orders ol 
the Navy Department? There can be no doubt of it. 

Mr. President, I understand from the statements which have 
been made that under these test cases-for such they were, and 
they all involved the same principle, it was not necessary that 
the United States should be sued by every naval officer who had 
such a. claim, and the Department was right in applying the 
principle fixed by the Supreme Com·t in these decisions to- the 
cases that w-ere presented to it . 

Before Congress .could overrule the Supreme Court and put 
on the check o.f a statute of limitations, we understand th.a.t 
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·.aaveml hundred thousand dollars have been paid .in ,these cases, 
ond that her.e is a .remainder af less than $10Q,OOO~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Over $200,000 .. 
Mr. MANDERSON. A .remainder., perhaps1 of over $200,000 

- that should be paid. Upon what principl-e can it be contended 
·1:.hat it .shm.tld not be pai-d. W-e are told that th-e statute of 
limitations should prevent -its payment. 

I nev.er have had very much .respect for a .statute of limita­
tions between individuals, and I h:ave still less respect for it 
when the Government of the United Sta-tes proposes to apply it 
to its servaiLt-s .an-d to its .offi-oe.rs; but, as suggested by the Sena­
tGr from Massachusetts in the remar-ks made by him -a short 
ti.me .ago., I would not apply such .a statute o! limitations. 

This statute -a! limitations is n-ow proposed to be applied in a 
case where :there has been an erroneous ruling-by the executive 
offi.c.eTs of the Go-vernment in the Department. It looks to me 
ns-theugh the United States was proposing to tak-e advantage 
of its ·o-wn W-l'~_ng in dealing with these people. 

I do -not earre., for the purposes .oi this discussion. an-d for the 
purposes of the conclusion to which I shall come, whether th-ese 
pe-r-son-s are widows, or whether .they .are orphans, or whether 
they are Living men, who, intormer times~ perf-ormed the serv­
iee, or whether the claim agents have a fe-e hera. That,sb.ould 
not guide the Senate -of th,a U-Dited States in the d6te1!lllina.tion 
of a matter of this sort. We should not lose sight of the fact 
that in matte-rs e1 this kind, -r-epresenting as w.e .do 10n-e of tbe 
parties trJ"t-he e.ontroot, we ;are bound my the high O()urt that the 
Constitution of the country has established. 

W e ·s-h-ould lfo-llow it, and we ha\Ie no r-ight to :Ov-e.muie it. I 
can. sae no principle upon whicJl these per.sollB sh.ould. notre­
eeive1Jla.t which the.Su,preme Court -of the Unille.d Sta.tes has 
said they are entitLed to, notwith.s:tand1ng-the fa.ct t1l.at Secre­
taries ef the Navy ha.'¥6 .he-re.tafore -said they_ ware nut entitl.ad 
teit. 

I £hall -vote for the -amendment. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr .. Presmen~ 
Mt·. COCKRELL. Will the .Sena-tor from .N.ewRa.mpshire 

allow me to ma,k-e .a very -brief .sta.tamau.t before he ·pr.oeeeds.? 
.Md.·. CHANDLER. 1 merely 'Wm1t to quote •th-e .statute .to the 

Senator from Nebraska, and I want·the Senator fram N-ebraska 
to listen to this statute: 

SEa. W.l. Na.service.s.hall b.e.x.ega.rded.as...sea. serv.lce e:x:c.ept.such.as shall 
be;partormed at sea, .nndsr:the nr.d&rs .of a. Depa.-r:timmt .a.n.d m veSSBlB em· 
ptQyedoy a:u:thotity of la-w. 

Does the S.enator believe that an officerserviRg o.nan-o1db.ulk 
\nth a h-ouse built over it, tied up to .a w:-harf, never intended to 
-move., -and which can net mov.e, is perfurming ·sarrioo at sea 
within the -meaning of that ·statute'? 

Mr. MANDERSON~ Well~ Mr~ P.r.esldent, l .have mm-e l'e-v­
erence, I think, for authority than the irreverent Senato-r frcm. 
N.ew Hatn psbire. The Supreme .Court has said that tha.t old 
.hulk, t-ied up .at tne :wbari.and .unable t() f!-O out, is at.se.a. 

Mr. COCKRELI,. No; I beg the Sena.tor'.s pardon~ The 
courl has not .said .any such thing. 

.Mr . .MANDERSON. Ioeg y.our pa-rdon. It so sa.ys. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Th-e only difference between. us is .this~ I 

would not pay c-laims of that -sor.t unless I was obliged to pay 
them in pursuance of a judgment of tbe Court of .Claims, :and 
these men cs,~ not get in.to the C<!>urt of Claims b.e.e~WSe of the 
statute of limitations. I would apply the statute of limitatlons 
to these .claims, not feeling that I was .depriving the widow of 
her cottage, as the Senator from Massachusetts seems to think 
:we .are doing in ·the votes we are ,giving here aga.in.-st tihese 
claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish the Senator would .not lug c; the 
wldow's cottage" into the debate in my time~ for I b.ave had 
no;thing to do with ''th-e widow'.s cottage.,, in my .ar.g:ument. I 
.hn.-ve s.impl'J sngges.ted that in preference to the opinion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire ,or my own -as to whethe-r ·an -old 
.hJ.iJ.;k, lydng--a.t a wharf, unfit to go rtG sea., is at sea or not at sea, 
I would accept the decision of ·the Supr.eme <Court rof the United 
States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not for-my guidance. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President--
·T,M PRESIDING DFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska. 

.:has the <ftoor~ Does he yield tflo .the .Senator .from Maine.? 
lMr.. MANDERSON~ Certainly • 
..M..r...HALE. The ·Senator i.n..vokes ·aa the rule to .gove-rn us 

the Bupre:m-e--flourt decision thBtttha.-told hulk -tied up at a wharf 
l:s at sea. Is that anymore a p1ir:t o! the l-aw of the larui to gov­
ern us fuan the s.tatutes .as th-ey ·exist, that not OJie of these 
claimants shouldreceive_paynrrlesshe.came wUhin -the six Yee.rB' 
limitation? " 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will tile Senator from Maine allow m-e to 
make one remuk¥ 

Mr. HALE. In amoment~ J would not have a.ny hesita.tion 
in the case of any such .decision as that in invokuig the law of 
the land, including the statute of limitations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to 
state what has bee.ndecided by the SupremeCour.t~ · 

On June 30, 1.8~ the Secretary of the Navy placed a com­
manding officer in charg"e ol the training ship New Hampshire, 
then at Norfolk, and authorized him to enlist a crew such as 
were allowed for a vessel with .Mr complement of officers. The 
order d-eclared that he~· officers would be considered as attached 
to a vessel commissioned for sea service, the same as ather ap­
prentice training vesse_ls. 

On the 1st day of Apr~ 1B82, Symonds-this is the first de­
cision-took charge as executive officer. He was paid sea pay 
up to a certain date, and that was the date o! the order of the 
Secretar_y of the Navy simply stopping sea -pay, without at all 
changing the kind oi service. The vessel had been fitte.d for sea. 
and was cru.ising there in the water.s ready to go to se~ intended 
for the sea, and he had sea pay up to a certain day. Then the 
S.ecretary .said .that after a certain da.y he should oniy have sh-ore 
pay, and tile Supreme Court decided that on that vessel, in ·that 
coadition, and under that order the officer waa entitled to sea 
p!ly. That was in the case of Symond~ 

'rhe next case :Which went to the ·supreme Court w.as that of 
Bisbop. Bishop was in New York, and the vessel was cruising 
ready fo.r sea~ In the Bishop case th-e court sim. pl_y rel.errad to 
the Sym.ands case and con:fi.rm.e.d the -decision in that case. 

Th-en -the next case., and these are the only cases, was the ca;se 
of Strong. The court simply referred to the case of Svmonds 
as covering the Strang cas.e, and .said that u.uder that state of 
facts the officer was entitl-e.d to ae.a. pa.y for .a shart time.. The 
Supreme :Caurli ..never .said he was entitled to sea pay from 1843 
up to1J:mt date~ ·The cla.im:an.t sued for pay due him within six 
years of tile d-ate of the suit. That is all he cou1d sue lor in the 
Court of Claims. 

Now, a'fte-r-the Court of ClaimB had made that decision, -the ac­
eotlll.tmg offi~ at -the ·Tre-asury turned a.ro:und and .said, ... We 
:will go back...to 1843., and we will allow sea. pay ito every o.fileer 
W'hG was <Oil a training ship," ships wh'ieh th-e Sena.to-r from New 
.Ha;mpsh.ire I.M:r- 'CHANDLER] has .described as hn:Iks on the 
water -that .could not go to sea. As soon as that was reported to 
'Co~ we p-a.sf!.ed the prowision which I have read in the de-­
ii:ciency act<()i .188.!t Not a solitary one of those claims wa-s ever 
paid ·by ·autherity of CoilJ!l'ess or with the knowledge of Con­
gress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. MJ;:_. Pr~ident­
Mr. COCKRELL. Wait one moment. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I wlsh to .correct a statement--
Mr. COCKRELL. Th.e_y went to work and paid some o:f them 

out of the regular pay, and exhausted it. 'That brought the 
question to the Senate., and then it was that we passed .a law that 
no more money should be paid on tbese claims • 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to c.all the attention of the Seu.a­
--tor from Missouri to one point--

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one moment, and I will be tnrough • 
Here is one officerll William B. Fitzhugh, and the sum stated is 
$7 ,·ooo. There are other..s at $3,000. They would ge-t $l,O.OO, 
$2,-0:00., .and so on apiece, going back to 1843, not that the court 
ever deci-ded that anybody was en-titled to any such pay, for in 
the three cases, w-hich are entirely different from nine-tenths of 
tne cases, the court decided that it was sea pay the officers were 
entitled to. 

'Then the Tl'easur_y -offi.cials .applied- it to aU tr.aining--ship 
· service. Look down here at the navy-yard; s.ee the vessel 
there? -

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply wish to can the attention of the 
Senator from MisSGuri to the Symonds case and his statement 
as to tb.e New Hampshire, on whl-ch ship Symonds was ruoocn­
ti.ve of!icer.. If 'he will look .at the foot nf page 50 o:f 120 Su_preme 
Court Repo1·t he will .find this statementr_of facts.; 

It is a! no cansequence in tdl.is case that ..the New HampshirB was no.t, dur· 
ing the period in question, in such condition.tha..t she could be sate-1y tak-en 
out to sea beyond the mainland. She was -a. tta'a.-inJng-Ship, anchored 1n 
Narra.glm8ett :Bay, d~-g the ·wihel-e thne cov.eredl>y1ihecl-a-im<01 tihe ap­
pe.Uee, and was subject to such reg.nla.tions .as w.onld have .b.een.enfor.eecl 
had she been put in order and us.ed for purposes ot cr:uising. 

So she w.as unable to go to sea. N.ow., let us look .at the oth-er 
case. T.h.e .r.e.ceiving .ship Wabash was covered by a roof, we 
are told.: 
She-was -ca.p<~~bl~ 'Of being taken 'OUt to sea. under s~eam, he.r machinery 

and.bolle-rs beln;g sumclent for tna.t purpose; she could .have been -taken .on' 
to--sea under -slliil; but in •the ·eon !lit-io-n or her boile-rs and machiG!itl'Y .and lhe\" 
,sa;1ltng-a.p.para.tus, w.i'thontrepa.irs,~:t would t:mt tra.v-e been ineither~--as.e ad· 
~able ,or safe. 

Mr. HALE. Was ther-e :a l!OOf ltver the WI8J;)&ek? 
Mr .. .MAN&ERSO.N. Yes, sir~ 
Mr. :RA.LE. Ye\t the oourt says sh.e eonld have gone to eeL 

--
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Mr. MANDER SON. There was a roof over the deck. 
Mr. CH ANDLER. It was a house-boat. 
M1·. MANDERSON. [ am simply following the Supreme 

·Court. That should be a good f!Uide. 
Mr. HALE. Which judge decide-d the case? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. Jus tice Matthews. The other 

opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice Harlan; both pretty good 
lawyers. 

Mr. HALE. They could not have been good sea judges. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the motion of the Senator from Missouri to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 
Mr. CALL. The yeas and nays were ordered before. 
Mr. CULLOM. No; they were not. The motion has just 

been made. 
Mr. CALL. I am not mistaken. The yeas and nays were or-

dered. · 
Mr. COCKRELL. The yeas and nays were not ordered on 

the motion to lay .the amendment on the table. 
Mr. CALL. They were ordered on the question of agl'eeing 

to the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 

Senator from Florida that the motion which has just been passed 
upon was a motion to lay the amendment on the table, upon 
which the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CALL. The yeas and nays were ordered, and I insist-­
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a past amendment. Are 

there further amendments as in Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. CAREY. I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 

11, on page 41. 
Tho SECRETARY. After line 11, on page 41; insert: 
To pay salaries of custodians ot abandoned military reservations for the 

fiscal year ending .Tune 30, 189!, and prior yea..rs at the rate of !-i80 each per 
annum, 121,636.30: Provided, Tha.t salaries shall only be paid to those who 
accepted the appointments subject to the future action of Congress .in mak­
ing provision for their compensation, and not to those who expressly ac­
cepted appointment on condition that they should not receive compensation. 

Mr. COCKEELL: I hope the Senator from Wyoming will 
not insist upon the amendment. I make the point of order that 
it is not in order. It is not in pursuance of any law, and it is 
not estimated for by any Department. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair desires to ascertain 

the fact, and hopes that the Senator from Wyoming will ad­
dress himself to the point of order made by the Senator from 
Missouri. The Chair is not advised as to whether a recom­
mendation has or has not been made. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to make a statement in reference to the 
amendment; then it is within the discretion of the chairman ot 
the committee whether he will allow the amendment to be con-
sidered. . 

It has been the habit of Congress to pay the salaries of the 
men who take ca1·e of these reservations. I wrote a letter to 
the Secretary and asked him to certify the amount due · to one 
John Fields and oo.e W. W. Thompson, who were appointed to 
take care of two reservations in my State. 

They entered upon their appointments. In the letter of ap­
pointment, which I have here, the Secretary of the Interior said 
to them, "There is no appropriation to pay your compensation, 
but if you will accept the appointment subject to the action of 
Congress hereafter, go ahead." They accepted it. Congress 
went on afterwards and paid these men in part, paid them up to 
a certain time, allowing them $40 a month. The men said the 

.amount agreed upon was $60 a month. The Secretary, after 
holding my letter from April 11 up to a week or two ago, an­
swers it, and in his reply he says he has sent down a full list of 
those appointments, but he does not recommend the payment of 

; the men, because of the large amount of money it would take 
·and the condition of the Treasury. 

In ·the case of the two men with which I am familiar, one of 
; them went 100 miles from his home so take charge of the reser­
. vation, and the other went nearly aoo miles from the place where 
! he lived to take charge of the reservation. They took charge 
' of the reservations. I have in my hand letters sent to them 
from the Interior Department, telling them to make a statement 
of their account. Here are the letters. [Exhibiting.] Here is 
the letter in which the appointment was transmitted. I believe 
this is the .first appropriation bill for a number of years from 
which there has been entirely omitted an item for the compen-
satio.n of the custodians of these posts. -

I have a list of those whom the Secretary said were appointed 
in the particular way in which I have stated. There is another 
list where the persons agreed to take care of the posts on con-

dition that they were permitted to occupy certain buildings 
there. But in reference to this list, which calls for $21,636, I 
may say it is just that the men should be paid. They are just as 
much entitled to their salaries as are the Senators who occupy 
seats upon this floor entitled to theirs. 

I do not think it is a good excuse for not making the appropri­
ation this year, when Congress has made such appropriations 
heretofore, to say that because of the condition ol the Treasury 
the Secretary does not advise this large expenditure at this 
time. The two item& oi men in my State amount to only $700, 
but I did not think it was proper to ask that they be pa.id and to 
leave the others out. I wish to call the attention of the chair­
man of the Committee on Appropriations to a letter I have 
here. I have the original letter of appointment in this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are just wasting time. The commit­
tee can not consent to the amendment. The Senator knows that 
if it were legitimate and we could accept it we would, but it is 
out of order. It is not a case where we can choose. We must 
have it submitted to the Department and the estimate of the 
Department. 

Mr. CAREY. Here is a printed submis!ion o! the matter to 
the Appropriations Committee by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PHESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know 
whether the Senator from Missouri insists upon his point of 
order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist upon the point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus­

tained. 
Mr. DOLPH. I offer an amendment and ask to have it read. 

I will state that I suppose it is technically a claim, but it is for 
money paid into t.he Treasury by mistake, which the officers of 
the Treasury would have paid back long ago if they had pos­
sessed the authority. Bills have pa1sed the Senate in five or 
six different Congresses to pay the money back, but they never 
could get consideration in the other House. Let the amend­
ment be read to show wha.t it is. Of course if the Senator from 
Missouri makes the point of order--

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 

for information. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
To pay to Thomas Guinean, of Oreliron, the assignee of Bradley S. Hoyt, 

deceased, of California, the sum of etOO, paid the United States by sa.ld Hoyt 
~:n~1~:f't ot land entry at Shasta, Cal., and which entry was subsequently 

To pay to Chester B. Sweet, of California, the !'lum of $198.66' the same be­
ing the amount of the double m.in1m.um excess erroneously paid by him to 
the receiver of the United States land omce as double minimum excess on 
preemption .cash certificate numbered 1298, Shasta, Cal., for lots 1, 2, and 3,· 
and northeast quarter of southwest quarter ot section numbered 7, in town­
ship numbered 40 north, range numbered 7 west, Mount Diablo base and 
meridian, made at Shasta, Cal., March 17, 1886. 

Mr. DOLPH. The money has been in the Treasury for a 
number of years, and is properly payable to these gentlement 
There is no question about the facts. The claimants do no. 
know any other way to get the money out of the Treasury. It 
is a small matter and a just matter. I hope the Senator from. 
Missouri will let the amendment go in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am compelled to make the point of order, 
It is a pure claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus­
tained. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
· The SECRETARY." On page 52, line 8, strike out ' '$500" and 
insert "$1 ,000," and in line 13 strike out "one" and insert 
'' tw:o; " so as to read: 

To pay Richard W. Young and C. S. Varian !1,000each, in full for services 
rendered in the matter of the indictment or Lieut. B. D. Buc)!, Sergt. Fred­
erick Linse, and Private Edward C. She meld, charged with homicide, at the 
Fort Douglas military reservation, ot .T- W. Leonard, $2,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I can not understand why the Appropriations 
Committee have cut down the amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the provision in the bill as it 
came from the other House. The Senate did not change it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Allow me to explain it. I think it ought to 
be put back to $1,000. Mr. Young and Mr. Varian, attorneys in 
Salt Lake City. were appointed by the Attorney-General to act 
in the case, these men having been charged with murder. 
They conducted the business for the Government at the request 
of the Government, and presented their bill: There is a letter 
from the Secretarv of the Treasury asking that $1,000 be al­
lowed each of these gentlemen, and there is also a letter from. 
the Attorney-General, in which he says: 

In my judgment the services rendered by the counsel are reasonably worth 
$1,000 each. 

In the bill it is proposed to pay these men $500 each in. full. for 
the services rendered. It seems to me that $1 ,000 each lS a JUSt. 
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compensation. But I do no~ care to delay the Senate, and I am 
willing that the vote shall be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Du­
BOIS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. BLANCHARD. On page 59, after the word "cents," in 

line 3, I move to insert: · 
To pay T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail '.!on tractors, for amount 

of service on route 81e5, Louisiana, from April! to May 31, 1861, ~6, 703.30. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Missouri will hardly 

take me off my feet. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion. I did not know 

that the Senator wished to say anything. !waited for him, and 
he did not address the Chair. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was waiting for the Senator from Mis­
eouri to make the point of order against the amendment, if he 
desired. I should prefer to discuss the point of order if one is 
to be made, but inasmuch as the Senator from Missouri does not 
make the point of order against it, I will assume that he has 
none to make, and will therefore address myself to the merits 
of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want the Senator from Louisiana 
to labor under any hallucination. I shall certainly make a point 
of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I trust, then, the ·senatorfrom Missouri 
will do it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I make the point of order, and will 
reserve the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is the point of order? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The point of order is that it is an old 

claim, an antebellum claim, which has been rejec~d by the 
Senate from time immemorial. It is a claim pure and simple, 
and comes under the rule which I have heretofore quoted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not think this claim has ever been 
before the Senate in this shape, and I am sure the Senator from 
Missouri can not point to any instance of its ever having been 
before the Senate in any other shape at any time. If the Senator 
from Missouri makes the point of order against the amendment 
under Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Senate, then the 
point of" order is not good. 

I presume it, is under clause 4 of Rule XVI that the Senator 
makes the point of order, though he did not so state. 

Mr. President, I call your attention to that clause. It declares 
that-

No amendment, the object o!which is to provide tor a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carty out the 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty l!tipulation. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment I - have sent up is to 
carry out "the provisions of an existing law,, I hold in my 
hand the estimate of the Treasury Department made in 1886, 
where this very claim, arter having been audited hy the Auditor 
of the-Treasury for the Post-Office Department, was transmitted 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, a.nd by him sent up as a.n esti­
mate for an appropriation in that year. It was never appro­
priated for. 

I refer to House Executive ])ocuments, first sess_ion Forty­
ninth Congress, volume 30, and will read for the information of 
the Presiding Officer, the item covering this claim: 

T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail contractors, :tor amount of 
service on route 8165, Louisiana, from April! to May 31, 1861, !6,703.30. 

Thatisthelanguageof the amendment! have offered. There, 
I repeat, is the estimate of the Treasury Department made in 
1886,for this very claim, after the same had been duly audited, 
and no appropriation has heretofore been made to pay it. 

I have here two letters, dated May 7 and May 25, 1894, from 
the present Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart­
ment. I will read one of them. It will be seen that the amenlf­
ment I offer covers only about one-half of the amount which 
the Auditor states in his letter of May 7,1894, to be due the con-
tractors. , 

The reason why I sent up an amendment covering a smaller 
sum was because in the estimate which I have read, submitted 
in 1886, only one of the claims was included, to wit, the one on 
the mail contract in Louisiana. There were two of these mail 
contracts, one in Mississippi, being route No. 7402, and the 
other in Louisiana, being route No. 8165. The Treasury De­
partment only included one of the claims in its estimate in 1886, 
and that was on the Louisiana route. 

I confined :the amendment to the amount due under the service 
rendered on the Louisiana route because it was the only one in­
cluded in the estimate~ and because ii confined to that amount 
only t!J.e amendment would not be subject to the point of order. 
If I had included in the amendment the full amount due the par­
ties the point o! order would have been good, because it -has 

-never come up befor~ Congress in the shape of an estimate from 
the 'l'reasury Department. Confining it to the Louisiana route, 
however, I point to the estimate of the Treasury Department 
based upon the audit of the accounting officers of the Treasury 
for the Post-Office Depat'tment, and submit confidently that the 
point of order does not lie. 

The existing law is well known andne6d not be cited; itisthe 
general postal route law, which authorizes the Postmaster-Gen­
eral to enter into contracts for the carriage of the United States 
mails. I take it that the particular statute authorizing this 
does not need to be referred to. It bas been the law ever since 
the Government had its inception that the Postmaster-General 
could award contracts for the carriage of the mails, and under 
that law contracts have been awarded for the last hundred years 
in this country. 

I submit, therefore, that when I refer to the general postal 
law authorizing the Postmaster-General to make contracts for 
the carriage of the United States mail , it is sufficient. I need 
notenumerateall thestatutesenactedfrom time totimereferring 
to this subject, and authorizing the letting of mail contracts. 

Mr. President, Capt. Leathers is an old and worthy citizen of 
my State. For many years he was captain of some of the finest 
steamboats on the Mississippi River, dating as far back as the 
early thirties. He is now old and impoverished and this money 
is justly his due. 

It is a claim based upon existing law and having been stated 
and audited by the accounting officers of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department, it comes before the Senate in proper 
shape for its action. · 

Mr. President, on the 7th day of May the present Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department wrote this letter: 

Your letter of the 30th ultimo, addressed to the honorable Postmaster­
General1 relative to the claim of Messrs. Holmes and Leathers, for carrying 
the mails in Mississippi and Louisiana. in 1861, has been forwarded to this 
omce. In reply, I have the honor to inform you that the records of this otnce 
show that T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers under the firm name of" Holmes 
& Leathers," were contractors on route No. 74.02, Mississippi, and No. 8165, 
Louisiana: that payment on the former route was made jn full to Decem bel,' 
SJ, 1860, and on the latter route to March 31, 1861, and that there is standing 
to their credit :tor service from January 1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 74.~. 
the sum of $6,207.05, and for service !rom April 1 to May 81, 1861, on ronte 
No. 8165, the sum of 16,703.30, a total of $12,910.25. -

It is the last of these amounts, to wit, the sum of $6,703.30 that 
the amendment covers, and ilot the other . . The former is pur­
'POsely left out because it was not included in the estimates ia 
1886. The amount which the amendment covers was included 
in the estimates submitted in 1886 for appropriation. The let-
ter goes.on to say: i 

In 1882 a part of this claim was taken before the Court of Claims­
That was for the Mississippi route-

and in 1886 a part was reported to Congress for an appropriation. 
That was for the Louisiana route. The letter goes on to state: 
No provision, however, was made by Congress for its payment, and if any 

action was taken by the Court of Claims in the case, this omce has not been 
advised. 

Within the past year this omce has been put in possession of a register of 
payments made to mail contractors, under contracts with the United States 
and others, by the Confederate States government, a careful examination 
of which fails to disclose any payments to Holmes & Leathers on account 
of their contracts with the United States. 

This, then, is a claim growing out of the carriage of the mails 
just about the time the war broke out in 1861. Here is a state­
ment of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart­
ment to the effect that the Confederate register of payments 
made to .mail contractors of that period discloses no payment 
made to Holmes & Leathers. 

The letter of the Auditor of the Treasury which I hold in my 
hand shows that the United States Government has never paid 
Holmes & Leathers. It is therefore a just claim against the 
Government, audited by the Treasury, reported in the estimates 
of the Treasury for 1886, and referred to now by the Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department as being a just 
claim due by the Government. 

More than that, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a report 
made by Mr. Cox of Tennessee during the present session ·of 
Congress to the House of Representatives, dated May 8, 1894, 
sustaining this claim, and reporting the bill for the relief of these 
parties favorably. This report was made from the C?mrr;littee on 
Claims of the House. Here is the whole report, which mcludes 
letters from the former Auditors, Mr. McConville and Mr. T. B. 
Coulter, both stating this account to be just and due, and one . 
that ought to be paid by the Government. · 

More than that, the Committee on Claims of the Senate, dur­
ing the present session of Congress, have reported this claim 
favorably. I introduced the amendment and had it printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, what more 
is there to be said? It seems to me that this is a just claim and 

. ought to be paid. It also appears clear that the point ot or_de1• 
made against the amendment is not good. · 
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.The PRESIDING ·OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS 5n the chair). 
Does :the Senator fr-om Missouri insist on the point of Qrder? 

l\1T. COCKRELL. I insist upon my point of order; and th~ 
'Senator from Louisiana has proved that the point oi order is 
.correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair is of op-inion that 
·the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Chair gave no reasons for sustain­
ing the 'Point of ordeT, and I respectfully appeal from the de­
cision of the Chah·, }lending which I move that the Senate ad­
journ. 

W.tr. COCKRELL. I hope the Se-aate will not adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 

·of the Senator from Louisiana -that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
MT. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, 1 suggest the want oi a 

quorum. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let thl3 r:oll be called. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Se:cretarywill eaJ.l the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, -and the following Se-nators an-

swered to their nalD.es: 
Alien, Do1ph, Jones, Ark. 
Allison, Dubo1s, X:yle, 
.Bate 'Frye, Lindsay, 
Berry, Gallinger, McLaurin, 
.Blackbm·n, George, McMillan, 
Blanchard, Gibson, M:anderson, 
.:Brice, 'Gorman, MitchelJ., O.r-egon 
Carey. Hale, £almez:, 
Chandlel', Harris, :Pasco, 
Coclcrell, Hawley, Patton, 
Coke, .Hill, Peffer, 
Cullom, J3:oar, Perkins, 
Da-vis. Jarvts, 1:'ia;tt, 

Power, 
Proctor, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
SQlliPe, 
Stewart, 
Tener, 
'Turpie. 
V.:±las, 
Washburn, 
White. 

The PRESIDINGOFFIDER. 'Tlw Secretary :reports fifty-one 
·Smta tar-s ·a-s :ainBWen-mg- to th:eir:mmms4 ..A quonm1. 1of <the Senate 
i.B-pl1ffsent. Does th:e Sena;toTfrom· Lanisian9. insist-upon his ap­
peal? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [ do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator ft-.&m Louisiana 

ap·.peals·trom the decision -oi the~. The q,uestio.a"i.s., Stmll 
the decision of the Chair .stand -as :the jtrdgmerrt rof -the Senate? 

M-e. ALLEN. I do not .know tha-t I understand the objection 
of the Senator from .Missnuri, .and I should like to have theRe­
porter read the objection as made by that Senator. 

Ma'. COCKRELL. The objection was that "no amendment, 
lthe object of which is to provide for ,a private claim, ,shaJl be 
received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry 
out the provisions .of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, 
which shall be cited on the face df the amendment;11 and the 
Senator from Louisiana read the repurt of the Committee on 
Claims of the Serrate and the 1•e_poTt of the Committee on Claims 
in the .H·o11se; and the·elaiman'ts themselv-es Insisted that it was 
a •c1aim, and took it to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the Reporter 'read the ob­
jeetion as made by the Senator ira.m .Missouri .at -the time the 
Chair r.r1ed on this question. 

Mr. HALE. But the{lliair lms.stated -th.e ·ruTmg. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'lrhe Chair will state tha.t the 

Senator from Louisiana ·off-e-rs an amen.dment to pay a private 
<elaim, wb.ichths Chair is of·opinion,undersection4oofRule XVI, 
is n-ot in -order. The question ef -ord-er having been raiisad., the 
Secretary will read the rule. . 

.Mr. ALLEN. That is not the request that I m!tde. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will.sta:te the ques­

tion. The Secretary will read -the rule. 
The Secretary read the fourth -clause nf Rule .XVI, as follows: 

4. No runendment, the objeot of which ts~o proviae for -a. pr-iv:ate •cla.tm, 
.shall be received to any general appro:priati011 ·bill, unless it be to ca.n-y out 
the pr.ovisions of t8.Il -existing law ·or a. treaty stipulation, w.hioh .shall .be 
cited on the face of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFlCER. Under this section ,of -the rule 
t.h,e ·Chair 'SUsta.ins the point of order 1"'aised by the Sena-tortrom 
.Missouri, .and from that decisien the Senator frnm Louisiana ap­
peals. The question is, Shall .the decision of the<Jhair stand as 
the ju:dgm~nt .of the Senate? 

.Mr .. HALE. Lm.o-ve to lay the appeal on the table. 
The PRE8.IDING OFFICER. The Senatur frem .Maine 

mov.es--
iMr. ALLEN. I shGuld liJrn to know how the Senator from 

Maine can get the floor when I ha-ve it. I have the :floor. I 
was recogniz;ed by the Chair. 

Mr. HA.LE. I do not want to interfere w:ith the Senator. I 
Jthnugh.:t he wa;s th<rough.. 
~he PRESIDING OFFICER. The .:Chair will h.erur the Sen­

ra.tor 'from Nebraska. 
'M;r. HALE. When the Se~mtoriTom .Nebr.aska. is thr.ough I 

ahall ask leave to make the-nro:tion .I lra;ve inc:licated. 

Mr. ALLEN. The request I made of the Chair was that the 
objection as stated by the Senator from Missouri, as it existed 
at the time the Chair made the ruling, be read-not what the 
Senator :fromMissouri saysnow,but what he said before. What 
objection did he make before? I should like to have read :for 
information that objection as it was stated by him. I am quite 
well satisfied that the Senator from Missouri did not make the 
objection he now makes. What he said at that time was that it 
was an antebeilum claim, and that ·was the only objection he 
didmake. -

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that it is a clalm; and that is exactly 
what Isaid sub~equently. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ruling of ihe Chair ·wa3 
not based upon .whether it was an antebellum claim or no-t. It 
was based merely on the fact that in the opinion of the Chair it 
is a private claim. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it possible to get the objection of the Sena­
tor from Missouri read as he made it at the time the Ch-air ruled 
the amenUm.entto be out of order.? 

The ?.RESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not order it read 
because it is nut in writing. The Senator from Missouri can re­
state it if he will. 

Mr. ALLEN. T-he objeation of-the Semrtor from Missouri is 
in writing. The Reporter has it. It has been ·thecustGm S:ince 
!.have been here when a request was made to have a-statement 
-of a Serra tor read to Tead it. 

Mr. HALE. Of course if the Senator will allow .me, ihe will 
gain n-othin-g by any ianguage which the Se'llatorfrom Misgourl 
may have used. The point of order is open at any time, 'to be 
made ·by -any -membar of-the -senate, and the rule iB so clear -and 
plain, as read }J.yili:raction 'of the Chair, that.nobody·can mlsta:ke 

..as to what itls. 
Mr. ALLEN. That-nmy be true, hut that is not geTman:e to 

the question. I lmv-e nn interest whatever in the amendment 
of the Senator irom Louisimm. I :never heard of the '1Ilatte:~ be­
fore. But ha:vi:rrg been mysel.lf the victim ·on 1me or two oc:ea­
·sions "Of 'Simp judgment and -a misconstruction of the Tules of the 
:Senate, .I do ieel 1m .interest in it. A very few mon'thB a:go I 
·offe:reil 'RD. -amenamen.t which was perfectly germane to the •su:b­
je-et-nmtter m 'tlre bill, -which was an appropriation itself, -and 
-wii.TC'h 'the Chair -ruled was general legislation, when "thc6re was 
not-a solitary feature of general legislation about it. 

I insist that the S.enate is obligea to fo-llow some kind .of a 
guia:e for the interpretation -ot the Senate rules precisely .as we 
are oblige-o-toiollowthe ordinary rules :for -the construction of 
lt 'St~tnte. rtis not within the power of tbe Preslding Officer 
to say that a given, rule is violated in offering an amendment 
'When, unfreT the ordinaey ,oons.truetian o:f the ruleJ ·it can not be 
constr-ued 'to fall within the objection~ 
It has been .the practice for the las.t year to my certain knowl­

edge to .have such a request asl have made complied with. If 
"the Chair insis.ts that it s-ha1l.no.t be done I have no power to 
require it, butithasooen the rule in the Sen.'l.te within the last 
.year :to my certain knowledge that whenever a Senator has re­
quested tb.e neading .of an -objection or the statement oi another 
Senator upon any -disputea question the Chair has prom,p-tiy 
orderea the reading of such statement. 
~. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to make one 

sta.tement? 
Mr. ALLEN.. Cer,tainiy.. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly the Senator was not present 

when the -amendment was first offered. Lfirst rose and IDoved 
to lay it ·on the table. 

Mr4 ALLEN. Iwasrighl .here at the time. 
M~. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Louisiana s.ta.ted 

that he had supposed I would make the poin.t of order. 
Mr. ALLEN. I heard the Senator . 
..Mr. GOCKRELL. Thereupon I made the point .oi order and 

referred to this identical clause of the rule. 
Mr. ALLEN. I heard th~ whole proceeding. There was no .rule 

referred to at that time. The Senator fro.m M.issourl, -sitting in 
his chair and without rising, said thathe m a.detheobjection that 
it was an antebellum claim; that it had been considered here 
and rejected b-y the Senate on severa.l occasions. That was the 
only definite anguage used by him. There was not a solitary 
rule .of the Senate pointed out which the amendment of .the.Sen­
ator from Louisiana violated-not one. 

Mr. TELLER. II the Senator from Nebraska. wiJLallow me, 
I should like to suggest that a Senator who raises a. point of 
order does not have to cite anv rule. A bare sta.tementtha.tthe 
.point of -order is made has been the practice of the Senate. Any 
Senator raises a question of order on that statemen.t. He never 
eites th'-6 .rule unless somebody asks for it, and it is i.mm:ateTial 
what reasons he giv.es. He can not .argue. It is .no.t.a debat­
able question. All he does is to say that he ra.is.es the p.omt of 
order. .That is the pract:ioo of the Senate. 
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Mr. CULLOM. And then it is the duty of the Chair to de­

cide the point of order. 
Mr. ALLEN. I presume that is true, but I do not see that 

that is germane to the question. Does the Senator from Colo­
ro.do know of any rule of the Senate which prohibits the allow­
ance of a claim because it is an antebellum claim? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not make any difference what reason 
the Senator gives for raising the point of order. He may give 
any reason when he raises the point of order. It is for the 
Chair to determine under the rules whether the amendment is 
in order or not. He might give a reason entirely futile and use­
less; but the Chair applies the rule. So the Senator's objec­
tions are simply trifling. 

.Mr. ALLEN. I have not the slightest doubt that the state­
ment o! .the Senator from Col'Orado is correct, but what I claim 
is that the Senator from Missouri did not raise any point of 
order. He did not make a solitary objection that is covered by 
a rule of the Senate un.les.s there is a rule of the Senate to the 
effect that a claim can not be allowed when it is an antebellum 
claim. That was his language, and the only language he used 
in making the objection. If there is a rule oi that kind I sun­
pose it is properly enforced by the ruling of the Chair; but! 
msist that when a Senator raises a point of orde-r he must be 
able to point to some rule which covers the point he raises. 

Mr. BALE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that he 
is clearly wTong. The rule.s of the body are presumed. to ba 
known to all~ and the Ohm represents the knowledge of the body 
upon the rules. A Sena'oor raises a point of order. If the Chair 
inquires of the Senator raising the point of order upon what 
clause in the rule he bases the point of order, then the Senator 
will naturally state it; but without suc.h an inquiry, it is not 
necesaary to state anything. -

Mr. ALLEN. 1 presume that is true~ 1 do not doubt it at all; 
but my eon.t::mti.on is that the Senator from Missouri did not 
raise any point of order that is covered by a solitary rule. of this 
body. 

Mr. HALE. That is for the Chair to decide. 
Mr. ALLEN. Not necessarily so. 
Mr. HALE. It is for the Chair to decide. If the Chair says 

that no point of order b.as been presented and directs that the 
proceedin~ shall go on, that is the end of it, unless an appeal is 
taken from his decision. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is surJrrising--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, if th.e 

Senator fl"om Neb:raska will permit, that the Chair is distinctly 
of the impression that when the Senator from Missouri raised 
the questi-on of order he stated that he raised it under paragraph 
4 of Rule XVI. . 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Missouri made that-state­
ment, .and the RECORD will show it, I will withdraw every par­
ticle of objection I have made. He made no statement of that 
kind, as I recollect. 

Mr. HILL. I do not desire to interfere in this discussion but 
it seems to me that we are wasting time. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne­
braska yield the floor? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield the floor, but I will yield to the 
Senator frem New York for a question. 

Mr. HILL. !simply suggest, in the interest of harmony, that 
the usualcolll'se be pursued, and that the stenographer shall read 
just what the Senator from Missouri said when he first made 
the point oi order. · 

Mr ALLEN. That will doubtless cover it. That is exactly 
what I have been asking the Chair for nearly half an hour to 
have done, to have read the language which the Senator from 
Missouri used in stating his objection to the amendment before 
th~8~hair ruled upon this question-not his language since that 

'l"he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
will suspend for a moment, so that the Reporter may read the 
language used by the Senator from Missouri. The Reporter 
will read his notes. 

The Reporter read as follows: 
Mt:. CoCKRELL. The point .or order is that it is an old claim, an antebel­

lum cl~. which has b~en rejected by the Senate from time immemorial. 
It is a ela1m pure anu Slmple, and comes under the rule which I have here­
tofore quoted. 

Mr. TELLER. That ought to be satisfactory to the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I move to lay the appeal on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 

to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair on the table. 
The motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. On page 66, after line 6, I move to insert: 

To. W. Jasper Blackburn balance due him as member of tb.e Fortieth Oon­
gTess fromLoui.B.iana, ~5,597. 23. 

To the representatives of Nathaniel Boyden balance due him as member 
o! the Fortieth Congress !rom North Carolina, $5,652.'1'8. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of or·der on those cases. 
Mr. CHANDLER. ' If the Senator will allow me, I hope he 

will not do that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw the point of order for the 

present. · · 
Mr. CHANDLER. I vras requested to move tbis amendment 

by a member of the House of Representatives. These two gen­
tlemen, one living and the other dead., were members of the 
Fortieth Congress. They were not paid the full amount they 
were entitled to receive, and under precedent<:! that have been 
set in the case of members of the House and members of the 
Senate, they are entitled to the amount proposed in the amend­
ment. 

I have here a report of the House of Representatives-Repo1•t 
No. 769-which sets out the justice of these naym.ents and the 
certificates from the accounting officers of the Treasury show­
ing the amount proposed in the amendment to be the correct 
sum. I was urged by members of the House to move this amend­
ment at a time when the frame of mind of the Senator from 
Missouri would be such that he would generously aJ.low these 
just claims to be adopted and would not make the point of or­
der upon this meritorious amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be very meritorious, but tlie Sen­
ate is not the body to pass upon this class of claims. It is a claim 
pure and simple, not for a salary now, but an old matter which 
b~longs to the House of Representatives. We never interfere 
w1th the other House in such matters. We n.everinterlere with 
what they pay their members. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator from Mis­
souri to insist on his point of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do insist upon it. 
Mr_. C~ANDLER .. I am very much surprised that the Sen­

ato: mSlBts on the point of order against these very meritorious 
Clalm.s, 

The f?RESIDING <?FFICEB. The Chair is obliged to sustain 
the pomt of order ra1sed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 52, after line 13, I move to insert: 
For payment to Alexander M. Winston for services as attorney in defend­

ing certain pauper defendants in the UnltedS~sCourta.tSpokane, Wash 
in September, 1893, by appointment of Judge C. R. Hanford, l!i115. ., 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. · 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, this is a case that I suppose is 
not subject to a point of order, because I .have here a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury certifying the account. 
He says: 

TREASURY DEPARTMEN'I!, March 30, 1B9.J. 
Sm.; I have the honor to transmlt herewith, for the consideration of Con­

gress, copy of a communication from the Attorney-General of the 27th in­
stant submitting,_ for an appropriation, the account or Alexander M. Wins­
ton, $115, for serVIces rendered in de-tending certain pauper de!endants under 
the order of the judge o! the United States court !or the district of Wash­
ington, the same to be considered in connection with sim1lar accounts con­
tamed in House Executive Document No. 92, present session. 

Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, .Acting 8e¥retary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. -

Then follows a letter from the Department of Justice addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, which is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. 0., March 21, 1894. 

Srn: Inclosed is a. copy of a.n account of Alexander M. winSton, Spokane, 
Wash., approved in the sum o! $115, for services rendered in defending cer­
tain pauper defendants, upon appointment. by the presiding judge, Hon. 
Cornelius R. Hanford; said services being directed by the judge and per­
formed by Mr. Winston under the act of July 20, 1892 (27 statutes, 252). 

You are x:esp~cttully requested to forward the claim to Congress for a.n 
appropriatiOn m the amount stated, the claim of Mr. Winston tor legal 
services rendered to the United States to be considered in connection with 
similar accounts forwarded by the Department on Janua.ry26 1894 tound in 
Executive Document No. 92, Fi!ty-third Congress, second sesSion.' 

Very respectfully, 
RICHARD OLNEY, .A.ttorney-(}eneraE. 

The SECRETARY OF 1rHE TREASURY. 

Then here is a letter from Judge C. H. Hanford, stating that 
$115 is the exact sum due. There were four cases. One c.ase 
was tried and the charge was $40, and in the three other cases 
the ~harges were- $25 ea-ch. In two cases conviction was secu-red, 
and m two others the accused were found not guilty. It seems 
to me that a small matter of this kind ought to be a(J'reed to 
promptly without any argument. I have nothing fu""rther to 
say. I have been told by some experienced members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I believe, that the amend­
ment is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order a,gainst the 
amendment. In the :first place, it is notanestimate. It is sim­
ply a transmittal of the man·s cla.im. It was presented to the 
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Department of Justice and referred to the Treasury Department 
and reported to Congress. It is the claim of an attorney for de­
fending a criminal when he was assignea by the court to defend 

' the criminal. Will the Senate of the United States establish a 
precedent that eve1·ylawyer who is appointed by a ' judge to de­
fend a criminal in a United States court shalf be paid any fee 
the A ttorney-Gene:t;al or anyone else may allow him? ~here 
is no law for it; none in the world. In every State court m the 
Union lawyers are assigned to defend criminals by the trial judge. 

Mr. TELLER.. And in the Federal courts, too. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It has been the universal practice. The 

point of order is well taken that this is not a claim authorized 
by law. It is not estimated by the head of any Departmen t , but 
is simply transmitted h ·;re for the information of Congress, for 
Conc:rress to do what it pleases with it. 

M;. SQUIRE. With the approval of the Treasury Depart. 
ment and the Attorney-General. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Missouri why in 
cases like this , of just claims, the ac·30unting officers do not al­
low them and report them regularly to Congress? 

Mr. COCKI:tELL. Because they have no authority to allow 
them. There is no law for it. They can not allow them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not a debt of the United States? 
Mr. TELLER. It is not a debt against the United States. 
Mr~ FRYE. It ought not to be. 
Mr. TELLER. It ou~ht not to be. 
The PRESIDING OF~ ICER. The Chair holds that the point 

of order raised by the Senator from Missouri is well taken. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Ore~on. I move to insert after the la.st 

paragraph in the bill: 
SEc. 6. That the sum appropriated to be paid to William Milligan, admin­

istrator of George Wattles, deceased, in the act of March 3, 18~1. entitled, 
·• An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1891, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes," be paid instead to William Milliga.n, administrator of George 
Wattles, deceased, but the amount thus appropriated shall not be paid until 
the Court of Claims shaH certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
personal representative on wbose behalt the award is made represents the 
next of kin, or in the event the court shall find there were no next of kin, 
and that there was a widow, then that said sum be paid to the executor, 
personal representa~ive, or next of kin or such widow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will explain what the amend-
ment means. _ 

TheCourt of Claims under the spoliationactfounda judgment 
of twenty thousand and some odd dollars in favor of one Mr. Mil­
ligan, and the appropriation act of 1891 m:tde an appropriation 
of that amount. 

Mr. COCKH.ELL. Thi!:i is only a question of identity. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon . . That is all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­

ment submitted by the Senator from Oregon. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I hope we may be able to get through with this 

bill this evening, so that the Senator from Missouri will consent 
to our taking a recess over to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we can get through with the bill, we 
shall adjourn over. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no amendment pending. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I offer the amendment which I send to 

the desk, to come in after the word ''cents," on line 21 ~ page 58. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentwill be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 58, after the word ''cents," in line 

21, it is proposed to insert: 
To pay T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail contractors, for amount 

of service on route 8165, Louisiana, from April 1 to May 31, 1861, $6,703.30, 
said Holmes & Leathers having been awarded said contract under the pro­
visions of the acts making appropriations for the support of the postal 
service, passed in 1856, 1857, 1858, 1859, and 1800. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the same point of order on that 
amendment which I made when it was prev~ously offered. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Chair gave no grounds upon which he 
based his former ruling; but it strikes me that the Senator from 
Louisiana has complied with the rule in his amendment as now 
offered. The rule provides: 

No amendment, the object ot which is to provide for a private claim­
The object of this amendment is to provide for a private claim. 

We admit that- . 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill­

We ·admit that this is a general appropriation bill-
unless it be to carry out the provisions ot an existing law or a treaty stipu­
lation, which shall be cited upon the face of the amendment. 

The .first amendment was defective in not complying with this 
rule, in not reciting the statute under which the claim was 
made. I submit to the Chair if now, when the general law un­
der which this contraet was made. is referred to and cited in the 
amendment, the rule has not been complied with? -

Certainly, Mr. President, the rule meant this and no more: 
That a claim must not be a general claim arising out of some 
equity which the party may have supposed he had against the 
Government of the United States, but must be a claim arising 
under a statute or a tl'eaty. The Senator from Louisiana, in his 
second amendment, has brought this claim. literally and strictly 
within the rule. I hope, therefore , when the attention of the 
Chair is called to it, that the amendment will not be ruled out 
of order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the only clause in the 
rule which is invoked by the Senator from Missouri is the one 
referred to by the Senator from Mississippi, and I can but re­
peat and emphasize his statement of the argument, that, even if 
this be a private claim, which is admitted, it is still not subject to 
the point of order, provided it be to carry out the provisions of 
existing law, and provided this fact is stated on the face of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi­
ana hold that the laws cited in the amendment are now in exist­
ence? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. They have never been repealed. The 
acts of 1856,1857,1858,1859, and 1860 making appropriations for 
the support of the postal service for those years are still in ex­
isten.Je. The Pres1ding Officer, I submit, can not take the posi­
tion that they are no longer in existence because they have been 
executed. There were legisla.tive provisions in those acts be 
sides the clauses appropriating money. Are they not exist­
ing law, and are they not just as · much a part of the law as 
the sums appropriated in the acts for the support of the postal 
Eervice? 

\lile point to the laws passed in those years as having author­
ized the Postmaster-General to make these contracts. He did 
make them, and the letters of the Auditor, which I have read, 
show it. This executive document~ making an estimate for an 
appropriation to cover this very claim, shows it; and there has 
been, I submit to the Chair, in the form in which this amend­
ment is last presented, a substantial and full compliance with 
every part of clause 4 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. I beg leave to suggest to the Chair that when 

a statute is passed which authorizes a contract to be made, and 
in pursuance of that statute the contract is made, unless we hold 
that there shall be a repudiation of the obligation of the Govern­
ment, the statute is existent always and existing until the con­
tract is complied with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not consume the time of the Sen­
ate in . this matter. This is purely a claim, and it is not author-
ized by the provisions of any existing law. · 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, how can the Senator 
from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria­
tions, say that this not authorized by an existing law when the 
amendment cites the law which authorizes it? If it be not true. 
let the Senator produce the acts and show it. · 

There is a full compliance with the rule when we ask the pay­
ment of this claim pursuant to the provisions of existing law 
and name the law. If the law be not so written, that·would be 
an argument against the amendment on its merits; but when 
the amendment cites the law upon which the claim is based and 
by which the incurring of the debt was authorized, the point of 
order can have no force. It would certainly be doing violence 
to the parliamentary law which governs this body to hold--

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not get out a mandamus to compel 
its payment if the law authorizes it? · 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no appropriation from which it can 
be paid. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no appropriation from which 
it can be paid, as suggested by the Senator from Mississippi. 
We point to the laws which authorize the contract, and we prove 
abundantly by authentic documents from the Treasury Depart­
ment and the Post-Office Depar.tment that the contrad was 
made and this money earned under it, and the same has never 
been paid. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
a question. I ask ii that contract was authorized by any statute 
whether it would be possible for this Government to repeal the 
law so a.s to affect this contract after it was once accepted and 
its performance entered into? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itwould notbe. Theanswerisobvious; 
when the contract was made under existing law between the 
Government of the United States and this mail contractor, his 
rights under that contract became vestf;ld rights, and the law 
upon which the contract was based could not even be rep~aled to 
his prejudice. 
· Mr. ALLEN. The law authorizing the contract never has 
been repealed, as I understand? 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. In point of fact it never has been re­

pealed. It is on the statute books to-day. 
Mr. President, I submit that unless clause 4 of Rule XVI is a 

perpetual bar against any amendment, the amendment I offer is 
in order. If the Chair is going to put such a construction on 
the rule as will prevent the introduction of any amendment un­
der it, then the point of order made by the Senator from Mis­
souri under this rule is good. 

But I submit that if the semblance of a reasonable construc­
tion be placed upon clause4of Rule XVI, it will admit this amend­
ment, even if we construe the language of the ru1e stricti juris. 
The Chair must see that every par t of the clause of the rule has 
been met by this amendment. The amendment cites the exist­
ing law under which the debt was contracted, and names the 
time whan the act which authorized the making of this contract 
was passed. 

It seems to me too clear for further argument that the amend­
ment . is within the purview and scope of clause 4 of Rule 
XVI. 

Mr.' GEORGE. I wish to make just one other suggestion, 
Mr. President. I know this claimant is an honest man and I 
know this is an honest claim, and I want to suggest to the Chair 
that when a criminal statute is repealed all prosecutions under 
that statute fall with it. When a statute of a civil nature in 
relation to personal rights is repealed, every single right which 
accrues under that statute remains and the statute remains for 
the purpose of enforcing such rights. 

There has been no attempt to show that there has been any 
express repeal of these laws, and I want the Chair to under­
stane it and the Senate to understand it. So that a rule of the 
Senate intended to cut off any sort of private claim which peo­
ple might set up is used for the purpose of defeating a solemn 
contract made by the Government of the United States under a 
law passed by Congress, which law has not been and can never 
be repealed eo far as this contract is concerned. I think if there 
is anything in human reason upon which we can stand secure, 
it is that this amendment is not within the scope and purview of 
the rule cited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
has offered an amendment, . which has been read. The Senator 
from Missouri raises a question of order under paragraph 4 of 
Rule XVI that the amendment is not in order. The Chair has 
no difficulty in deciding the question. If the Chair makes a 
mistake it can be corrected by appeal. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order is well taken, and therefore sustains it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
Mr. PASCO. I wish to have the last amendment made as in 

Committee of the Whole reserved, so that I may offer a substi­
tute for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ The amendu:lent indicated by 
the Senator from Florida will be res~rved. The question is on 
concurring in the other amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 
Mr. PASCO. I offer a substitute for the last amendment 

referring to the claim of John A. Brimmer, jr., administrator 
of John Gilliat, which I ask may be read. It is on page 177, be­
ginning in line 6. 

The' PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed to 
be reserved will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77, beginning with line 6, the Sen­
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted: 

That the sum appropriated in the act of March 3, 1891, entitled "An act 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fi.scal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other purposes," 
to be paid to John A. Brimmer, jr., administrator of J·ohn Gilliat, deceased, 
~~e8~~~~~tead to the administrator ot Thomas Gilliat, deceas.ed, the orig-

Mr. PASCO. I offer a substitute for that amendment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have examined the su"Bstitute, and will 

accept it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Florida to the amendment which has been 
read will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
That the sum or ~5,840.44 appropriated to be paid to John A. Brimmer jr 

administrator ot John Gilliat, deceased, 1n the act ot March 3, 1891 entitled 
"An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
!or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and tor prior years, and for other 
purposes," be paid to the person or persons entitled .to recover and receive 
the same, to be ascertained by the Court ot Claims upon sufficient evidence 
and certified to the Secretary of the Treasury. ' 

Mr. P 4-SCO. This is a French spoliation claim. It became my 
duty as a member of the Committee on Claims to examine this 
matter.at the last session of Congr~as, and this was the form in 
which 1t-was deemed best by the commit~ethat the itemshould 

' 

be placed upon the bill. It is for that rea.Son I have offered the 
substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is accepted. . 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe amendment as amended was 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. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mr. DOLPH. I rise to a question of privilege. I present the 
conference report on the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the report, but was inter-

rupted by- : 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from 

Oregon expects to press the consideration of this conference 
report to-mght? I will say that there are certain matters in the 
r~port which I desire to examine. I have not been able to see 
the report, and I desire to make some objection to certain mat­
ters which I understand are contained in it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator to let the report be 
read, and the question then will be whether we shall proceed to 
consider it or not. . 

Mr. WHITE. I rose for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
it was desired to act upon the report to-night. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 1 desire to make the same statement in 
reference to this conference report as has been made by the 
Senator from California. I do not think it is well to press the 
adoption of the conference report to-night. The report has 
just been made to the Senate. We have not had time yet to ex­
amine it, and I think it ought to be printed and lie over until tl;l.e 
next legislative day. 

Mr. BERRY. The report should be read first, Mr. Presi-
dent. · 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to make a statement before the report 
is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Secretary proceeds with the 

reading, I desire to suggest that if the report is not to be acted 
on to-night, the reading by unanimous consent be omitted, and 
then the Senate can adjourn. Let the report be printed. 

Mr. HAL.E. Yes; it ought to be printed. · 
Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say that it is thought by members 

of the committee very important that this report should ·either 
be acted upon to-night or be acted upon to-morrow. The Sen­
ator from Maryland LMr. GORMAN], who precedes me on the 
committee of conference, has been here all the afternoon intend­
ing to present the report, but not desiring to interfere with the 
Senator from Missouri in the consideration of the bill which has 
been before the Senate, when he left he said to me that, if the 
report was not acted upon to-night, he desired that the Senat-e 
should meet to-morrow for its consideration. 

If it is understood that we shall meet to-morrow and consider 
the report, I shall have no objection whatever to its being printed 
in the RECORD, and then going over until to-morrow; but if tbe 
proposition is to adjourn over to-morrow, then I ask that the 
report be acted upon to-night. If it is considered to-night or 
to-morrow when the Senate meets, it can be engrossed and pre­
pared for the signatures of the offi.cet·s of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on Monday. 

If ~hat can not be done, th~n there would be a loss of at least 
one further day, and they could n~t be prepared and sitrned by 
the officers· of the two Houses before Tuesday. It is considered 
important to place it before the President, as many members 
are anxious to adjourn at the very earliest possible moment. 
If the tariff bill should, be disposed of ln any reasonable time 
both branches of Congress will be desirous of adjourning. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re­
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire that the reading of 
the report be dispensed with? · 

Mr. DOLPH. If the report is to be considered to-night, it 
should be read; if not, I make the request that the Senate meet 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRY. We shall have a session to-morrow. 
Mr. DOLPH. If that be so, I have no objection to the .report 

being printed in the RECORD and going- over until to-morrow. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let us understand this matter. I ask unani­

mous consent that the report be printed in the RECORD, and 
that the Senate meet at the usual hour to-morrow for the pur­
pose of considering it immediately after the reading of the 
.Journal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee kindly 
al_l~w me, ash~ substituted his request for mine, to now jgin in 
h1s. _ _ _ _ 
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M~. HARRIS~ I beg leave to retire if the Senator has made 
the request before, beca.use I was not aware of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I concur corcliallv in the Senator's re­
ques·t, and I hope it will be un.a-nimously ~adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there abjection to the re­
quest? 

Mr. HOAR. What is the request? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.. "Tb.at theread.ingof th-e confer­

ence report be suspended; that the report be printed in the 
RECORD, and be taken up to-morrow immediately after the read­
ing of the J ournal. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Why not have the report read n.nd let it go over 
until to-mm·row in the usual way? The Senate can then take it 
up. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 think the understanding is that we meet t<r 
morrow.espBcially to consider this matter. When it is consid­
ered, then the Senate can determine what further onier it will 
make. 

Mr. HOAR~ I shall not interpose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER~ Is there objection to th-e order 

being made? The Chair hears non-e, and it is so ordered. 
The report is as follows; 

The committee ot conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6518) ~·making a;ppropri­
ations for the constrqction, repa.ir, and preservation ot certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes," ha.vmg met, ~fter full and 
ft·ee conterence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re­
speetive Houses~ f-ollows: 

That the Senate-recede trom its amendments nnm.hered a; 2Q, 23. 28, 32, 33, 
35, 39, 62, ~113, 122, 128, l.'ill, 13IJ,.150, 1~ 155.18.'i,.and 229. 

':rha.t the House .recede from its disagreement to the amendments of "t1l.e 
Sen-ate numbered 2, 5, 6, 7,.10, 11., 12, 13, 14, 15, Hi, 18, 21. 22; 26, 34. 37, 38, 40,-42, 43, 44, 
45,46, 49, 50,51, n2. 53, 54, rro,56,57,59,00,61,63, 6!,65,66,67, 68, 70,.71, n. 73. 74t 75, 7u, 77, 78, 
so, 81, 82,83, sa. Sl:!,B9, oo,llt, 92, 93, 94, 96, 99, tot, J:OJL 101,105, 106, IG8,109, no, 111, 112, 
114, 115, U6, 117, 1nl, U9, L20, 1:24,125,127,128, 130,131, l32, 136,139,141,144, H6, 147,148, 
149, 151, 156, 157, 158, 159,160, 162. 163, 164, 165, 166, 167,169, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 188, 189, 
190, 191' 192, 193,194, 1.95.196, 197, 1.98.199, 200, 204202. 203, 20!, 205, 206,207, 208, 20~. 210, 
211,212,213,214,216,217,218,219,220,221, 222,223, 22!, 226,227, and 22M, and agree to 
the same. 

'l'hat the Rouse recede- fl•om its dfgagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendllli3Ut aos fonows: 
In lieu at sum proposed insert "$30,000; ,._and the Sell3te agree to t.hesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o! t.he 
Senate numbered 4, a.nd agree to the same willb an amendment, as· foilows: 
In lieu or sumpropo.sedinsert "$200.000;"' and theSenatea.gree to llhesaane. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8. and agree to the same with a.n am.endment as tallows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert "!MO,OOO;" and the Senate agree to· the same. 

That the House recede trom its disagreement to the amendment ot the 
Senate munbered 9, and agree to the same with a.n amendment 8iS follows: 
After the wo1·d "improvement," in line 24, page 4, add as a separate para­
graph the fallowing: 

"Merrimac Rinn-, Ma.ss:achn:setts~ Th.e Seereta;ryot War is directed out 
of the appropriation on hand to make a resurvey of sa:id river with a vie-w 
of obtaining a depth up to Haverhill equal to that over the bar at Newbury­
port." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede trom its disagreement to the amendment or the 

Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu af sum. proposed insert "$15,000;" an.d the Senate agree to the same. 

That the l:Iouserecedetrom itsd.isa.greem.enttothe.amenamentofthe Sen­
ate numbered 19. and agree to the same with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, as follows: Strike out all of ame_ndment numbered 19, and in· 
sert in lieu theTeof the following: 

"Improving Bay Ridge and Red Hook Channels, New York Harbor, New 
Yorn:: Continuing improvement of Bay Ridge Channel by dredging out and 
opening the same from a point at its junction with theGowanus Creek Chan­
nel (near Twenty-eighth street), southerly therefrom, along and in fronto! 
Gowanus Bay and Hay Ridge to a point where t .he said .Bay Ridge Channel 
so to be opened, encounters a 26-foot contour or depth o! water, so that the 
channel, so to be opened, shall be of a uniform depth or26 feet and a. width 
of 800 feet a.tJ·low water, and continuing improvement ot Red Hook Channel 

~~:e~~~J~8~'!t:~ot~~t:~ a ~i:~t ~f~t t~ i:e~~S:~~te~a~h! 
width of 400 feet, 115150.000: P1·ovi.teBJ: That the Secretary of War may, in his 
discretion, expend 1:..'0,000 ot said appropriation in improving Gowanus 
Creek Channel under the project to obtain 21 feet depth oi water.,. 

.And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the Rouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 24., and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike om the matter proposed to ba inserted and insert in lieu thereot the 
following: 

"Improving Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day wtth a view to 
obtaining a channel of 12 feet depth to Schlosser's Dock by cutting through 
the shoal at the head ot Conners Island as indicated in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1893, page 3113, $10,000; and the unexpended balance 
of the apvropria.tion heretofore made in the river and harbor act of July 13 
1892, for th-eimprovement.of the Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day 
1B hereby reappropriated for this purpose.,,. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmeat of the 

Senate numbered 25, and agree to the sam-e with a.n amendment as follows: 
In l:ien of sum proposed insert" $50,000:" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm.ent ot the 
Senate numbered "Z'I, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the language proposed to ·be inserted by the Senate a.nd insert 
af.ter line r7, page 96, the following as a new paragraph: ' 

"Baltimore Harbor: To widen the ship channel to 1,000 feet." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
'1'1lat the House recede from its disagreement to the amen1iment of the 

Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as tallows: 
In lleu. ot sum proposed inse-rt "ISlOO,OUO;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows-; 
In lieu or sum proposed insert '' $110,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the nonse recede from its disagreement to the amendm-en"t of th~ 
Sena.te numb~red 31, and agree to t'he same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 14, lme 8, strike out the word "twenty-six" and insert in lieu 
thereof "twenty-five; "and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the H.euse recede from its .:tisa.greement to the amendment of the 
S~ate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in heu af sum proposed insert"' $80,0JO:" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House rece:ie froJn itB disagreemen.t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert " 275,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede fJ;:om its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Sen~te numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendmflnt as t·ollows: 
In lleu of sum proposed insert ·• $10,000;" and. the Senate agree tn the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to th.e amendment at the 
Sen~te nmnbe1."ed 48, and agree to the same with .an amendme.nt as follows; 
ln lieu of the sum propnsed insert "8:20,000; u and the Senate agree to the 
Sa.Jne. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tile amendment of the 
Se~ate numbered 5li. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
~:~of the sum proposed insert" $20,000;" and the Senate agree to the 

That the House re.cede from its disagreement to th.e amendment of the 
Sen~rto cumbered 69, and agree to the same with a.n amendment as follows· 
Str~e CIUt the followi~g item as contained in lines 22 and 23, page 2!: "Im: 
p:roVlllg b:arbor at W1lm1n.gton, CaL: Continuing improvemtJnt $!0 000·" 
~he sa.me hav.ing b.een inserted in the bill by mista.Ko, the imp.roveinent h2.v· 
lll.g hereto!:ore been completed; 1tnd the Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede trom its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate num.bered 79, and agree to the same wi'th an amendment as follows: 
~~~ o! the sum proposed insert "$1.5,000;" and the Senate agree to the 

T.b.at the House recede from its disagreeme-nt to the amendment of the 
Sen.at.e nmnberedBll, a.nd agree to :the same with an a.m('ndmezrt, as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert "$170.000;" and the Se.nate agree to the same. 

That the Rouse rece.de frem its dis.a..,OTeemen.t to the amendment of the 
Sen-ate munberecl In', and agree to the same with amendm:ents, aa follows: 
Restore the ma.ttar proposed to bastrleken out; strike out a.ll attar the word 
"sep~~tel.Y," in line 2"~, pa_ge 30, down to and including the word "com­
pany · 'in:Jine l,_page 31; strike out an after the word "river "in line a pa"e 
31, down to an-a including the word ""subject" in line 5 same pa~· a:r'id 
.s~e ont tho remainder o! the p~graph, beginning witli the-word t;t, And " 
in. line 8, same pa.:,o-e; a.nd the Senate agree tD th.e same. 

, That the House recede from its fliBagreement to the amendm.ent of the 
Sen.ate.nnmhered 95, and agree to the same with a.n amendment as follows: 
In liau of sum proposed .insert .,$150.,.000~" :and the .Senar.e a.gree t.D the same. 

' That the Bouse recede trom its disagreement to the mnendmeut of the 
S~t.e numbered 97, and agre.e to the same with a.n amt3ndment as follows~ 
m llen ot smn proposed, insert "'$30,000;" and the Senate agree to the &ame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o! the 
Senate numbered 9B, and agree to the sam~ wl:th an amendlnen:t as follows· 
ln. lieu of sum proposed insert "$4,000;" and the Senate agree to tbe same. 

'l'hat thEY House- recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Se~te numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows-: 
Inlleu otsum p!'oposed inBert "$14,000;" and th-e Senwte a.greeto t~ same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an amendment as tallows: 
Strike out the proviso, a.s conta.i.ned in lines 9, 10,11, 12, 13,J.4, a.n:d lii, p:age 36; 
and the Sena.te agree to the same. 

That the HotL-<>e recede from its dlsa2:reement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 107, lmd agree to the same with an am-endment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed fnsel't '' 7,000;" and the Sena.te agl'ee to the .same. 

Tb.at tM a-ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment o! the 
Senate numbered 121, and a~ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word "hundred" m line 17, page 44, insert" a.nd ten;" and the Sen­
a.te agree to the sa.IIle. 

That the House recede from its dis&o"Teem'61It 1io the amendment of. the 
S.ena.tenumbered 123,and agr.eeto the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lteu of smn proposed insert u $!0,000;-'' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a.men.dmen:t of the 
Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with an amflndm.ent as follows: 
Strike out the sum proposed and insert; in lieu thereof the following: '' $135 -
000. of which $10,000 shall be used in improving Rough River, Kentucky;;, 
a.nd. the Senate agree to the sa1ne. 

Tha1i the House recede from its d.izagreement to the amendment or t~ 
Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$30,000;" and the Senate agree to th-e 
same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same w:tth an amendment, as fol­
lows: At the end of the paragraph proposed to be inserted strike out the 
period and insert a colon and the following proviso: "P'l'ovicl6d, That noth­
ing het·ein shall be con:;trued to commit the Government to proceed with 
the construction o! said improYement-;" 1llld the Senate agree to the sa.me. 

That the House recede from its dtsagreement tD the amen.dment o:f the 
Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment, as -fol­
lows: In liau of sum proposed insert "$51.,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tne 
Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same wi!.h amendment.s~s tollows: 
After the word "Minneapolis,"in line 25, page 57, strike out the period and 
insert in lien therebf a comma; strike out all of line 1, page 58, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: "Fifty-one thousand dollars, which together 
with;" in 'line 3, same page, strike out the words "to further improvement," 
and insert in lieu thereof the words "shall be e:xpended;"in nne 8, same 
page, after the word "n1net.y-tour," strike out. the period, insert a. cotnma, 
and the following words: " By the construction of lock and dam nnmbered 
2 in the same project;" strike out the remainder o! the paragraph begin­
ning with the word "and," in line 8, same page; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from :its dl.sagreement. to the a.men.dment a! the 
Senarte numbered142. and agree to th-e sa.me with.anam.end.meiUi liB !ollows: 
In.llen o! sum proposed insert ., 1110,000~ •• and the Senate agree to th"S"sa.m.e. 

That the Hausce Tec.ede trom its disagreement to tile amendm.en:t ot the 
Sena.tle-numbered 148. and agree to the s.a.m.&wiLha.namendment.as follows:: 
After the word "dollars," in line 2, page 50, strike out the period and insert 
a. comma, and the follow1llg words: "Of which $10,000 may oeused in dredg­
ing at the mouth o! Wolf River. in the discretion o! the Seereta.ry of War; •• 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Tha;t. the House recede trom its disagreement to the .a.mendm.ent ot the 
SenatJB numbered 145, and agree to the same w11ih an. ::mumdm.ent, as foll:oW!r. 
After the word ~A voy~lles," 1n line zo, page W, strike· out the period, insem:t 
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in lieu thereof a comma, and at the end of the paragraph add the following: 
"And the said Commission is directed to report to Congress. in their next 
regular report, their views on th~ advisability of etrecting a separation be· 
tween the Mississippi and Red Rivers, at the present junction thereof and 
maintaining navigation between the same through Bayou Plaquemine or 
by means of a canal;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

T hat the House recede from its disaq;reement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
~trike out the entire paragraph proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

"Missouri River, from it s mouth to the lower limits of Sioux City, Iowa: 
The Missouri ·River Commission is authorized and directed to expend from 
the appropriations for the improvement of said river $75,000 in the rectifi­
cation of the river at Omaha, Nebr.; 35,000 at Atchison, Kans.; and $50,000 
at St. Joseph and other localities on the river in the State of Missouri where 
the Commission may deem such improvement necessary." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 153, a.nd agree to the same with an amendment as follo ws: 
In line 22, page 60, strike out the word "fifty-five" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "ten;" on page 61 strike out aJl or lines 1, 2, and 3, and the words 
"and Bismarck.'' in line 4, and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the am~ndment of the 
Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol­
lows: In line 22, page 64. strike out the words "two hundred and fifty," and 
insert in lieu thereof the words "on.e hundred;" strike out all after the 
word" P?·ovtded," in line 22, page 64, down to and including the word "fur­
ther," 1n line 5, page 65; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol· 
lows: In lieu of sum proposed insert "$25,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
Senate numbered 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, and 181, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out an or section 
2 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following~ 

"SEC. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person or persons to engage in fish· 
1ng or dredging for shell fish in any of the channels leading to or from the 
'harbor ot New York, or to interfere in any way with the safe navigation of 
those channels by ocean steamships and ships of deep draft. 

".Any person or persons violating the foregoing provisions of this section 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on convi.ction thereof shall 
be punished by fine or imprisonment, or both, such fine to be not more than 
1250 nor less than ~1)(), and the imprisonment to be not more than six months 
nor less than thirty days, either or both united, as the judge betore whom 
conviction is obtained shall decide. 

"It shall be the duty of the United States supervisor of the harbor to en­
force this act, and the deputy inspectors of the said supervisor shall have 
authority to arrest and take into custody, with or without process, any per­
son or persons who may commit any of the acts or offenses prohibited by 
this act: Pr-ovided, That no person shall be arrested without process for any 
offense not committed in the presence of tbe su~rvisor or his inspector or 
deputy inspecwrs, or either of them: Ana provt.dedfurther, Tha.t whenever 
any such arrest is made the person or persons so arrested shall be brought 
forthwith before a commissioner, judge, or court of the United States for 
examinat-ion of the offenses alleged against. him; and such commis~ioner, 
judge, or court shall proceed in respect thereto as authorized by law m case 
of crimes aga.in.st the United States." 

And t.he Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 215, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of line 4, page 86, and the period at the end of line 11, pcJ.ge 96, 
and insert afwr tbe word "channel," in line 11, page 95, a comma and the 
following words : "And Sasanoa River, from Ba.th to Boothbay;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. • · 

'!'hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 225, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
St!'ike out all of line 11, page 99, and insert in line 20, page 45, after the word 
"improvement," the following: "Including survey from Magnolia. to the· 
city o! Dallas;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

M. W. RANSOM, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
J. N. DOLPH, 

Managers on the part of the senate. 
T. C. CATCHINGS, 
RUFUS E. LESTER, 
THOS. J. HENDERSON, 

Managers on the part of the HoUJJe. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid­
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
35 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur­
day, August 4, 1891, at 12 o'clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations 'received by the Senate August 3, 1894. 
\ 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUirGENERAL. 

Ellis Mills, of Virginia, now consul .. general at Honolulu, Ha­
waiian Islands, to be secretary of legation and consul-general gf 
the United States at that place. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county 
of Madera and ·State of California, in the place of Lewis 0. 
Sharp, whose commission expired July 12, 18!J4. 

John M. Martin, to be postma.ster at Oca.la., in the county of 
Marion and State of Florida, in the place of George K. Robin­
son, whose commission expired April16, 1894.. 

W. A. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Eminence, in the county 
of Henry and S tate of Kentucky,in the place of Henry S.Adams, 
removed. 

i ......_ Thomas Hickey, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Middlesex and State o:f Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
B. Bowman, whose commission e xpired February 12, 1894. 

John Huxtable, to be postmaster at Wareham, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John 
Huxtable, whose commission expired Aprilll, 18!14. 

Patrick Mahan, to be postmaster at Natick, in the county of 
Middlesex and Stateol Massachusetts, in the place of George L. 
Bartlett, whose commission will expire August 7, 1894. 

Leonard J. Presson, to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James 
H. Mansfield, whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 

William W. Sampson, to be postmaster at Malden, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commis­
sion expired February 28, 1894. 

John Stallman, to be postmaster at Lee, in- the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick 
Gillmor, whose commission expired July 11, 1894. 

George A. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Loring W. Barnes, whose commission expired June 2, 1894. 

Josiah Woodbury, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles H. 
Odell, whose commission expired July 11, 18M. 

CONFffiMATIONS. 

Exe<ruti-ve nominn.tions confi1'1T/,ed, by the Be-nate August s, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

I:nfantry arm. 
Second Lieut. Marcus D. Cronin, Twentieth Infantry, to be 

first lieutenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Albert F. Dixon, to be a chief en­
gineer. 

Assistant Engineer Albert Moritz, to be a passed assistant en-
gineer. ~ 

Paymaster Leonard A. Frailey, to be a pay inspector. 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, to be a pay­

master. 
Assistant Paymaster Henry E. Jewett. to be a passed assist-

ant. 
Lieut. Charles T. Forse, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. Edwin K. Moore, to be a. lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (iunior !!rade} Charles N. Atwater, to be a lieuten-

ant. ·• -
Ensign William B. Whittcl.sey, to be a lieutenant (junior 

grade). 
Surg. Hosea J. Babin, to be a medical inspector. 
Passed Assistant Surg. Emlyn H. Marsteller, to be a surgeon. 
Passed Assistant Surg. George P. Lumsden, to be a surgeon. 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, to be a 

paymaster. 
Assistant Paymaster Thomas H. Hicks, to pe a passed assist­

ant paymaster. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William S. Sparks, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the 
countv of Delaware and State of Ohio. 

J. H. Weber, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

JoshuaG. Galloway, to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, in the county of Montgomery and State o! Ohio. 

C. Rudolph Brand, to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. 

George C. Columbia, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 

Ed ward P. Jones, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colora~o. 

Charles F. Wilkins, to be postmaster at Urichsville, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Henry L. Romey, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio. 

Clement R. Leonard1 to be postmaster at Easton, in the county 
of Talbot and State of Maryland. 

Wilber B. Foster, to be postmaster at Rockville,inthecounty 
of Tolland and State of Connecticut. 

Stephen W. Poe, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the coun_ty 
ol Taylor and State of West Virginia. · . 
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SON, D. D. 

to a complete reformation in the system of Government print­
ing, and reduces the cost of the pul}lic printing so largely, that 
it is variously estimated to be a reduction of from two hundred 
to three hundred thousand dollars. 

Prayer by Rev. W. E. PAR- This is a bill which systematizes, methodizes, and harmo-
nizes all the printing laws of the Government, and it is there­
fore, in the judgment of the committee, such agreatandneeded 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and appro~ed. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. reform in the printing and distribution of public documents 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday morning I asked that it was deemed advisable, in view of the .fact that these 

unanimous consent for the consideration of the antilottery bill l amendments were not material, to accept them, so as not to de­
from the Senate, which I sent to the Clerk's desk, and which lay further the enactment of the bill into law. 
was read. I observe that the bill is not printed in full in the This bill provides for the distribution at once or about a half 
RECORD. I do not. know the rule or the practice in reference a million or more of copies of public documents which are now 
to such matters, but if, under the circumstances, the full text stored in the basement of the Capitol, and provides a remedy 
of the bill is not necessarily entitled to appear in the RECORD, I which will prevent the accumulation hereafter of such docu­
ask unanimous consent that it may appear there. ments, and accomplishes so many reforms, that I do not feel that 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair is informed it is not customary we would be justified in delaying the consideration of the bill 
to print in the RECORD bills for which unanimous consent is further by opposing thes3 amendments, which, as I have said, 
asked and to which objection is made. we do not regard as material. They are mainly amundments 

Mr. BR.ODERICK. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be which amount only to changes in the phraseology and verbiage 
printed in the RECORD for information. of the bill; and the committee, therefore, recommend concur-

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. renee in the Senate amendments. 
The bill as amended by the Committee on the Judiciary of the Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. What committee? 

House is as follows: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Committee on Print-
A bill (S. 162o) for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and in­

terstate commerce and the postal service subject t.o the jurisdiction and 
laws of the United States. 
Be it ena-cted by the Senate ana House of .Representatives of the United States of 

A:merica in Congress assembled, That any person who shall cause to be brought 
within the United States from abroad for the purpose of disposing of tne 
same, or deposited in or carried by the mails of the United States, or carried 
from one State to another in the United States, any paper, certificate, or in­
strument purporting to be or represent a ticket, chance, share, or interest 
in or dependent upon the event of a lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar 
enterprise, otrering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, or shall cause any 
advertisement of such lottery, so-called gift; concert, or similar enterprise, 
offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to be brought into the United 
States, or deposited in or carried by the mails of the United States, or trans­
ferred from one State to another in the same, shall be punishable in the first 
offense by imprisonment for not more than two years or by a fine of not 
more than $1,000, or both, and in the second and after offenses by such im­
prisonment only. 

SEC. 2. That the provisions of sections 8929 and <lOU of the United States 
Revised Statutes as amended, respectively, and the provisions of sections 
2491 and 2492 of the United States Revised Statutes, and of sections 11, 12, and 
13 of the act of Congress of October 1, 1890, entitled, "Chapter 1244. An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on import-s, and for other pur­
poses," and all other pl'ovisions of law for the,suppression of traffic in or cir­
culation of any such tickets, 'chances, shares, or interests in or other matter 
relating t.o lotteries, or for the suppression of traffic in or circulation of ob­
scene books or articles or any kind, shall apply in support, aid, and further­
ance of the enforcement of this act. 

SEC. 3. That nothing herein contained shall be deemed to repeal by impli· 
cation sections 3894, 8929, or {()41 of the United States Revised Statutes. or 
any part thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 1878, 
entitled •• An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the Dis­
trict of Columbia." nor any provisions of the act of Congress of September 
19.1890, entitled "An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
relating to lotteries, and tor other purposes," nor any provision of the laws 
whatsoever against the establishment of lotteries, or games, or other 
schemes, or prizes, or chances, or the traffic in or circulation of tickets and 

, other such papers or instruments, or the publication of advertisements or 
notices in anywise relating thereto. 

SEc. 4. That the powers conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
statute of 1890, chapter 008, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli­
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail. 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
The bill (H. R. 2650), providing for the public printing and 

binding and the distribution Of public documents, was laid before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. 
;:; Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before that is done I would like 
to have some explanation. 

Mr. BURROWS. What are the amendments? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the general bill 

with reference to public printing which passed this House at 
the extraordinary session. The Senate has made quite anum­
ber of amendments, which relate mainly to the administrative 
features of the bill. Some of them provide for a further reduc­
tion in the number of documents printed-in no case for an in­
crease. Among these various amendments there are some to 
which I would not be inclined to agree; but they are so unim­
portant as compared with the magnitude of this measure that I 
do not feel willing to occupy further time, or delay further the 
passage of this bill, by raising any ques~ion in regard to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, that may be the gentleman's 
opinion, but--
. Ml'. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me complete my state­
ment. I will yield to the gentleman after a while. 

I say they have made some amendments which the Committee 
on Printing would not and do not favor, but they are unimportant 
ame~dments as compared with the great measure which looks 

ing. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was 

before the House it met with very much opposition from va­
rious members of this body. There is a large minority in the 
House who believe that the bill itself is an unwise proposition. 
Now, I am not ad vised as to the correctness--

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time does the 
gentleman from Illinois want? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I have taken the floor in mv 
own right, and will occupy such time as I deem necessary. ~ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not yielded the 
floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But I have the floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman said he 

wanted to ask a question. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Tennessee 

is mistaken. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I gave way to the gentle­

man from Illinois under the assumption that he wanted to ask 
a question. The gentleman rose and, as I understood him, asked 
a question, and I said I would yield to him as soon as I had con­
cluded my statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I did not ask the gentleman a 
question, and did not rise for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I decline to vield 
to the gentleman, as I had not concluded what I wished to say. 

Mr.HOPKINS oflllinois. Very \Vell, if the gentleman has 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois afterward. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I had not completed my 
statement. I wish to say in this connection that this bill pro­
vides for the public printing of every kind and of all classes of 
public documents for the use of the Government. It provides 
also for printing an extra edition of the report on the Dis­
eases of the Horse-70,000 copies-for which there is a very 
great demand, as gentleman are aware. There is no provision 
made by the amendments of the Senate for any change in the 
printing of Government publications, except in one or two in­
stances, where they reduce the number of copies to be printed. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COOMBS. Do these amendments deal with the question 
of the distribution of these documents? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. '!'hat is already fixed by 
the bill as it passed the House. That arrangement is not dis­
turbed. When it passed the House in October last it passed al­
most unanimously. There was, it is true, two or three days' de­
bate on various amendments, and the bill was finally so amended 
as to meet the demands of the members of the House, and passed 
almost without dissent. The amendments of the Senate make, 
as I have said, no material changes in the bill as we passed it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow a question right 
there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is it not a fact that the bill as it passed the 

House was amended so as to be acceptable to the Hous·e before 
it could pass at all? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill was amended anQ. 
was acceptable to the House, because, as I have said, it passed 
almost unanimously. 

Mr. KILGORE. Isitnottrue, then. thattheimportantamend-
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ments provided by the House in the bill have been stricken from Department shall be abolished, and it provides that there shall · 
it by the Seriate? be a superintendent of documents appointed by the Public 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; not one solitary Printer, who will aischarge the duties of that bureau there, and 
one of them. If the gentleman will mention one-- be paid out of the funds provided for the public printing. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am not familiar with the Senate amend- Mr. KILGORE. D:> not the Public Printer and the Joint · 
mente. . I Committee on Printing have the naming of that officer? . 

Mr. RICHARDS<?N of Te11:nessee .. It does not interfere with Mr. RICHARDS~~ of Tenn~ssee. The Public Printer, with 
any amendment which was discussed m the House and adopted the approval of the JOint committee. , · 
bv it. Mr. KILGORE. When that measure was before the House 

'Mr. KILGORE. Is this a conference report? that proposition was antagonized by the House, as I remember. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; simply a motion Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The original proposition 

on the part of the Committee on Printing to concur in the Sen- was stricken out and is not put back. 
ate amendments to the bill. Mr. KILGORE. But you have got some such provision as 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, would that motion be in order? that in here. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of 'rennessee. That can not be ques- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. It just pro-

tioned now, for I have debated it for five or ten minutes already vides that the work now done by the superintendt\_J?.t\ of docu­
without objection. ments in the Interior Department shall be done in t.tie-Printing 

Mr. KILGORE. I think, if the gentleman from Tennessee Offic9, so that these publications can be sent out without being 
willallow me-- shipped around from one building to another. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly~ Mr. KILGORE. · And this is to be done by a. man named by 
Mr. KILGORE. That the important amendments to the bill the Public Printer and the Joint Committee on Printing? . 

ought to be printed in the RECORD and called up for considera- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Named by the Public 
tion to-morrow, or at some other time to be fixed. There is no Printer, with our approval. 
necessity for a great deal of unnecessary haste in pushing it Mr. KILGORE. That is the same thing: 
through the House. We ought to be able to understand what Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The same thing, i1 you 
it does and what it means. It is a voluminous measure , covers say so; b ut the gentleman will remember--
a great many changes in the matter of printing and the distribu- Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman does not want to make a.n in-
tion of public documents. correct statement--

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman will re-
allow me, there is noSenateamendment that changes that mat· member that the Public Printer was for years known as the 
ter. It is just as we passed it in the House. Congressional Printer. He was appointed by the two Houses of 

Mr. KILGORE. Did not the Senate take off some of the Congress; but the Printing Office became so important that he 
amendments that were put on by the House? was made an appointee of the President. It was taken away 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. The only changes from Congress. This simply provides that the officer who dis­
made in that matter are in respect td the language of the bill in charges that duty with reference to these documents in the In­
a few places. Certain of the amendments, for instance, pro- terior Department shall now ba changed, and that he shall b3 
vided for a. Clerk's document room, but the House itself abol- put where he can be made more the servant of Congress. That 
ished that, and at my request the Senate struck out the amend- is that provision. Now what is the suggestion of th~ gentleman 
ments thattheHousehad put on in anticipation that there would from New York LMr. TRACEY]? 
be a Clerk's document room, because, manifestly, they were not Mr. TRACEY. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee-
properly on the bill after the House had stricken out the pro- to say that the Public Printer had the appointment of a super­
vision. That was the main feature of change. intendant of documents. Now the amendment adopted by the 

Mr. KILGORE. Have the conference committee taken out SenatesaysthattheJointCommitteeonPrintingshalldesignate 
that amendment? to the PublicPrinter a competent. person, and so forth. The 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ·There has been no con- Public Printer has nothing to do with it. 
ference upon the bill. This is a motion to concur in the Senate Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The language there used 
amendments. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to any gentleman who is the same as that used with reference to an index clerk. The 
wishes to ask me a question. index clerk is named by the Committee on Printing to the Pub-

Mr. KILGORE. If we are going to consider this bill this lie Printer, and he appoints him. So in this case, this man will 
·morning, it ought to be considered in the Committee of the be named by the Committee on Printing, and he will be ap­
Whole. · pointed, because he is supposed to be the immediate represen ta-

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ah, but, Mr. Speaker, we tiveof Congress. · 
have debated it now for ten minutes. Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 will Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield 
yield for any question that any gentleman wants to ask. to me for a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 
question. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does this bill , in the 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman changes that have been made, dislodge the appointing power 
from Nebraska. from the Public Printer and put it in the Committee on Print-

Mr. BRYAN. Does this bill make any provision as to the ing? 
distribution of employes in the Printing Office. so that they' Mr. RICHARDSON of TenneRsee. It only provides in respect 
shall be appointed from the various districts of the country? to three officers. The Senate attached an amendment which 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such provi- provides that in respect to the chief clerk and the two foremen, 
sion either in the House or Senate bill. one of printing and the other of binding, that the Public Printer 

Mr. BRYAN. Is there any provision compelling the Public shall have the approval of the Joint Committee on Printing in 
Printer to make a fair distribution of the employes from dis- making their removal. 
tricts throughout the country, so that they shall be ap.pointed Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not, then, the ap-
1rom the various parts of the country in fair proportion. · pointing power go to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such pro- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not. 
vision. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does your bill afford a 

Mr. BRYAN. · Would it be proper to put an amendment on means by which those documents which are now in the base~ 
the bill that would make provision for such a fair distribution, ment will be distributed? 
so that the States and districts distant from this capital would Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does. The officers of 
receive a fair proportion of appointments? the two Houses are empowered to distribute all the documents 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It could not be put in now, now in the basement to the present members of Congress. 
bec:mse the bill has passed both Houses. Such an amendment Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that this bill is as nearly the 
would not be in order. bill the House wantg as it is possible to get one. I would agree 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? to no changes from the House bill that are very material. The 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. amendments of the Senate are in nearly every case immaterial 
Mr. KILGORE. The bill, when first considered in the House , amendments. 

provided for the appointment of a superintendent of documents . A MEMBER. Does this interfere with the distribution of the 
Is that provision still in the bill? Hebellion Records to members? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such pro\'i- Mr·. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state to the gentle-
sian as that. That provision was stricken out by the House . man who has asked me H this interferes with the distribution of 
It has not been put back by the Senate; but this bill provides the Rebellion Recor ds, t hat the Rebellion Recordsareleft·io the 
that the office of superintendent of documents in the Interior bill with the provision ex;tc tly as it was put in there by the House, 
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ana it giyes a. copy of the Rebellion Records to every member of demand. for the previous- question.. If the pre_vious question is 
~'the present Congress who was- not a member of a. former Con- voted down the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 
g.ress. M.r; RICHARDSON ot Tennessee: L rise to make a sta.te-

Mr. WARNERL Will the gentleman permit me to ask him ment-
a question? Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I desire to say to the gentleman 

Mr. RICKARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. from Tennessee now--
. Mr. WARNER~ This is a very voluminous bill. May I ask Mr. RICHARDSON of. Tennessee. L have not yielded the 
, him, with respect to the amendments which have been referred floor, Mr. Speaker, and I will not xield it unless the. gentleman. 
; to, if there is any objection to let them be printed, in order that will accept time. I am willing to give him time. 
I the House.: may ha-ve time to consider them and know what they Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois-. Then 1 want five · minutes to indi-
are? I differ·entirely .with the gentleman as to whether these cate the objections to. this bilL Mr: Speaker. this is not a bill to 
amendments are material or"' not. I do not care to see put in the be railroaded throug_h the House in this maruier. This isameas· 
hands of. the Senate committee such an amount of power and ure that ordinarily ought to be considered in Committee- of" the 
such an opportunity to bluff the crvil service of thiS: Govern- Whole, and the' gentleman. who brought it up commenced· de­
ment as in this bill, as I read it, is prap.ose.d to be given. It ba.ting it in order to cut off the House from discussioll!--
se·ems to me that thismattermight.lie overandmightwaituntil Mr. RICHARDSON. of Tennessee. Mr. Sp·eaker, L a.:'tll the 
members ha-ve time to consider it. _ gentleman to order. I have done nothing· of the kind. I de-

A matter of this impor.t3.nce·,. which has- been before this mand the previous..q_uestion. 
House so many times, ain.d! in which each time there has been The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tenn.essea[~r. RIOH-
so much question, should not be passed apon in this summary ARDSON] demands the previous- q~esti.on. 
way. [Loud applause-;.]: Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Then..! trust the<House will vote 

Me. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker., to it down. This bill.is·being rai.lroaded--
show the utter unreasonableness of the gentleman's statement, The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
I have but to say that-every solitary amendmerrt in thlirbill has Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a number of 
been printed for three days in the RECORD, and the gentleman gentlemen nea;r me--
has not looked at them. Mr. P A.YNK Mr-. S-peaker, js_ it in order for- the.. gentleman 

Mr. WARNER.. N.o attentioiL has been· called to it until this · fromcT.ennessee to debate tb..is matter after he has move.d the 
morning; and I venture to say th.at there are no.t. ten. members previous que-stion? 
on the floor- of this Homm outside of the gentleman. himself who Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have.. withdrawn. t~de-
know what these- amendments are. [Loud applause.] ;mand for the previous·q_uestien.. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do..not know what the- ' The SPEAKER. The.gentleman from Tennessee sta.tes that 
gentleman's remark was that provoked applause. ' he-withdraws the demandfo.r the- pre.vious·questiorr. 

Mr. WARNER. I would· be· very-glad to repeat it. Mr. PAYNE. But he has no.t,done·it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But- the gentleman l TheSPEAKER. The:Chairunderstands-hisdebating.ittobe 

~ked-- • . a withdrawal of the demand.for... the previou&question.:. 
v.Ir. HAYES. It was' uot what he saic:l, but what you said. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I withdraw thademand 

Mr-. RICHARDSONr of Tennessee. I want. to say to the gen- for thEr purpose-of making this statement. Gentlemen on: this 
tlem.an from Ne..w York that th-ese ' amendments were- e-very side of the- House sa,y that the oniy amendment which they have 
one of them printed, are now in the· RECORD, and have· been there: re-ad to ~which, the:r.e: is. ansr obje:ction..is_the nne which gives tho 
for three days; and I venture to BlliY that if they were· ordered Printing Committee the righ1i to pass· upon the. appointment of 
to be printed in the RECORD· th.is=morning they-will not be read three employescspecified in the amendment on page.l8, line 21. 
by the gentleman from New York who now challenKeS them. Now, I am opposed.. to:thait amendmen_t,and was oppoBed to it 
They we-re· printed as= the Senate-passed them, and they are now when the: Senate put it in. The- measure is better without it. 
in print. I did not bring it up the day before yesterday. I But, Mr. Speaker, that amendment is so utterly: unimpor:t::tnt 
did not bring it up yes-te-rday, and I only brought it· u:p· this- as compared with the great provisions of this bilL that L was 
morning after- these amendments have· had three. days'" consider- willing to take the bill with that pro. vision in it.. Rowever, in· 
ation. asmueh as gentleme~ he"I"e in.. whom, I ha:ve. con.ffdence state 

Mr. WARNER. And the gentlem1l.nior·got-to give netiae thai.t- · that they do not like that provision, L now amend my motion. by 
he was going to bring ituiJ; and the reason why" the gentle~ moving to concur, with tha amendment 'vhich I semi to the 
man from New York " opposes concur.rence is:notr because he hasr ' de.sk.-
not read the amendme-nts, bu-t.beeause. he has read them. The amendment was read, as follows: 

Mr. R~9HARDSON of Tenness~e. I beg th~ gentle~an's pax- I:age'18, line 21, strike·out"the wor:ds" the:employes hereiiLilllJD.e!1 shall bo 
don. I md not forget to do anything of the kmd- It l.S not my I subject to removal only unon the approval o:Lthe Joint Commit-tee on Pl'lnt· 
business or duty to call the attention of the· gentleman to what 1 ing. " 
is printed in the RECORDr These amendments·wer.e printed, as j Mr. RICHARDSON- or Tennesse.e. Striking· out that obvi· 
I have said, and.Tstateag.a.irr.that the-ydQ notmateria;lly-change ates the onlyobjection that I have heard to the bill; andasiam 
the provisions of the: bill as passed by- the House. They are and have been opp(\sed to that provision. all the time, L.am will­
there, and gentlemen can get rid ol them by voting ag..ainstthem.. ing to take the bill without it. I demand the previous question 
I simply want, if the House wants to put them out, to send the- upon... the motion to conou.c., with that amendment.- . 
bill to a conference. If the House dfZsires to do thatj it can vote Mr. WARNER. No.w that the gentleman from. Tennessee 
down the motion to con-cur. and. put it in conference. has let the cat out o! the meal bag, will he not give us a rea~ 

Mr. TRACEY. That is where i..t aught to go. sonable time to look. up the kittens.? [Laughtec and applause.] 
lVIr.RICHARDSONofTennessee. Thereforeihave--moved to Mr. CUMMINGS. Thera is. more than one cat in this-me?J. 

concur in the· amendmentS:; and I m-ove-the-previous q_uestionon [Laughter.]-
the motion to concur. Mr. HOPKINS of illino-is. Mr. Speaker--

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman certainly does not· intend. to The SPEAKER. The Chair mus.t submit. the motion of the 
move the previous question. gentleman.from.Tennessee. It.is in. the power ot the House to 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I certainly intend to get vote it down ifit desires. 
rid of it; and if gentlemen do notwant. to vote fox-it; they can Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, rrise to a parliamentary in· 
vote it down, and that is· a. nonconcurrence. quiry. If the motion. for· the pre.¥ioua question should be voted 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker-- down, will it then.. be in order to move to refer the bill? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to- the gentle- The SPEAKER.. The bill will be be~ ore. tha House for sucli 

man from illinois-any time that he desires~ disposition as the House.. chooses to make of it. The gentleman 
Mr. HOPKINS. of Illinois:. I claim to be_ r.eeognized in my from Tennessee demands-the previous question upon his. motion 

own right. to concur in the Senate amendments, with the amendment indh 
Mr. RICHARDSON oi Tennessee. Then, Mr. S-peaker, I cated by him. 

move the previous question. The question being-taken, the Speake"!' declared that the noel 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have. been recognized.inmy own seemed to have it. 

right. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenne see. I" ask for a division. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee:. Well, I move the previous The House. again. divided; and there were-ayes43, noes 116. 

question, Mr. Speaker, and I would like. to. kn.owwh.at right the Mr. RICHAHDSON of Tennessee. No quorum, Mr. Speaker.. 
gentleman has rotake·me off the floor? _ The SPEAKER-. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 

The SPEAKER-. There is s.ome- misapprehension about this point that no quorum.has voted, and the Chair will appoint to 
matter. The' gentleman from Tennessee demands the previous act as-tellers the gen.tleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, 

'.question, and says that he has not. yielded. the- floor·, and the and the gentlemanJrom Illinois, M-r. RoFKINS. 
Chair can not recognize the gentleman from IllinoiS pending the Mr. DOCKERY (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, 
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'as this is an important matter, I ask unanimous consent that it Government ought to oppose. The President ot the United 
' go over until Monday next. Sta.tes under the law appoints a Public Printel' after due delibera­

M.r. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will agree- to t.hat, if it is under- tion, no doubt, who is endowed with certain executive powers 
j:!tood that the previous question is voted down, so that the mat- to discharge the duties and obligations of the office to which he 
tar will be open. is appointed. It must be presumed that he is fullycompetent­

:&1.r. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker! I would amend that request by indeed there is the best evidence that he is. The passage of 
adding a provision that the Senate amendments shall be printed this bill as amended by the Senate strikes at the judgment of the 
in connection with a reprint of the bill. President in making the appointment of Mr. Benedict. I am 

The tellers continued the count, and finally reported-ayes 67, not caring so much about that, because the President has given 
noes 113. us the best of evidence that he is able to take care of himself 

So the -previous question was not ordered. [laughter], but it strikes at his judgment in this, that it prac-
Mr. BURR OWS. I now move to ·nonconcur in the Senate tically declares that he did not select a competent man for the 

amendments, and on that-- position of Public Printer, or that he has selected a man incom-
The SPEAKER. The Chair had promised to recognize the petent to perform the duties of the office; and therefore this 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. joint committee must come in with advisory powers, to tell the 
Mr. BURROWS. Very well. Public Printer what his duties are, and how to perform them, 

_ Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Before that motion is made, I de- thus interfering, legislatively, with what is purely an executive 
sire to call the attention of the House to one additional amend- function. 
mentthat has been made to this bill. The reason I opposed the I Mr. Speaker, I understand that it is unnecessary for me to 
motion made by the gentleman in charge of the bill fo1• the discuss this question further now; but at another time I in­
pl'evious question is, that, as I undertook to state some time ago, tend to express my views more fully in proof that this measure 
when this bill was before the House-- should not pass in its present shape, and will vote at once for a 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask what question is before disagreement and reference to conference. 
the House? Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle-

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. The gentleman will learn if he man from Tennessee is willing to withdraw the motion to con-
listens. cur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- Mr. RICHARDSON ot Tennessee. I withdraw the motion to 
man from Tennessee. concur, and yield to the gentleman from Michigan. . 

Mr. TRACEY. I understood that was voted down, Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to delay 
The SPEAKER. The motion for the previous question was this matter by reference to a committ-ee, but rather to hasten 

voted down, but the question now recurs on the- motion of the its consideration. I move, therefore, that the House nonconcur 
gentleman from Tennessee to concur in the Senate amend- in the amendments of the Senate. 
menta. lv1r. RICHARDSON Di Tennessee. One word upon that mo-

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And I have taken the floor in my tion. Of course I understand that if the House should vote 
own ri~ht. . . down the motion to concur,·it would be equivalent to a vote in 

When this bill was before the House a large minority of mem- favor of the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to noncon­
bers were opposed to it. Now, this is a bill affecting every mem- cur. But in order to save time I withdraw the motion to con­
her with reference to the question of public documents, as to cur, and renew the call for the previous question upon the roo­
which it provides, as I understand, a different method of distri- tion made by the gentleman from M,ichigan to nonconcur. 
bution from that authorized under existing law. Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to call the attention of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is· utterly g entleman from Tennessee--
mistaken. There is no such provision in the bill. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesseer I withdraw the motion I 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. One moment. I respect the gen- have made. 
tleman from Tennessee highly, but not enough to let him make Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. But there is a provision here that 
my speech. I I want to call the g-entleman's attention to in connection with 

The bill met thefa.vorableconsideration of a majority ofmem- wha t has alrea.dy been. said-regarding section 45 of the bill, 
bers and passed the House. Since it went to theSenate a. large where provision is made in the amendment of the Senate that 
number of a,mendments have be~n adde~ which the gentleman there shall be appointed by the Public Printer- ; 
from Tennessee has started are !Dlm~tarml a~endments. , One With the appro'valor tlill Joint Committee on Printing-
of these amendmentsmakessect10n 4.5 of the bill read as follows: 

SEc. [44] 45. There shall be appointed by the Public Prin.ter, with the ap- the employes named in the rest of the section. That is only one­
proval of the Joint Committee on Printing, a ehiet clerk. who shall be a. half of the matter to which I wish to call the gentleman s atten­
practical printer and versed in the art of bookbinding, whose salary shall tion particularly. The concluding portion of the section pro-
be $2,400 per a.nnlliil ; and a foreman of printing and a foreman o! binding, · ..:~ th h · 1... _ p b · d " n1 b h d · who must be practically and thoroughly acquainted with thetr respective Vlu.es at t ese parties S.!liloll e appom te o Y Y t e ·a VICe 
trades, who shall each receive a salary of $2,100 per annum. The employ6s and consent of the Joint Committee on Printing." I trust the 
herein nam~d shall be subject to removal only upon the appro-val of the gentleman from Tennessee will include that in the-consideration 
Jolnt CommitteeonPrintlng. he ~ives to the m!C'.tter before the conference committee. 

Another of these innocent amendments is found on page 30 Mr. RICHARDSON o1 Tennessee. -I said that I was opposed 
of the bill, and reads as follows: to this provision. I am opposed to it because some gentlemen 

The Joint Committee on Printing shall designate to the Pu.blic Printer a seem to think the Committee on Printing wants to increase its 
-com patent person. to be apl)crinted by him, n.s aupe:rtntendent of docum~nts, own power. I have never wanted that sort of power-and shall fix and regulate the compensation to oopaid by the Public Printer -
to the person so designated and appoint-ed. But there are reasons why these officel'S should be somewhat 

Now, here are two of the innocent amendments which the gen- subject to the Committee on Printing. The House will remem­
tleman from Tennessee says are purely formal. These amend- ber that this o.fiicer is called the '~Congressional Printer," a:nd 
ments give to the Committee on Printing absolute power. They is so named in the Revised Statutes. The object of the law is to 
take from the President of the United States, if the office were bring him as nearly as possible under the control of Congress; 
high enough, or from the Secretary of the· Interior, or from the and that, I apprehend, is the only reason why this provision has 
Public Printer the power of appointing these officer.s in the taken the form in which we find it. But I think the c-ommittee 
printing department and give it to this Committee on Printing. ol the Senarte made a mistake in recommending that particular 

Now, I say that if we are to consider and vote upon these phraseology. 
amendments , every member of this House should have the bill Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I 6nly ask that the gentleman will 
with the amendments before him, and shau.ld have opportunity look into the matter in connection with the first part of the sec­
to examine so as to determine whether he concurs in the rec- tion to which objection was made. 
ommendation of the Senate, that these autocratic powers be Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 

. conveyed to thiB Committee on Printing or-not. For that reason, question upon the motion. 
Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the motion proposed by the gen- Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman 
tlemanfrom Michigan; and! trust that the consideration of this from Tennessee, the chairman of the Committee on Printing. 
bill will go over until Monday next, and that enough copies of The SPEAKER. It is not in order, the previous question 
the bill will be printed to give every member of the Rouse having been demanded. 
an opportunity to examine the bill as amended. Then, if it is , The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by M.r. 
the consensus of opinion that these amendments are proper and PICKLER} there were-ayes 162, noes 10. 
just, I have no further objection to the passage of the bill. Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from New Jersey The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
[Mr. DUNN] such time as he may desire. Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, there are two features in this bill Mr. PICKLER and Mr. BURROWS were appointed tellers. 
which I think every man who understands the principles of our Mr. PICKLER. Pending the point of no quorum, if I can oo 
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pe~mitte<l to ask a couple o! questions of the chairman of the 
committee, which I . wanted to ask before and could not get an 
opportunity to do, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

'rhe SPEAKER. But the previous question has been de­
manded. The gentleman, of course, can not control the busi­
ness of the House when a majority is against him. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask unanimous consent, pending the 
point of no quorum, to be allowed to ask one or two questions of 
the chairman of the committee. ' 

Mr. LOUD. Reg-ular order. 
Mr. OUTHW AI'l'E. Mr. Speaker I object. 
The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume the count. 
The question was t3.ken; and the tellers reported-ayes 181, 

noes 0. 
· So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle­
man from Michigan, that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chair­
man of the Committee on Printing a couple of questions. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order now without unanimous 
consent. The previous question has been ordered, which cuts off 
all debate. 
. n1r. PICKLER. But is not the question now on the motion 
of the gentlemanfrom Michigan? 

The SPEAKER. It is; and on thatmotion the previous ques­
tion b as been ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER: I ask consent to submit one or two questions 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there not thirty minutes' debate, under 
the rule , after the previous question is ordered? . 

T he SPEAKER. But there has already been debate. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the gentleman walk out into the 

corddor and ask his questions. 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Ohio need not trouble 

himself about the course I shall pursue. 
. Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker,letushavethe regular order. 

The question was bken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
P iCKLER) there were-ayes 181, noes 2. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON o! Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 

Senate has already asked for a conference on this bill. I move 
that the request ot the Senate be acceded to, and that the con­
ierees be appointed on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request for a 
conference on the part of the Senate will be granted. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RICHARD­

SON of Tennessee, Mr. McKAIG, and Mr. BRODERICK as con­
ferees on the part of the House. 
PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CERTIFICATES, DIS'fRIOl' OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S.l896) to pro­
Tide f OJ' the payment of the 8 per cent greenback certific.ates of 

· the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. · 
M.r. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that 1jhis bill be put upon its passage. There is a similar bill, 
identical in its terms, reported from the District Committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the bill be read • . 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 

will ask if there be objection to the request. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

B e it enacted , etc. , That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby di­
t·ecte 1 to pay to the owners, holders, or assignees of all board of audit cer· 
tificates redeemed by him under the act approved June 16, 1880, the residue 
of 2.35 per cent per annum of unpaid legal-rate interest due upon said cer­
tificates from their date up to the date or approval of said act providing for 
their r edemption. 

SEC. 2. That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed to re­
deem and pay all the remaining outstanding bonds of the District of Colum­
bia kn own as t he " greenback 8 per cent bonds," with interest, as specified 
in said bonds, from the dat e of issue to the date of maturity thereof, and 
With interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of their ma­
turity to the date of the approval of this act. The Treasurer of the United 
States is hereby direct-ed to sell a sufficient amount.of the unissued 3.65 bonds 
of the District of Columbia. to cover the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BRYAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from -Massa-
chusetts a question. · 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 
Mr. BRYAN. When were t~hese bonds issued? · 
Mr. COGSWELL. Certain of these bonds were issued follow­

ing 1876. 
1 will state to the gentleman that when the District assumed 

its present form of government a board of audit was appointed 
to take up and adjust the floating indebtedness of the District; 
and the law provided that certificates of indebtedness might be 
issued by the board, which were convertible into 3.65 District 
bonds. There were a certain number of certificate holders who 

' did · not get their certifi cates converted in time; that is, before 

they were all issued Congress came in and repealed the act, and 
some certificates were left out. - . 

Finding its mistake, Congress in 1880 restored the provisiona 
of the old law,· and allowed the certificate holders to convert 
the certificates into bonds. By a clerical error, however, while 
all of the other certificate holders have been paid 6 per cent 
from the time of issuing the certificates-by a clerical error, as 
shown in the report accompanfing the bill reported from the 
District Committee-it was om1tted to provide that these certi­
ficate holders who had been left out should also be paid 6 per 
cent on their certificates from the time of issuing the same. 

So that they took the 3.65 onds under protest, and this bill 
is to allow them the difference between the 3.65's and the 6 per 
cent, which puts them on all fours with the other certificate 
holders. 

Mr. BRYAN. What is the amount? 
Mr. COGSWELL. About $40,000. There will be no expense 

to the Treasury, because these bonds are ready to be issued. 
Mr. COX. What committee reported the bill? 
Mr; COGSWELL. The Committee on the District of Colum­

bia. It has been r eported three times and has received the fa­
vor able consideration of committees in both Houses. 

Mt•. BRYAN. Does this come out of the general funds of the 
Government or out of the District funds? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It comes out of these bonds, $200,000 of 
which have not been issued at all. It does not take any money 
out of the ·Treasury. It comes out of these bonds that h ave al­
ready been provided for. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? . - · 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. · ~- · 
Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that by the passage of this 

bill you impose no additional charge upon the Treasury? 
Mr. COGSWELL. No additional charge upon the Treasury. 
Mr. KILGORE. And that whatever money is to be disbursed 

under this measure must be paid out of the revenues of the Dis­
trict of Columbia exclusively? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Paid out of bonds which are already pro-
vided for, but not issued. 

Mr. KILGORE. By the District of Columbia? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. District bonds. 
Mr. BRYAN. Then it will be paid by the issue of new bonds? 
Mr. COGSWELL. By the issue of bonds already provided 

for. 
Mr. BRYAN. But not issued. 

· Mr. COGSWELL. But not issued. It is a balance left over 
of bonds not issued. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Authorized? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Authorized by Congress. · 
Mr. BRYAN. Then it will simply be paying it out of the 

bonds now, and paying the bonds hereafter. 
Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider­

ation of the bill? 
There was no objection; 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, .and was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 6167, on the same sub­

ject, was ordered to lie on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H . R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James Wil­
liam Abert to the retired list of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 
A bill (H. R. 3858) to pension Mrs. Ella B. Peirce, widow of 

Charles Peirce, of New Bedford, Mass.; 
A bill (H. R. 6921} for the relief of George B. Crosby; 
A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of the 

Navy; 
A bill (B. R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from 

the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex; 
A bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 9::J, city of 

Hot Springs, by school directors thereof and use of proceeds fo:t 
school purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps; and 

A bill tH. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war. 

The massage also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 91 ) to provide for the printing of a digest ot 
the laws and decisions relating t o the appointment, salary, and 
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compensation of officials of the United States courts, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the bill {H. R. 5575) making appropriations for 
sundry oivil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and ·amendments, and had appointed 
Mr. COCKRELL1 Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees 
on the part of tne Senat-e. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED: 

resolution in various councils of said " Old Settl~rs, " or Western Cher.okee 
_Indians, for the expense ot the prosecution of said claim, atter the ascer· 
tainment a.nd determtnatton of the amount ot such tees and charges and 
other clatms as are properly chargeable against said! 35 per cent: Prov£ded, 
'l'hat the Secretary of the Interior shall first determine th:s.t the satd pro­
fessional services were rendered to said "Old Settlers," or Western Chero­
kee Indians_, a.nd were contracted for in good faith by persons authorized to 
represent said Indians. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ~-
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 

one or two questions which, if properly explained, would satisfy 
me. I understand this amount is for services rendered to the 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Commit,t..ee on Enrolled Bills, re- Cherokee Indians many years aO'o? 
ported that they ha-d examined and found truly enrolled bills of Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: Mr. KILGORE. By Mr. HEARD; and before he :was a member 

A ~ill (H .. R. 213) to P.ay for alley condemned in square No. I of Congress? · 
493, m the 01ty of Washmgton, D. C.; Mr. CLARK of Missouri Yes sir 

A bill (H. R. 4606}. to amend sections 5365 .and 5366 of theRe- Mr. KILGORE. Now, a~othe~ qu~stion. I understand that 
vised !3tatutes relatmg to ?a:rratry on the h1gh seas; the appropriation provided for upon that bill must be satisfied 

A b1ll (H.R: 67~) prov1dmg for the resurvey of Grant and out of the funds of these Indians? 
Hooker Count1es, m the State of Nebraska; and Mr. CLARK of Missouri Yes sir 

A bill (H.R. 74~8) authorizing the. Secretary of ~he Interior to Mr. KILGORE. And that theyar~ willin~ to do it? 
grant leases fors1tes OJ?- the Hot Spr1ngsReservat10n, Arkansas, Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
for cold-water rese~·vous. Mr. Speaker, I will state this: Mr. HEARD was employed by 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. these Indians in 1882; and assisted other counsel in getting the 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that case refe~red to the Cour~ of Claims, under the" Bowman act,'' 

the House nonconcur in the Senate 'amendments to the sundry for a.findmgof facts, and m the preparation of the same for trial. 
civil appropriation bill and agree to the conference ·and that In Novembe~, 1884, Mr. HE~RD was elected a Representative in 
the amendments be printed, together with the bill. ' Congress, and t~e cause bemg then ready" for hearing, it was 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. advanced on the docket by the .court in order that it might be 
The Clerk read as follows: ~rgued by Mr. HEARD .before h1s Congressional term began, and 

1t was so argued by h1m, and a finding of facts made by said 
court favorable to the claimants. A bill (H. R. 5575) making &ppropriations tor sundry civil expenses of the 

Government for the ftscal year ending June SO, 1895, and for other purposes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 

asks unanimous consent to make an order that the House non­
concur in the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill, and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate, and that the bill 
and amendments be printed. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are a numbi"r of 
amendments put on that bill by the Senate which, on a point of 
order, would have to be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole, and I think they ought to be so considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wil1 say to the gentleman from Texas 
that it is important that this bill should go into conference, be­
cause several items will have to be brought back for the consid­
eration of the House, and they may delay the session of Con.: 
gress--

Mr. KILGORE. But no amendment can be considered to the 
same advantage after it comes back'from conference as it could 
now. For instance, there is a.n appropriation in the bill to buy 
the Mahone property for a Government Printing Office site. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that that amend­
ment will be brought back to the House, free and untrammeled, 
so that it may be considered separately and on its merits. 

lie terminated his connection with the case after said finding 
of. facts was. reported to Co_ngress, and made a contract with his 
chents by tne terms of wh1ch he was to receive a fee of $22.500 
upon the payment of the money to claimants, if the amoun·t in~ 
d1cated by said findings should be recovered; but that the 
~mount paid him should be less or more than that sum accord. 
mg as the amount of the final collection might vary f~om said 
sum. Therefore the amount which Mr. HEARD would be enti­
tled to receive could not be known definitely until the basis of 
!ettlement between the claimants and the Government should 
have been fixed by Congress or the courts. ~ 

Congress rereferred the case to the Court o! Claims with di­
rections to try it and find a judgment according to th~ points of 
law and equity involved, with the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. And other amendments like that? 
Mr. SAYERS. Any amendment upon which we think 

ought to be done. 

1 Other attorneys had to be employed to complete the work 
which Mr. HEARD had begun; and in view of that fact ·when 
the final judgment was rendered in . favor of claimant~ Mr. 
HEARD made his fi?al contract with his clients, and ·reduc~d his 
fee to ~10,000. Th1s COJ?-tract was duly made and authenticated 
accordmg to law, and 1ts terms approved by the Indians as 
shown by resol.utions unanimously adopted in their annual coun­

that cil on June 28, 1893. Said' contract was dulu presented by Mr. 
HEARD to the Commissioner of Indian Affai~s for approval· but 
owing to an opinion of the Attorney-General of the U~ited 
States, referring to such cases (although ·made nearly a year 
after Mr. HEARD had concluded his services), the Commissioner 
could not approve the same, or withhold from the funds of the 
Indians the m~ney to pay the ~ee provided for therein, because 
the contract d1d not antedate the rendition of the services. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make no objection then. • 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to making the order 

asked for? 
There was no objection. 
Accordingly the House nonconcurred in the amendments to 

the sundry civil bill, and agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate, and the bill and amendments were ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. SAYERS, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, and Mr. COGS­
WELL. 

JOHN T. HEARD. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, !ask unanimous con­

sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani­
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob· 
jection to its consideration. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay JoHN T. 
HEARD for professional services rendered the "Old Settlers," or Western 
Cherokee Indians, out of the funds of said Indians. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to pay to JOHN T. HEARD, ror professional services 
rendered, out of any moneys appropriated or to be appropriated by Co~ess 
tor the "Old Settlers," or Western Cherokea Indians, by reason of a Judc:r­
~ent re~dered June 6, 1893, by the Court of Claims, in favor of the •• oid 
Settlers, or Western Cherokee Indians, in case No. 16599, for certain 
moneys and lands due, arising from or growing out of certain treaty 
stipulations or acts of Congress, amounting to 1800 386.31, in compliance with 
the mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States the sum of 110 000 
or such part thereof, u any, as shall remain of the 35 ver cent set apart by 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, however, recommended to 
the Secretary of the Interior that since the claim of Mr. HEARD 
was so obviou~ly just, that a bill should be sent to Congress for 
enactment wh1ch would enable the Department to carry out in 
good faith the contract which the Indians had made and which 
they expressed their desire to live up to. The Secre~ry adopted 
said recommendation, and this is the bill he sent here and ex­
actly in the form in which he prepared it. The DepartmeB.t 
recomm~nds its passage and the payment of the contract money. 
T~e Ind1.ans want to pay it, and Mr. HEARD does not object to its 
bemg pa1d. · [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera­
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Wait a moment. Is this to be 
paid from the Treasury or from the Indians' money? 

Mr. CLARK of -Missouri. It is to be paid from the Indians' 
money; and I ask for the reading of a letter from the agent of 
these Indians, who lives among them, and who originaJly em­
ployed Mr. HEARD and knows what his services have been worth 
to the claimants, written on yesterday~ and addressed to the gen­
tleman from Indiana, Judge HOLMAN, Chairman of the Commit­
tee on India n ..t\ffairs in this House, and by him -handed to me 
this morning, stating that the Indians desire the passage of the 
bill. [General cries of "Vote l :'1 

-
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The SPEAKER. Is ther-e objection to the request of the gen­
tleman from Missouri? {After a pause.j The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for n third reading~ and 
being engrossed, lit was -::t-ccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speake-r, I ask unanimous con­
.sent that the letter to Judge HOLMAN be printed as a part of 
my r.ema;rks. 

The SPEAKE.R. Without objection that <Can be done. 
There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows: 

AUGUST 1,1894. 
DEAR Sra: The passage of House bill No. 7874, recommended to<Jongress 

by the Secretary of the Interior, to enable him to pay Hon. JoliN 'I'. HEARD 
for professional services rendered to th~ Old Settlers or Western Cherokee 
Indians, out of funds bel<>ngDlg to them, is not objected to by sa.id Indians, 
::a.n£1 ought to pass. It will.enabJ.e them to carry .out in good faith their con­
tract made With Mr. HEARD. 

The services rendered by him bef.ore th~ commlttoos <Of Congress and 1n 
the Court of Claims were very va.lu;a.ble, and the contract made with him, 
by me, as the representative oi said India.ns. lul.s been fUlly ratifi.Ed by them, 
as is shown by a resol:n'tion of 'tb.eir co;nncil, on fila in "the otllca o1 the Com­
missioner of Indian A1tairs; and they desire Congress to authorize the Sec­
retary of the Jnterior to settle with .Mr. HEARD according t.o the terms of 
SAid agreement. 

J. M. 'BRYAN, 
. £lkl.&ttler, t:Jh.erokee aonunissitm~r. ana 'l'reas'Ul'eJ•. 

Hon. W'I:r.oLLU1 S . .HoLMAN, 
Chairman Comnlittee on bullan Affair'S, Houg-e of .Rep1·esmtatiVBs. 

UNLAWFUL VIOLENCE ·ON ACCOUNT OF CRIME. 

1\:lr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the desk a 
joint resolution, which I shall ask t-o have read, and then will 
ask unanimous .consent of th.e House fori ts p.resentnonsideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
,.'r()int resolution, prov!ding for the lnvestiga:tion ot ·31ets '0! unlaWful vio· 

lence throughout the country, 'alleged "to .have been infii.cted on aeronnt of 
'Crimes. 
P.esolved by the Senate andHDt.t.se .of Representatives in COJL{JJ'eBlJ assembLed, 

'i'h:at the Commissioner of Latror be :lnstructed'to.lnve'St:lga.te, -ascertain, and 
report the number, da.te, locatt<m,. and ;a.ttenda;nt 'facts and ctrcumsta.noos ot 
all alleged a;ssaults by males npon !e~3:es -tbrough.Gut the country dur:tn:g 
llie ten years last .Pl'eeeding the p&.ssage cl this jX>inii resolution, for o:r on 
aeconnt of wbluh o:rganiz:edbnt unla.wtul violence has been infl:l:c.ted or at­
'tem:pted to be Inflicted upon those charged wJ..th m&ldng such assaults. 

Also, to as.eert&in and 1"eport &11 n.ets o! 'Ol'gmlhled b.nt unla-wtui vio!en:ce 
w the person, with the attendant facts and ei:ri}umstan.ces, which .have been 
:lnfiict~d UJ>On -accused J>erson:s or J>arsuns alleged "to ll:a;ve been guilty ot 
crimes punishable by due -pr.ooess -Gfll.IIIW which h&v~ taken J)laoe in any part 
of the country mthln the tten ye.<~.rn :Utst pr~oelfing the passage o1 this l'eso­
lution, w.hether such :a-cts ·01. .or:g.a.niz.ed but nnla wtul violence were :infl:icted 
by whi'pping, lynching, or otherwise, lln account ot orreuses or alleged of· 
lenses against the J.aws and pun1Sh:ab1.-e by due :p-rocess thereof. 

Such investigation shall be made by the usual methods and agencl.es of the 
Department of Labor, a.nd t•epor-~; made to Congress as soon as the WGI'k can 
be satisfactorily d-one; 11.nd the snm ot $25,000, or so mu.ch ttrereo1 as m.ay be 
ne-cessary. is hereby appropriated to pay 'the e:xpmrses out of .a;ny m1mey in 
the Treasury :not otherwise a.ppropria.tted. 

The SPEAR:ER. Is there o.bje-ction to the present -considera­
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. COX. I object. . 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask tlmt the resolution, then, be :referred to 

the Committee on Labor. 
lvl:r. DUNPHY. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can be referred to 

the Committee -on Labor. Is th-ere objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi and Mr. COX. I object. 
"The SPEAKER. As objection is mAde, the Chair will look 

at it and refer the resolution under the :rule. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of .absence was gran ted as follows: 
To Mr. CAMPBELL, until Wednesday, em account of sickness 

in his fa-mily. 
To Mr. GRAHAM, indefinitely, on account oi sickness. 
To .Mr. HALL of Missouri, to-da:v, on account-of sickness. 
To Mr. HATCH, 'for three days, on account oi sickness. 
To Mr. TAYLOR of IndianaJ i:n.definitely1 on account oi ill­

ness. 
Mr. OUTlfW AITE. Mr. Speaker, I submit.a report from 'the 

Committee on Rules, fo1' immediate consideration. 
The report was read, as 'f.oUows: 

• Resolved, That to-day after tne second morning hour and until 5 o'clock, 
be assigned to the consideration of bills reported and called -up by the Com­
mitteeon the Pogt.:()fllce.a.n.d .P-ost-Roads; this 'Ol'der not to int.erfere with 
revenue or appropriation bills, conference reports,()r reports from the Com· 
mit tee on Rules. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. 'Speaker, to-day being Friday, the day set 
·apart by the 1.'llles fo-r the consideration of business on the Pri­
l'ate -calendar, I really think, in view of the fact that so little 
time is given "to the consideration of private bills, that the 
Rouse, in the interest of 'the P.rivate Calendar, ought to vote 
down "tllis proposed rule. Representing, as I do~ the Committee 
on Claim-s, I insist that that .committee should oe given an op­
portunity to present its business for the consideration of the 
House. 

In view <>f the fact that only a short time remains until this 
Congress will adjourn I think we ought to have at least the day 
which is set apart in the rules for the consideration of our re­
ports. If this thing goes on I do not know where it will end. 
We areexpeeted by members of the House to sit in ouroom­
mittee .room day afte~day and consider bills of a private nature, 
and I hardly eve1• come into this Hall without being approa-ched 
by some memher urging that the committee shall give consider­
ation to some bill in which he is interested. The members of 
the committee over which I have the honor to preside have met 
regularly and transacte-d their business faithfully, and we have 
begged the House o.f Representatives to givs us time to have 
our reports considered, but during this entire session of Con· 
gress-yea, m-ore than that, sir-during both the sessions of the 
Fifty-thil'd C<>ngress, taking the two sessions together, we have 
had but one-half day for the consideration of business reported 
from our committee. And this, boo, although every Friday is 
set apart by the rules for the consideration of business on the 
Private Calendm-. 

It seems to me, .Mr. Speaker, that it is time the House should 
adhe:re tn that ruie. It seems to me all the more reasonable to 
insiston this now, because the Committee on the P<>st-Office 
and Post-Roads is, I understand, the next committee to be 
called in the second morning hour, and that will give an oppor­
tunity for it to present bills for the consideration oi the House . 
I do not think th-at the Comm1ttee on Claim'S ou~ht to be set 
aside by the House in this way and no consideratiOn given to 
its business unless what can be obtained by unanimous 'COnsent. 

The HoUBe, to be sure, h-as been very liberal in un11.nimous 
consents, but there are certain bills upon the Calend-ar reported 
from our committee which are absolutely just, again-st which 
nobody can reason.&bly raise a voiee, and we ask for time to have 
those bills considered by the House. I move, Mr. Speaker, to hy 
thisruleuponthetable. {Afterapause.] Iwithdra.wthatmotion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it is. n-ot altogether the 
Iault of the Hou.se m Representatives that the Committee on 
Claims hus not had time for th-e consideration 'Of itsbusiooss, or 
that it has not succeeded in passing its bills. I remember a day 
not long ago when that committee was called when they brought 
up no hills, although under the call they would have had two 
'hours. I do not propose to charge any neglect upon the -com­
mittee, but I understand that they have got througb. a gt•eat 
number oi bills by unanim'Ous consent. 

When th.is pending rule was first prepared, it contained a 
provision assigning yesterday to the Committee on Claims, but 
Qther business <>f the House pressed fo1·ward and the time was 
occupied to such an extent that the gentleman in charge of the 
business of th.1tt cummitree did not eare to use the bou.r <lr two 
that remained. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman from Ohio 
know th-at four iJrnve weeks ago the-re was a tacit understand­
ing that if our committeewould give way, so as to let the House 
proceed with {)ther business, a day should be set -a-part latet· for 
the business o! the Committee <>n Claims? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly; and in -complianoo with that 
un-derstanding this rule was o-riginally prepared, assigning yes­
terday to thaj:. committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mt•. Speaker~ I make the point 
tbat a motion to lay <On tbe table is not ·debatable. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] has presented a report 
from the Committee on Rules, and the gentleman. from North 
Carolina has moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BUNN. I withdrew that motion. 
llfr. PICKLER. There was no consent gh-en for the g-entle­

man to withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER. No consent was required. Any gentleman 

can withdraw any motion he makes unless the House has taken 
som~ .aeti<>n upon it. . 

.Mr. PICKLER. Not without getting the floor to do so, and 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] did .not .have 
the floor. He moved to lay the rule -on the table, and so the 
matter stands, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITEl 
is out -of .order. 

The SP.EAKER. The gentleman fr{)m Ohio, the Chair un­
derstands, is demanding the previous question upon the adop­
tion of the renort. 

Mr. BUNN: Mr. Speaker, I ask th-e gentleman from Ohio, 
bafore he makes that demand, to yield tome for one question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw 
the demand for the previous qu~stion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE I wish to yield to gentlemen for ques­
tions or for any propositions that at·e pertinent--

Mr. PICKLER. .Mr. Speaker, I object. The previous ques· 
tion is -orrll3red, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. It rests with th.e gentleman from Ohio to 
demand the previous question ot· not. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have not yet demanded the previous 

question. 
.Mr. PICKLER. I think the g·entleman did. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE . Oh, well; you are mistaken. The rec­

ord will show that I am correct. Now, I want to yield for a 
question from the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN]. 

Mr. BUNN. I want to ask the gentleman whether, in with­
holding from us a day yesterday, it was the purpose of the Com­
mittee on Rules to take from us to-day also? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; not at all. 
Mr. BUNN. Then, why was not the rule so shaped as to give 

us back the day, unless you meant to take it from us? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. There was no purpose of that kind. 
Mr. BUNN. Is not that the effect? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move the previous question. 
Mr. ENLOE. ·1 would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 

question. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman fora ques­

tion. 
Mr. ENLOE. I should like to find out if I can the character 

of business from the Post-Office Committee which is so urgent 
as to justify bringing in this order1tnd how much money it is 
proposed to appropriate if the committee can have its way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is a matter that can be discussed 
later on, if the House should decide to give the day to the Post­
Office Committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, is not the pre­
vious question operating? 

The SPEAKER. The call for the previous question has been 
withdrawn, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It has been demanded twice. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The previous question has not been de­

manded once. 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes: sir; it was demanded just now by you 

and then you yieldea. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington . . The gentleman from Ohio has 

made the demand twice foe the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. It is not uncommon for a gentleman to de­

mand the previous question, and then withdraw it upon there­
quest of some member. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly; but we have not 
heard the gentleman withdraw it. Ii he does so, all right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
withdraw it. There is so much confusion it is difficult to under-
stand what is taking place. · 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I stated that I would withdraw the call 
for the previous question for the purpose of yielding to the gen­
tleman from Tennessee. I yielded for that gentleman's question 
and am now answering it. And now these other gentlemen be­
gin to talk at random. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no. 
Mr. PICKLER. Thegentlemanwithurawsthe previousques­

tion to let somebody in. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am entitled to hold the floor for an 

hour, yielding to anyone that I may choose. 
Mr. ENLOK I desired to know what btlsiness of the Post­

Office Committee was to be brou2"ht up. I begin to suspectfrom 
the interruptions which have occurred and from the failure to get 
the information I asked for, that gentlemen do not want the House 
to knowwhat business it is that is to come from thatcommittee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. rwill simply say it is the business of 
that committee on the Calendar. Whatever business the chair­
man of the committee may be directed by his committee to bring 
up can be brought up under this order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have understood the committee wanted to 
bring up a bill to increase the compensation of clerks in the 
post-offices throughout the country. 

· Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. For a question? 
Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 
Mr. OUTRW AITE. Certainly I will yield. 
Mr. COX. Do you think it right to let in the Committee on 

the Post-Office and Po3t-Roads, to the exclusion of the Commit­
tee on Claims, when the latter committee has not had a day for 
its business during this Congress? Does the gentleman think 
that is right? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It seems to me that on last Friday the 
Committee on Claims lost its day with the acquiescence of its 
chairman. # 

Mr. COX. Now, come right down to the gist of the matter: 
Do you think you are treating us right? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I certainly think there is nothing wrong 
in this proposed rule, or I should not advocate it. 

Mr. COX. Do you think you are dealing_ squarely with us? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly; with you and your commit-

tee. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adop­
tion of this proposed rule. 

The question being taken; there were on a division-ayes 94:, 
noes 29. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. BUNN were appointed to act as tel­

lers during the call of the yeas and nays. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 17 4, nays 54, an­

swered "present" 1, not voting 122; as follows: 

Abbott, 
Adams,Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson. 
Aldrich, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N.I:i. 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, 'l'ex. 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Boa tner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Ca.minetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal 
Cannon, Til. 
Catchings. 
Childs, 
Cobb,. Mo. 
Cogswell. 
Coombs. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 

Alexander, 
Allen, 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Branch , 
Brickner 
Bwm, ' 
Capehart, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Cox, 
DeArm ond, 
Donovan. 
English, Cal. 

YEAS-17!. 
Covert, 
Crawford, 
Culberson. 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
CUrtis, N. Y. 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
DaVis, 
DeForest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, N.J. 
Epes. 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenhai.Jler, 
Goldz.ier, 
Gorman. 
Grosvenor. 
Hainer, · 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Hartman.. 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Hepbnrn, 

Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk. 
Hndson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N.Dak. 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Lapham, 
Lawson. 
Layton, 
Lest-er, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas; 
Lynch, 
Maddox' 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marsh. 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCrea.ry1 Ky. 
McDann01d, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
Mr.Gann, 
McKeighan, 
McRae, 
MeikJ.ejohn. 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milllken, 
Moon, 
Northway, 
Ogd!ln. 
O>Nell, ~Mass. 

NAYS-54. 
Enloe, Latimer, 
Everett, Livingston, 
Fya.n, Mallory, 
Grady, Martin, Ind. 
Grow, McCulloch, 
Rare, McDearmon. 
Hulick, McKaig. _ 
Hunter, McLaurin. 
Hutcheson, Money, · 
Ikb:t, Moore, 
Izlar. Mutchler, 
Jones, Neill, 
Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 

ANSWERED ''PRESENT"-1. 
Pickler. 

NOT VO'l'I~G-122. 

Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phfilips, 
Pigott, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg. 
RandaJ.l, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Re lly, 
Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Sayers, 
Stephenson, 
St1·aus. 
Strong, 
Sweet. 
Talbott, .Md. 
Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler,: 
Updegraff, . 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wanger, 
wa.rne:r, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock. 
Wella, 
Wheeler.m. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wll. on, Wash. 
Wright. Mass. 

Richardson, Ter.n. 
Ritchie, 
Shell. 
Snodgras&, 
Springer. 
Strait. 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 
Williams, llL 
Williams, Miss. 
WolveJ.:ton, 
Woodard. 

Adams, Ky. Erdman, Me :raguy, Smith, 
Apsley, Forman, Meredith, Somers, 
Bankhead, Gear, Montgomery, Sorg, 
Bartlloldt, Gillet, N.Y. l\lorgan, Sperry, 
Belden, Gillett, Mass. Morse, Stallings, 
Beltzhoover, Goodnight, Moses. Stevens, 
Bland, Graham, Murray, Stockdale. 
Boen, Gresham, Newlands, Stone, C. '\"Y. 
Bower, N.C. Griffin, Oates. Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grout, O'Neill, Mo. Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. H ager. Patterson, · Storer, 
Brown, Haines. Payne, Swanson, 
Burnes. Hall, Mo. Paynter, Tawney 
Cabaniss, Harmer, Pendleton.W. Va. Taylor, iud. 
Caruth, Harris, Ray, Taylor, Tenn. 
Causey, Harter, Richardson, Mich. Thomas, 
Chickering, Hatch, Robbins, Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill. Robertson, La. Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman. Robinson, Pa. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cobb, Ala. Rooker, Miss. Rusk, Wadsworth. 
Cockran , Hopkins, Ill. Russell, Ga. Walker, 
Coffeen, Hopltins, Pa.. Ryan, Wever, 
Conn, Hull, Schermerhorn, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Ind. Johnson, Ohio Scranton, White, 
Cooper, Tex. Lacey, Settle, Whiting, 
Cornish, Lefever, Shaw, Wilson, W. Va.. 
Crain. Linton, Sherman, Wise. 
Dalzell, Lockwood, Sibley. Woomer, 
Denson. Magner. Sickles, Wright, Pa. 
Dingley, McAleer, Simpson. 
Dockery, McMillin, Sipe, 

So the previous question was ordered. 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. OATES with .Mr. STORER. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. GOODNIGH'l' with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. SHAW. 
Mr. DENSON with Mr. THOMAS. 
Mr. RUSK with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. RoBBINS with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR Of Tennessee. 
Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. CONN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

- ' 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MOSES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. STOCKDALE \Vith Mr. BRODERICK. 
Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama wit)l Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. LoCKWOOD with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 
For this day: 
Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio. 
Mr. SIPE with Mr. RAY. 
Mr·. ALDERSON with Mr. APSLEY. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BYNUM. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 

previous question was ordered. 
Mr. DUNPHY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The question was taken; and .. on a division (demanded by Mr. 

BYNUM) there were-ayes 93, noes 2. 
Mr. BYNUM. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BYNUM 

and Mr. OUTHWAITE as tellers. 
Mr. DUNPHY. I ask the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. DUNPHY and Mr. BYNUM as 

tellers at the desk. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 172, nays n, 

answered "present" 1, not voting 137; as follows: 

Abbott. 
Ada.ms;Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
.Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N.H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bingham, 
Black, ID. 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, . 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
BrosiU£1, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Cadmus, 
Cam1nett1, 
Oampbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Til. 
oa~hings, 

~g,sMo. 
Cockrell, 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 

YEAS-172. 

Cooper, Wis. Hicks, 
Covert., Hooker, N.Y. 
Crawford, Iklr~. · • 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. 
CUmmings, Johnson, N. Da.k. 
Curtis, Kans. Kem, 
Curtis, N.Y. Kiefer, 
Dalzell, Kribbs, 
Daniels, Kyle, 
Davey, Lacey, 
Davis, Lane, 
De Armond, Lapham, 
Dockery, La.~imer, 
Dolliver, Lawson, 
Doolittle, Layton, 

• Draper, Loud, 
Dunn, Loudenslager, 
Dunphy, Lucas, 
Durborow, Lynch, 
Ellis, Oregon Magner, 
Fielder, Maguire, 
Funk, Mahon, 
Fyan, Mallory, 
Gardner, Marsh, 
Geary, Marshall, 
Geissenhainer, Martin, Illd. 
Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. 
Grady, McCall. 
Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. 
Grow, McCreary, Ky. 
Hager, McDannold, 
Hainer, McDearmon, 
Haines, McDowell, 
Hall, Minn. McEttrick, 
Hall, Mo. McLaurin, 
Hammond, McNagny, 
Hartman, McRae, 
Haugen, Meiklejohn, 
Hayes, Mercer, 
Henderson, Iowa. Meredith, 
Henderson, N. C. Meyer, 
Hendrix, . Milliken, 
Hermann, Moon, 

Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Pa.sch·al, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, W.Va. 
Pe1·kins, 
Phillips, 
Pigott, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Stevens. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W.A. 
Strong, 
sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
'l'erry, 
'l'racey, 
Turner, Va.. 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler Ill. 
Wright, 'Mass. 

Allen, 
Bell, •rex. 
Beny. 
Black, Ga. 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cla.rlr, Mo. 
Oox, 
Donovan, 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 

NAYS-41. 
Everett, Maddox, 
Fithian, McCulloch, 
Grout, McKaig, 
Hare, Moore, 

· Hlinter, Morgan, 
Hutcheson, Neill. 
Izlar, Pendieton, Tex. 
Jones, Richards, Ohio 
Kilgore, Ritchie, 
Lester, Shell, 
Livingston, Snqdgrass, 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1. 
Pickler. 

NOT VOTING-137. 

Stl·ait, 
Swanson. 
Talbert, S. 0. 
Tate, 
William!!. Ill. 
W'lllia.ms·, Miss. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 

Adams, Ky. Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Sickles, 
Apsley, English, N.J. McAleer, Simpson, 
Babcock, Epes, McGann, Sipe, 
Bailey, Erdman, McKeigha.n, Smith, 
Barthold~, Flet-cher, McMillin, Somers, 
Belden, Forman, Money, Springer, 
Beltzboover. Gear, Montgomery, Sta.ll1ngs, 
Boen, Gillet, N.Y. Morse, Stephenson, 
Bower, N.C. Gillett, Mass. Moses, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Arlt. Goodn.ight, Newlands, Storer. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gorman, Oates, Straus, 
Brickner, Graham, O'Neill, Mo. Tawney, 
Burnes, Gresham, Page, Taylor, Ind. 
Bm·rows, Grimn, Patterson, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Harmer, Paynter, Thomas, 
Capehart., Harris, • Pence, Tucker, 
Caruth, Barter, Post, Turner, Ga.. 
Causey, Hat-ch, Randall, Turpin, 
Chickerinl!, Heard. Ray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Clancy, - Heiner, Rayner, Wadsworth, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, ill. Reed, Walker' 
Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, Reilly, Wanger. 
Cockran, Hines, Richardson, Tenn. Wever, 
Ooffeen, Hitt, Robbins, Wheeler, Ala.. 
Conn, Holman, Robinson, Pa. White, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Mise. Rusk, Whiting. 
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, ill. Russell, Conn. Wilson, Ohio 
Cornish, Hopkins, Pa.. Russell, Ga. Wilson. Wash. 
Cousins, Houk, Sayers, Wilson, W.Va.. 
Crain, Hudson, Schermerhorn, Wise; 
De Forest, Hulick, Scranton, Woomer.-
Denson, Hull, Settle, Wright, Pa. 
Dingley, Johnson, Ohio Shaw, 
Dinsmore, Lefever, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Linton, Sibley, 

So the 'motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 
Mr. PAGE. I was not in the Hall of the House when my name 

was called, but desire to be recorded as present . · 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recot'ded. 
The question recurring on the adoption o! the resolution, on 

a division {demanded by Mr. BYNUM) there were-ayes 95, no~s 
10. 

M.r. BYNUM. No quorum. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. KILGORE. And pending that, I move that when the 

House adjourns to-day it be to meet at12 o'clock on Monda y next. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. But one mo­

tion to adjourn can be entertained, pending the consideration oi 
the report of the Committee on Rules. · · 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, H 
was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. DUNPHY and Mr. BYNUM as 

tellers at the desk. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 177, nays -!0, 

answered ''present" 2, not voting 132; as follows: 

Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N.H. 
Baldwin. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes. 
Bartlett, 
Earwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bingham, 
Bla.ck. Ill. 
Blair," 
Boatner, 
tloen, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brickner, 

Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown. 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Cabaniss, 
Oa.dmus, 
Oaminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Oannon, Ill. 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coffeen, 
Coombs. 
·cooper. Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Oooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
erawto1·d, 
CUiberBon, 

YEAS-177. 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N: y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davis, 
DeForest, 
Dinsmore, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
.IJunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
ElUs, Oregon 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Fya.n, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenha.iner, 
Goldzier, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 

Haines, 
Hall. Minn. 
Hammond, 
liare, 

' Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, Iowa. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Hermann, ·· 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N.Y. 
Hulick, · 
Johnson, lull. 
.Johnson, N: Dak. • 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 

- Lapham. 
Lawson, 
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Layton, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Manb.·e, 
Manon, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N.Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McHeighan, 

Allen. 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Bland. 
Branch, 
Bunn, 
Capehart, 
Clark, Mo. 
CockrelJ, 
Oox, 

McNagny, 
MoRae 
MeikleJohn, 
Mercer, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 

• Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Ne111, 
Northway, 
Of,den, o l'<leil, M.a.ss. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 

Pence, Stone, W. A. 
· Pendleton, W. Va. Straus. 
Perkins, Strong, 
Phlliips, · Sweet, 
:Pickler, Talbott, Md. 
Pigott, 'l'arsney, 
Post. . Terry, 
Powers, 'l'racey, 
Price. Tyler, 
Quigg, Updegrafr, 
Randall, VanVoorhis.N.Y. 
Rayner, VV anger, 
Reyburn, Warner, 
Richardson, Mich. Washington, 
Robertson, La.. Waugh, 
Russell, Conn. Wea.a.ock, 
Sayers, Wbeeler, ill. 
Sorg, Wilson, Wash. 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 

NAYS~. 

De Armond, Ikirt, Ritchie, · 
Shell, Dockery, Izlar, 

English, Cal. Kilgore, 
Everett, Kribbs. 
Fithian. Latimel', 
Gorman, McCulloch, 
Grady, McDearmon, 
Heiner, McLaurin, 
hunter, · Pendleron, Tex. 
Hutcheson, Richa1·ds, Ohio 

.ANSWERED "PRESENT "-2. 
Bretz, ·Cooper, Ind. 

NOT VO'J'ING-132. 

Strait, 
Talbert. S. C. Tau., -
Tucker, 
W1111ams, Til. 
W1lllams, Mis.s. · 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 

Adams, Ky. English, N.J. Lester, Simpson, 
Apsley, Enloe, Linton, Slpe, 
Babcock, . F..pes, Lockwood, Smith, 
Batley·, Erdman, Magner, Sri.odgras!, 
Bartholdt, Forman, Mallory, Somers, 
Belden, Gear, Marshall, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Glllet. N.Y. McAleer, Stalllngs, 
Berry. Gillett, Mass. McMillin, Steve~. 
:Bower,N. C. Goodnight, Meredith, Stockdale, 
l:Jreckinr1dge,Ark. Graham, Meyer, Stone, Ky. 
Breck1nr1dge, Ky. Gresham, M1lltken, Storer. 
Burnes, Gr11JI.n, Montgomery,· Swanson, 
Burrows. Grout, Morse, Tawney, 
Bynum, Grow, Moses. Taylor, Ind. 
Oaruth. Hall, Mo. Newlands, 'l'aylor, Tenn. 
Causey, Harmer, Oates, Thomas, 
Chickering, Harrls, Paynter, Turner, Ga.. 
Childs, Harter, Ray, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Reed. Turpin, 
Cobb, Ala. Heard, Reilly, VanVoorhis, Ohio 
Coekrani Henderson, Ill. Richardson, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Oogswel , Hepburn, Robbins, Walker, 
Conn. Hicks, Robinson, Pa. Wells, 
Cornish, Holman, Rusk. Wever, 
Crain, Hooker, Miss. Russell, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. 
C111'tts, Kans. Hopkins, Ill. Ryan, White, 
Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Schermerhorn, Whiting. 
De::1son. Houk, Scranton, Wilson, Ohio 
Dingley, Hudson, Settle, Wilson, W. Va.. 
Dolliver, Hull, Shaw, Wise, 
Donovan, Johnson, Ohio Sherman, Woomer, 
Edmunds, Jones, Sibley. Wright, Mass. 
Ellis, Ky. Lefever, Sickles, Wright, Pa . . 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 
For the rest of this day: 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. LEFEVER. 
The result of the Yote was then announced as above recorded. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

The mo~ion was agreed to. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
report on the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
_ The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations :ror the construction, repair, and 

pt·eservMion of cert&in public works on rivers and harbors, and :ror other 
purposes. 

(For conference report see Senate proceedings.) 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement of the 

Bouse conferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
When the bill pa.ssed the House it carried 19,538,689.56. The Senate Oom· 

mittee on Commerce increased the same $3,087,490.«. When the bill was up 
for consideration in the Senate it was still further increased $164,500, making 
the total amount as it passed the Senate, 1812,790,680. The House conferees 
succeedeu in reducing the Senate bill $1,302,500. The bill as now recom­
mended by. the conferees carries $11,488,180. 

Mr. CATQHINGS. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman·de­
sires further information, I will move the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

• 

. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does this bill as reported by the conferees 
contain an appropriation of $20,000 for surveys of canals between· 
Lake Erie and the Ohio River? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It does. I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 
To Mr. HOLMAN, for this day, on account of sickness. 

COMMITTTEE REPORTS. . . 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re-· 

ports. _ 
SCHOOL ON OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
favorably, with amendments, the bill (S. 870} authorizing the 
issue of a patent to the Presbl't-erian Board of Home Missions 
for certain lands on the Omaha Indian Reservation for school 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the~ 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompan~ing report, ordered to be printed. · 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 
Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. 6776) to amend "An a.ct to pro· 
vide for .the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia," approved January 2, 1891; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying re-, 
port, ordered to be printed, and referred t-o the Committ-ee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBU:C BUILDINGS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Public Buildings· 
and Grounds, also reported a bill(H. R. 7470) to provide for these­
curing of plans and for the erection of the public buildings of_ 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, re­
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state ol the­
Union, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be printed . . 

MORNING HOUR. 
The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 

reports. The morning hour begins at five minutes before 3· 
o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina.. I a£k unanimous-con~ 
sent to pass the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, with 
the understanding that it may be recurred to hereafter with-­
out prejudice. 

Mr. BUNN. I shall h'lve to object t.o that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The call rests on the 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. By direction of the· 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads I call up the bill s. 544. . . . . . ~- . 

The SPEAKER. The Clel'k will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

· A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries ot railway postal 
clerks. , ' -

Ths SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. . 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole. It does not require any appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. But it provides for a charge against the. 
Treasury? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, I know that-­
Mr. DOCKERY. I think it would be better to consider that· 

bill in Committee of the Whole. 
.Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. !will move, then, that 

the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to con­
sider this bill. 
· The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill, with Mr. O'NEIL of Massa-chusetts in the chair. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill called up 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The bill was _read, as follows: 
A bill (S. M4) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries o:r ra.llway postal clerks. 

Be it enacted, etc., That persons in the Railway Mall Service, known as 
railway postal clerks, shall, on and after the passage o:r this act, be di­
vided into seven classes, whose salaries shall not exceed the following rates 

ff~fi~~ ~~;, ~~~':;x~!d~~$~~ ·=t~egfa~~. ~~~!'x~~;d~:\~~~-
fitth class, not exceeding $1,500; sixth class, not exceeding e1,000: se·renth 
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class, not exceeding $1,800: Provided, That the Postmaster-General, in fixing 
the salaries of clerks in the dttrerent classes, may fix the salaries of clerks 
or the sa.me class, according to the amount or work done, the number of 
bourson duty, and the responsibillty incurred by each, but shall not tn a.ny 
case allow a higher salary to any clerk of any class than themaximumfixed 
by this act for the class to whieh such clerk belongs. 

SEc. 2. That such railway postal clerks o! class 7 as shall be detailed as 
chief clerks o! divisions, and such clerks of class 6 as may be detailed chief 
clerks of two or more lines, shall, while traveling on the business or the De­
partment, be paid from the appropriation for the transportation of mails 
on railroads their actual and nec-essary expenses, but not exceeding $3 per 
tliem. 

SEc. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in confiict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealecl. · 

SEc. 4. That this act take effect from and :titer i ts passage. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

that the Clerk read the formal report and then the report by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE], a member of the Com­
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The reports were read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Post-Olnce and Post-Roa.ds, t-o whom was referred 

the bill (S. !>H) to reclassify and presct•ibe the salal·ies o! railway postal 
clerks, have considered the same and recommend its passage. 

The Committee on the Post-OiJ.ce and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5064) to t·eclassify and prescribe the sala.l'ies or railway postal 
clerks, having considered the same, dlrect me to report it back to the House 
With the recommendation that it do pass. 

And as a bill (S. 544) similar 1n all respects to tbi.s ana has been int1·oduced 
in the Senate and favorably reported by the proper committee of that body, 
we take the following, bearing upon the subject in hand, from said report 
and p1·esent it as part of this repo~rt: 

"The great advances which have been made dm·lng recent years in the 
handling of the mails have been due most largely to the increased emclency 
of the Railway Mail Service, and particularly to the increased skill and abil­
ity of the railway mail clerks, There is no other class of public servants 
which is subject-ed to a like amount of competition. The eagerness of busi­
ness men to receive their letters with the least possible delay; the desire on 
the part of the railroads to attract patronage by increasing the speed of 
trains; the pressure upon the PostrOmce Department to keep abreast of the 
times in furnishing mail facilities-all these things have so developed the 
railway mail clerk of to-day that he has become one of the most skilled of 
laborers, while at the same time the mental wear and t ear of his work has 
increased 1n full proportion to the increase in his emctency. While these 
increased demands have been made on the railway mail..clerks, their pay, 
so far from having been increased, on the contrary, has even been dimin­
ished. 

"The bill under consideration permits an increase 1n the maximum to 
$1,800, a truly modest advance. The clerks who would comprise the new 
seventh grade, thirteen in all, are known as assistant superintendents or di­
visions, while the seventy-two clerks to be benefited by the proposed sixth 
grade are chief clerks. These men are loca.ted at the important rai1roa.d 
centers. and have the immediate charge of about one hundred · men each. 
They have been promoted from the ranks and selected for the positions be­
cause of their superior executive ability, knowledge Qf the service and of 
the postal laws and regulations. In' any other Department these men would 
be as chiefs of division and draw a salary of $2,000 or more. 

"The following statement shows the rates of compensation ll!lder exist­
ing law and the proposed changes as provided in this bill: 

" aompensatwn per annum. 

Existing This bill. 
law. 

First class .....................• _______ ........ _________ $800 $800 
Second class .....•. __ ................ __ ...• ----------____ 900 1,-<100 
Third class .. -------- ......•... ---- .•........ . : ...... ____ 1. 000 1, 20:> 
Fourth class.------------------ ............ ------........ 1, 200 1,300 
Fifth class ....•.......... ____ ..•..•...•...•.. ----- ___ .... 1, 400 1, 500 
Sixth class _____ ...... ---- ..•.•........................•........ __ .... 1, 600 
Seventh class .............. __ .... ____ ............ ____ .... -- ---- __ •... 1, 800 

"The bill ados a sixth and seventh class at a compensation, respectively, of 
$1,eoo and $1,800, and provides that the Postmaster-General, in fixing the sal-. 
aries of clerks in different classes, may grade the salaries of the same class 
with due regard to the amount of work, the number of hours employed, and 

. the responsibility incurred. It also provides that clerks of class 7 may be 
}detailed as chiefs of divisions, a.nd clerks of class 6 may be detailed chief 
clerks of two or more lines under prescribed restrictions." 

"The bill carries no appropriation. It simply authorizes the Postmaster-
Genet·al to reclassify the railway postal clerks, and allows him to fill the 
~:higher classes as the appropriations at his disposal will allow. The bill 1s 
l¥';entica.l with one which passed the Senate in the Fifty-second Congress. 
1 
Should the reclassifications be maae at once the increase would amount to 
about $350,000; but the rapidity of the change would depend on the annual 
appropriation." -

" OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
" Wa11hington, ]), 0., Februaru 1,189~. 

"Sm: I have the honor to submit the folloWing 1n response to yours of 
the 23d ultimo, relating to Senate bill544, which provides for a. reclassifica­
tion of the Railway Mail Service. 

"Senate bill 644, I understand, 1s practically the same as that which was 
. favorably passed upon by the committees on Post-Otnces and Post-Roads of 
the Fifty-second Congress. 

"Since my connection with the Post-Omce Department I have become 
much impressed with the importance a.nd usefulness of the railway mail 
mall branch of the general service of mail transportation, and I therefore 
appreciate the importance or making provision for the enlargement or the 
organization from time to time, so as to enable the Postmaster-General to 
properly care for the growth and changed conditions of the mails which are 
distributed in rallway posL-ofllces. 

11 It is this branch of the postal service which is quickest to place the rural 
districts upon a Darity with the cities. 

"I do not undei·stand tha.t t~he proposed measure is intended to make it 
obligatory on the part of the Postmaster-General to instantly apply to the 
entire service a. complete change in its organization. It would, U enacted 
into law, pla.ee the Department ln a position to enlarge its orga.n.iza.tion as 
the aetual necessities ox the serVice and the approprta.tions would admit of. 

/ 

"As emphasizing the necessity for legislation admitting of the enlarge· 
ment ot the Railway :M:a.il Service it is not improper to mention that the 
present organization of "that service provides for but five classes, and was 
authorized when the t•ailway post-oJlfce lines covered less than 100,000 miles 
and the number o! clerks was but 3,500. 

"To·day, however, the length of railroads over which the mails are carried 
approaches closely to 170,000 miles, a.nd the yearly increase is estimated at 
4,000 miles, while the number of clerks within the coming year will exceed 
7,000. Ten years_~~o the present organization was doubtfess sumcient, but 
its continuance, Wlthout changes, acts as a check upon the acquiring of the 
maximum extent of sat isfactory mail service that would result from grant· 
ing to the Postmaster-General auth or i ty to adapt the organization to the 
growing necessities of the country. 

11 Yours, respectfully, 
" W. S . BISSELL,. 

11 Postmaster-General. 
"Hon. A. H. COLQUITT, 

"Cllairman Committee on Post-Ojficej and Post-Roads, 
' • Unit~'i States Senate, Washington, ]). (J. " 

1\fr. HENDERSON of Nor th Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill has passed the Senate, and the object of it is to reclassifv 
the railway postal clerks. Under the present system there are 
five classes of these clerks. Under this bill if it passes there 
will be seven classes. As the law now stands the lowest class 
can not receive more than $800 a year, the second class not ex­
ceeding $900, the third class not exceeding $1,000, the fourth 
class not exceeding $1 ,200, and the :fifth class not exceeding 
$1,400 per annum. 

If this bill passes, and there is a new classification, the first 
class may have $800 a year, the second class $1,000, the third 
class $1,200, the fourth class $1,300, the fifth-class $1,500, the 
sixth class $1,600 and the seventh class $1,800; that is to say, 
that is the utmost that can be allowed to any of these clerks. 
The salaries a-s fixed here are not certain salaries, but not ex­
ceeding the amount specified; so that the whole matter rests 
within the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

The bill carries no appropriation, but the Postmaster-General 
says that if the reclassifications are all to be made at once the 
increase would amount to about ~350,000 . . He also says that the 
rapidity of the phange would depend upon the annual appro­
priations; so that if this bill passes thero can not possibly be 
any greater expense than $350,000 a year; and not that unless 
the amount is appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me to int-errupt him with a question? 

M.r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. sir. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand that the object 

of this bill is to give to those who have had long and meritor­
ious service some opportunity for honorable promotion? 

Mr. HE.!\TDER.SON of North Carolina. Yes, sir; that is one 
of the objects of the bill; and the bill is very much desired by 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I want to ask the gentlema.n a question. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentle· 

man for a.question. 
Mr. DUNPHY. These are postal railway clerks? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. These are postaLrail­

way clerks. 
Mr. DUNPHY. They already h ave their salaries fixed by law. 
l\fr. H E NDERSON of North Carolina. They already have 

their salaries fixed by law, except that they are not fixed cer­
tainly. They are allowed not exceeding a certain sum. It is 
entirely within the discretion or the Postmaster-General as to 
how much he will pay each grade. It depends upon the annual 
appropriation. 

Mr. DUNPHY. And I understand the difference between the 
postal railway clerks and the postal clerks is that while the 
postal rail way clerks have their salaries fixed by law, the postal 
clerks have not their salaries fixed by law at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. There is no connection between 
the two services. The passage of this bill would not interfere 
with the salaries of the postal clerks. 

Mr. DUNPHY. But this is a salary bill. · 
Mr. HENDERSON of North ·Carolina. Not necessarily. 
Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. It is a bill for the reclassification 

of the railway mail clerks. 
Mr. DUNPHY. By raising their salaries. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It may not raise any 

salary except therewill be two new grades of clerks. The only 
way salaries will certainly be raised under this bill is that there 
will be two new additional grades of clerks, and of course those 
clerks will be entitled to something mora than the :fifth-class clerk 
is now receiving; but the whole of the amount of salaries depends 
upon the discretion of the Postmaster-General, within the ap­
propriation that is made by Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I retain the floor, and will yield time to 
such gentlemen as desire. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yield to me five minutes. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to ask the gentleman 

what is the maximum salary under the classification now exist­
ing? 
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. 1e. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Fourteen hundred in line with his .argument, fuat in my own State and California -

dollars. the postal clerks have reoen tly had aeon tinuous run of '740 miles~ 
l\lT . diLSON of Washington. Now, that is the· higbest sal- Mr. BOATNER. How ca.n they be compelled to work four-

ary that a postal railway clerk may receive. teen hom-sa. day when tb.e statute expressly provides that no 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is the highest Federal empolye shall work more than eight hours? 

salary he may receive under the present act. Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I will tell the gentleman; and it 
Mr. COOMBS. What is the lowest? is another illustration of the injustice tilltt is done to the ~m-
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The lowest is $800. I ployes in tlrls.Department of the -public service. Take, fo1· in­

now yield five minutes to the~gentleman from illinois [1\fr. HOP- stance, a route from Chicago, where the mail is made up ior 
KINS]. Omaha and points farther west, the ·clerk is required to apoear 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I donotknowthat at the place designated, say, at 3 o'clock in the morning. -The 
I desire to take the time allotted me, because I think this is a bill train may not be ready to start until 7 o'clock a. m. but., in 
where action should be taken rather than to have the time ex- order to arrange the mail the cleL>k is L>equired to be on hand 
pended in debate. I simply desire toca.ll attention of members three or Iour hours prior to that time, and to wo:rk with a dili­
of the committee to the fact that this bill does not necessarily gence and intelligence that are not paralleled elsewheL'e in the 
raise the salary of these clerks at all, it depending upon the a.p· Government service. Then he has to 1~n from there to Bur­
propriations. The reason and the necessity for this reclassifi- lington, Iowa, or to Omaha, Nebr., or farther on so that from 
cation is that there has been no change in the law for nearly the time .he starts to work iintil he gets throu,gh his work is 
twenty-five years. When the railway postal clerks were last .often not less than fourteen hours in continuous service. 
classified, they were in number less than 3,500, and operated on It is true that there is a provision in the law that cle1•ks shall 
less than 100,000 miles of road. work one week on and one week off, so as to divide up the time 

Since that time the .Railway Mail Service has extended over and get down the average to eight hours per day if possible, but 
170,000 miles of railroad, and the number of clerks has increased so complicated is this service and so expert the chara-cter of the 
to over 7,000. This classification simply increases the .number work required from these clerks that they are required to work 
by two. Wehave fiveclassesnow,andif this bill becomes alaw from one to three hours a day on tbe maps and in practicing 
we shall have seven. The seventhclasswillcoveronl_ythirteen their duties on days when they are off duty. This is required 
persons, .and the sixth class only seventy-two. So g-entlemen of them in order that they may be effici-ent on the days when 
can see that this is not a wholesale raid upon the "Treasury of they are on duty. 
the United States, but is simply a measure for .facilitating the Any gentleman here who h.as been on the mail cars and has 
business of this great Dep~rtment of the Government. . observed th.e work that is done by these clerks will verify the 

The positions .of the seventy-two clerks in the sixth -class are statements I have .m.a:de~ So high is the grade of work that is 
similar to those of chiefs of bureaus, and in the other Depart- required in this service that if, in the distribution of the mails 
ments of the Government no chief is n.ow receiving a salary of contain-ed in the various sacks in the mail car, a certain percent­
less than $2,000~ Under this classifica.tlon the highest amount age of mistakes appears the clerk loses his position. It will""be 
that could be allowed to any one of these seventy-two would be 

1 
seen, therefore, that instead of taking tbe time b.e is off -duty 

$1,<600. That is the maximum, and if the .appr.opriation is not for rest and recuperation, the railway postal clerk is ,_,equired 
suffickmt to pay that amount the Postmastel·-Genru·.al, under the to practice his work in order to be prepa-1-ed to work efficiently 
law, wllllmve d;h.e power of reducing the salary .one hundred or when he is ~n duty. 
two hundred dollars, as the ease may be. Now, under :the old law, before there was any a.·eduction in the 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment there is no branch of the salaries in classes 4 and 5, the clerks received $200 a year more 
public service so d-eserving as this Railway Postal Service. The in each <>f those .classes than they are receiving at the present 
clerks in that service are intelligent, skilled men. No man of time.. 
mediocre intelligen-ce can hold perm.anent]y a position there. Without multiplying words, .Mr. Chairman, and without 'OC­
From the nature oi the work th-ey are compelled to become ex- cu:pying further time to£Xplain this bill, I am satisfied that from 
perts. In a.ddition to this intelligence they are required to have the experience and knowledge of members of the House there 
great physical endurance, for they are exposed to much hard- can be no fair .and just oppositio11 t o the passage of this bill. It 
ship, "lnd also to constant danger from railway accidents. Even was favored by Gen. Don. M. Dickinson when he was Postmaster ­
ii the1·e w.as nothing but that consideration ro urge in their General; it was favored by Mr. John Wanamaker when he was 
h>or, I bke it that there ls no member on this flom· w.ho would Postmaster-General; and it is favored by the present chief of 
not heartily, readily, freely, and cheerfully give his .sapport to that great Department. There is no man, be he Democrat or 
this bill. Republican, who has carefully investigated the merits .of this 

But, Mr. Chaieman, the1'6 is another COI1Bideration to be taken bill, and un-derBta.nds the requirements and exactions which 
into-account in nonnection with this bilL The compensation of must be met by this elass of public servants, who will not con­
the emp1oy€s in this service bas been degraded during the last cede the merit, the justice, the equity -of this bill. I h~pe and 
few years, while the compensation of those in the other great trust that none of the economists upon either side of the House, 
Departments has been increased. Back in 1873 the ave1·agesal- for the sake of insuring that the appropriations of the Govern-
ary of these postal clerks was $1,033. ment shall not exceed a certain limit, will feel it incumbent 

[Here the hammer felL] upon them to strike a blow at this worthy class of public serv-
Mr. HOPKINS of TilinDis. Will the gentleman give me D.ve ants by opposing thls bill. 

minutes more? • • lHere the hammer fell.] · 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the bill 

more. . be laid aside to be reported to the House with 'a favorable rec-
l\1r1 HOPKINS {)f illinois. In 181:1, I say, the .average pay of ommendation. 

these :postal clerks was '$1,033, while the average to-day is only Mr. DOCKERY. That motion is not yet in order. General 
$993. This ile-erease 'has been made by the Postmaster-General, debate has not been closed. 
lllder the law whlcb. .gives him the power to regulate the sala: Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Does the gentleman 
ries of these clerks with reference to the amount of money that wish to occupy some time? 
is actuall.v a.ppropriated by the Government; &nd, to show the Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to be recognized in my own 
injustice that is done to these employes in that respect, I de- 1·ight. 
sire to call attention to the report of the Postmaster-General Mr. HENDERSON of North Car-olina. I will give the gen-
wh-ere he ..speaks of the increased efficiency in this branch of tleman five minutes. 
the service. The Postmaster-General in his report for 1893 Mr. DOCKERY. I want more time than· that. This is a 
says thatin the five years from 1888 tol893 thenumberof pi-eces proposition to increase the133lary list of the Govel'Ilment $350,­
of ordinary mail handled increased 4.8.69 per eent, while the 000 a year, and is entitled to full consideration. 
number of clerks to do that business increased only 13.86 per Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will give the gentle-
cent. It will be seen, the1·eiore, that, notwithstanding a de- man ten minutes. 
creased compensation, the exigencies of the service have been Mr. SAYERS. On this bill we will take what time we please. 
such tha t each .of these clerks has been compelled to do an ex- Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have tbe :floor inmyown 
tra amount nf work, A.ny gentleman here who is familiar with rig-ht. 
this branch .of the service knows that when these cl-erks are em- The CFf...AIRMAN. As the gentleman from North Carolina 
ployed they often work not less than fourteen hours a day. is now on the floor, the gentl€manfromMissouri[Mr.DOCKERY} 

Mr. MERCER. Then they do not get the bene:fit{)f 'the eight- can not occupy the .floor -except with his consent. 
hour law? Mr. DOCKERY. The Chair is -correct. H'Owmuch time does 

fl·_ HOPKINS-O-f Illiuois. They do not. They .can not. They 1 th-e gentleman frmn North Carolina -cons-ent to yield to me? 
work as many as fourteen hom·s a day whlle in actual service~ The CHAIID!AN. Ten minutes. · 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit m-e~ I will state, . Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, there is uo Representative 
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on thla floor more ready than I. am to concede the efficiency of 
the railway postal clerks. That arm of the postal service is pe:.. 
culiarly efficient, and as such is entitled to the most generous 
consideration at the hands of the Government. This proposi­
tion wa.s well stated a moment ago by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DUNPHY], in answer to a statement of the chairman 
of the committee, to be a proposition to increase salaries; and 
as appears by the report of the Postmaster-General it involves 
an additional annual tax upon the people of the United States to 
the extent of 3350,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this House has heretofore expressed itself .. in 
an indirect way upon the proposition to increase the salaries of 
railway postal clerks. In the last Congress an amendment was 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole on the Post-Office appro­
priation bill providlng a fund, amounting, as I remember, to 
lS120,000, which would enable the Postmaster-General to allow 
the clerks the maximum compensation authorized by law. The 
law now allows a certain class of clerks $1,200; the Postmaster­
General, in his discretion, allows to clerks of that class only 
$1,150. To anothe,r class, as I remember, the existing law per­
mits the Postma!iter-Genf!ral to pay 31,400; yet he only allows 
clerks of that class $1,300. 

Now, as I was saying, an amendment was adopted in the last 
Congress in the Committee of the Whole appropriating $120,-
000 so as to enable the Postmaster-General to pay the additional 
amount not heretofore allowed. When that amendment came 
before the House fo1· its consideration, the House promptly dis­
agreed to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition to increase the salaries of this 
very worthy class is not anew proposition. When the Trea-sury 
of the United States had $100,000,000 of surplus, the Fifty-first 
Congress denied this bill consideration. · When the vaults of our 
Treasury were overflowing with surplus revenue, the Filty-fi.rst 
Congress denied this bill a hearing. Yet, to-day, with an im­
pending deficit-with 150,000,000 of Government bonds already 
issued-this measure "bobs up serenely" to add $350,000 an­
nually to the taxes of the American :people; 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not stop to d1scuss the merits or the de­
merits of this bill. Under favorable circumitances I mlght sup­
port it. If our revenues were abundant, I might support it. It 
we had money flowing into the Treasury so as to meet all the ob­
ligations of. the Government and leave a surplus, I might sup­
port it. But confronted with the existing co.adition-and that 
a condition of $50,000,000 already added to the interest-bearing 
debt of the Government-I shall oppose this increase of salaries. 

I appeal to g·entlemen on both sides of this Chamber to stay 
their hands and not add further to the burdens of the peo­
pleat a time when hundreds and thousands of citizens of this 
country are out of employment. Postpone the consideration of 
this measure until prosperous times return; and th~n it is pos­
sible I may unite with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOP­
KINS]in advocating the proposition. Mr. Chairman, I trust the 
House will not give this measure favorable consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to ask if the gentleman 
voted in favor of the report of the conference committee on the 
river and harbor bill to-day? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not. 
Mr. HOPKINS o{ Illinois. The gentleman did not vote for 

that? 
Mr. DOCKERY. The "gentleman" never voted for it. I 

think, if I remember aright, I voted for the river and harbor 
bill in the Forty-eig-hth Congress, since which time I have never 
supported the measure. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This House voted $2,000,000 with­
out a quiver to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For what? 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Two additional millions for river 

and harbor improvements all over the country, over and above 
what was already in the House bill. Here is a proposition that 
affects the entire United States, and does not take a dollar out 
of the Treasurv. • 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, the gen-tleman will hardly claim that. 
He must admit that the reclassification will involve an expendi­
ture of $350,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the Postmaster-General says 
that the reclassification will improve the efficiency of the serv­
ice, even if you do not make an appropriation to pay the addi­
tional salaries, letting them remain just as they are. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, my observation has been that when 
you authorize an increase ol salary the increase usually follows. 
This is the purpose of the bill to increase salaries. If that is 
not the intention and purpose, will the gentleman admit amend­
ments that will forbid the increase of appropriations to carry 
out the reorganization or reclassification? If such a provision 
is incorporated I do not know that I would object to the bill. 

.Mr. ROPKINS of lllinois. The gentleman knows that the 

purpose is to improve the efficiency of that branch-of the serv­
ice. The ~ostmaster-General says he would rather have it 
·without the appropriation, so as to permit the reclassification, 
than to let the law remain as it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It gives me pleasure in this connection to 
say that there is no more efficient branch of the public service 
than the Railway Postal Service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then do it justice and let us pass 
this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly I will do it justice; but the gen­
tleman should remember that these people are getting salaries 
now ranging from $800 to $1,400, a great deal more on the aver­
age than people are earning in ordinary business pursuits. Not 
one of these gentlemen desires to resign. They are ·generally 
considered good salaries, and hence u:g.der the present condition 
of affairs I must oppose this increase. We have been doing jus· 
tice to them. -

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois . . Now , if the gentleman will allow 
me--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor. · . 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman has yielded to me. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman should first address the 

Chair and get consent to ask a question. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is no necessity for the Chair 

getting excited. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 

floor. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman. 
fHere the hammer fell.l 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ha-s expired. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to have five minutes more for 

the purpose of answering the gentleman's question. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It does not mattsr. I shall not 

insist upon it. , 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this 

is not a bill to increase salaries. The gentleman from Missouri 
has not stated the case properly. The object of the bill and the 
only object is to increase the efficiency of the Railway Postal 
Service. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If agreeable to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I would like to ask a question here. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 
Mr. BROSIUS. What number of clerks will be affect-ed by 

this legislation? I have not been able to ascertain. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, of course all the 

clerks will be more or less affected-the entire postal service. 
There are now five classes, and there will be seven after the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is the gentleman able to give approximately 
the number of clerks who will be affected? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not remember ex­
actly. The gentleman's colleague from Pennsy 1 vania [Mr. BING­
HAM] can inform him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will be about 6,100. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That i~ my recollec­

tion of it. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Now, about what amount of money, in addi­

tion to that already expended under existing law, will be re­
quired to give eft'ect to the bil1? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The utmost amount 
that can be expended 11 the bill becomesa law is$350,000ayear. 
It does not necessarily follow, however, that hall or a third of 
this amount will be expended, because the Postmaster-General 
states positively that he is going to move slowly in the matter, 
and what he wants is an opportun.ity to improve the efficiency 
o! the service. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is the amount in excess of the amount 
now expended in the service? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yest sir. 
Now, if no one else wishes to discuss the question, I would 

like to come to a vote. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, I want either to 

be recognized in my own right or to ask time from the gentle­
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. How much time does 
the gentleman want? 

Mr. CLARK of ~lissouri. I would prefer to be recognized in 
my own time. I always quit when I get done speaking. . 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is no time ex­
cept what I have. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, How can that be? I thought there 
were two sides to all questions. · 

M1'. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, in the morning 
hour it is necessary to have a different rule. But I will be wlll· 
ing to yield to the gentleman . 

, 



1894.·-- CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD-HOUSE. 8189· 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much will you give me? three or fqurthousand of those postal clerks-who were" fired" 
.Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Five minutes. · by the preceding Administration? - · · : 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That will not do; I will not accept Mt·. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; we passed a bill through this 

that. House to put back upon the rolls of the Post-Office Department 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have only twenty some 3,000 or 3,500 competent Democratic railway clerks-·- ~ 

minutes, and I will give the gentleman ten. Mr. KILGORE. Under the present salary? 
· Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman certainly would not ask Mr. CLARK of Missouri. At the present salary, clerks who 

more than half of that time. were bounced by President Harrison for no other reason than" 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, all right; I will accept that. that they had the courage, the patriotism, and the good sense 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this to begin with: I have to vote the Democratic ticket in 1888. [Applause on the Demo­

no suggestion whatever to make to the Republican side of the cratic side.] What will be the fate of that bill in the House of 
House on questions of economy. They are hardened in their the Ancients I do not know. [Laughter.] 
sins and set in their ways. [Laughter.] Nobody commissioned ' Now, my Democratic friends, I want to inform vou what this 
me to be their legal or spiritual adviser. But I do want to give bill is. I might as well tell the whole truth and be~through with 
a word or two of advice to gentlemen on the Democratic side it. It is a proposition to r·aise the salaries of five or six or seven 
of the Chamber,· and that is, that we came into possession of RepublicanswhereyouraisethesalaryofoneDemocrat. [Laugh-­
every branch of this Government at the last election on a plat- ter and applause.] 
form of economy. We made the welkin ring from Calilornia Mr. BOUTELLE. I am glad the gentleman has got down to 
to Maine, and from the St. Lawrence River to the Rio Grande, good Democratic argument. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
with the proposition that the Republican party was an extrav- Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I have got down to argu­
agant party, and that if we came into possession of the Govern- ment. I do not very much blame a Republican for· voting for 
ment we proposed to cut down expenses. this kind of a bill-it is entirely consistent with their record of 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The people did not believe extravagance-but I should like to eee the color of the man's. 
you. hair and the cut of his eyes <'n the Democratic side of this House 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, they did. They believed us who can vote for this bill and tell the truth about it when he 
sufficiently to give us possession of this Government. I believed gets home and satisfy his Democratic constituents that he did 
that proposition then and I believe it now. I also believe in right. 
keeping faith with the people. I do not prop?se ~o stultify my- .Mr. KILGORE. "It can not be did." [Laughter.] 
self and the -people who sent me hither by gomg mto the .game Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it can not be "did." I am · 
of" raising" the Republicans [laughter], if you know what that amazed, Mr. Chairman, that such a proposition as this j;houlcl 
means [laughter], in the matter of extravagance: Mr. Chair· ever come from a Democratic committee. [Applause on Demo- ­
man, of all the times since I have been old enough to take cog- cratic side.) · 
nizance of what is happening in the world, this is the most in- I do not desi!·e to consume the time of this House, and do not 
opportune season to raise people's salaries. intend to unnecessarily; but I want to give gentlemen fair warn-

Mr. ALLEN. It is all we can do to raise revenue. ing right here and now that they are not going to get this bill 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. That is true. We can not passed, and the two other bills that are back of this, until every · 

raise revenue enough now, under the laws which Republicans method of obstruction is exhausted that is left to us under the 
put upon the statute books, to run the Government even when new rules of this House. Just one sentence more. If I had as 
it is economically administered .. Hundreds of thousands of peo· much parliamentary rope as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
pie are out of employment, begging for work, who can not get KILGORE] used to have in the halcyon days of the filibuster, 
1t; and now this committee comes in here and asks this Demo- they never would pass. [Laughter.] 
ct·atic House to put up the salaries of these men. They may be Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes to-
very deserving. No doubt they are. I have not a word to say the g·entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 
against them. But it is proposed, in the face of existing dis- Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I believe the people areal­
tress, in the face of the hard times, in the face of a bankrupt ways willing to give good compensation to the subordinate 
Treasury, in the face of the protests of the masses of the people, force of the Post-Office Department, for there is not a service of 
to add $350,000 a year to the burdens of the taxpayer of this this Government wherein they receive a larger measure of con­
country. venie:q.ce, benefit, and reward than in a capable and wiseadmin-

I want to say to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber that istration of this great Government work. This large body of 
the people will not have it. [Applause.] men, I believe the statement will not be questioned, stand the 

Now, my friend from Illinois, who generally speaks very severest examination as to clerical requirements and ability of 
entertainingly if not intelligently [laughter], laid down the any of the subordinate employes of this Department. Their 
proposition here that these men work fourteen hours a day; and compensations are limited, their labors are severe, and with the 
yet it is stated right on the face Of this report that they lay off growth of the Post-Office service their requirements are grow­
one-hal! of the time. That makes seven hours a day. The gen- 1 ing continually greater and greater. 
tleman who wrote this report, Senator McMILLAN, urges Con- With every increase in this service the standards ns to ability 
gress to pass this law because the railway mail clerks are com· are becoming higher. The schedules to-day that are handled 
pelled to work more hours a day than the clerks over here in on the great trunk lines carrying postal cars are multiplied five 
the Departments. That is certainly a etrange reason. I can times to what they were ten years ago. It is to be remembered 
suggest a better method of equalizing thin.gs among them. That these men are all in the classified service, and are required to 
is to make these clerks in the Departments work more hours in pass a severe examination. The gentleman who has just spoken 
the day. [Laughter.] It will have a tendency to keep them out submits that these men are off a number of daye in each month. 
of mischief. It is -well to understand that the allowance of time off occurs in 

A MEMBER. Why not give them less pay, too. order that they may study their schedules, pass their examina-
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nobody ever proposes more work tiona, and be qualified continually for the constantly growing 

and less pay. It is always more pay and less work. These rail- work, as well as the necessary physical relief. No man can do 
way posts.l clerks may not be paid exorbitant salaries. I do not continuous work upon railroads-mental and physical. There 
suppose they are. But they are this day drawing bigger sal- is, however, in connection with this service, one condition not 
aries , a good deal, than the majority of laborers in the United thus far adverted to. It is the only work in the Post-Office De-_ 
Stat-es of equal intelligence. partment where there is an average possibiliiy of loss of lile and-

A MEMBER. Are any of them going to resign? serious injury. In the last fiscal · year 10 men were killed, 68 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not as anybody has heard of. men were seriously injured, and 115 nien were qualifiedly in­

Thomas Jefferson said that Federal officeholders seldom died jured. The families of the deceased, of the men who were killed 
and never resigned. He was .correct in that as in everything in the service, received no allowance_ from the Government; 
else. There is no imminent danger of their resigning, and if and yet in one of the bills that will pass this House there is an 
they did there are plenty just as competent to take their places. allowance of $5,000 each for the families of the deceased, of every 
Every member on the Democratic side, and many Republicans, one who lost lile, in the recent Ford's Theater disaster. Every_ 
have among their papers, or on file in the Post-Office Dt~partment year in this service men go to death with no compensation to 
divers and sundry applications of men who want these identical their family following; men receiving life injuries with no com­
places at the present pay, and it will not do for the gentleman pensation from the Government following. It is a most danger.: 
from Illinois, or for gentlemen from anywhere else, to say that ous service as well as labor requiring the highest line of. ~bility. 
these men who hold these places are more intelligent and batter . In connection with the broadening of this · ser_vice. in recent; 
:fitted for the places. than other people who want the positions. years there -has been established in the great cities subpost_-·. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did we not pass a bill the other day to com- offices; and these men, taking my own city as an illustration, 
pel the Government to employ, under certain circumstances, where twenty-odd post-offices or substations are established-
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'these men on the ca.rs, in aruutlon to their schedule ro~t_e, must 
'be so familiar with the territorial division of grea..t c1ties th~t 
distribution must be made the same as the clerks now make m 
the local offices. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will ask thegen~lem~ 
if there are not more mail trains robbed-in the State of M1ssour1 
than anywhere else, and is not that the place where the most of 
these people are killed thatyou ha-ve spoken of? 

Mr. BlNGHAM. I will not say, but I wi~ le~ m~ f~end from 
Missouri [Mrw DOCKERY] answer that questwn m hlS tlme. . 

The $350 OOOestimated by the Departmentwillnotof necess1ty 
be expend~d. It will be within the discretion o.f _the Postmas­
wr:..G(meral; this bill simply authorizes the Postmast-er-Gen~ral 
to r eclassify postal clerks-a Postmaster-General who ca'!lle lDt? 
power with the same party as the gentleman from Missouri. 
The Postmaster-General says it will increase the efficiency of the 
service, a readjustment and realig!l~ent of an army of.~en, up­
war ds of 6,000. covering an appropr1atwn of $7,186,000, g1 v~g bet­
ter administration a service more useful to the people than if con­
tinued upon the p~esent law. I submit I!vouldra~heracceptand 
follow the statement and recommendat1on of the Postmaster­
General supervising this special function of ~he G~vernment 
than the suggestions of the gentleman from MlSsourl. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Unles~ some one else 
wish-es to discuss this matter, I move that the bill be reported 
t<> the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. General debate ha;s not been closed, and 
the bill has not been considered by sections. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carohna asks 
unaniiDous consent that general debate be now closed. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I make the mo­

tion that general debate be now closed. 
Mr. DOCKERY. That can on1ybe done in the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thatrequest was submitted, and thegen­

tlem an from Texas objected. 
lfr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I mov~ that the com­

mittee rise and report the bill to the House w1th a fav(}rable 
recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. General debate has not been closed. 
Me. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com­

mittee do now rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order .. 
Me. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why not, Mr. CJ:~mr:na.n? The 

gentleman from North. Carolina has charge of thlS b1l~. 
Tlle CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 

that tho committee do n<>w rise. 
Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I understood t~e gen~ema.n ~o 

couple with that a motion that when the committee r1se .the b1ll 
be r eported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. He withdrew that. His last motion was 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois~ Well, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend that motion by adding, that the bill be reported to the 
Hou"'e with the recommendation that it do pass. 

M;. DOCKERY. I make the point that that is not in order, 
Mr. Chairman, until general deba~ is closed. . 

T he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the po~nt of order. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to know why it is 

not in order? 
T he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not obliged togive reasons; 

but the gentleman kvows well enough that in the Committee of 
the Whole a bill must first be open to general debate, that after 
O'eneral debate is closed the bill must then be read by para,.­
graphs, and only after that has been done is it in order to move 
to repo1·t it to the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. The bill has been read and de-
bated gene1·ally. . 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been read by paragraphs, nor 
has general debate been closed. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question baing taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided. 
The CHAIRMAN (pending the division). The morning hour 

has expired and the committee will rise. . 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havmg re· 

sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, from ~he Co.m­
mittee of the Whole, reported that they ~ad under con.s1derat1?n 
a. bill (8.544) "to reclassify and prescribe the sala.r1es of rall­
way postal clerks," and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDE.R OF BUSINESS.. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special orde1·. 

The Olerk read as follows: . 
Resolved, 'nlat to-day, a.tter the second morning hom· and until 5 o'clock, 

be assigned to the consideration o! bills reported a.nd called up by the Com­
mittee on the Post-Omce a.nd Post-Roads; this order not to interfere Wit4 
revenue or appropriation bills, conference reports, or r eport s from the 
Committee on .Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] is recognized. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ~ake a 
recess until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. QUIGG. I make the point of order that the motion is not 
in order in view of the rule which the House hasadopted to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
I have been r aoognized by the Ch9.ir, and I make the poin.t that 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr . KILGORE] 1s not 
in order under'" the rule adopted awhile ago. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, may we have the special order re­
ported again? 

The Clerk again reported.. the special order as above. 
:M:r. QUIGG. I make the point of order that the motion of 

the o·entleman from Texas is not in order under that rule. 
M;. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I think I have the 

:floor, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. A point of order is made which the Chair 

is called upon to decide. The special order assigns to the Com­
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads this day up to 5 o'clock, 
but the Chair supposes it is comnetent for the House to adjourn 

, or to dispose ot~erw~ae of the tline. There.is.nothin~ in the or­
der which restrJCts 1t, although the OTder 1s an assignment of 
this day up to 5 o'clock to that committee. The Chair thinks 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas is in m·der, if it is in· 

· sisted upon. The gentleman moves that the House take a re­
cess until 8 o'clock t.his evening. 

'rhe question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 48, noes 85. 
Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER. The point of no qum·um being made, the 

Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. KILGORE and thegentlemanfromNewYork, Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. KILGORE called for the yeas and nays, but immediately 
withdrew the demand, and then, pending the count by tellers, 
withdrew the point of no quorum. . 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from N m·th Carohna 
indicate the bill which he desires to call up under the special 
order? -

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to call up the 
bill (H.R. 56) for the classification of clerks in first and second 
class post-offices and fixing the salaries of the same, and I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
'l.,he House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole Mr. O'NEIL o! Massachusetts in the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 

for the consideration of th~ bill which will be read. 
Mr. DUNPHY. I ask unanimous consent that the fil'Bt read­

ing of the bill be dispensed with. 
Mr. BYNUM, Mr. KiLGORE and others objected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 56) ror the classification or clerks in first and second class 
post-omcea and !or fixing the salaries o! the same. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati11es of the United States 
of .America in Congress as8embled, That the Postmaster-General be, and he iS 
hereby authorized to classify and fix the saJ.ari.es or the clerks and em­
ployes attached to the ftrst-class post-olllces from and a!ter July 1, 1892,. as 
here1natterprov1ded: -

The assli!tant postmaster shall receive 50 per cent of the s alary of the 
postmaster as provided by acto! March 3, 1883, except at New York, N. Y., 
where the s8J.ary o! the assistant postmaster shall be fixed at $3,500 per an­
num and that of the second as.'listant pustmaster at $2,000 per annum. The secretary and stenographer to postmaster at omces where authorized, 
five classes salary shall be graded in even hundreds of dollars, at $1,200, 
$1,300, $1~400, $1,500, and not exceeding $1,600 per annum, to be classified ac­
cording to the salary of the postmaster. 

cashiers, six classes, salary shall be graded in even hundreds o! dollars,~~ 
el,SOO, 52,000, $2,200, !2,400, 12,.600, an.d not exceeding $2,800 per annum, to uu 
classified according to the salary of the postmaster. . 

Ass1stant cashiers1 tlve classes, salary shall be gr~ded in even hundred!'! or 
dollars, at $1,200, 11,300. 11.400, 11,500, and not ex.ceedmg $1,600 per annum, to 
be class1:fled according to the salary orthe postmaster. 

Finance clerks, bookkeepers, and superintendents o1. stam!} divisions shall 
receive 35per cent of the salary or-the postmaste.r. 

Stamp agents, a.s now compensated, sb.a.llrece1ve $24 per annum. 
Superintendents o1. ma.ils shall receive45 per cent of the salary of the post­

master, except at New York, N. Y., where the salary or the superintendent 
or mails shall be ftx:ed at 13,500 per annum. aJ. 

The assistant. superintenden-t or mails shall receive SO per cent of the s -
ary or the postmaster, except at was~on, D. 0., at which om.ce the as­
sistant s.uperint.endent of mails shall rece1ve $1,800 per a.nnu~ li?- n~ case 
shall assistant superintendents of mails receive less than llll, ~0 pe1 a.n:n1m1. 

Supertntendents of delivery shall receive 45 per cent or the salary o! the 
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postmaster, ~xcept- at. New York, N~Y.,. where- the sal~ of. the snperin- The railway m:ailclerks-aTff classified and have their salaries 
tendent of delivery sliall be fixed at $3,500 ~r annum. . 1 fixed.to.a.car.tainhT b 1 

Assistant superintendents·of ' delivery shall receiva30· per c-ent: of' the. sal- . • uo7· 'Y aw. . . 
a.Ty ot. the postmaster, exceptrat Washington, D. c., at. which. o:lllce·he-shall Bu t:this a.rmy(J:f 10,7-50 clerkff havana· proper classificatiOn, and 
receive $1,800 per annum. In no case shaiTassi~tant. superintendents.of.de·- · they are the only employes of the Gevernment who, having· en· 
1.1Yery receive a less salary than $1,200 JJer annum. . te d th se • afte t-ti - h fr-v d -I • . Superintendentso1registrydivisions-shall receiv~ 40 per-cent of the-&ruary re . e X-VlCa r com"Pe L on, av~ ncr ..... e sa. al."le.s. 
o.t the pos.tmas-wr. . PriOr to March, 1889, there was pract10ally mr legislation on 

Assi&ta,nt superintend-ents of regis.tcy sh&ll receive; SO per-cent. of the sal- . this subject, except the statute authorizing allowances- to post­
ary oi the postmas~er, except at New York, N. ~·· wher& the salaTy of th~- masters for exnenditure.s-for the necessary cost of ciericalserv-
first and second a,ss1stant superintendents of reg15try shall be fixed at $2,400 • • . -
ancl$1,800 per annum, res.pectively. - lCe&. 

Superintendents· of money-order dlvi:sions.shallreuei:ve-40 pel~ cent·ol the The Pendleton. act prescribed that within-sixty days- it shall 
sala.r.y of the postmaster, except at New York: N.Y., where-tb:e.sa.lary-o:t:-the b h d f h p a1 
superintendent of the. money-order division shall be fixed a;t ~,500 per- an- . e t e uty o t e ostm~ter-Gener • ~der general confor.m-
IUlDl. _ 1ty to sectiOn 163, to s.e:pa-rately·arrang.e m classes the employes 

Assistant superintend.ents of money-order divisiOll.S- shall r-eceive30 per. of the Post-Office Department, but that section has been con-
cent of the salary of the postmaster, except' at.Ne.wYork, N: Y., wh-ere the t d f · 1 · 
salary of th~first and second assistant superintende~ts of money-order _di- s rue ~ re err1';1g .on Y to Departmen:t clerks, an_!l no p~actical 
visivn an·d the chief tmokkeeper of money-order di-VIsion: shaJ.l be· fixed: at scheme f01~ classiiying and c:ompensatmg pos~office ele~ks was 
:RB,400, $1,800, aruU1,800, respectively. . ever prepared or put into effect until March 2., 1889 and. thait 

Superintendents of stations shall receive a sala,ry·from $1,100 per annum . h . -~ • . . -" - . · tiD b'll ·d '· till · 
tonotexceeding$2,000perannum,gradedinevenhundredsotdollars,except; sc em«;J was:aO.l1lladiTeu. ln. an appropria: n - 1 :an: Is-s 1n 
at Wew York,.N. Y~, Where the salaries o1 the sup:erintendants_ofi s.tations A operatiOn. 
and D shall be fixed at $2,500 each per annum, and superintenuent&.E.and F Under- it es.timates: or as .Postmaster;;.Generai Vilas styled 
shall be fixed at $3,200 each per annum. . _ "' , ' ,. • - - · · 

Clerks in charge of stations shall'be"graded in even hundTedS·ot'. dollars, th,em; guessea, as to the P.robable cost. of clerk hn.."e,. are sui?· 
from one hundred to one thousand.d.ollars ~a.nnllllL. . . mitted to Congl!eS$ Sometj mes th.e full amount of theBe estl-
Genera.l.foremen~chlet clerks -~hall receive a.-~al.ary.:ot$1~500 Plll' a'Illllllll:. mates O:e"~ess:esd:m:s: been· alleweif . :;md. sometimes it. has bean 
Clerks 1n charge of package statiOns, stations for regi.stl'Y; an.dLrr.oney-or- . · . . . ' 

der business and sale ot stamps shall receive a salary onromJ5100.tu $900 yer somewhat l!edueed. 
annum. . Tlre-am.ount.for:cfer.k hire' f.o1!:' all the::pos.t-.officea fB, b.Dwever, 

Stampers and mail messengers~. !Jlree. classes, sal.ary shall. ~graded in · apTU>O.,.,.,..~ ... tedJ.n:. bulk: TheiL the.. chief oC salary and. allowance 
even hundreds of dollru:s, from $600 to not' e:xceedJng.$800 per-annum. . ' . t"',~ .'~ • 
, , Printers, tour classeS', salary shall be graded in· even .lnm.dreds-o! d-Ollars, · diVISIOn: allots a cartai:rr amount to eaclu puE.t.o ffic:e::wher.e cler.ks 
from $900 to not exceeding $1,200 per annum.. . . ane:. employed:. 

Pressmen, messengers-. watchmen, laborers, .ja~oo:~. {!orte:cs .. :fir.emen, r: do nnt· me:an. tu;. r.e:fiact-at. a.:U on, the- n,.ese:nt. chiei at that 
carpenters, waste-paper examiners, and general utility-clerks, t_9urclasses, • . . . . . . . . . . . . r- . , . _ 
salary shall be graded in ,even hundreds of dollars: trom. 3600' to:; $'9()().'pltl'- gxeat.dLVISlGn. f a»:n: .cammentin·g cm;.a;:systentoiarated..oy-C'o-n: 
annum. . _ ' . gress by which a chief of a bureau, without any-p:rup.eJ';'leg::dL'a· 

The audi.tou and drafts~an at New York,. N. y_, sil.ml:~:ecetve: $3.000. and strihti.an, is- pexmitted ro parr.cel out milliQILS:, upou rm.1.lio:ns, of 
$1.200 per ann~, respectively. _ .- _ _ A--11 B tl.. ~-last- T:> 4- c..«:r . ......;-~~~bill <lln. 71QA. nn,o · The employtis of each post·atnce; e:xcei>t ' t1l.os-e-her&lllbe-t-ore·na.med, s-haJ[ uv.1- ars. Y' .L.W. ,.r: Olflr'Jw.ee a'P1l'I'Op=uUA.LL QJi1' o.tu.u w-e-re 
be divided by the postmaster .. SUbje-c1;· to t11e: approval at the- Poatnmster-- appropriated for clerk.l:rfr.e:. That; sum will, withou.t any ins-true" 
General, ~to two classes, to be-k:D.Gwn.a,s tl~t.cla.ss-clerktr and secon.llielass tionsJl'am.ed1n.tatla;w: ~parcelerl aut; bv-tlie..chieL'ofth:e.d:L.viafon 
clerks. Fifty per. cent of the.. number. sha.lLbe d.eslgn.ated as:-ilrst:class and ~~ 1 ~ _ 1 ' . ·J, 
5Qper cent as second-claSS' clerks', Who:sfi:lll.be·rated aceordlngtoth&ie-ngth ei ~:~W.L8rr.l:ffif al1ld. al OW3liiUes.i... 
ohimein-the-se?Vice. First-Class. clerks:1 s~ tre!d:tv.tded..intoii.>>:e:masses, . Here: m a;, sys-tem-,, or. want:_ of' syEFtelD:,. that. llO' weli·ml:tiiaged 
as d~~~.shall.receiv-e $1,400 p.er a.nmun;_ on:e-fi:ttli.. shalr recefve.~300P.er b.us:iness;eo~ w~ ~le~. _ ~~e: fir a. s-ystem,,~~ wa~ of a 
annum· one-firth shalirecelve $L.200'pe:r-annw:n;; one-:tlfth:: shalireeeive.$'1,100 s:ystenr, gro:ssi'y-m<ron:sis:tEmt:;with_ thtr IJ?OI?Ere" admtratwn of 
per an:r{um; one-fifth shall reootve:m,ooover:~ _ . even:an:y.:'smalLcfu:p:artnLent.o£: tb;a: Gavernm:e:ttt:;. H-era iB at C611-

Seeond-<?Ia.ss alerks.shall hereafter enterthec~er:vJ.cea~peltannum:and dition of affairs that concentrates in one m.mr. az.cliief of a blli 
shall receive an annual increase of aaoo lliitiL tlre. maxmmm.. salary-shalL . . . . · 
amount to $900 per annum. All appointments--ta·thesemce-shGlll>e:madeto. r.ea11,. & pOWei1' that n:o ntih:er offimal lim- the: land p.ossess.es~' a 
the grade of second-class clerks, and no appoititment t{);.th~elass grade p.Oi\Wl!'Wh:ieJ:r,. tl. l!lEad arllltracily.-,. would: lead ta: tb:e" mos:tt serinus 
shall be made· ex-cept by promotioatrGm. th.e..second-clase:gratte:; such pxo- cu>Tn'l'l+ca-tiullSi -
motions to be governed by length of-time m..tlia.s.ervice. N'o clerk.shall re.- ~~· . _ • .. _ . • .. . 
cei ve a..less salary after the passage of this ac1l than he. was· receivmg:prfol' . After:~cilfuf ~ the ealaa!y and. allawan.CH. dll11Smn. m akesi to 
thereto. No c1erk.sha1Ibe reducred:.trom.a.Jlighe-r:-to a lower grade a!terhis tlm:v~lll£pn~1ficmFthe'allotmen.ts I:fuav-e.des.crihe.d, th..epos:t.· 
~~~~F~~; t~:~o, unless unable to perform the. duties- conne.cte.d. with masterlr ~IgiT-~ ta salaries~- . _ .- . 

g g SE'COND-CLASS OFFI'CE!r. '!'Q} :me; It .19 liStaumlb:l:g' that' thlff plan.,. fr.am:_ W lircli nooessacily 
That the Postmaster-General be, and ha is' hereby,. autho-rlz.ect.to..classify so nnrcll:;. tiilfi:dr.rreSBl and. inequ:slity'in. tha matter~ of salairies; re­

and fix: the' smaries of. the clerks and em-ployes attached.to -tlia. se.cund-eli.\Ss snits:,. lias -nut::I.arrg: sinCE. been: corre.e:te:d:.. 
post-offices from and a.fter July: 1, 1892.--a.s..h.erein:a.tter pro.vided.: U d th t 1 1 k h t · .fi d 1 · Assist.ant postmasters shall receive 50 nercen.trot· the. salar.y-ot the_ post'- n er e presen P an c er s ave no cer am xe sa al'les:. 
ma,ster. A..cierlf:.r.-eceiving..$90.6 t.ll:m.~ may be: cut to-$700rnext year. 

Clerks in s:econd-class post-o:ffic:es.-shan·enterthe'ser-vioe at$600-per.annllDli B.iH- wonkbeilrg:,e:x:actly the same,..he rrewr knows whe~- he 
and s-hall. l'eceive- an annual incr.eas.e of. $100 until they attain·. an annual w;iil o:-et: & cut: iii hiS.' sala-r'f. · 
salary of ~00. except the chief clerk, who shall recetve $1,000 per- annum. ~::>· · J' 

, This class shall include mailing clerks, letter dlstributerS', dispatchers, reg,. Mi!. LOUD:. Ha know.s: it will nat be:: rp,iaed. 
1stryclerks, stamp clerks, money-order clerks~ senarators, assorters,_pa,per Mr~ DUNPHY: 0~, CDUXSff he does. His. salarv depends, as I 
distributers, and general-delivery clerks. 1....- • .;z;. a-- +- tu- :t · ..:1 b h: tl.. ~ 

Stampers, messengers, porters, watchmen, and laborers slia.ll be-gra'ded .l.Uh~ saru, UL"S",. on: J.lt1.. mnoun ·a.pproprmteu. Y vongre.ss;. ltt)n 
~three classes, with salary of tlve hundred, six hundred, andse-venhundred on. the sum aillltted to-- his:postmastffi! by the chief of the salary 
dollars per· annum--:- Pro1Jided, 'Fhat:wherr th-e-salm::l.es hereinbefore named, and allowance: divisi:on:,..and.frnallyon the whim.ar- caprice. of the 
for both first and second class o:mces, ar-e adjusted-and fixed, no clerk. or em. mustm.aster·of his:offiCer, 
ployeshall be promoted or advaneedmgrade.or salarywtt.h·oul"the a-pproval r 
of the eostmaster~nera.l; and· h-erea-fter postmasters- at ofilcesco~ the fiut Mr .. BOATNER'... Right tfre:re, ii the gen tlem.an will permit 
and seeund class~shaU submit rosters-of the elerks:atta-ched"to·their msp~ me-:· Ier he not aW3ii'a that:' in. the- De.partments at. Washington, 
tive o.mces to·thePostmaster-General, to taikaetractitrom thafirstday of the d th h h -~--u · fr tl that fiscal yea.r,July.l, and no roster shall be considered.m efrect'untU apJ)roved an roug out t e country·gel..Ltl.J.;(:U),y, It. equen y ·occurs 
by the Postmaster-General. That all clerks- and employes hereinbefore a.eier.k_wtll b'6i receiving a. salary oi $-1'·,.600, _$1/:WO or- $1,200 a 
na.med who are·in the'classitled list; under- the ci'vil.service. act:.ahall bei>e- year-tor--doingwerk whicrrr.equiras-less-capacity and:. less knowl-
lected..af:te-11 competitive-examination, 38 required.bY--s&i!Iact.- d ... t.. th +don b tl.. cl ~-~ · b .- df9QO SEc. 2. Thattheret>e,andthereishereby,appropria'ted,outota.nymon-eyg e ge-WJ.a.n.. ·a~~. e ·Y ano .u.~ er:n. vvJ.L.u· ~ece1Ve1i fllu QJ or 
1n the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum as may-be necessary $1,000 a year .. 
to carry into.etrent tlraprnvisions o1 this act, :md..that_s.uch a.IU?ropria.tion Mr:. DU.Nf<E:x·.- I do not. think y.ou.can;.g· et a,nu-chief af a De-oo deemed an annual appropriation. .r 

SEc. 3. ·That all acts and parts of' acts: inconsistent with this- act. be~ and partment who will admit- that. such. a' condition. as: that exists, 
the·same are hereby, r..epealed.. and I am not faliiilia-r,_ I: wilL s-tate- to th:e- gentleman, with that 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, tlifs bill is: a bill to· classify condition of affairs. 
the clerks in first and sec·ond class- post-offices:, and to fix their · Mtt. BOATNER. And is it not truEJ. that promotion here 
salaries. , means: simply;. a:s.a rule:,.an. increasa.o'tsalacy without· changing 

There· are· now-151' first a;nd 674- seeend' class pos-t-offi'c'es-~ ·In the charnete? ar·the amount of work to.. 1m done't 
these 825 offices tliffre are employed 10;150 cferks, styled assist:- M'r. DUNPHY~ I do not know-as to. that. L tliink:nnt. 
ant postmasters, superintenaenter, as.sista.n:t superintendents:, Mr: BOWERS of Calilornia. Wilt the gen:tlel:mm: all.awrme 
foremen, chief' clerks, clerks, printers-, pressmen, e-tc., but all to at~k him a question? 
li:nown to the:.lawas clerks. Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. _ 

Many· members of the House wilf be- su£nrfsed to Jearn• that Mr~ BOWERS of California. We· unde1?eta.nd,. da-we not, that 
the salaries of there clerks: are not fixed by taw; tliat from year under ·the present system one official in the Past;.Offiee: Depart­
to· year tliey go· up: and down, se.esa~-like; that they a-re left te ment·f:i:xes arbitrarily the amount· which sh:all be. appli-ed to the 
the_uncertaintie.B-' that surround appropriation bills·, and that, various post-offices which are entitled to clerks,. and. fixes. their 
besides, they are dependent upon· the variable· aUowanees made compensation and changes- it from year to year and time to 
tt;om year· to year to· postmasters: for keeping tlieir offices in run- time-to suit his awn whim and convenience? 
nmg or.der. · Mr. DUNPHY. Congress appropriates in. bulk the.: a.mou.uts 

The ca-rriers· are classified, and liave their salaries:, inadequate to he: used for clerk hire. in-the vaPious· po-s1roffi.ces- throughout 
and small as they are, fixed to a-certainty by law: the ceuntry t and then when it comes t'O the Post-Office.-Deparl-
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ment, the chie! of the salary and allowance division allots 'to 
each post-office entitled to a clerk the suin he ·thinks sufficient 
for compensation. The postmaster at the office selects the 
clerk and fits the s::tlary to him. ' • · 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my colleague allow me an interruption? 
Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. · 
Mr. QUIGG. In other words, Congress gives to the chief 

of the salary and allowance division the tremendous sum of $20,-
000,000, which he at his own will distributes all over the coun­
try according as he sees fit, without any rule of distribution 
fixed by Congress. 
. Mr. DUNPHY. About half of that sum. 
Mr. QUIGG. Yes; $10,000,000. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. QUIGG. And is it not a fact that that is the situation 

this bill seeks to cure? 
Mr. DUNPHY. That is one of the evils the bill is intended 

to correct. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman applies a heroic remedy 

which involves an additional charge on the people of this coun­
try of $2,140,000 a year. I have a letter from the Postmaster­
General in that connection which I will submit presently. 

Mr. DUNPHY. There is no question, and it is not pretended 
that this will not increase to some extent the amount allowed 
for clerk hire. But I wish the gentleman to understand that 
the real object of the bill was not to increase salaries, but to 
classify the clerical force in the post-offices throughout the 
country. It seems to be a necessary result of a classification 
which is regarded as important, that the appropriations should 
be somewhat increased. · 

A clerk now doing a certain kind of work in one first-class 
office receives but one-half the salary of a. clerk discharging 
similar duties in another first-class office. 

Many instances exist where two clerks work side by side in 
the same office; do exa.ctly the same kind of work, and yet one re­
ceives twice the compensation of the other, who, in many cases, 
is the better clerk of the two. Many instances exist where one 
clerk performs a higher grade of work than another, and still 
receives a smaller com_pensation than that man working in the 
same room with him. 

These inequalities and this unfairness exist all over the coun­
try. They existed prior to March 2, 1889, and the act of that 
date was intended to correct them. It has, however, totally 
failed. The mostthatcan be claimed ashavingflowedfrom that 
act are, first, the reduction of the pay of some high-salaried em­
ployes, and secondly, the grading of salaries in even p.u11;dreds 
of dollars. The act never, however, corrected the evils 1t was 
aimed at. The system is just the same now as it always has 
been. Uncertainty, injustice, are still the essentials of its opera­
tion. 

When the postal service was small and young the evils of this 
system may have been few, but nowitisone of the greatest busi­
ness concerns in the world. It has outgrown the ancient sys­
tem. Now that more than ten thousand men are engaged as 
clerks in it, its indefiniteness, uncertainty, and unfairness are, 
to say the least, deplorable, and we should not hesitate to rem­
edy them. Congress has regulated the pay of all other clerks,· 
of all other employes. It has fixed not only the salary, but in a 
number of instances has fixed the hours of labor. Why should 
this army of clerks be denied equal fair treatment? Are they 
less intelligent? Is less skill required of them? Is their work 
so easy? Are their hours so short? 

The records of the Post-Office Department \Vill show that but 
twenty persons apply for appointment as clerks to every one 
hundred that apply for appointment as carriers. This propor­
tion exists to all other employes of the Post-Office Department, 
except the railway mail clE\rks. And why is it so? Because 
all the others have a regular salary fixed by law; their hours of 
labor are regulated by law; theywork eight hours a. day for six 
days in the week, and are entitled to pay for overtime. 

But how is it with the clerk? He works seven days in the 
week. He works from twelve to sixteen hours a day in many 
instances. Never less than twelve hours a.nd very frequently 
as many as sixteen hours. His work is indoors, in crowded, 
llOOrly lighted, badly ventilated rooms, and at times in cellars; 
and then, it is only an intelligent, well-informed, active, healthy 
man that can do the work at all. 

When the late Ron. S. S. Cox said of the post-office clerks 
that ''they receive less pay, work more hours, and perform more 
onerous and indispensible duties than perhaps any other offi­
cials in the Government service," he said what, in my judgment, 
is absolutely correct. And notwithstanding all these things, 
they are as to their salaries, still left to the mere chances of an 
antiquated system. . 

The railway mail clerks are paid a definit 9 salary, graded by 
law, running from $800 to $1,400 per annum. They are eligible 

for higher positions in .the service~ and they are giverl'frequent 
periods of rest. The letter-carriers have their salaries, · inade­
quate as they are, graded by law, have an eight-hour law, and 
a leave-of-absence law. 

The clerks have none o! these. Their pay, their tenure of of­
fice, their hours of work, are all dependent on the whims of the 
Department, regulated by a system at least half a century out o! 
date. 

The bill now before the House proposes to correct these evils, 
these inequalities, this uncertainty, and this unfairness. It pro­
poses to put the clerks in classes, to fix their salaries, to regu­
late entrance into and promotion in the service. It is true, it 
will necessitate increased expenditures for clerk hire. It will 
increase the appropriations for the pay of clerks about $1,650,-
000, but no person believes that in post-office matters our sole 
aim should be to make that Department a self-sustaining Depart­
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I quite agree with the gentleman in that 
proposition. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Every citizen in the land wants to see the 
post-office business brought as near to perfection as possible. 
Every-fairmindedcitizen wantsallGovernmentemployestreated 
with equal fairness. 

Many citizens do complain about increased appropriations for 
maintaining a great standing Army. 

Many citizens do complain about large appropriations for an 
increase of our Navy. 

Many complain about large appropriations for coast defenses 
and such other things. 

The money that pays for these is raised by taxation. 
But no man in the land will complain when increased appro­

priations, intended to cure defects in and to extend the efficiency 
of the Post-Office Department, are made. 

The money that pays for that is not raised by taxation upon the 
people. It comes as a direct result of the service. 

There is not only no complaint from any section against this 
measure, but it is everywhere commended, a.nd the people, who 
know the evils that it is aimed at, are surprised that Congress 
should not long ago have co.rrected them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the Postmaster-Gen­

eral recommend the passage of this bill now? 
Mr. DUNPHY. The Postmaster-General recommends the 

passage of this bill now. 
Mr. BINGHAM. In the most unqualified terms. 
Mr. QUIGG. Right away. 
Mr. DUNPHY. And the last six Postmasters-General have 

been importuning Congress to ·pass such a bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood that he recom­

mended that it should go into effect on the 1st of July, 1895. 
Mr. DUNPHY. He recommends that the bill be passed now, 

to go into effect at that time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, we will wait until 

July, 1895, to pass it. 
Mr. MONEY. Why does the gentleman want that done? 
Mr. DUNPHY. The Postmaster-General has recommended it 

to the committee, and we have adopted his suggestion, because 
he knew there was no likelihood of this bill passing through this 
House at an early date, that it could scarcely pass through the 
Senate before thenextsession, and he wanted the time between 
its passage and theIst of July to prepare the classification. 

Mr. MONEY. What I wanted to know was why the Post­
master-General wanted this bill to take effect in 1895 instead o! 
immediately. 

Mr. DUNPHY. In order, as I have already stated to you, to 
enable him to arrange the classification. . 

Mr. MONEY. Did he not state in a letter you have there that 
it would increase theexpendituresofthe Government$2,140,000, 
and that on account of the hard times and the condition of the 
Treasury he would lika to postpone it? 

Mr. DUNPHY. The bill I had the honor of introducing on 
this subject was submitted to the Postmaster-General for the 
purpose of obtaining his views on it and getting from the then 
chief of the division of salaries and allowances the estimated cost 
uf the same. The Postmaster-General sent back his letter, r ec­
ommending certain ~mendments, and the,v have been incorpo· 
rated in the bill. When the bill was changed in accordance with 
his recommendation, the amount, ·which at first was ·calctllated 
at $2,140,0DO, was cut down to about $1,640,000. • 

That is the amount of the increase that will be necessary. 
There is no attempt to. make it less than it actually is, but the 
fi~ures mentioned by the gentleman were based upon the old 
bill. This bill that is now before the House will necessitate an 
increased annropriation of about ~1,650,000. 
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- Mr. QUIGG. And that appropriation will not occur within Something happens, and he is compelled to resign or is removed. 
this Congress? The clerk at $1,100 a year, who is next to him, has a right.toex-

Mr. DUNPHY. Not within this Congress. pect that he will be promoted. There will be no such promotiOn, 
Mr. STRAUS. Not within this fiscal year? however. That $1,200 place is taken and split into three', and 
Mr. DUNPHY. Not within this fiscal year, or this Congress. three men are employed at $400 a year There is no system at 

Now, I should like to have the House understand wh~.re this in- all in the matter. These clerks never know what their salary 
crease will go to. Between the postmaster of every01tyand the will be. -
real clerks there are a number of high officials. There is the as- Mr. KILGORE. Who fixes up the salaries of theSB subordi-
sistant postmaster, the superintendent of the money orderdivis- nates? 
ion, the superintendent of mails, the superintendent of delivery, Mr. DUNPHY. ·I have told you twice. · 
and there are others. There areaboutone thousand six hundred Mr. KILGORE. Is it not done in the post-office itself? Does 
and thirty-eight of these high officials between the postmasters not somebody in the post-office regulate the pay these clerks 
and the real clerks. shall receive? 

There was no attempt to increase the salaries of these 1,638 Mr. DUNPHY. The postmasters are obliged to submit to the 
officials, but there was an attempt, and it. has been a successful Postmaster-General rosters--
attempt, I think, to fix their salaries evenly, to give the even Mr. KILGORE. I understand that. 
salaries to the same grades. That has brou!?ht about an aver- Mr. DUNPHY. A list of the clerks and the salaries recom-
age increase in the salary of each one of these 1,638 employes, mended. The roster of New York comes on, with its 1,100 or 
of about $1.61 a month. Now, if we were after a bill to increase 1,200 clerks' names on it, the salary they are getting, and the 
salaries, do you think we wouH have kept the increase down to salary that the postmaster recommends. Of course he never 

.$1.61 a month? There was no intention to increase the salaries. recommends a reduction. 
The intention of the bill was to make a proper classification. Mr. KILGORE. Does not the postmaster control that matter 

The money called for in the increased appropriation made in a majority of instances? ' 
necessary by this bill will go to clerKs who are now getting $300 Mr. DUNPHY. No. The roster comes on here and is sub­
and $400 and $500 a year, clerks who are working twelve hours mitted to the Postmaster-General. He submits it to the chief 
a day and getting starvation wages, clerks . who are working of the division of salaries and allowances. You go to the chief 
sixteen hours a day, in cellars, and who are paid. by this Gov- of the division of salaries and allowances and say that Cincin-
ernment for their services at the rate of $25 a month. nati has got to have more clerks, and he agrees with you and 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? gives them to you. Then how does it affect Brooklyn, Pitts-
Mr. DUNPHY .. Just wait a moment. This bill proposes- to burg, and other places? Either they doaway:with clerks orcut 

let such clerks enter the service at higher salaries-at $600 a down some salaries. -
a yc3>r,or$50 a month. It gives them the second year $700, and Mr. KILGORE. But that does not answer the question I 

· gradually increases their salaries to $SOO and $900, and that is have submitted, that the pay of these clerks holding the lower 
the highest limit to clerks in the second class. Then, after positions is controUed by the postmaster himself. He recom­
year::; of service, after years of intelligent efforts which have mends that they shall have $300 or $400 a year. 
made them efficient, they will go into the first class and their Mr. DUNPHY. He has nothing to do with determining what 
salaries begin at $1,000 and will go to the highest point, $1,400, they shall receive. 
which is the present limit. Mr. KILGORE. He is the man who makes the recommenda-

This classification bill is not intended to raise the higher sal- tion. 
aries. An effect of it will be to raise the small salaries, giving Mr. DUNPHY. Yes; he may recommend, but the pay, the 
a clerk who now receives $300 a year an opportunity to earn a salary ' actually given, depends upon the appropriation. 
fair living, to support himself, and to maintain and educate his Mr. KILGORE. And if the appropriation is not sufficient to 
family. , cover all, then he scales it pro rata. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I a '3k the gentleman another question? Mr. DUNPiiY. There is no pro rat::l. about it. It is scaled. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Yes. I will yield to the gentleman in a mo- Mr. KILGORE. He scales it. 

ment. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] desires to ask Mr. DUNPHY. He may scale it in one place and not touch 
·me a question, and I should like to yield to him first. - any other place. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to have the ~entleman give the Mr. KILGORE. And the man who is recommended for $400 
name of some office in which any clerk is performing duty at a may get $300. 

·salary of $3CO a year. · Mr. DUNPHY. He may, and often does. 
Mr. DUNPHY. New York, Philadelphia, Boston, Pittsburg, Mr. KILGORE. If the postm~sters in each of these offices 

Chicago, Cincinnati, Brooklyn-- would recommend a little more for the clerks who get the low-
Mr. KILGORE. That is not the case in the smaller offices est salaries and a little less for those who receive the higher 

down in our country. compensation they might get it to fit all around. 
Mr. DUNPHY. There are no clerks in the fourth-class post· Mr. QUIGG. That is what we want to correct in this bill. 

offices. Mr. DUNPHY . . We want to make a system by which every 
Mr. KILGORE. In the third-class post-offices? clerk in the post-office, righ_t from the postmaster down to the 
Mr. DUNPHY. There are no clerks in the third-class post- messenger, including every official in the business, will have 

offices, except where there are distributing centers, where lines his salary regulated by law, and a fair salary. 
of railways connect or cross each other. Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

Mr. KILGORE. There are clerks in all of them. question? 
Mr. DUNPHY. No, only separating clerks at railway cross- Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 

ings. The clerks I speak of are real post-office clerks, who do Mr. DOCKERY. IS it not true that Congress, without a 
the work and do not get proper pay for it. single exception, or substantially without an exception, has 

Mr. HERMArN. How does this bill affect the clerks in the granted the Post-Office Department the full amount of their 
separating offices? estimates for clerk hire for the last ten or twelve years? 

Mr. DUNPHY. It affects their salaries in this way: The Mr. DUNPHY. No, sir; I think you are mistaken about that. 
least they get now is $400 a year. This makes them enter the Mr. DOCKERY. I know we did in this Congress. 
service at$600 a year, and they can go up to $900. . Mr. DUNPHY. Yes; it was done in this Congress, but this is 

Mr. HERMANN. Then that affects even fourth-class post- the first time in my experience here. 
offices? Mr. BINGHAM. I will ask the gentleman to state, as a mat-

Mr. DUNPHY. There are no clerks in fourth-class post- terofpreviousexaminationofthisimmediatequestion,ifitisnot 
·offices. This bill does not touch any offices except first and true that the post-office clerks are the lowest paid of any subor-
second-class offices. dinate force of the Government, and that the average compensa-

Mr. QUIGG. Will my friend allow me lio interrupt him? tion for the 10,000 clerks in the post-offices is $700 a year; that 
Mr. DUNPHY. Yes. · is, taking the high salaries and the low s3-laries, they are the 
Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman has explained that this bill is poorest-paid force of this Government? 

not intended to raise salaries. Now, is it not a fact that the in- Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman ought to know from his 
creased expenditure which will result !rom the passage of this experience as postmaster in Philadel-phia. -
bill, of a little more than a million and a half of dollars, is be- Mr. BINGHAM. I want to makeanothershtement, and that 
cause the clerks do not now actually receive the money which is, that these men receive no leave of absence with pay the sam;, 
under the allowance of the chief of the allowance division they as is paid to the letter-carriers and the clerks in the Depart­
are theoretically to receive? I ments, the employes in the Printing Office, and in the Bureau 
~r. DUNPHY. That iscorrect. Now,suppose,forexample, of Printing and Engraving, nor do they r eceive any allowance 

tn a post-office there is a clerk at $1,200 a year, or $100 a ~onth. for sickness. -

XXVI-513 
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Mr. DUNPHY. That is right, sir. 
Mr. KILGORE. Will you allow me to ask you a question in 

that connection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ma.y I ask the gentleman a 

question? 
Mr. DUNPHY. I want to show thE) inequalities that are al­

lowed to exist between these employes and all other employes 
in the Pos-t-Office and other Departments. 

Mr. KILGORE. But here istheinfirmityof your whole state­
ment-

Mr. DUNPHYr Just wait a moment. I do not think that it 
is correct to say that the carriers do more work than these clerks 
do. The carriers work six days in the week for eight hours in 
thl3 day. 

Mr. MERCER. They work seven days. They work on Sun­
day. 

A MEMBER. One hour on Sundays. 
Mr. DUNPHY. They work six days in th& week substan­

tially. When. they work more. than eight hours a. day they get 
paid for overtime; and they have a leave-of-abse.n~e law. 

That is all right. I am not finding any fault with that. I 
approve of it~ and I believe that they ought to have a consi-~er­
ably increased salary. The postal rail way clerks and the carr1e.rs 
have. their sabries "fixed by law The postal railway clerks do 
not work thirteen OI" fourteen howni a day, as stated by the gen­
tleman from Jllinois [Mr. HOPKINS}_; their average work is 
only about eight hours a dayt including days that they. ar-e off 
and days tha.t they are on. They get frequen_t periods of rest, 
and be3ides that, they are eligible far · high&x: positions in the 
service. . 

These clerks, on the contrary, work seven days in the week 
!rom twelve to sixteen hours a da.y, in crowded buildings, w-ith 
artificial light, with the th.ermom~ter sometimes as high as 106, 
as it has been in New York reoontl,Y; they ha.ve no lea.ve-ef·ab­
sence law, they have no tenure-of-office. law, they have no sala­
ries fixed by law; they have nona of the, advantages: that the 
other employ~ s of the Department have. 

This bill proposes to fix their salaries. It proposes to regu­
late entrance into and promotion in that service. It will take 
a way from the division of salaries and allo.wances the arbitrary 
power which it now has of disbursing every year, without legal 
restrictio-n, some $10t000t000 of the people.'s moneyt and, ·gener­
ally, will correct evils in the Department and promote the el-
:ficiency of· the post-office systemr . _ 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman from Ne:w York 
to say that th&re a.l'e, connected with tae.se large offices, many 
higher officials who get big salaries--

Mr. DGNPRY. I did not say that they got big- salaries. 
Mr. KILGORE. They work, I suppose, about three hours a 

day. 
Mr. DUNPHY. No, sir. They work more hours than even 

the cle.rks do. 
11·. KILGORE- Well, they get well paid for it. Now, th-ere 

is no proposition he.re, I understandt to classify their salaries 
down. in order that the pay oi these clerks may be increased? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 
1r. DUNPHY. Will you. help me to get a vote on this bill 

to-day? [Laughter-.} 
Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; because I think it is an unjust bill 

all along the line. And besides, we have not go.t votes enough 
here just now. 

:Mr. WILLUMS oi Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
New York tell us whether there is any diffi_culty in getting 
clerks to take these places now? , 

Mr. DUNPHY, In reply to that I will s::~.y that for every 
one hundred applicants for the positions as carriers there are 
only twenty for these clerical positions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But still, there are plenty 
applying for them. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Oh, yes; there are applicants enough. 
Mr. STRAUS . . Many of whom, probably, could not fill the 

places if they got them. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So that the Government 

pays enough now for the service. 
Mr. DUNPHY. This bill will fix positively the salal'iesof all 

the clerks from the postmaster down. 
As to the principal employes, the change will necessitate a 

small increase in the salary of some of them. There was no 
idea,however, of increasing~any salary. Where, amongst these 
principal employes, a salary is increased to som.a slight extent 
it is the result of an attempt to establish a uniform system-a 
system based on exact equ3Jity among the same grade and class 
of en.:;>loyes. 

When you come to the clerks in the first-class post-offices, the 

bill intends that they shall be divided into two classes. The 50 
per cent of clerks are put in a class called the first class, and the 
rest in a class called the second class. In the first class there 
will be five grades: One-fifth of the clerks will be in the first 
grade, with salaries at $1,400; one-fifth in the second ,g-rade, with 
salaries at $1,300; one-fifth in the third grade, with salaries at 
$1,200; one-fifth in the fourth grade,. with. salaries at $1,100; one­
fifth in the fifth-gra.ie, with salaries at _$1,000. There will be 
about 2,750 of these first-class clerka. 

The second-class clerks in the first-class post-gffices will here­
a:fter enter the service at $600, and shall receive an annual in­
crease until $90~ is reached. AU appointments to th.e_ first class 
are to be made from the second class. 

There are about 2, 750 of these second-class clerks, The esti­
mated increase for these 5,500 clerks under this proposed classi­
fication will be $1,040,050. 

In the first-class pDst-offlces there will he and there are 1,638 
employes classified as clerks, but designated as assistant post­
masters, · superinteudenw, assistant superintendents, auditors! 
foremen, and chief clerks. The increase in the salaries of these 
1,638 parsons under this proposed classification will be $334:,370, 
an increase for each person of about $1.61 a month. 

In the second-class pQSt-offices there is pra.ctic_ally no change. 
Originally, the.-bill provided for tha creation of an assistant 

postmaster in second-class post-offices, but upon the renommenda­
tion-of the Po.stmaster.-General this provision has been stricken 
eut. 

Let me sa:¥ that this bill meets \vith the most he.arty approval 
of Postmaster-General Bissell. Ot all the bills intended to bet­
ter the service of his great De:partment, this one; seems tg him 
to be the Illf:)St important and 1s- filled, as he has exDre.ssed to 
me, with merit. " 

Let me say in conclusion that e:v.ery one of the last six Post­
masters-General have strongly recommended favorable ac.tion 
by Congress in such a. measure as thi.s. Every one of them has 
protested against the antiquated system now in force} and every 
€Jnc of them has claimed that substantial, ~re&t" benefits to the 
post-office system would certainl v follow the enactment of such a 
measure as this. v 

Mr. DUNPHY. Iy;ial.d now to th.egent1emanfromCalifornia 
[Mr. LOUD]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I reoogniz:e the fa.ct-o.the.rwise 
I should not attempt at this late hour to say a word upon this 
question-that there is a. power in this House which has deter­
mined that this bill shall not pass., I Fegret to sea that there 
are honorable m-embers of this body who ha.ve not sought to in­
vestig-ate the justice-and equity contained in this bill,. hut have 
thrown themselves hack upon the proposition that the bill car­
ries a large a.moun t of money and therefore it should not pass. 
I am one of those who believe in justice and eqm_ty in the_ vari-
ous Government Departmoots· as well as elsewhere. -

A letter-carrier now enters the service at a salary of $600 for 
the first year. The second year he receives $800, and the third 
year $1,000. That is the salary fixed by law. I will not attempt 
to. discuss the question whether it is too much or too little; it is 
the salary fixed by law. Now: I think it requires quite as high 
a degree of intelligence and capacity to perform the duties of a 
post-office clerk. I have served myself as clerk in a post office, 
anu know something about the duties. A clerk ma.y enter the 
service to day at $300, and there will be hardly any reasonable 
chance for him ever to recehe_ mare than $600._ Some gentle­
man has asked whether there are not plenty of applicants for 
these places. 

I suppose there would he plenty applicants if the salary were 
not more than $200 a year, but I believe that we, as legislat­
ors, ought to look at this question from a higher, more ~ustt and 
more equitable standpoint than that.. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE] asks whether the postmasters fix the salaries of 
the clerks. I answer, yes; the postmaster in every post-office in 
this country substantially fixes the salaries of the post-office 
clerks. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now1 why could not we take a.. little off the 
salaries of those higher officials to supplement the low salaries 
of the lower officials and bring them up to what the gentleman 
thinks the proper level? 

Mr. LOUD. I will consider that question in a moment. Let 
us take as an illustration the post-office_ in my own city of San 
Francisco. The salary and allowance division ol the Depart­
ment allows so much money to that office for clerk hire. There 
is so much work to be don.e, and the postmaster has to employ 
enough men to do that work. The gentleman from Texas sug­
gests that we might tak&enougho.ff the higher sala..ries·roraise 
the salaries of the clerks. 

Le1i us for a mom~nt consider that proposition. In. any first­
class office~ with, perhaps, twQ hundred clerks, there are a fe.w 
higher officials, the postmaster, whose salary is fixed by law; 
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=the assistant postmaster, who receives a reasonable salary; 
the superintendent of mails, and the superintendent of the 
;money-order office. There is also the superintendent of car-
riers, but his pay comes out of the appropriation for the car­
rier service. There yon have four persons in that office who 
receive reasonable salaries. The superintend.ents of mails re- · 
ceive, on an average, perhaps about $2,000, even in such large 
offices as of San E)'ancisco. 

Now t I do not see that there is much room for scaling the sala­
ries of four men who to-day are receiving only a reasonable com­
pensation and bringing up the salaries of 150 or 200 clerks to 
what is reasonable. 

I wanttogive thegentlemanfrom Texas and other gentlemen 
some figures showing what these post-office clerks are receiving. 
The statistics to which I refer were collected a year ago. There 
are in the service something over 10,000 cler~; 4,6o6 of these 
are receiving $900 or less per annum. 

In the Boston post-office, for instance, there are 42 clerks re­
ceiving $600 a year who have served one year, 37 two years, 22 
three years, 15 four years, 2 five years, 4 six years, 11 eight 
years. You will find a similar Btate of affairs throughout the 
whole United States. Instead of there being the possibility of 
an increase of salary for any clerk in our post-offices to-day there 
is no possibility o1 it whatever. I will take the office in my own 
city as an illustration. There the maximum salary allowe.d by 
law for clerks is $1,400. There is not to-day a single clerk in 
that office receiving $1,400. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are there any clerks in post-offices receiv­
Ing as small a salary as $300? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think so. 
Mr. KILGORE. Such figures as that have been paraded here 

a. good deal by the ad vocar.es of this bill. 
Mr. LOUD. There are 32 clerks in the Chicago ofiice receiv­

ing $400 a year; there are quite a number in different offices 
recei:ving $500. I do not know of any $300 clerks. . 

Mr. KILGORE. These clerks occupying subordinate places­
are they men or women? 

.Mr. LOUD. Most of them are men. There are very few 
women employed in the post-offices of the country. Outof, say, 
200 clerks there would not be more than 10 or 12 ladies em­
ployed. 

In my own city at the beginning of the last fiscal year clerks 
who had been receiving $lt200 a year (and many of them had 
been in the service a great number of years) were reduced to 
$1,100; clerks who had been receiving $1,100 were reduced to 
$1,000. And so on through the whole office. Sueh is the condi­
tion generally throughout the whole United States. 

While I am aware that certain gentlemen have determined that 
this bil,l shall not pas3, I want to say to members of the House 
that it proposes but a simple act of justice to specify by law what 
salaries the clerks in these post-offices shall receive. Under 
this bill but a very small number of these clerks can by any pos­
sibility ever attain the salary of $1,200. The passage of this 
bill is an act of justice which ought to be cousummated to-day, 
although it may cost a million and a half dollars or more. 

I yield back the floor to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 

gentlem'ln from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago -I asked the 

gentleman in charge of this bill whether it was not the habit of 
Congress to appropriate the full amount of the estimates for 
clerk hire in post-offices. 1 find that for the fiscal year 1891 the 
estimate was $7 ,590,0 j0, the appropriation $7 ,390,0l)O; for the 
fiscal year 1892 the estimate was $:$,249,000, the appropriation 
$8,060,000; for 1893 the estimate was $8,460,000, the appropria­
tion $~,0o0,000; for 1894 the estimate was $8,860,000, the appro­
priation the same; for 1895 the estimate was $9,700,000, and the 
appropriation the same. It thus appears that for the fiscal 
years 1891, 1892, and 1893 the appropriations fell slightly below 
the estimate; but for the fiscal years 1894 and 1895 the appro­
priations were up to the maximum of the estimate. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to place in the RECORD, without read­
ing it in full, a letter from the Postmaster-General relating to 
this measure. It is dated February 14, 1894, and refers to the 
bill originally introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DUNPHY], which, as he states, has been amended by the com­
mittee. I will read but a single paragraph of this letter: 

In view of -the excessive falling ol'f tn receipts for the present fiscal year, 
and the large deficiency that will necessarily follow, and in view of the tact 
that the enactment of this bill into a law would prooably increase the sal­
aries for clerks about $2,140,000, I deem tt wise to postpone the time when 
this bill shall go into effect to not earlier than July 1, 1895. 

The ·gentleman from New York sful.tes that this bill has been 
amended so that instead of involving an increase of $2,140,000 it 
involves an increase of but $1,640,000or $1,650,000. So that this 
bill as amended carries more than a million and a half addi­
tional compensation, whereas it appears from the 'figures I have 

just read that Congress has never in any year of the last five 
years reduced the appropriation for clerk hire as much as $!00,-
000 below the estimates. 

I incorporate in my remarks the letter to which I have re­
ferred~ 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GE:r.~. 
Washington. D. U., February 14,1891. 

Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge your esteemed favor of recent date, _ 
inclosing for my consideration H. R. bill 56, and asking for my views on the 
same. ln reply I beg leave to say that I believe a bill for the-reclassification 
of clerks in first and second-class post-oflices, and tlxing .the salaries o.f the 
s ame, should be passed by Congress and become ala w; and H. R. 56 seems to 
meet more fully the approval of the post-ofllce clerks, as exiJl'essedtbrough 
their National Association a.n.d ofllcers, and the approval of postmasters 
throughout the country to a greater degree than any other bill on the same 
subject that has been presented to me for consideration. 

In view of the excessive iallin~ orr in receipts for the present fiscal year, 
and the la-rge deficiency that will necessarily f.ollow, and in view of the !act 
that the enactment of this bill into a law would probably increase "the sala­
ries for clerks a. bout $2,140,000, I deem it wise to postpone the time when this 
bill shall go into effect to not earlier than July 1, 1895. 

I respectfully suggest tbe following amendments: Strike out the word 
"two," page 1, line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the word "five." 

Strike out the word ''six," in line 20, pa._ge 2, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ":fi:v.e." Strike out in line 23, page 2, the words "twem;y-six hundred 
dollars;" and in line 24, page 2, strike out the word "eight" and insert in 
lieu thereof the word" six." Strikeout on page2, line 32, the words" finance 
clerks, bookkeepers, and." 

Amend by strikingonpage4, thewordsbeginning-with the word"' except," 
in line 8!, and ending with the word "annum' >-in line 88. This amendment 
I deem necessary from the fact that a commission appointed by the Post­
Office Department, is now considering the- redistricting of the city of New 
York, and what are now stations "A" and '' D," "E" and "F" may not be 
the limits of the same under the action of this commission. It tile com­
mittee deem it necessary Go cover this point on the line suggestetl by the 
words stricken out, I suggest that the wards "two thousand," in line 83,-be 
stricken out, and the words "two thousand five hundred " be inserted in lieu 
thereat. 

Amend page 5, line 92, by striking ou~ the words "or chief clerks" and in­
serting-in lieu thereof the words "of crews." I would suggest that if the 
-committee think that the foreman of erews in one office or the first class 
might b&entitled tomoresaJ.a.rythan the foreman of crewl:l in another omce 
of t.he same class, .they could arrange the salaries to run from $1,000 to$1,500 
Strike out, on page 5. lines 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, and 100. On page 5, line 101, 
strike out the-w oro ''four '' and insert in lieu thereof the word .. six:'' and 
in line 103, -page 5, strike out t.he word "twelve •· and insert in l:ieu thereof 
the word .. fourte6n. n Insert in liRe 105, page 5, after the WOl!'d "carpenters,, 
and before the words "waste paper,,., the word .. and." Strike out on page 
5, linlll05, the word ''and,'' after theword "-examiner,'' and in line 106, page 
5, the wo-r.ds '·~eneral utility clerks, _tour,,. and insert in lieu thereat the 
word "three-." 

Strike out in line IU7, page~ the word "nine" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "eight." Amend by inserting after the word "an rmm" in line 108, 
-page 5, the following words: "And general utility employlis may be -allowed 
by the Department at a salary not exeeeding &tOO each, who, after six months' 
continuous service, maylle promoted to the minimum grade of second-class 
~lerks at a salary of !1100." 

On page 6, line U9~strike out -the word u classes" andi.nsert..in lieu thereat 
the word "grades." After the word "annum " in line 129, page 6, insert the 
following words: "except general utility employes as herein provided." 
Strike out on page u, lines l:"t9, (beginning with the ward " all,"} 13fl, 131, 132, 
133,134,135, 136, 13'7, and 138, and insert in lieu thereof the following words: "All 
aJ>pointments to the service shall be made to clerkships of the second class, 
and no appointment to the first class shall be made except by promotion from 
the second class. All IJl'Omotions from the second to the first class, and all 
promotions within the first. class. shall be made from the next lower grade 
upon a basts of efllciency and length of service, under such rules as the Post­
master-General may prescribe. 1o clerk shall receive a. less salary after 
the passage of this act than he was receiving prior thereto, and no clerk shall 
be reduced from a higher to a lower gra.dll after his assignment thereto, un­
less properly reduceu by reason of his inefll.ciency or inability to perform 
the duties connected with such higher grade." 

Amend by striking out in line 143, page 7, the words "ninety-two" and in­
sert 1n lillu thereof "ninety-five." On page 7 strike out lines 145 and 146. and 
insert in lieu thereof "chi-ef clerk, six classes, graded, in even hundreds of 
dollars, from $1,000to $1,500, according to the salary o! the postmaster." 

Amend by striking out the words, beginning with the word "except," line 
150. page 7, and ending with the word .. annum," line 11>1, page 7. Strike out 
the word "stampers" in line 155, page 7. Amend by inserting after the 
word ''annum," line 157, page 7, the following: "And general utility em­
ploy6s may be allowed by the Post-Otfice Department at a. salary not ex­
ceeding $300, who, after six mont.hil' continuous service, may be promoted to 
3400 per annum, and after twelve months' continuous service from original 
employment may receive the minimum salary of second class clerks, namely, 
U06 per annum." ~ 

Very respectfully, 

Han. JOHNS. If:IDmERSON, 

W. S. BISSELL, 
Po~>tma&ter- (}eneral. 

Ohairman Committee on tke Po8t-Ojfiee and Post-Boads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I would lilfe to say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that when, in 18~9, they passed the so-called classifica­
tion bill, the one that is now in operation, it was contained in an 
appropriation bill; and by the very bill in which was th~ class­
ification there were $35.0,000 l f'ss appropriated than was neces­
sary to put it into effect; and it has been that way from that time 
until this. They neyer got to what was intended by the act of 
1889. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is to~ay, theypassedthelawanddid 
not appropriate the money to carry it into effect. 

Mr. DUNPHY. That is the exact condition. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But for the last two years the :amount has 

heen appropriated in full. 
Mr. MERCER. I would like -to ask the gentleman from New 

York a question, with his consent; if he ca;n inform the House 
how mueh money is paid into the United States Treasury as 
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profit by the several post-offices in the United States in large 
cities? For inst!tnce, in Omaha I think -the net profit is over 
1200,000. In New York about four millions--

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MERCER. In Chic:.tgo about two and a half millions; in 

Philadelphia three millions, and so on. Why, then, quibble 
about money in a que3tion of this kind, when these offices re­
turn such enormous results to the Government? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Well, there are 825 of these offices out of, I 
do not know how many tho :Jsands--

Mr. QUIGG. About 68,000. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Which produces 66i- per cent of the entire 

revenues of the Department. 
Mr. LUCAS. Offices where the work is done. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Yes, sir; and the work done here, it must be 

remembered, is work of which the small offices get the benefit, 
because the big offices prepare the mail and send it to the little 
offices, and all the officials there have to do is simply to untie 
the bundles and put the mail in the boxes. 

Mr. MERCER. The gentleman, of course, will understand 
that I favor the bill. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. I now ask unanimous consent 
that the time be extended to a quarter past 5 to-day, to enable 
gentlemen to make some remarks on this bill. 

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

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he gentleman from Texas objects. 
Mr. KILGORE. We are to· have a night session, and I do 

not think that we ought to force this additional work upon the 
employes here. 

Mr. BINGHAM. :Mr. Chairman, if it were possible for the 
Post-Office Department to receive revenue under statute for 
the work that it does, even to-day, with a deficit staring it in 
the face of upwards of $15,000,000, it would pay its entire ex­
pimses and turn a surplus into the Treasury. It is the vast 
amount of matter going through the mails under the frank of 
the Government which so largely brings the Post-Office De­
partment into deficiency; and continually, as a consequence, we 
are confronted with the statement that we should not do this 
or should not do that, in connection with the administration of 
the Department, because we are in deficiency. I repeat, if the 
Government would pay for what it carries _ under its frank 
through the mails, the Post-Office Department would meet its 
obligations and pay a surplus into the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me just there? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have only a few moments. 
Mr. Chairman, that which I have just stated is correct as a 

general proposition, the deficit in the revenues of the Depart­
ment comes from the carriage oi free mail matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am willing to surrender myfrankingpriv­
ilege; are you? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is only incidental to the Government. 
The post-office clerks are the only body of men employed in 

the Po.,t-Office service not classified. The specific purpose of 
tbe bill under CJnsideration is to do that whichyou dow1th the 
postal clerks and the letter carriers, indicate a specific line · of 
work to be performed, work so many hours, and receive so much 
compensation, increasing with each additional year until you 
reach the maximum under the statute. 

It is legislation for the purpose of improving and promoting 
the service, there by rendering it more effi.cien t. Under the pres­
ent law and regulations the amount of the appropriation is 
$9,700,000 for the next fiscal year-an appropriation in bulk-and 
a division win be made under rules fixed by the Department. 

We do not thus leQ'islate in this way with reference to the 
other Departments ofthe Government. You do not so provide 
in the War, the Treasury, the Post-Office, the Agricultural, In­
terior, and the Navy Departments of the Government for cleri­
cal force ell).ployed here in Washington. It is not a g-reat lump 
sum, but your appropriation bill~ read so many clerks of class 1, 
so many of class 2, and so on to the end. You have ~ classified 
the service, and the legislation is wise. 

Your own Postmaster-General simply asks that you may clas­
sify these men so that a certain line of work, under a law the 
same as the carriers ar;.d postal clerks are classified, shall re­
ceive a fixed, speci fic, well-defined compensation for the work 
performed: with gradual promotion. 

Now, one word more in connection with this bill. As I have 
stated, these clerks are the poorest paid in the service. They 
get no leave of absence with s:Llary allowances; they are allowed 
no leave of absence on account of sickness; they get nothing but 
limited, poor compensation-an average of less than $700 per 
annum. Thev are under the civil service rules and must be 
qualified for their work. 

Your legitilation in the Post-Office appropriation bill has in· 

creased the item for clerks over $900,000 for the next fiscJlyear. 
Is u bmi t for the work the Department will do-the great dec rease 
in view of business stagnation-it can be done within the present 
appropriation for the :fi.scalyearendingJune30, 1 94. Therehas 
been no percentage of increase in 1894. There will be but a limited 
growth in the next year. This large increase the Department 
now enjoys-upwards of $900,000-willalmost enable the Postmas­
ter-General to-carry out the classification paragraphs contained 
in the Dunphy bill. In fact, I am sure $-!00,000 additional would 
be all-sufficient. The bill enacted into law, going into operation 
June 30, 1895, would require no additional appropriation at this 
time. The clerks desire it; the Postmaster-General asks for 
it; it requires no money; good administra,.tion will be the result, 
and the people enjoy a. better postal service. They have this 
right, for they who use the mails directly pay the expens ~s. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for a recess having arrived, the 
committee will rise. . · 
· The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re­
sumed the chair, Mr. O 'NEIL of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re­
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 56 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

LACEY, from to-day, for four days next week! on account of busi­
ness of a public nature. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. DUNPHY. 1 ask unanimous consent that gentlemen who 

have submitted remarks on the pending bill in committee may 
have permission to print. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move to amend that by pro · 
posing that all members be allowed to print remarks upon the 
bill. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that it might be bet-

ter to limit tlie time within which this can be done. · 
Mr. DUNPHY. Sa.y within ten days. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Du.N­

PHYJ asks unanimous consent that leave to print upon the bill 
which has just been under consideration be granted for teri days. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WIL­

LIAMS] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses­
sion. The House will now, under the rule, take a recess until 
8 o'clock. . 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House took a recess until 
8 o'clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, tb.e House was called to order at 

8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, as Speaker p1·o 
tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session under 
clause 3, Rule XXVL 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolYe itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur­
pose of considering bills on the Private Calendar under clause 
3, Rule XXVI. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 

under the special order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to ask unanimous consent 
that we begin with House bill 6041, Calendar number 3£0: and 
consider only bills which have never yet been considered and 
bills of a character that have not been opposed at these evening 
sessions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. What are those? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The cases of widows remarried, 

divorced women, and things of that kind. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. And dese,rt.ions. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better fix the last 

clause of his request more specifically. 
1\Ir. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

consent that we begin with the bill spaoified and go through 
then do.wn the Calendar. 
. The CHAIRMAN. Is there obJection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indianr,. 

-' 
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:\111•• MARSH. I desire to ask 'the gentleman from Indiaria. a~ mained away sick, and never returned to his command; and was 
question. Is your object to consider only pension bills? · , tberefore put down as a deserter. Now, .l think there ought-to 

Mr·. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir: I have norightto ask that. be some record in the War Department. 1 do not think that 
Mr. MARSH. I~ your object to consider bills to which th~ t·e affidavits taken fifty years after a thing took place, on a subject 

is no ob~ection? of .this kind, ought to be worth much unless supported by some 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Bills that have never been con- record in the War Office ; and if the event-s took place as stated. 

sidered before. in that report there must be some record of the fact of his hav-
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? ing a. sick furlough. 
Mr. STRONG. Yes, I object. I do not see how the affidavits of these parties can make known 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the if he left on sick leave. I do not see how he can prove the fact 

Calenda1•• that he remained away sick long enough to be reported as a de-
LOUISA c. CONWAY. serter. The whole report looks unsatisfactory. I do not know 

The Clerk read as follows: who wrote the report, and I do not like to charge anybody with 
shenanigan, but it looks as if it was written with special refer­

A bill (H. R. 4935) to pension Louisa. C. Conway. ence to suppr essing the facts. I think an explanation is due the 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous committee from the gentleman who seems to be championing 

consent that this bill, baing one upon which the point of no this bill. 
quorum was made a week ago to-night, be passed over without Mr. CURTIS of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me 
prejudice. ordei' wl'll be for a moment? I recognize the qualities of my friend from Texas, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that and I am sure he would not make such an unkind remark with 
made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. respect to any gentleman who is absent. This report was made 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is a member of the 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- Committee on Military Affairs, who is not here, and I think that 

mous consent that we begin with Calendar number 371! the one the gentleman would hardly like his remarks taken down in the 
indicated to me by the gentleman from Ohio. manner in which they have been made in the absence of thisge'n-

The CHAIRMAN. That order will be made, without any ob- tleman. 
jection. [After a pause.] 'l'he Chair he:1ra none, and it js so Mr. KILGORE. I do not know. If I was going to say any-
ordered. thing about a man, perhaps I would rather that he was not 

ALEXANDER P. MAGAAN. 
The first business called up was the bill (H. R. 4686) to correct 

the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, of Battery H, · 
Fourth United States Artillery. 

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

ized and directed to cause the military record of Alexander P. Maga.an, who 
enlisted as a private in Battery H, Fourth United States Ar~illery, on the 
Stbda.y or July, 1816, and stands charged with ha ving deserted on the 8th day 
of September, 1848, to be corrected by removing said charge or desertion 
and granting an honorable discharge to said soldier, it appe:uing that be 
did not desert-, but was absent wit!} leave, sick, and was prevented from re­
turning on account of sickness. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, 'l"h:.l.t no pay, bounty, or emolument sb::t.ll become due by vir­
tue of the passage of this act.-

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would ask that that bill 
be pa.ssed over to·night without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That order will be made, without objec-
tion. 

Mr. STRONG. I object. 
Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
Mr. STRONG. I ask that the report be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 

gentleman from Texas. 
The report (by Mr. WOOMER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Atrairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

4686) to co1·rect the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, of -Battery E., 
Fourth United States Artillery, have had the same under consideration and 
report the same back witti the following amendment: 

"Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emolument shall become due by vir­
tue of the passage of this act. " 

It appears from the record that this soldier enlisted July 8, 1846, at Staun­
ton, Va.., for five years in t.he regular Army, and was assigned to Battery C, 
Fourth Regiment, United States Artillery, and subsequently transferred to 
Battery H o! the same regiment. At the time of his enlistment be was 
about 20 years of age. Soon after his enlistment his battery was ordered to 
proceed to Mexico, and while there his command was engaged in the battles 
of Vera Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Contreras, Molino Del Rey, and City of Mexico. 
in which battles be participated. · 

After the close of the Mexican war he, with his battery, returned to Fort 
Monroe, Va., and in September, 1848, while at Fort Monroe, affida.vlt.s before 
the committee show that he became slcl{, received a furlough, and went 
home. He never returned to his command. There were other affidavits be­
fore the committee showing that at the time be returned home he had been 
an invalid, and so remained long after t.he expiration of his term of enlist­
ment. 

Your committee believe that as this young man enlisted simply to serve 
through the Mexican war, and having so served faithfully until after the 
war closed, that he should be relieved or the charge of desertion, and there­
fore recommend the passage of the bill as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionisonagreeingto the amend­
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make some 
inquiry and have some further explanation than we get in the 
report of the status of this p:trty named in this bill. It seems 
they rely upon a number of affidavits to establish the fact that 
he was away on furlough or on sick leave. Now, the records 
ought to show whether or not he was absent·with sick leave. The records in the War Department would show that. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Probably the gentleman in 
charge of the bill can tell you about it. · 

Mr. KILGORE. That is one thing I would like to be enlight­
ened upon. These affidavits state that he wa.s awav and rt»,-

here. Of course, I do not charge anybody with any intention to 
deceive the House; but the report, it strikes me, is not such a 
report as ought to be made in a case of that kind for the pur-
pose of putting the House in possession of the facts. _ . 

Mr. STROr G. Mr. ·Chairman, Aleck Magaan in 1846 was a 
young man, 20 years old, living in Virginia. The Mexican war 
was in progress.· A call was made for troops and he enlisted, 
was mustered in, and was assigned to a battery in the service of 
the United States. He went with that batterytoMexico, where 
he remained till the close of the war, taking part, as is show;n 
by the report: in a large number of engagements. When the 
war closed he returned with his command to Fortress Monroe. 
He was sick and he got a leave of absence and went to his home. 

The war being over, and there being no further use for t:P,e 
troops at that time, he did not return to his command, and he 
was dropped as a deserter. I want to say to the gentlema~ from 
Texas that this man was not only sick at the time he left his 
command, but he has remained an invalid ever since. forty­
six years have passed~ and . they have been forty-six years of 
poverty and sickness to Aleck Magaan. He comes here now to 
ask you , the representatives of the people _ of the great Repub­
lic whose battles he fought, to relieve him in his old age and 
distt·ess from t.his charge of desertion. He is now nearly 68 
years old. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, of course I am not discredit­
ing anything that the gentleman states; but l should like to 
know how these facts came out. How is it known that this man 
lait his command on sick leave and remained away long enough 
to be marked as a deserter? 

Mr. STRONG. · The facts are made known to the committee 
by a large number of affidavits. I am not certain whether the 
records of the War Department disclos9 the fact about which 
the gentleman inquires or not, but I want to say that this man 
stands in as good a position relatively as many and many a man 
who went into that service and was charged with desertion who 
has been relieved. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am not disputing that; but I claim that 
before this Committee of the Whole is called upon to pass a bill 
of t iis kind the facts , well authenticated, ought to be before us. 
The report in this case, as I have already said, is unsatisfactory. 
I think, Mr. Chairm:1n, that this bill is a very good one t,o with-
draw and let soak awhile. [Laughter.] · 

Mr. STRONG. If the gentlemanfrom Texas could only know 
this man as I know him, a poor old skeleton, he would not op­
pose this act of justice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he able to be in the last war? 
Mr. STRONG. He was not able to be in the last war, and he 

is now a poor, feeble old man. · 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it the object of the bill 

to give him a pension? 
Mr. STRONG. I will be frank about that. I expect that if 

this charge of desertion is removed he wiil be able to get a pen­
sion of $S or $12 a month, whatever is allowed to soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then what is the effect of 
the amendment recommended by the committee? 

Mr. STRONG. To provide that he shall have no back pay or 
emoluments. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr .. Chairman, I am a member 
of the· committee that reported this bill and I have a distinct 
Tecollection of some of the facts that were brought before us in 
.'Conne-ction with it. The ·gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WooMER], the membev of the committee who drew the re:nort, 
is not present this evening, so I venture to state my recollection· 
of the case. It was under discussion in the committee and 
many facts were brought out in the affidavits produced there 
.which would have answered satisfactorily, I am quite sure, the 
ubjections of my friend from Texas. 

' l recollect that there was a discussion in the committee upon 
this bill, and• that the evidence was very complete and satisfac­
tory, not merely the man's own statement, but the testimony of 
other well-informed persons, showing that he went home, as 
stated in the report, an invalid, remained there an invalid, and 
has bee-n substantially an invalid ever since. He was a man not 
very well informed as to these matters, and he has continued all 
these years unuer a charge which it was never his intention to 
bring upon himself. While in health he did his duty-faithfully 
as a soldier,· and he had no intention of deserting. 

If the case were fully known to my frien'd from .Texas I am 
sure that it would appeal to· him with such 'force that his heart 
would bleed with compassion, and,,knowingnowwhat:hewantetl 
<to know about the case, I believe that h-e·will notfu~the1• oppose 
the passage of this bill. I ·ask that it be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The-amendm.en t recommended 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. 
iSAAC D. TOLL. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman,Iaskunanimo1.1sconsentfor 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.n659)to increase the 
pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 

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

authorized to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; late of Company 
E, Fifteenth UnitedState:;!'Intantry, in thewar·wlth Mexico, from 158 to $20 
]>ermonth. 

The CHAIRMAN. Js there objection to ·the request for tb.e 
p1•esent consideration of. this bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. C-hairman, without objecting, I want 
to inquire whether this . bUl is taken up out of its ordeT on the 
Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. ·rt is; on a request for unanimous con­
-sent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no disposition: to -object. 
M:r .. BAKER.of New Hampshire. 11 object. 

ORDF..R OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN oi Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that we 
now begin with the bill No. 390 on the Calendar and proceed 
regularly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that . order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 
MARY DANAHAY. 

The first business in order was the bill (H. R: 6941) granting 
a pension to Mary Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, late a 
private 'Of Company J::i, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with therecommendation·that itlie 
'On the table. 

Tnere being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
HENRY C. FIELD. 

The next business. in order was the bill (H. R. :4490) granting 
a pension to Henry Q. Field. 

The bill was read, as follows: · 
•Be it en.acted, etc., lThat the Secretary of the Interi-or is hereby authorized 

and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. Field, de­
pendent father of Daniel Field, late a private of Company H, Twenty-ninth 
Majne Regiment, and J>ay him a pension orl!12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensi-ons. to whom was ret erred the bill (H. R. 

4490) granttng a pension to Henry C. Field, submit the foll-owing report: 
The beneliciary of this bill is the father ot Daniel Field. who served in 

Company H, Twenty-ninth Maine Infantry. The soldier enlisted November 
20, 1M3, and was discharged May 17, 1864, on account of .disability from 
chronic diarrhea and disea e of heart. He was paid in flill to discharge and 
allowed transportation from New Orleans to the place of his enlistment. , 

On Juw 1, 1136!, while on board tlh.e Utllted States steamer Pocahontas, en . 
route from "ew Orleans to New York, that vessel collided with another and j 
was sunk and the soldierwas drowned. These facts are shown in a satlsfac­
t"l"Y manner by the reco"l'ds ot the War Depa.rt;ment. a.nd Pension Bureau. 
The claim of the mother, and subsequently of the father, was rejected by the . 
Pension Burea.u on the ground that the· soldier's death was not directly! 
-~~:!e~tb~~~:~~~~\~ff dS:~:e, he having been discharged prior to the 

T.he mother of the soldier 'died 'Aprll 11,• 1890. ·The fat,her, the beneficiary 

of this bill, is now 80 years of age. The soldier left neither widow nor child 
surviving him. 

Lewis CarvUle and Jordan G. Carville, or Lewiston, Me., testify that the 
petitioner is the owner or a small farm and a little live stock worth IBSOO or 
$900; that he is 80 years of age and in feeble health; the income of his prop­
erty is not su.fflcient to support him and an invalid daughter who lives with 
him, and the deficiency is supplied by relatives not bound tor his support; 
that the soldier lived with his father and aided in his support, 

The only point involved in this case is the question whether soldier's death 
was properly chargeable to his military service. The decision of the Pen· 
sion Bureau gives unquestionably the proper construction of the general 
law, but, on the other hand, the soldier was being transported to his home 
on a Government vessel as a part of his contract with the Government; he 
was still in a very important sense in the public service, and the Govern­
ment was clearly responsible for his sate deUvery at the point of enlist­
ment. Through no fault or his the vessel was sunk and he was drowned. 
The facts combine to present one of those exceptional and anomalous cases 
which private acts are especially designed to relieve. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, if I h ave understood cor­
rectly this bill and the report, the purpose of the bill is to pen­
sion the father of a man who was drowned, and who at the time 
of losing his life was not a soldier. 

Mr. MAHON. He lost his life while being transported to his 
home by the Government on a Government vessel. 

Mr. KILGORE. H ad he not already been discharged? 
Mt·. MAHON. But the Government was bound to transport 

him to hls home. 
Mr. KILGORE. Suppose he had been traveling in a vessel 

which was not a Government vessel; would that h ave made any 
difference? . 

Mr. MAHON. Yes: if he was traveling· by means of con­
veyance of his own -selection. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Re was not to be regarded as 
discharged until he reached his home. 

Mr. 'KILGORE. The Government was .simply giving him 
transportation. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Government was returning 
him to 'his home under·its corttra.ct to return him to the place 
where· he had enlisted. 

Mr. RILGORE. I think it is going· a good ways to undertake 
to pension the father of a man who at ·the time of his death wa.s 
not a soldier Rt all-was in private life, having been discharged 
from the military service. The only ground upon which this 
claim can be based is that the soldier was on his way home on a 
Government transport. Now, suppose he had been paying his 
own expenses, would that have made any difference? It was 
simply as a matter of accommodation to him that the Gover<n­
ment was· transporting him. 

Mr. HAYES. Not as a matter of accommodation, but as a 
matter ·o.i right. · 

Mr. KILGORE. But suppose transportation had been fur­
nished to him upon a railroad or by any other means of trans· 
portation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It wa.s the business of 
the Governmerlt to-send him-home on a safe vess-el. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am a little inclined to antagonize thi~ bill. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If .the gentleman will yield to me 

·I wish to say that the theory the -committe-e ha-d in its mind in 
recommending the passage of the bill was this: "The Govern­
ment of course took this man away from his home, which was 
in Maine. He was discharged at New Orleans. The Govern­
ment furnished him teansportation back to his home. On that 
return trip the transport sank and the man lost his life. His 
fathm·, who was de-pendent on him and is now over 80 years of 
age, has asked for a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is not in the report any statement to 
the effect that his father was dependent on him or would ha\e 
been now. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, -sir; there is. 
Mr. "KILGORE. What does the report say on that subject? 
Mr. MART lN of Indiana. The report states that "the soldier 

lived. with his father and aided in his support.'' 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, he could not have been expected to 

be living with his father all this time, even if he had survived. 
Was the soldier a single man? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was. Mr. Chairman, permit 
me to say that this is one of those cases in which, I submit, 
there ought not to be an insistance on any technical ground of 
this kind in opposition to·the granting of the pension. It was 
not the fault of the soldier that he was away Ii·om home, and it 
was not his fault that he was drowned while returning. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, he was simply performing a patl'iotic 
duty when he enlisted. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; that is true. 
Mr . ..KILGORE. When was he discharged? 
Mr. MARTIN oflndiana. On May 17, 1864. 
Mr.:KILGORE. And ·he enlisted in November,-1863? 
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:Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, the report dGe-snot-state. 
JY.lr. KILGORE. Why was he dischBJrged? " Mr. KILGORE.. Was he in the Army at the front, .or was .he 
Mr~ .MARTIN of Indiana. H-e was discharged on accoUILt of somewhere in the rear, on leave of absence? 

chronic diarrhea and disease of the heart. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well,. lean not tell. I may as well 
Mr. KIL-GORE. I do not see how :his father could depend on be entirely frank about it. 1\"1;y understanding is that he was at 

him very much in thatA condition. . . the front . 
.Mr, MARTIN of Indiana. Well, :1fhehad n.otbeend1scharged Mr. KILGORE. And h1s wif-e mnv seeks a pension? 

until he put his foot on the shore, back in hiBbome, h:i:s father, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, .sir. 
under the present law, w-:Ould -be entitled to a pension. Mr. KILGORE. What has the Bureau to say about it? 

Mr. KILGORE. Under tne law of 18"90? Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He did not die in the line of duty, 
Mr. MARTIN of India;na. Ye-s, -siT. and therefore the widow can not draw a pension under the old 
Mr. KILGORE. Very well; let it go. law. He did not have an honorable discharge from the servi-ce, 

t The CHAIRl\1AN. Without objectio-n, -this bill will be laid and hence she can not get a pension under the new law. The 
aside wi th favorable racommend:atiun. Pension Bureau, therefore, was compelled to Tejec.t t.be Qlaim. 

There was no objection, a-nd it-was so ·ordered. Mr. KILGORE. I understand he met his death while in the 
service and be.fore be was discharged? 

iJG.R.ANN.A. GLEASON. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is correct. Re.hadnot been 
The next businss on :the<Ja.lend.M-was the -bi:ll (H. E. 57@3)iar d:i.scharged, -and he was in the servic.e when he met hls death. 

the relief of Johanna Gleason. 1v!r. KILGORE. The question is whether be was in th~ line 
The bill was read, as foUows: of duty when he w.as killed. How was he killed? 
Be it enaatea, etc., That the .. Secreta;ry G-f tfue J.nte111or 1m,. and he is hereby, Mr. . . MARTIN ofilliiliana. -In <a pers:ollill diffi.culfiy w.ith a. co.m-

a.ntllzorized and 'll'irected to-place the name-of .Johanna -G-1-eru~on, widow of rade. 
Thomas Gleason, of Company :A, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, on the 
pension roll, and pay her a pension subject to the provisions and limita.- · Ml'.. KILGORE. How woul-d it be to Jet this case li-e over a 
tions of the general pension laws. ·little, so that we can look in to it .a little further.? 

'Tiq:e committee -rzoommBml f.he adoptien iOl -the :folhnv.ing Ml-.. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Dh~ this is Mr. SliER-
amendment: · .MAN:s case. :He is not here.. Le_t it go through. · 

Strike out in lines 7 and 8 the words' •general p.en:ston laws" and mJ3ert ; Mr. IDLGDRE. W-ell, he had j.ust,as w.ell be here as 'the res.t 
·" a.ct.ap:p.roved June 27, 1800." · of us.. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let·trh:erepor.t b-e il'&a~ Mt·. MARTIN o!Ind1ana. Thls w.ould come clearlvundo.rthe 
The rep0rt (by Mr. R~N) was rellld, as .to:llmv.s: ; ,gM.er.allaw :w.hi.ch we passcil;, ·so f.a.r as the House is·oonce.rned, 
Th~ Committee on Invalid Pemfl"sns, having 'had under eoosideration i on the ..day that w-e .had assigned .to.us lor b.us.in.es.s from .the Com-

House bill No. 5703, makes the following report: ! mittee on 1:n.v:alid Pensions. 
Thomas Gleason enli.s.t-ed ·in Company·G, 'l'.ll.irty-.fifth New York Volunteer l .Mr. KILGORE. When was tll.is .bill repartea:? 

Infantry, and served from June 11., 18tH, to Apr1ll9, 1863, when he died from 1 Mr "1\Jr ARTIN ~~ Indi ,...,. +>-~. 11 h ~ 1111"~-
pistrol wound mece1:ved ctha.t tda:y in b.oaTeom fight,-:t.he·weapon ha;v.in-g ·ex- · ~ J.Y.U:l.. -U-L · a-na. lVn ..wJ.I:j t :0..1 ~y .. 
plodeu while 1n his own.ha.nd. A claim for pension was :filed by his widow.., ! Mr . ..KILGORE.. "Is it _a_unanim.ous .repo.r.t? 
Johanna Gleason, lmer-the aut-o-f J-uly 14,1ti82. Itwas-rejected..Jlmtlary'f9, 1 Mr. MARTIN ofh<Ii.ana. 1I.nanlmo.us.. 
1866, on the ground that the soldier was "kiDei:ll in ,an affray ;'llot-in line of ' Mr.;1IILGORE. Was th.en:e rllot some .object1an in the co.m.-
d'ity.cialm wa.s -also filed .Jruyra, 1.893, under the actot.J"nne.:27, 1899. 'Thiswa.s i mittee? 
re..jected October 21, 1893, on the ground .nt-nomle, iihe;Soidierbavingllied : .Mr ,..,. A DrT1TN ~~Jn-'~~~~ ·a. No . oir· :nnne w:·,..,ateuer .. ,..,~ .. JJrnow 
in the-s&rvice, nethonor.a.b1y discharge.d~~s required l:!Y said-act, .and:und& l .. .;.u ... Q • .L.\1..1.,.1. .w. · .... I.Ullo.U! • ·' • !'' .,.._ " ~ 'J.J. •- . .w..u:u · 
the present larw-S and practice till; latter .claim .can .not 'b.e -reopened. , .o.L 

'The evJ.dence-shows that.t1le w:m.ow .has no-propeJ:ty GJr..tnoome. ·, "T.he .fact is this: He. aied in 1803, .o.v.e.r thiri.y-one _y.earSJl,go. 
There i!<a letter on .file fl.·o.m Da._pt .. Jonn A. Haddock, or the.soli:iier!s coon- This woman has lived as hls widow ever since. "The ma.n was "in 

((;lan-y:, dated just priar to ,soHli&r's ideat.h ..and addressed to ·this claimant, +"'h ~ • ;"!...~"~ ,.., ~ .,... . .'I 4 ._,.., b t ,.., ulrl d 
w.h.ich-ten.ds.to show tib.at the .affray w.as n:ot or the soldier'.s seeking; -that · LILW serv~ee W.J..U..Le S.L.I.P w;a,s .at . .u.ome .uOlllg WLe - es "&.lle co. ..._,.an· 
hewa.s.sober. was assaulted., and wrenched the pistol !rom th.e hands ot.llis tbe .committee felt that .the w:ife, or :wiaow now., ,ought to 'be -en­
assailant. This is a. ease v/b.ere a pension can not be gra.nt.ed because o:t titled .to s.ome consid.era.fio-n,.a-nd so ;we :gr.anted the pension ai $8 
technical grounds, and is one of that class of cases where special acts of Con- a mouth whlcb. .she would receiv-e. under th.o. .ao.ne~tlaw if _+'1:-;e 
.gress are necessa-ry, Your conrmittee. therefore, do -recommend -that ·the "' .o~ cr;a.1. . ~W< 
bill -pass after -being amended by striking out the words "general pension ciTicumsta.nces had bee.n ,d.iffere.nt. · 
laws" 1n lnies"'7and 8 andinserting'the-words, "•act-a-pproved Jun-e ZT, 18.90." lMr.'. KILGORE. There ·a.p:pea.r.s no .ev.ide.nce e:x.cept a wl'ltten 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina.. .Mr. Chairman., is -the statement by some one that the so1dier himself was not tbe ag-
gentleman in Char.ge -of ~his bill pre.sB.?t .to-ni~ ht? _ gressor. 

Mr. MARTIN of ln.d1ana.. That bill was m;trod.uced by the _1\J.r . .MARTlN of Indiana. Yes.; t.hat'is true. 
gentleman from ·New York [Mr~ "S:HERMANJ. ...M::r. "KILGORE. That ios .a.. w.ritten _statement, but it is not 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. lie 1s no:t pPese.nt? eviaence that would be ¥ery .aa.tisfacto-ry.. Was .this1etter will-
Mr~ MARTIN-of Indiana.. No, sir. .ten by;sQllle gentleman who was presen-t and .knew about the 
.M1·. TALBERT of South Carolina. Who re.ported .the bill? Iacts.? 
.Mr. ::M:AR'il'IN of Indian-a. Tt was reported by .MrA :RYAN~ Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By Capt. J"obn A • .H.aadGck, the 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I wou1dlike t.o:hav..e so.me captain of .the soldier ~s company, and the le.tteris dated JUSt 

explanation other than that covered by the report. prior to .the soldier1s a.eatll., .and addressed to the claimant. It 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. "I desire to say, Mr. Chail•man, that tends to show that the controversy was not of :the soldler's s.eek­

the case is simply tbis: Had this man been kille.d.und.er the .sa.me i.ng--
circumstances, after his discharge, ·his wife would have been Mr. KILGORE. Was not what? 
.entitled to .a pensionA He serv.ednear! y two jy.ears.and-then lost l\1.r. MARTIN of Indiana. Was not of the -soldi-EH''s .seeking, 
his life; but did not lose 1t in the .line of -duty. 'That is rthe only and that he was sober, was assaulted, and .wrenched the plstel 
-:poirrt. from the hands of his assa1'1an.t. "It was .not .hls own pistol. 

M.r. TALBERT of South Carolina. He lost :his life in a per- The amendment.recommended_by the committee-was.agreed to. 
sonaJ drl.ffi.culty_, if I .uru!.erstood lt.? "The bill as ·amended was ,ordered to be laid..aside, to be re-

Mr. MARTlN of Indi8ina. Yes, .:sir. ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. ·TALBERT of South Darolina. Buthe-wasin the ·service ELIZABETH .MOQRE ENGLISH. 

ai the 1time:? Mr. MARTIN of Indhma. ·yes. . The next ·business ·on the Pri-vate Calendar was -the bill ·(H • ..R. 
Mr. 'TALBERT of South Carolina • .Ana .his widaw can not 6585 ) granting a "@ension to _Elizabeth Mo01le English. 

get a pension under the ~ene.rallaw? The bill wa-s read at length. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indi--ana. His wife ·can ·not .get ·a ;pensi-on un- The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

d h 1 b h h d b d . h d he During the reading of the •re]>art, 
er t e new aw eca,use : e a ·not - een . ISO arge Irom ·t Mr 'M:A.RT'IN •of Indiana -said: Mr. Chairman, I ask .nnani~ 

ser:vice. The claim ·was rejected be-cause it was held that-the 
·sold-ier had not been -killed 1n the lme of duty; and ·the widow mous consent that that bill be passed O"\'BT w:iithout pre-judice.. 
-can Jrot get a pensian under the general .aet passed .on We.dnes· 'There was no objection. 
--day of .last week. . GRACE HARRINGTON. 

The -CHAIRMAN. Without objection the •amendments vee- The next business on the .Private .Ca1endar was the oilL(II. 
ommend'ed 'by the committee....will be agreed to. B. 6403) .to increase the ·pe.nSion of Grace furrington .. 

'X here 'Was no objection. T.b.e bill was re.ad a.t 1en.g.th. 
Mr • ..KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand from the 'Ml·. MARTIN a.f Indiana. Mr. Chairman., f desire to aSk if 

rea-iling of .the report in this case when. this ·killing -took place. .the gentleman wno introduoea this bill is present? 
.Mr. MAR~IN o.f .Indiana. On the 19th· day .of April, 1.863. The CHAIRMAN. The-bill was introduced by the.gentlema.n 
Mr. KILGORE. Where? -from Ne.w Y.or_k [Mr. .DUNPHY), and ,he- does not-aee.m.to be .here. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent, · then, 
that it be passed over, since it is a bill to increase a pension. 

There was no objection. 
MATTHEW T. LEWIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6923)for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis. 

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

and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Matthew T. Lewis, late of 
Company K, Third Michigan Cavalry. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the follow-
ing amendment: · · 

Add to the bill the following wot·ds: . 
"Pro'T!ided. That no pay, bounty, or emolument shall become due by vh·tue 

of the passage of this act." 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask that 

that bill be passed over . . 
'r:pe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 

tltat the bill be passed over. 
Mr. GORMAN. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina 

will not insist on this bUl going over until he hears a statement 
of the merits of tbe bill. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have no objection to the 
gentleman making a statement. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this is one of 
the class of bills that the Committee on Military Affairs consider 
with favor. The claimant comes before Congress asking for re· 
lief because of long and!meritorious services, and_because the de­
sertion was in a measure justifiable. 

This so~dier enlisted in 1861. He served faithfully and gal­
lantly until January or February, 1864, never being absent a day 
trom his command. He re~nlisted and was allowed thirty days' 
furlough, the firat time that he had been home or absent from 
his command since his enlistment. About a month after he re­
turned to his command at Benton Barracks, in St. Louis, Mo., 
his wife telegraphed him that if he wanted to see his daughter, 
his only child, before she died, he had better come home at 
OM& . • 

He asked for leave, which was denied him on the ground that 
he had just had thirty days' leave, and that the regiment would 
soon be ordered to Arkansas. He talked with some of his com­
rades, notably one of the officers, the orderly-sergeant, Mr. 
Hartman, who makes an affidavit to the facts here. Mr. Lewis 
said to him, "What shall I do?" He replied, "If I were in 
your place I know what I should do." Lewis went home. His 
daughter died either the day he arrived home or the day after. 
He himself was taken sick and was not able to get out of the 
house for over a year, and was not able to move away from his 
home for two years. · · · 

So the affidavits and proof presented before t.he Committee on 
:Military Affairs show. I sincerely think this is a case that has 
merit in it, on account of his faithful service, and on account of 
the circumstances attending the desertion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it theobjectof the bill 
to grant him a pension afterward, or just to have the stigma of 
desertion removed. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the object, and if he can get a pen­
sion afterward, that is his own lookout. It depende upon the 
merits of his claim. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does he come under the 
pension law? Is he disabled? 

Mr. GORMAN. That I do not know. He is an honorable, 
honest, an:l worthy old citizen, and a resident of my district, 
and he asks that the stigma oi desertion be removed. He feels 
~hat he has been sufficiently punished for thirty years to con­
done his leaving without authority. That is what the bill is 
for. 

I believe it the duty of this great Government to do justice to 
this old soldier, who left his command under apparently justi­
fiable reasons, by at this late date giving him an honorable dis­
charge in consideration of the valuable services rendered in 
time of need. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there a proviso? 
Mr. GORMAN. There is a proviso that no pay, bounty, or 

emolument shall be allowed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 

Affairs was again read. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. In view of the fact that 

possibly this bill might create opposition, and as there may be 
some more meritorious bills that we might pass, · it seems to me 
it would bo very well to pass this bill over for to-night. Possi­
bly,if it was insisted upon, it might break up the meeting. 
(Laughter.] ' · 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the gentleman that this is the 
only bill I have on the Calendar, while many have asked me to 

introduce bills for them. This, however, is the one that I 
thought there was the most merit in. . 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I make no further objec­
tion. 

'£he amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor­
able recommendation. 

GRACE HARRINGTON. 
.The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

6·!03) to increase the pension of Grace Harrington. 
Mr. MAHON . . Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

we pass over the bills which have been introduced by members 
who are not present, and that we consider the bills introduced 
by gentlemen who are present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle-
man who introduced this bill is not present. 

Mr. P ICKLER. I object. 
Mr. MAHON. Let them come here. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that he 

read the wrong bill. He will now report the bill which is regu­
larly in order. 

HENRY HALTEMAN. 
· The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 

1526) for the relief of Henry Hal ternan. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana.. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

consent that that bill be passed without prejudice. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 

made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh. 
The bill was read, asJollows: 

Be it enacted, et~:., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from all the records in bis Department the several 
charges of desertion appearing on the rolls and hospital record of George 
W. Harbaugh. as a late private in Company G of the Sixth Regiment of Wis­
consin Volunteer Infantry, and as a late private in the Slxth Independent 
Battery, Ohio Light Artillery, and in Battery M, Fourth United States Ar­
tillery, and grant tl) said George W. Harbaugh an honorable discharge of 
date October 30, 1863, from Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Vol­
unteer Infantry, and also grant to said George w. Harbaugh an honorable 
discharge of date June 21, 1865, from the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio 
Light Artillery. 

Mr. MARTIN oflndiana. Mr. Chairman, if there be no gen­
tleman present interested in the ps-ssage of that bill, I ask that 
it be passed o ver without prejudice. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairma.n, there is; and I so informed 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions just now. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I 
did not understand what he said. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I represent that bill. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN] introduced the bill, and 
he is not here to-night. He wants it, however, to be considered; 
and, moreover, the soldier has been here fo r weeks and weeks 
trying to get h-is bill passed; and he is a worthy old man. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, what disposition is propobed 
to be made of that bill? Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. MORGAN) waa. read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, having considered the same, re­
spectfully submit the fcllowing report: 

George W. Harbaugh was eil!'olled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company 
G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and mustered into service July 16, 
1861, to serve three years. The hospital records show him admitted to Sem­
inary General Hospital in Georgetown, D. C. , October 3, 1861, with remittent 
fever; transferred and admitted to Camden Street Hospit-al in Baltimore, 
Md., October 10, 1861, same diagnosis, and returned to duty November 16, 
1861. 

The company muster roll for November and December, 1861, and subse· 
quent rolls to include May and June, 1862, report him present. The roll for 
July and August, 1862, reports him •· absent without leave since August 29, 
1862;" and roll for September and October, 1862, "deserted August 29, 1862." 
His name does not appear on subsequent rolls of the company. 

This charge of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record, 
showing that his absence was due to the honorable cause ot a gunshot 
wound in battle the 29th of August, 1862, at Bull Run. · ' 

The hospital records show him admitted to Clilfburn Hospital, District of 
Columbia.. SepU,mber 1, 1862, uia.gnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street 
General Hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., September •· 1862, with gunshot 
wound, and returned, to duty October 4, 1862; readmitted to the same hos­
pital Octob~r 14. 1862, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty November 
3, 1852; again admitted December 18, 1862, with "~ypertrophy cardia," and 
deserted ~arch 15; 1863; admitted to McClellan General :S:ospital in Phila­
delphia. Pa .. April 3, 1863 (dat.e or manne1· of return from the reported de­
sertion of March 15, 1863, not shown), with debility, and returned to duty 
July 9, 1863. 

George w. Harbaugh was enrolled January 28, 1864. at Wooster, Ohio, as_a. 
recruit; for three years, in the Sixth lndepehdent Battery. OhiQ Light Ar­
tillery. and joined the battery March 5, 186!. Tr.e·hospitalrecords show him 
treated in various hospitals, for diarrhea, from July :.!7, 1864, to September 
5, 1864. and for int.ermitt.ent !ever from September 5, 186!, to Octobei· 6, 1864, 
when be was returned to duty. 
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The muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Infantry, 

lor November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service with 
Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll for January 
and February, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September 
1, 1865, and the records of Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery (to 
which he was attached sometime in November or December, 1864) , show him 
to have deserted from Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, Decem­
ber 24, 1804, at Columbia, Tenn. 

On the 17th of June, 1871, the soldier applied for an honorable discharge 
as of the Sixth Ohio Battery, declartng under oath that he r emained with 
the battery up to the latter part of December, 1864, when he was detailed 
in Hospital No. 15, Nashville, Tenn., by the medical director, and was as­
signed to duty as a clerk; that be remained there until June 9, 1865, when he 
received a furlough tor tWrty days, and went to his home in Wisconsin; 
that before his furlough expired the battery was mustered ont of service at 
Columbus, Ohio, and, as he was to report to the battery, and not return to 
t.he hospital, he could not reach his command, and was, therefore, not dis­
charged. No record of this alleged furlough bas been discovered. 

In reference to the above furlough. George W. Grubb, age and pla<;)e of 
residence not stated, under date of October 2, 1883, swears that he was a 
member of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally ac­
quainted with claimant from January, 1~4, to June 10, 1865; that claimant 
participated in all the engagements of the Georgia campaign; that he was 
detached with Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, about December 
10, 1864, and was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 
1865, when claimant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as 
:Mansfield, Ohio; that he knows that the claimant did not desert 1n Decem­
ber, 1864, or at any other time, and that he had a" proper furlough signed 
by the respective departments." • 
It a:Qpears from the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of age when 

he entered the service; that he was a 2:00d soldier and fought with his regi­
ment, the Sixth Wisconsin, a part of the Iron Brigade; that he was also in 
all the battles or the Atlanta campaign, under Sherman, and with Gen. 
Thomas at battles of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years 
nine months and eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with 
leave of the hospital 'authorities on what he supposed a regular furlough 
and in company with his noncommissioned om.cer. 

He never intended to desert, and was only absent from his command on 
account of sickness or wounds, and this aft-er the last hostile gun was fired 
and the war was really over in the West. 

In view of the facts, and that this was an error made 1n his case reporting 
him absent without leave when he was absent on account o! wounds re­
ceived 1n battle, and in view of his extreme youth, he being only a. boy ot 15 
when he enlisted 1n the Army, the committee reports back the bill with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The supplemental report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read as fol­
lows: 

pital No. 15, Nashville, Tenn. , by the medical director, and was assigned to 
duty as a clerk; that he remained there until June 9, 1865, when he received 
a furlough for thirty days and went to his home in Wisconsin; that before · 
his Iurlough expired the battery mustered out of service at Columbus, Ohio, 
and as he was to report to the battery, and not to return to the hospital, he 
could not reach his command, and was, therefore, not discharged. No rec­
ord of this alleged furlough has been discovered. 

In reference to the above furlough, George W. Grubb, age and place ·or ­
residence not stated, under date or October 2, 1883, swears that he was a 
member of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally ac- . 
quainted with claimant from January, 186-!, to June 10, 1865; that claimant 
participated in all the engagements of the Georgia. campaign; that he was : 
detached with Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, about December 
10, 1864, and was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 
1865, when claimant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as · 
Mansfield, Ohio; that he knows that the claimant did not desert in Decem­
ber, 1864, or at any other time, and that he had a "proper furlough signed b_y 
the respective departments." 
ev"{je~~~~~~tg;e~h:u~~K~d~f desertion of December 24, 1865, the following _ 

L. K. Force, a resident of Akron, Ohio (post-omce address, Middleberry, 
Ohio), age not stated, under date of September 24, 1883, swears that claim­
ant and he were members of the Sixth Ohio Battery, detached with Battery 
M, Fourth United States ArtUlery; that on or about December 17,1864, while · 
on the march, said claimant was taken sick with chills and fever, a.nd afllant 
accompanied him to a bouse in Columbia., Tenn., where they stayed all night; 
that on the following morning the claimant, being quite sick, had to be left 
at Columbia for medical treatment while a.m.ant went on with the command; 
that be next met claimant about the last of April, 1865, in hospital at Nash- . 
ville, Tenn. , to which place he had been brought from Columbia., and that 
when affl.ant left Nashville, about May 8, 1865, the claimant was left in hos­
pital there doing clerical duty. 

Aaron P. Baldwin, aged 55 :rears, of Akron, Ohio, late captain or the 
Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, under date and seal of November 9, 1893, 
says: · 
· "I was an om.cer in the Sixth Ohio Light Veter-an Volunteer Battery and 
was on duty with the b 3.tt-erv during the years of 1864 and 1865; that while 
the battery was camped at Chattanooga, Tenn., preparing for the Atlanta. 
campaign, during the month of March, George W. Harbaugh reported to 
the battery a.s a recruit. He served through the Atlanta. campaign, per­
forming every duty 1n a faithful and soldierly manner. During the month 
of November he was placed on detached service with Battery M, Fourth 
United States Artillery. . · · · 

•· He was reported a deserter from Battery M on the pursuit of Hood, and 
so recorded on battery muster rolls. Other men of the Sixth Ohio Battery, 
living in Akron at this time, saw him in hospital at Columbus, Tenn., als(} 
1n hospital, Nashville, Tenn., in June, 1865, rrom which he went home on­
furlough. I am satisfied he never d~serted the service and is entitled to an 

The Committee on Military Alfairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. honorable discharge, and would recommend such action by the \\' ar De-. 
e633) for the rellef of George w. Harbaugh, having considered the same, re- partment, believJ_ng he is entitled to the same as one who performed his 
spectfullysubmit the following report: duty, when health permitted, in a loyal and honorable manner." 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled June 15, 18tll, as a private in Company It appears from the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of age when · 
G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and mustered into service July 16, he ent-ered the service; that he was a good soldier and fought with his regi--
1861, to serve three years. ment, the Sixth Wisconsin, a part of the Iron Brigade; that he was also in 

The hospital records show him a.dm.itted to Seminary General Hospital, in all the battles of the Atlanta campaign under Sherman, and With Gen. 
Georgetown, D. c., October 3, 1861 with remittent fever; transferred and Thomas at battlee of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years nine 
admitted to Camden Street Hospital, 1n Baltimore, Md., October 10, 1861, months a.nd eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with leave 
same diagnosis, and returned to duty November 16, 1861. The company of the hospital authorities on what he supposed a regular furlough and in.· 
muster roll for November and December, 1861, and subsequent rolls to in- company with his noncommissioned omcer. 
elude May and June, 1852, report him present. The roll for July and August, He never intended to desert, and was only absent frotn his command on 
1862, reports him" absent without leave since August 29, 1862; '' and roll for account of sickness or wounds, and this after the last hostile gun was fired 
September and October, 1862, '.'desert-ed August 29, 1862." His name does and the wa.r really over in the West, 

n~:lfe~~~~ :~~!e~;f~~o~~g~!~~ ~:~;n!ctton August 29, 1862. ~h1~~t?ie~e~r~~u~~~~a!,~~!i' ~a;;~a~;~~t~~:c~~t!;s o~~~G'ite£s0~!= 
This charge of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record, cefved 1n battle, and 1n view of his extreme youth, he being only a boy ot 15 

showing that his absence was due to the honorable cause of a. gunshot when he enlisted in the Army, the committee reports back the b111 with a. 
wound in battle the 2:~th of August, 18'62, at Bull Run. recommendation that it do pass. 

The hospital records show him admitted to Clii!burn Hospital District of Th CHAIRMAN · h' '1 
Columbia. September 1, 1862, diagnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street e • The question is on laying aside t IS bi l 
General Hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., September ~. 1862, with gunshot with a favorable recommendation. 
wound, and returned to duty October ~. 1862; readmitted to the same hos- :M PICKLER .M: Ch · I · 1 d • to · 
pital October 14, 1862, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty Novem- ~ r. · r. airman, Simp Y esire say In re-
ber 3, 1862; again admitted December 18, 1862, with "hypertrophy cardia," gard to this bill that it is not my bill. I know very lHtle about 
and deserted March 15, 1863: admitted to McClellan General Hospital in it except what the report says. I know that this is a bill intro­
Philadelphia, Pa., April 3, 1863 (date or manner of return from the reported duced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN J, and 1 
s~;r~~~~~f March 15, 1863, not shown), with debility, and returned to duty understand that the soldier lives in his district. I became some-

'£he following record disproves any desertion March 15, 1862: The register whl\t interested from knowing that the soldier was' here, and_ 
ef men sent to and received from hospitals at Philadelphia, Pa., bears this having seen him week after week trying to have his bill passed, 
man's name and shows him sent from Race and Crown Streets Hospital on d h • h I · · 'd 
January H! (the register covers the years 1862 and 1863) to Race Street Gen- an t a.t 18 t e reason msist on it now bemg consi ered. 
eral Hospital. The remark" a deserter" appears in pencil thereon against It is true that this man did desert twice; but it is also true · 
him. The same register also reports hiiri sent to. McClellan General Hos- that the record shows that ·he was shot at the first battle of 

ita! at Nicetown, Philadelphia, .Pa., April3, 1863. 11 R · h 
• His name appears on the muster rolls of the provost guard on duty at Bu un, and that while he was suffering from that wound e 

Philadelphia, Pa. (as belonging to Company G, SIXth Wisconsin Infantry), was reported as a deserter. It is further conclusively shown. 
:~ ~~~:~~.iri~~~~~~n~8~~~e~ ~~~t!~~:t~~63ioofn~f~~~~~t~~~~3~ that when he made a.pplication to go back to l:i~ regiment they 
1863, after which date all record of him ceased, as a member or company G, would n?t restore him except on s~me cond1t10n, and th~t he • 
Sixth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. was advised not t.o go back; and he.did not go Mck, but enlisted 

George w. Harbaugh, was enrolled January 28, 1864, at Wooster, Ohio, as in another regiment. 
a recruit, for three years, in the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Ar- j M KILGORE W'll 11 k h · 
tillery, and joined the battery March 5, 1854. The hospital records show r.. · I the gentleman a ow me to as 1m a 
him treated in various hospitals, for diarrhea, from July 'l:7, 1864, to Sep- question? 
tember 5, 1!!64, and for intermittent fever from September 5, 1864, to October Mr. PICKLER. Yes si·r 
6, 1864, when he was returned to duty. M ILG ' ' . h · 

The muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery r. _K _ ORE. I can not under.staud .how a man w o 18 
for November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service with wounaed 1n battle, and thus necessarily fellmto the hands of the 
Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll tor January infirmary corps could be reported as a deserter after being taken 
and February, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September to th ho 't 1 ' -
l, 1865, and the records of Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery (to e spi a • 
which he was attached sometime in November or December, 1864), show him Mr. PICKLER. That is just the facts in the case. 
to have deserted from Bat~ry M, Fourth United States Artillery, Decem- Mr. KILGORE. That does not look reasonable. _ 
ber 24, 1864, at Columbia, Tenn. M PICKLER Th 1 · th t 

This soldier appears, from the records ot the hospital at Nashvill~ Tenn., r. ~ . e ~eport s lOWS how a was. . 
and other evidence on file, to have been treated at Columbia, Tenn., from I Mr. LOUD. I .would like to ask the gentleman a questwn. 
Decembe1· 24,1864, to February 1, 1865', for ch1lls ~nd teve],', when he was Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Was he not reported dead 
ordered to report to the medical director of Nashville, Tenn. He was ad-
mitted to Hospital No. 14, Na:shville, Tenn.,February26, 1865, and he is borne after the second b::ttt.le of Bull Run? 
upon the bospital records of Nashville, Tenn., until June 24, 1865, when they I Mr. PICKLER. I do not know as to that. 
showhim,..tra.nsterred,wheretonotstated. _ . , . Mr_, TALBERT of South Caro:ina.. I did not catch the read-

On the l1th of June, 1871, the soldier applledfor _an honorabledischargeas . . · th 
of the Sixth· Ohio Battery, declaring, under oath, that he ~ema.~ned with the ~ng of the report exactly, but 1t seems to me t.hat that lS e way:. 
battery uo to the latter part of December, 1864, when he was detailed-in Hos- It read. 
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Mr. LOUD4 Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques­
tion? 

.Mr. PICKLER. In a moment. I hiiVe just a few words to 
say in addition. I have never talked with this man about that; 
but, as I understand the ~ase, on this first desertion he was re­
ported as dead, probably in the first engagement. He did not 
go back to that regiment, because when he was sufficiently able 
to go back he found that he had been reported as a deserter, 
and for some reason or other they insisted on sume conditions, 
such as taking his pa.y1 or something of the kind, I do not un­
derstand what. He did not comply with tbe conditions, but 
ree-nlisted in another regiment. He was in the hospital from 
that regiment, and was repor ted as a deserter while in hospital. 
Now, he_at neither time was an actual deserter. One time he 
was shot and the other time hewas sick in hospital; and that is 
the way his record stands. 

It·seems thatfatefollows:some men. !confess that it is against 
this man that there should be two cha"''ges of desertion against 
him; yet both case:3 admit-of full explanation and are fully ex­
plai~ed. Th.e man-himself has been here, &~d I have ta.lk~d with 
him. T.ha.t .1s the only w..ay I know ·anythirrg about th1s case, 
for as I have said, he is .not from my district. I asked him, 
"How much bounty did you get the second time?'' He s..tatecl 
positively that he got only the first installment of -the bounty, 
aud that he ·did not .reanlist for a bounty', and 1 believe he tells 
the truth. 
Mr~ LOUD. The gentleman has stated that this 8.:!>Plican-t is 

around the halls of Congress pressing this ·bill. I ask him if he 
thinks it at all -strange that this ma11 -should follow up this case 
so persistently ·when he so .persistently enlisted and reenlisted 
at a time when large bounties -were given? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I hope the gentleman will not do 
injustice to himself by .raising technical questions in a case of 
thls kind. I -do not know how the foot was. I have only the 
man's own assertion that he did no't 1'eceive the bounty. 

Mr. LOUD. Still, yon know 'that he must have received two 
large bounties if he enlisted twice in 1864. 

Mr. PIGKLER. I knew he says he did not r:eoeive th-em, and 
I do not know why 'the gen::tleman from California ·s-hould say 
that he did. The man is here without friends, and the House 
can vote down this bill if H ehooses n:nd le-t·this stigma .rest upon 
him

1 
but I think these charges of ;desertion ought to be removed 

from this man before lle dies.. As r have sa.id, he -does not be­
long to my district . I have simply met him here and talked 
with him about his case. 
Mr~ KILGORE. Abeut how many times does the ·report .say 

that this man deserted? 
Mzr. PJC.KLER. Twice. 
Mr. KILGORE. And you say that in one case he was shot in 

battle and ·sent to the hosp-ital, and another time he wasjn the 
hospital sick. · 

MI."~ PiCKLER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, those two ooinoidenees are altogether 

too remarkable. That a man should ba twice charged with •de­
sertion, once because of being wunnded and iu hospital. and the 
other time when he-was siok in hospital is so remarkable that it 
needs to be very clearly explained. 

Mr.. PICKLER. I submit to the gentleman that SU<>h a thing 
might very easily hap-pen. Df course, itrlid not happen in many 
cases, but I think both these charges of desertien are very fully 
explain-e-d in the report. The man .is a strane-er to me; I never 
saw him till I :~aw him here ·and talked with him.about his case, 
but I believe that he states it correctly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no doubt that his stocy excited you"'' 
sympathies, but the question is whether these .charg-es of deser­
tion ongh..t to be removed and whether the evidence in the case 
would justify such aotion on the part of the House. 

Mr. P~CKLER. Has the gentleman any further questions to 
ask? 

Mr. KILGORE. I am pl~etty well satisfied about this case. 
The question being taken upon laying the bill uside to be re­

ported to the House with a favorable recommendation, the Chair­
man declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division, 
The committee again divided; and the-r.e were-ayes 18, 

noes 12. 
Mr. KILGORE. No quol'unl has voted, Mr. ·Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 

Chair will appoint to act as tellers the g-entleman l:rom South 
Dakota l1\1r. PICKLER] and the gentleman from Texas'[Mr. KIL­
GORE]. 

Mr. PICKLER (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Chair­
man, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN], whose bill 
this is, is not present this evening., I as.kunanimousconsentrthat 
it be passed ·over \v.ithout prejudice, .retaining its place ·upon the 
Calendar. . 

'!here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JULIA E. LOCK. 
The next pension business on the Privai;e Calend.ar was anne~ 

(S. 828) granting a pension to ,Julia E. Lock, formerly widow of 
the late Gen. Daniel McCook. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanim.oua 
consent that that bill be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it .was so ordered~ 
NETTIE N. SEAVER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was an act 
(S.lG) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ~nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio1· be, and he is hereby, 

a~thonzed ~n~ Clil.:ected ·to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi· 
s1~ns and lun1tat10ns of the pension laws, the name of Nettie N. Seaver, 
wxdow of Henry '1'. ::Seaver, late a private in Company K, Fourth Regiment 
V-ermont Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr . .APsLEY) was .read as followe: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered t.he bill (S. 16) to 

pension .Nettie N. Seaver and sUl:lmit the following report: 
A slm1la.r blli passed the Senate and was also favorably reported in the 

House in the Fifty-second Congress. This bill passed the Senate March.5, 
1894. 

The facts appearing are as follows: 
Henry T. Seaver was a prlvate in Company K, Fom;th:.Regi.ment VermonJo 

Volunteer lnfa.n.try. B.e enliated Sept.ember ~~. ll:kll, a.nd was discharged 
July 13, 18"65, maldng his term of service almost four year.s. The records 
show that he was a brave and faithful soldier. At the ba.ttle of the Wilder­
ness-he received a .gunshot wound, for which he was pensioned, and. a large 
number of ailldavirss go to prove .th.at ne contracted .rheumatism diarrhea. 
and malarial poisoning. Soldier lived until18i2. when he died of a. compli· 
cation of diseases, apparently involv.iug the stomach, spleen, and kidneys. 
The Widow applied for a. .pansion, .a.nd after a. long-time it was rejected on 
the ~round that the fatal disease was not clearly shown .to be due to .Arin7 
service . . 

The matter was placed in the hands of two special examiner.s, both of 
whom, a1'terran exhaustive examination, reported in .favor of •the claim. 

Speoia.lExa.miner Frank E. M!n'lee closed his report as follows: 
"From a careful review of the testlmony I am ot the opinion that tha 

claim is meritorious, and I recommend its a.dm1ssion." 
S~cial Examiner Charles Fairba'Ilks, who sta.n~s desatvedly!high in .the 

servxce, says: 
"I am or the opinion that in the absence of medical testimony and .the ob· 

scurity ot'the disease of kidneys, further ·exa.mination is useless. I recom· 
mend adm1ssion." 

An autopsy showed ulcez:ation of the kidneys, and the .Pension 'Bureau 
ruled 'that :that disease was the·cause of·death, and hence 'the widow was not 
entitled "to pension. · 

When the special examinations were made all the physicians Who had 
knowledp;.e of. the cm;e were dead, but a general ma-ss of testimony;was taken 
from neighbors, which conulusively shows that soldier had ·been cont1nu· 
ously sick 'from date of discharge .to ·death, ·and all agreed in the opinion 
that~eath was theTesult·of d:1seases contracted in the service. 

The widow is1_>oor and sick, being Without proper~ty and unable, a portion 
oi.the tim-e, to earn. :a living, as shown by-a.fflda.vlts quoted in the Senate . .re­
port. No doubt she 1s en-titl13d to a p.enston of :stlunder the..act of June~. 
1890, bnttt awears that she lras neverilled a claim under·that act . 

The facts ap-pearing from 'the record·s ·of the Pension Office a.'tld records o! 
the War Department, more fully .sta.ted, are as follows: 

T.he soldier was enrolled August 24, 1861; was captured at James River 
June 30, 1862; confined a.'t .Richmond, .July 13, 1862; admitted to hospit'l.l at 
Savage Station, Va..,-datenot shown-with rheumatism; pa-roled Septem· 
ber 13, 1862.; senti to Washington September 28, 1862, and forwarded to Army 
or PotumacFebruary24, 1863; mustered out with companyJuly13 1865. Re 
was pensioned $2.66* per month (one third rate) on account of gunshot 
wound of arm, and died Janua-ry 31, 1872. 
It appears that he was treated 'in the servic-e !or rheumatism and for diar­

rhea, but that his death was caused by disease of kidneys. 
In View of the fact that soldier is shown to have ·been 111 trom discharge 

and the obscurity o1 lrts diseases, and the presumption that these and his 
fatal d1sease of kidneys were related. and that all played a part in causing 
his .death, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move that that bill b.e 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with the ·recommenda­
tion that it do pass. 

The .CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
Mr~ KILGORE. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that we must have 

that bill ana report read over again, as there is so much coniu­
sion in the .Hall that we can not hear anything out here. 

T.he CHAIRMAN. The biU has been laid aside~ 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, I object to its being laid aside with­

out having an opportunitv to know something about it. 
The CHAIRMAN. If -the gentleman states that he rose in 

time to ·object, tb.e Chair will accept his statement. 
Mr. KILGORE. The Chair did not make the announcement 

s.o that I .1ould hear it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will accept the gentleman's 

statement. 
Mr . .KILGORE. F.rom what I did hear of the report I assume 

that .the beneficiary of this bill could get a pension under the 
act ef 1890. I thinlt the report so states. It certainly states 
facts sufficient to warrant the granting of a pension under the 
act of 1890, and that being the case, I d.o not see why we should 
pass "this bill. I would like to have a statementlrom somebody 
who has some knowle.dge on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The :Chair has no information about th1s 
bill. I should like to hear from the gentleman from lnd:iana. 
LMr. MARTIN], or from some other .gentleman who may know the 
particulars of this-case, some statement on that subject. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In this case the soldier enlisted, 
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September 21, 1861, and was discharged July 30, 1865, after 
nearly four years' service--

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chai1·man, I move that the committee 
rise. We can not hear anything that is said. 

The quest ion being put on the motion that the committee 
rise-

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem t{) have it.• 
1\ir. KILGORE. I call for a division. 
The question being again taken, there were-ayes 4, noes 41. 
So the motion that the committee rise was rejected. 
M1·. KILGORE. Now, if the attention of the House can be 

given to this case, I should like to hear some explanation from 
the aentleman from Indiana. If we can not have order so that 
we cfm hear what is said, we may us well stop business. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the report- of the 
committee st:1tes this case quite fully. I will try to stat-e the 
matter in brief by saying tha t this soldier was a private in Com­
pany K, Fourth Regiment Vermont V<;>lunteer Infantry. He 
enlisted September 21, 1861, and was d1scharged July 30, 1865, 
having served three years and ten months. He died in 1872. 
As I gather from the reading of the report (hav.ing .no personal 
knowledge of the case), this applicant was the wife of the soldier 
during the war-. He died of a complication of diseases, involv­
ing, apparently, stomach, spleen, and kidneys. 

Now, this widow could obtain a .pension under the act .of June 
2'7, 1890, which, as will be :remembered, grants pension to the , 
widow of any soldier who served ninety .days or more and was 
honorably discharged. But in this case the committee con­
cluded (as they did in another case recently considered favor­
t>.bly by the Committee of the Whole) that in view of the report 
made by two different special examiners, who went into the 
field, and summoned witnesses, and reported. to the Depavtment 
that, in their judgment, the claim was admissible under the old 
law, it would be no injustice to the Treasury, and would be a 
clear ac.t of justice to this widow to recommend tnat she be pen­
sioned at $1~ instead of $ 3 a month. 

As I have stated, her husband died in 1·872. Possibly he 1night 
have obtained a pension .had he himself .applied. T.he :.recor-d 
does not enable us to determine that.matte:r. There 'has never 
been, as _,l understand, any pensien 1paid irr·this ·case. But the 
soldier served three years and ten months. This lady is still a 
widow. These special examiners who went into -the field and 
summoned witnesseB in. the case, reported that the claim ought to 
be admitted under the genet'al lsw. Th-ereJore the committee 

. felt that it would not be going beyond what was right -to recom­
mend that she be pensioned under the general law Itt $12 a 
.month rather than under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 a month. 

This, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, Is in brief the case pre-
sented to you for your action to-night. . _ 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairma:n, I am not denying -any­
thing stated by the report or by the gentleman from Indiana. 
I am not denying the merits of ·this case. I am perfectly will­
ing to admit that it is meTitorious. From the statement which 
has been ·given to the House , I believe it is a meritorious case, 
and that no action on the part of Congress is necessary to enable 
this woman .to obtain a pension. 

..That is my objection to the passage of" this act. I believe that 
neither the House nor the Senate ought to pass measures in be­
half of claimants for pension when those clruimants have a rio-ht 
of way at the Pension Bureau. We ought not to trespass upon 
the authority and duties and jurisdic'Gion of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. MaNAGNY. Would not the fact ·that this ofd lady h as 
remained a widow for :twenty years stnc-e the death of her hus­
band, and has been totally-without relief from the Government, 
modify your opinion to some extent as to the equity of this case? 

- . ~Mr. KILGORE. Well,. that may be so. But many o:f them 
were in the same position up to the date of the passage of the 
act ef June, 1890. All of them, in fact, who were situa ted as 
this wo-man, werewithouta.pension uptothe.dateof thepassage 
of that act. 

Mr. McNAGNY. She.makesa very streng caee undertneold 
law 

Mr. KILGORE. What would she get under the old law? 
Mr. MeN AGNY. Twelve dollars a month. 
Mr. BRETZ. Oh, let the poor old woman have it. 
Mr. KILGORE.- Very well. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a 

·correction in my statement. I made the .observation ·a few mo­
-n;tents.ago that probably this man might have obtained a pen­
Sion himself. 1 find, however, that he , was wounded in the bat­
tJe of the Wilderness and was .actua1ly pensioned. There are a 

, large numbei"'l>f atfid.avits g'"Oing to show that he had contracted 
rheumatism, diarthea, and malarial poisoning in the service. 
. Mr. HUNTER. How much p~nsion did he ·dra.w? 

.Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, this report was drawn up 
by my colleague on the committee, Mr. APSLEY, who is not 
present, and I can not answer the question. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying .the bill aside _ 
to be reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 
OTIS SMITH. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (8.1640) grant­
ing- a pension to Otis Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Beitenacted, etc., That the Secretary ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to -place on the pension roll, subject to the provi­
sions and limit.at!ons of the pension laws, the name or Ot is Smith, ot North 
Cambridge, Mass., J.a.w a. private in Compa.nyD, Twentieth Regiment Mama 
Volunteer Infantry, and that he receive a pension or $30 per month in lieu 
of that which he now receives. 

There-par t (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 
The-Committee on .Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (.S. !640) to 

increase the -pension ·of Otiq Smith, which pass-ed the .Senate Aprtlll, 1894, 
and submit the following report: 

The facts~stated in tihe-report,of the Senate committee are as follows: 
" .The claimant under this bill w.as a private in Company D, Twentieth 

Regiment, Maine Voiunwer Infantry, a.nd a-rter·an honorable serv.ice of six 
months received a :painful injury in the line of duty, which resulted 1n a · 
double inguinal hernhl. and other disabililiies, which have proved perma­
nent. Soldier also contracted intermittent fever in the service, from which 
he stnl sutrers. He"Ilow draws a. ptmsion·a.t the rate of $17 per month, and 
an application for increase-has been rejected. It is admitl.ted on ·all hands 
that soldier is in a. most deplorable physical condition. 

"On one side the hernia can not be retain-ed by a truss, and soldier suffer.s 
constant. severe pain ; his mind is almost completely gone, and he 1sutterly 
unable to do any work whatever. Clahna.nt 1s 84 years old, in extreme pov­
erty, and can not possibly long survive • 

"The last medical examination by a board or pension examiners reco.m· 
mended, for the combined disabilities,. a rate of $54 .per-month, and other 
medical! e:xaiiiine.t1ons have recommended a higher rate than -is proposed in 
the penlling ·bill.'' . · 

The records of the Pension Bmea.ushow.tha.t this s6ldier is pensioned. .at 
$1'7 on ·ace-aunt or double inguinal hernia, malarial poisoning, and iDJur:v to 
back. He served 1'rom July 1' to December 9, 1862, when disohaJ.'ged becau!M 
or age · and injury, liM'ing "been -absent in hospital since October 29, 1862. 
Medical examination-at Boston,. Mass.,.in..May, 1893, rates him.$14. for .double 
hernia. a,nd &i4 for lumbago, but states that" there are no e:xt7erna.l-e:vidences or 
1n;tury to back. · 

The board also reportg him 83. years -or age-and rates him second :grade 
($30) for sel:lil.ity (old: ~ge) and .results. but .not-:for m.ala.rial ·poisoning. A 

:previous exa.mtna.tion in August, 1891, a.t Boston, :ta.ted ·$8, tor b:enrta.; $ff·tor 
· malarial"}>oiBonin~. and $8 ·for lumbago, and -second .grade r.or ·old ·age. lin 
May, 1890, he was rated $12 for hernia, $2 for injury to back, :and & 'for·chills 
an.d fever. . 

In view of the general helplessness of this man from a11 cmtSes, -your 
committee recommend that the bill.do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a ·division :{demanded by Mr. 
KILGORE) ther·e were-ayes '37, .noes 1. . 

M~· . . KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN. ·The point of order being made .thm; no 

quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 
Mr . .KILGORE and Mr. MARTIN of Indiana wer-e ·appointed 

tellers. 
The committee again divided; -and the tellertn'e-ported-~yes 

28, noes 1. 
Mr. KILGORE. A .auorum has not voted. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indfana. I ask unanimous consent·that that 

bill be passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. PJ.CKLER. I object. 
:Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope the .gentleman wilLrrot do 

that. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is no better bill on 'the Calenda-r, or a 

more deserving ene .than this. I object. 
Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. [Ap­

_plause.] 
So, .no further .count .being demanded, the bill was laid a.side 

to be reported to the House with the .recommendation that it do 
puss. 

REBECCA H. CHAMBERS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 876) grant­
ing· a pt'}nsion to Rebecca H. Chambers. 

The bill was r.ead, as follows: 
B e i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and :he hereby is, 

authorized and dll'ected to place on the pension roll, sub-jAct to the provi­
sions and limitations or the pension laws, the name of Rebecca H. Cha.mbt-rs, 
she being the only sister ot Archer S. Harmon, late of Company B. N1net-y­
;~~1c!~giment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who died unma.r.riedln ,said 

Mr. KILGORE. Let ,the report be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report in this case is somewhat 

lengthy. 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, that is no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 
Mr. MARTIN of :Indiana. Mr. Chairman, 1 ask ummimous 

•consent that I may be a-llowed to make a short explanation in 
plaee of the reading of the report. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
TL.ere was no objection . 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This ·claimant, Rebecca H. Cham­

bers, is a single ·woma.n, a widow,·who resides at Butlersville, 
Indiana, in Jennings County; her maiden name was Rebecca H. 
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Harman. She wasmarrie·d to the soldie.rmi the 18th -of March, 
1886, and her husband died on March 6, 1892. She is now un·­
married and in reduced circumstances. 

Mr. KILGORE. Whem was she married? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On the 18th of March, 1886. 
Mr. KILGORE. She was not the wife of the soldier at the 

time be performed the service? . 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; this is a sister. I want to say 

to the Committee of the Whole that this lady was the sister of 
five brothers who enlisted in the service; that when four of 
them had gone, the last one .• living with her and her mother, 
hired some one to stay in his place to take care of the mother 
and the sister. The soldier died in the service. This woman 
subsequently took care of her mother until her mother's death. 

She finally had to have one of her limbs amputated. She is 
now a one-legged woman, without anyone in the world to de­
pend upon, with no property, with five brothers who died in the 
s&rvice, and this brother of whom I have just spoken, having 
hired a ·person to stay in his place and take care of the mother 
and sister for awhile. The effect of this bill would place heron 
the pension roll at $12 a month. She is in absolute poYerty and 
in nearly as pitiable a condition as it is possible to be. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there any precedent 
for sisters being pen~ioned? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Such bills have been 

passed heretofore? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, in this Congress. You see, 

under the law, dependent brothers and sisters were pensionable, 
and in extreme cases like this and cases not so strong as this, 
Congress has felt that where adependentbrother or sister might 
be entitled to a pension, as in this case, where the woman had 
become of age, the act might be extended that far. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no general leg­
islation that would cover this case? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; none at all, and I suppose 
that no general legislation could be ma-de that would cover this 
class of cases. 

.Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there no provision in 
that part ot the country whereby people who can not take care 
of themselves can be sent to the almshouse or be cared for by the 
00~~ . . 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suppose so, but--
Mr. RYAN. I hope that the sister of five brothers who died 

in the Armv will not be per,mitted to go to the poorhouse. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I should like to know 

what the precedents are for this action? . 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish I could call the name of 

the case. The gentleman questioned me about it_ one night , 
here, within the last two months. It was a bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS], I think, and re­
ported by the gentleman from illinois [Mr. McDANNOLD]. That 
was a case where the woman was then or had been in the poor-
house. • 

Mr. KILGORE. Was this lady ever married? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; and her husband has been 

dead for several years. 
Mr. KILGORE. Were these brothers who were lost in the 

war, and this one who survived the war, any of them married? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think probably they were, ex­

eept this one. These young men, one after another, all enlisted 
in"the Union Army, Samuel Harman in the Eighty-second Regi­
ment Indiana Volunteers; John Harman in Company B, One Hun­
dred and Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, who died while 
in the service in the hospital at Louisville, Ky.; James Harman 
in Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers; 
Michael Harman in the Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Ca.v­
alry; ArcherS. Harman in Company B, Ninety-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, who died in the hospital in St. Louis, Mo., 
while in the service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, if they bad wives surviving them, 
their wives drew pensions onaccountof their service and death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, their widows would be pen­
sioned, but this one I speak of did not have any wife. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was this lad.y married? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. She was married in 1886. Her 

' husband died March 6, 1892. 
Mr. KILGORE. I think this is going a long way to allow a 

pension in such a case as this. . 
Mr. RYAN. This is a very meritorious case. 

I .Mr. KILGORE. Oh, it is a meritorious case, so far as charity 
is concerned, but it is stretching the law a long way, according 
to my notion, to put this lady on the pension roll. 

l Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The mother in this case--
Mr. KI.LGORE. Mr. Chairman, as I can not hear what is go­

ing on from the conversation that is taking place, I may insist 

'on 'closing up this business if we can-not have order hrthis com­
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the order 
is a litLle better than usual. · · 

Mr. MARTIN oi Indiana. I desire to say, further, Mr. Chair­
man, the mother of this claimant applied for a pension on ac­
count of the death of the soldier. who died unmarried, but that 
pension was not allowed until after the death of the mother, 
which occurred September 25, 1885. The accrued portion of 
this pension, being the proportional share for three months, was 
paid the claimant, to reimburse her, although a vet·y small re­
imbursement, for the expenses during the last sickness and death 
of her mother. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think that sort of a bill ought to 
pass. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom­
mendation. 

JOHN C. NUSS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H . R. 

6926) for the relief of John C. Nues. · 
The bill was read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill does not seem to be in order un­

der the rule. 
Mr. MAHON. Who has charge of that bill? Is there any­

one present who has charge of that bill? -
. The CHAIRMAN. From the reading of the bill it does not 
seem to be in order under the rule. Perhaps some gentleman 
can explain the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem!l.n from Pennsylvania asks 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. Without objec­
tion, that order will be m ade. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ELLEN G. HEINER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
H27) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner. 

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

authorized and directed to 1ncrease and pay a pension of 1540 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received, to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of the late 
Capt. Robert G. Heiner, now deceased, of Company A, First United States 
Regular Infantry, and who was formerly firs t lieutenant of Company K, 
Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to be subject to the provisiOns and 
limitations of the pension laws, from and after the p<tssage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. STRAUS) was read, as follows: 
The Commit.tee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1427) grant· 

1ng an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, have considered the 
same a-nd report as follows: . 

This blll is accompanied by ·senate Report No. 185, this session. and the 
same, containing a. full fltatement or the facts, is adopted by your commit­
tee as their report, and the b1ll .is returned to the House with the recom­
mendation that it do pass. 

[Senat-e-Report No. 185, Fifty-third Congress, second st~ssion.] 
'rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1427) grant 

ing an increa-se of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, have considered the 
same and report as follows: · 

A similar bill having unanimously passed the Senate during the last Con­
gress, amended so as to allow an increase to ~0 instead of $50 per month, 
your committee adopt the report made thereon, hereto appended, and reCJ 
ommend the passage of the bill as it formerly passed the ::;enate. 

[Senate Report No. 962, Fitty-second Congress, first session.) 
Robert G. Heiner was mustered into service as a second lieutenant, 

Twenty-second United States Colored Troops, December 26, 1863; promoted 
tote first lieutenant January 25, 186E, and was honorably mustered out of 
service October 16, 1865. He accepted appointment of second lieutenant, 
Eleventh United States In!antry, April27, 1866; was transferred to Twenty­
ninthinfantry, September 21, 1866; promoted to be first lieutenant July 28, 
1866, and captain September 29, 1879, serving continuously untll November 
27, 1890, when he died a.t Columbus (Ohio) barracks. Cause of death, apo­
plexy, following chronic Bright's disease. 

Capt. Heiner, left no propert.y or other means of support for his family 
except a small house in Western Pennsylvania, which rents for $12 per 
month. 

The widow who asks for the increase contemplated by this. bill has three 
children, two being dependent, one a daughter of about 17 years, in delicate 
health, and a son about 15 years old. Her mother, aged 72 years, is also de­
pendent upon her. 

In view of all the· circumstances and facts your committee recommend 
the passage of the bill with the following amendment: In line 4 strike out 
the word " fifty" and insert "forty." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the views of the 
minority. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an 
inquiry. II there be no gentleman present who will object tc 
my request, I will ask that that bill be passed over, in view of 
the fact that there is a minority report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BANKHEAD] introduced that bill and the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. STRAUS] reported it. . 
· The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing this bill over 
without prejudice? · · 

• 
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, Mr. KILGORE. I object. ·. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the views of the 
minority. , . · 

The views of the minority were read, as follows: 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The majority of the Committee on Pensions having favorably report.ed 
the Senate bill No. 1476, granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. 
Heiner, the undersigned, a member of the committee, desires to submit the. 
following reasons why, in his judgment, the bill should not pass. · . · 

Mrs. Heiner is now receiving a pension rated at It~ per month, .and m ad­
dition to this she receives IB12 per month from rented property and.$'70 per 
month salary as a clerk in the Treasury Department. Her total annual in­
come is over $1,200. Her children are all past the age of 16 years, and in the 
natural order of things will soon become self-sustaining. In fact one son, 
as the undersigned is reliably informed, is now in the Unite<! States Army 
with the rank and pay of a lieutenant. 

There is nothing shown in the soldier's record or in any of the papers 
submitted to the committee to warrant Congress in favoring this widow 
above widows of other soldiers of similar rank, and it certainly can not be 
claimed that the increase of pension asked for is necessary to the comforta­
ble support of herself and family. She does not need the additional pen­
sion, and, in the light of the facts above stated, there is no reason whatever 
for granting it to her unless an equal increase is made by general enact­
ment in all cases of the same class. 

There has not been, so far as I have heard, a. single valid argument ad· 
vanced in support of this bill, and, 1n my opinion, it would be a gross per· 
version of the powers of Congress to make an exception of a case so utterly 
devoid or merit. -

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

month; and an amendment-striking out the words "Black Hawif;·• in line 8, 
and substituting therefor the words " Sac and Fox." 

The CHAIRMAN. Without obje~tion, .the amQndments will 
be agreed to, and the bill as amended will be ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
JOHN F. FOSTER. 

The next b usiness on the Private Calendar was -the bill (H. R. 
5405) for the relief of John F. Foster, late Company C, Eighth 
Iowa Cavalr y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it en.acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1s hereby, au­

thorized and directed to put upon the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name or John F. Foster, late of Company C, Eighth Iowa Cav· 
alry. 

'l'he amendments recommended by the committee were re~:td, 
as follows: 

Strike out the word.s "at the rate of $12 per month" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words "subject to the provisions and limitations of the act ap­
proved June ?:7, 1890. 

Also that the title be amended so as to read: ".A bill to pension John F. 
Foster." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report of the ma­
jority and the views of the minority. There is a minority report 
in this case. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

5405} granting a pension to John F. Fost~r. submit t.he following report: 
WEAR CRAWFORD. John F. Foster enlisted July 1, 1863, in Company C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry 

The next busiti.ess on the· Private Calendar was the bill (H. Volunteers. l::fe wem into Camp Henderson at Davenport, Iowa, where he 
h 

.1. took sick about September 20, 1863, with chronic diarrhea and rl;mematism, 
R. 6928) a bill to remove the charge of desertion from t e m1 1- and was not mustered into the service because of said disabilities. He filed 
tary record of Wear Crawford. a claim for pension (No. 751605), which claim has not been allowed because 

- The bill was read · the soldier was not mustered into the service. 
M TALBERT f• ,... th C 1. M Ch · I k th t He is now 70 years of age, and is disabled by rheumatism, has lost the use 

r: o .::;ou aro tna. r. airman, as a of his left hand and sight of left eye. · 
that bill be passed over without prejudice. Richard L. McKenzie testifies to the present disabllity of the soldier. 

Tho CHAIRMAN Without obJ'ection that- order will be ':Villi~m C. Cullum testifies as to ~he enlistment and contracting of dis· 
· . ' ability m the United States service m camp at Davenport.; that he was a: 

made. sound man at enlistment, and that his disability still continues. Said Cul· 
.There was no objection, and it was so ordered. lumwasamemberoftheEighthiow'aCavalry. 

· John P. Campbell also testifies as to the soldier's enlistment, and that he 
ROSANNA COBB. was sound and healthy at time of enlistment, and that on his return home 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. was sutrering f~om chronic diarrhea and rheumatism; that he is still sutter-
599 4) t' · t R C bb 'd f Ed d ing from said diseases. 

-:t gran tng a ·pensiOn o osanna o , WI ow 0 mon From the evidence filed with your committee, it appears that the soldier 
Cobb, decea sed, late of Black Hawk war. property enlisted and contracted the said diseases in the service before mus-

The bill was read as follows: ter, and tha:t by reason of such illness wa~ not mustere~ into the UJ?.ited 
' . States serVIce, and the failure to muster hun prevents him from haVIng a 

Be it enacttd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, pensionable status. 
autho.ri7:ed ~nd directe:i to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis1<?ns Your committee think that he should be pensioned ·tor said diseases at 
and lllllitat10~s of the pension laws, the name of Rosanna Cobb, of P1~e such rate as his disability would entitle him to. 
County, lll., Widow of the late Edmond Cobb. deceased, who was a privatem Your committee recommend the amendment of the bill bf strikina out 
McDow's regimentof Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and allow the words "at the rate of $12 per month'' and by inserting mlieu thereof 
her a pension of $8 per month. the words "subject to the provisions and limitations of the act approved 

.. aTfohleloams~ndments recommended by-the committee were read, J~;~b~:~h~ title be amended so as to read: "A bill to pension John F . 

...., W • Foster." 
Strike out the word •• eight, " in line 9, and Insert in lieu thereof the word .And that as so amended the bill do pass. • 

.. twelve." so as to fix the rate of pension at $12 per month; and strike out Th • f th · • t d f 11 
the words "Black Hawk," in line 8. and substituting therefore· the words e Vlews 0 e m1nor1 Y were rea ' as 0 ows: 
"Sac and Fox." The salient point in this case is this: 

Mr . .MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask whether the member The petitioner was never in the mllitary service of the United States so 
far as appears from the records of the War Department. As against this 

having charge of that bill is present? If not, I move that it be want of record the petitioner alleges that he enlisted about July 1,1863, in 
laid aside. Company C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry, went into camp at Davenport, Iowa; 

M M DANNOLD M Ch · 1 · t d d th t bill d was taken sick about September 20,1863, with diarrhea and rheumatism, and 
r. C · r. airman, In ro uce a an finally lost the use otleft hand and sight of left eye; he does not state when 

would like to have the report read. or how he left the service, or when or why his eye became atrected. 
Mr. MAHON. That is all right. William C. Cullom states, not in his own handwriting, that he knew of 
The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: Foster's enlistment in the Eighth Iowa Cavalry, often met him in camp at 

Davenport, knew ot his being tal{en sick With diarrhea and rheumatism, 
'l'he Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1)99() and has seen him sutrering since with rheumatism of left hand, arm, and 

granting a pension to Hosanna. Cobb, have considered the same, and report side, and believes he was free from these diseases July 1,1833. 
as follows: John P. Campbell testifies in almost the same words as Mr. Cullum. 

The claimant is the widow of Edmund Cobb, who served from June 4 to Whether these men were themselves, in fact, in the Eighth Iowa Cavalry is 
July 2, 1831, as a private in Capt. McDow's Company of illinois Volunteers not shown. · 
in the Sac and Fox Indian war. Richard L. McKenzie test1fies that he has known Mr. Foster for thirtee:Q 

The soldier's service was recognized by the allowance of a bounty land- .years, and knows that he has rheumatism in left side, and appears to have 
warrant under the act of 1855, but the widow's claim for pension under the lost sight of the left eye and use of left hand. 
Indian war act of July Z'l, 1892, was rejected because the service was ren- · Aside from this the committee has no evidence before it. 
dered prior to 1832 and the act referred to includes only the Indian wars Now, the sole question in this case is, was this man a soldier of the United 
from 1832 to 1842. States? Is it possible that he could have enlisted and remained with his 

It appears from her application on file at the Pension O!Hceth.a.t Mrs. Cobb regiment for near three months and yet the rolls of that regiment show no 
is now nearly 80 years old. The sold.ierdied November 10, 1856. The follow- trace of him? Whether he was such soldier seems to the undersigned to 
ing letter contains a full statement of the merits of the case: be clearly a matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military 

W D c Jli .Alfairs to consider. If a bill should be passed directing the Secretary of 
ASHINGTON, · ·• ay 15• lB9l. War to place his name on therolls of that regiment, he could then·prosecutlt 

MY DEAR SIR; Having been informed that you have introduced a bill for his claim for pension under the general law. . 
the pension of Mrs. Rosanna Cobb, of Perry, Ill., and wish to know some In recommending the passage of this bill the committee is unfairly im· 
thing of her pecuniary condition, I make the following statement: pinging upon the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, and is, 

I was born and lived in Perry twenty-three years. I have known her from m effect (upon what the undersigned consider entirely insufilcient evi· 
my earliest recollection, and all that time she has supported herself by her dence), declaring, in contravention of the records of the War Department., 
own labor-doing washing, housecleaning, etc. She did the heavy work tha.t this man did serve for ninety days or more as a soldier in Company C, 
at my own home for years, and I know her to be an honest, worthy woman. Eighth Iowa cavalry. . 
Now that she is too old to work, her daughter has dons plain sewing for the For these reasons the undersigned recommend that the bill do lie on the 
support of both. She has no sons nor any daughter who is able to give her table. 
much aid. I would rest>ectfully urge a speedy action in this case, as I under-
stand she is now bedridden and may live but a few months. I am, 

:M.. R. BALDWIN. 
C. J. ERDMAN. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
MRS. WILLIAM J. BRYAN. 

Hon. JOHN J. MCD.ANNOLD, 
· · House of Representatives. . 
After full consideration of all the facts your committee are of the opinion 

that the ~ill is a deserving one, and its passage is.resi>ectfully recommended, 
With an amendment striking out .the word ·•eight," in line 9; and inserting 
ln lieu thereof the word" twelve," so as to fix the rate of pension a.t $12 ner 

Mr. LACEY. Mt·. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 
The_ comm,ittee divided; and there were-ayes 2.3, noes 6. 
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M-r. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. fares and transfers on certain stl'eet-car lines in the District of 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina Columbia-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will ap- By Mr. BAKER. of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 781:37) to provide 
point as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] and .the means for gathering and storinll" rainwater in semiarid reuions 
gentleman [rom South Carolina rMr. TALBERT]. of the United States, and for other purposes-to the Comntittee 

Mr. LACEY (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
moUR consent that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7896) to authorize the .eontrol 

Mr. KILGORE. I ob~ect. ' of water for agricultural pm·poses-to the Committee on Ways 
The CHAIRMAN. 'rhe gentiemanfrom Texas objects. The and Means. 

tel1ers will resume their -places. By Mr. BLAIR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 214) pravidingfo1' 
ThecommHtee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes the investigation of acts of unlawful violence thro..1~hout the 

15, noes 4 country alleged to have been inflicted on account of crime-to 
Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. the Committee on Labor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The poin.tof no quorum being made, the By Mr. BLAND: A resolution direeti:n.g the Committee on 

Ch..1.ir: under the rule, will cause the roll to be called. Ways and Means to report a bill for an income tax that will pro-
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. duce $100,000,000 o:f revenue annually, and to place all grades of 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (pending the call). Mr. C'nairman, sugar on the free list-to tho Committee on Ways and Means. 

I ask unanimous consent tha;t the gentleman from Texas with-
draw his point of no quorum, and that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice. If that is agreed to, I will make a motion 
that the committee rise, so that we may pass some of these bills 
that have already been dis.posed of in committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
The Clerk resumed the call of the roll. 
Mr. KILGORE (during the call). Mr. Chairman, if I under­

stand the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. it is that he 
will mo ve that the committee rise. J:n that case I am wil1ing to 
withdraw the pGint of no qu.o:cum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indian-a [Mr. MAR­
TIN] asks unanimous consent to vacate the ordei""fOt' :the call of 
the roll, that the point ot no quorum be withdrawn, and that 
this bill netain its place on the Cale-ndar without prejmiice. 

'l'here was no objection, and it was so erdered. 
llir. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was.agree-d to. 
The eommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. WILLIAMS of Dli­

no1s having resumed the chair as Speaker p?·o tempore, Mr. DoCK­
ERY, f-r.om the Committee of -the Whole,. reported that they had 
h.ad under consideration sundry bills and had directed him to 
report the ~me to the House with various vecommendations. 

M:r. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if there be no objec­
tion, and if it be in order, I would like to put the bills that ha.ve 
been favorably reported upon their passage. 

M'r.. KILGORE.. 1 ohje·ct. . 
Mr. MARTIN ofindiaua. I move. that the Honse dQ now ad­

journ. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House acoondingly· (at 9 

o clock and 55 minutes p.m.) adjourned until Mondayne.x:t at 12 
o'clock m. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, pri..va.te bills,arrdr-esotutionswere 

severally re-ported from committees, de-livered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 5732) fm.· the relief of Cltarles W. Russey. (Report 
No. 1.364). 

By Mr. 1\fARTIN, from the Committ;ee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenan:t. (Rermrl No. 
1365). 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 5551) for the relief of Emily A. Mann. (Report No. 
1ij66). 

By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions: A bill (H. R. 3343) for the relief of Mrs. Cinna. Rickards, 
widow of John D. Rickards. (Report No. 1367). 

By Mr. POST. from the Committee on the District of Colum­
bia.: A bill (H. R. 7582) providing-far reconveyance by District 
Commissioners of certain lands to Andrew J. and Mary E. Cur­
tis. (Report No. 1368.) 

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolution, and memorials 

or the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7886) to prevent mo­
nopolization of patented inventions-to the Committee on 
Patenta. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New. York: A bill (H. R. 78S4) to amend 
section 2 of the act approved February 15, 1893, entitled "An 
act gran.ting additional quarantine powers and imposing addi­
tional duties upon the Marine Hospital Service-to the Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD \by reque~t): A bill (H. R. 7885) to regulate 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
U rrder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 

titles were present-ed and referre.d as follows: 
By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7888) for- the· relief 

0f H. K. Edwards-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of Thomas 

Riley-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7890) for the relief of Henry 

Bateman-to the Committee on Claims.. 
By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H.R. 7891) 1io authorize payment of 

comnnrtation to David Jones-to the Oommittee.on Military Af­
fairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. B. 7892.) for the relief of Al­
brecht Nest, late of the United Stat-es Navy-to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 7893) to grant a pension to Arm­
stead Rawlings, of Arkansas-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland-: A bill (H. R. 7894') removing 
the charge of desertion fi•om the record of James H. Andrews­
to the Committee en Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 7895) granting a pension to Bu­
ford W. Patterson-to the-Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lofRuleXXII, thefoUowingpetition.sand papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and refereed as follows·: -

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Pa-pers t ,o accompany 
HGuse bill 18T.9, to remove the charge of desertion now stand­
ing against Ja.mes H. Waters-to the Committee on Military 
Affai-rs. 

By Mr. BLAIR-: Remenstranceof frate-rnal orders againstthe 
income tax-to the Committee on Wavs and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of F. E. Dougherty and 126 other 
citizens of Pike County, Ohio, for the survey and estimates for 
a ship canal from the lakes to the Ohio River by way or. Sandusky 
and Scioto Rivers-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By :\lr. DAVIS of Kansas: Petitionof 250 citizens of Chicago, 
Ill. , praying for the impeachment of Richard Olney, Attorney­
General of the United States, for misuse of his official position 
by the prostitution of Federal courts-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany House bill for relief 
of Thomas Riley-to the Committee on Military Affail's. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the officials of First 
Baptist Church of Camden, N.J., against the passage of House 
bill 6913, appropriating Government moneys to sectarian schools 
and undertakings-to the Committee on I ndia.n Affairs. 

Also, petition of George S. Hains and 525 others, of Camden, 
N. J~, and the vicmity, protesting against the passage of Hou~e 
bill 6913, appropriating public money to sectarian institutions 
or schools-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the officers of the board of the Third M-etho­
dist Episcopal Church, of Camden, N. J . ., re-presenting a me~ 
t ership of 750, against the passag-e of House bill 6913, appropri­
ating public moneys to sec~ian schools and · undertakings-to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Broadway Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Camden, N.J.,officia,l board, representing l,ZOOmembers,against 
the passage of House bill 69131 appropriating public moneys to 
sectarian schools or undertarkings~to the Cmmmtooe en Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the officials of the Centenary Methodist Epis­
copal Church, of Camden, N. J., authorized by their members, 
numbering 350, against the passage of House bill ti\H3, appropri­
ating Government moneys for sectarian schools and undertak· 
ings-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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AlsotpetitioneftheEigbth StraetMeth.odistEpiscopalChnrch, 
of Camden., N. J., against the passage of House bill 6913, appro­
priating Government moneys to seetarian schools an.d under­
takings-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. M. E. Snyderr, pastor of the Slate Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden, N.J., numbering 200 
members, by unallimous request oi the members, against the 
passage of the House- hll16913, appropriating Government mon­
eys to sectarian schools and undertakings-to the Committee 
on Iadain Affairs. 

By Mr. WEADQCK: Petition of Max A. Dormer, Henry Koch., 
Theo. Mackinson, of Evangelical Lutheran Zion's Church, Bea­
ver,. Mich! against the. amendment of preamlrle of the Constitu­
tion-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. H. P. Partenfelder, Max Boen, Mike 
Kamm, of. Emanuel Lutheran Church of. Bay City, Mich., against 
amendment to preamble of Constitution-to, the Committee on 
the Judiciary. -

Also, petition of H. C. Kuechle, pastor of Emanuel Lutheran 
Church of Alpena, Mieh, against amendment ef preamble to 
the- Constitution.-to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of T. Hartman, pas.OO:r; E.. 0. Summerfeld, and 
U. Miller, trustees or St. Paul Lutheran Church of Posen, Mich., 
against amendment of preamble of too Con&titntion~to the Com­
mittee en the Ju.dicia1-y. 

Also, petition of Ferdinand Sievers an"d others., Qf Bay Coonty, 
Mich. agaiast the adoption of an amendment- to- the Cons_titu· 
tion-to the Commit.tee on. the Ju..diciary~ · 

Also, petition or Rev. George Brenthal,. pastor; Christian 
Hildner and George Ortner, trustees, Michael Lutheran Church, 
Richville, Mich~, ~o-ainst amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution-to the Committee on the Judiciary~ 

Also, petition of Rev. Emil Du"IT, pasto-r, JOhn Graf and 
August Worth, elders, St. Paul Luth.eTan Churcht Unionville, 
Mich., against amendment to the preamble of the Constitution­
to the Committee on the Judi~i'ary. 

SENATE. 
SA.TURD..A.Y,..ih&!Jlt:St 4, 1894. 

On motion of Mr .. GALLINGER, and. b~ uuani:maus ennsen.t, 
the. reading ef the Journal of yesterday's p-roceedings was. dis­
pense:d with. 

EN-ROLLED BII.LS SIGNED. 

A message: fro-m theJ H.o;use <tl Representatives, by; Mr-. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, annotl.ll.eed that the Speakel'" g;.f the 
Rouse had. sign-edl the fqUow1ng- enrolled bills;· and' thBy were 
the.l"'eupon: ei,uned by the: V:ica-Presiden:t. 

A. bill (H. R. 2131 to pay f-ol"" alley condemned. in- square Ne. 
493, in the ei1Jy- of W ashingten, D. C.~ 
_ A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the. Re­

vised Statutes,. relating to ba:rratry on the high seas; 
A bill (H.R. b720-} providing tor the Fesu"YVey of Grant and 

Hooker Counties:,. i:n the 8-tat.e o!.. Nebraska~ and 
A bill (R-R 1488) au.thorizing the Secretary of the Interior 

to grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs .Reserrvation, Ar­
kansas, for- cold ... water reservoirs-. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS. 
M1·- PERKINS.. I present a telegram from the Board of 

Trade of San Francisco, CaL, an erganizatie.n representing 
several hundred oi the leading business men of tha.t city, re­
monstrating- against. the passage of the so-called Bailey bl1Ilk­
ruptcy bill, whieh is now upon our Calendar. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agre.ed to. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Los 

Angeles, Cal., remonstr:ating against the s.u:ppo t of the Gov­
ernment in maintB.in:ing the present system of seetarian Indian 
education.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af­
fairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of R~ B. Clark and 
s-undry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that in the 
passa-ge of any law providing for the taxation oi incomes the 
funds of fraternal bene.ficia.ry societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted frem taxatiaa; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

H& also pxesented memD:Pial.s. of Rev. Frank Blomfield and 
sundry other citizens of Dexter; of Jacob C. Winning and sun_.. 
dry other citizens of Adrian_; of Re-v:. Thomas Midd-lemes and 
sundry other citizens of Alpena; of W. S. Hazelton and sundry 
o~~er citizens ef .Leonar~; ?f James H. Gagli~rand sundry other 
c1t1zens of Detro1t; of W1lliam J. Hatton and sundry other citi­
Z6lns o! Escanaba, and of William P. Warren and sundry other 

citizens of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres­
e-nt system of sectarian In-dian education, etC..; which were re­
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr .. SQUIRE presented a patition of sundry members of the 
bar of Yakima Gounty, Wash., prayin-g for the est::tolishment 
of a district and circuit court term for the courts of. the United 
States at North Yakima, to emlrrace the counties of Yakima, 
Kittitas, and Klickitat, in, the State of Washington; which was 
rererred t{) the Committee on the Judiciary. -

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of_Commerce o1 
Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $30,00 be 
made for the establishment and maintenance of one or-more fish 
hatcheries upon- the waters of the Columbia River, in thatState; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Seattle, 
Wash._, prayingfol:' the passage ef Senate bill No. 2115, to pro­
vide fo1r the regulated free coinage of silver bullion into stand­
ard dollars-of the United Statesr and torthe preservation oi the 
parity or value of the various kinds of coined m-oney of the 
United States; which were referred to thB Committee on Fi­
nance. 

He also presented sundry memorials e-f citizens of SfY.>kane, 
Tacom-a, Reardan. Seattle, Ballard, Castle- Reck, Bellingham 
Bay, Davenport, Ellensburg, Kalama, Sumner, Shelton, Medi­
cal Lake, Port Angeles, and Puyallup~ all in the State of Wash­
ington,. ~emonstrating against the s-up-po.rt of the Go:vernment 
]n maintaining the present S:JS:tem ill sectarian Indian educa.· 
tion., etn._; which ware refer-red. to· the- Committee on Indian. Af­
fairs, 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial af Sa.m.uel R. Tuttle and 
27 other citizens of Co.ncor~ Mass., remonstrating against the 
support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian India.n educatio-n;· which was refePred to the- Com­
mittee on Indian Affai-rS". 

Mr. VILAS presented the-m.Bmorfu.-1 of P. A. Colby and sun­
dry other citi.z.ens otWa1q>a.ca,. Wis....,. remonstrating a,.O'Sinst the 
Bt!pport of the Governmen.t in ma.in.taini..ng the: present- system 
of seetm-ian: Indian educati-on, &te.; whieh was referred: to the 
Com.mrtte.e on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a. m"B-mocialof. 150 citizens of Cin­
cinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the support. t>f the Gov­
ernment in ma.intaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education)' e:te..; which: was. -rele.rred to. the' Committee, oa Indian 
Affairs".. 

Mr. CULLOM prese.n.ted a. memorial of sun.d:ryeitizansof Chi­
cago, Ill., and a memorial of. su..nd:ry citizens ill Roekford., ill., 
remonstrating against the suppor-t o! the Government in main­
iain.in.g the present syst~ of sec.t.arian Indian education, etc.; 
which we:re referred to t.he Co.m.mlttee on Indian Affairs. 

R.ElPOR.TS OF COMM.IT'.FEES. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Cgmmittee on Indian A.:ffaira, tow hom 
was referred the bill (S. 2107) granting to the Northern: Missis­
sippi Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian 
reservations in Minnesota, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee o.rr PeiiSien£:, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with­
out ame-ndment, and submitted re-ports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2'm) granting a pension to Elizabeth Naw-, widow 
of Jethrow New; and 

A b-ill (H. R. 4811} to· pension Mary Trimble. 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I amdirecte.d by the Committee on Epi­
demic Diseases, to whom was referred a lettar from the Secre­
tary of the Treasury under data of August 4, 1894, and the draft 
of a biU for the amend men f ot the act granting additional q uar­
antine powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine 
Hospital Service, to report a bill, and, as there is an emergency 
in this case, to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. 2"280) to amend section 2 of the act approved Feb­
ruary 15, 1893, entitled "An act granting additional quarantine 
powers and imposing- additional duties upon the M-arine Hos­
pita1 Service," was read the first time by its title. 

By unanimous consent, the bill wa~ read the second time at 
length and considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows: 

& it enacted., etc., That section 2 of the act apiJroved February 15~ lB93, en­
titled "An act granting additional: qu.arant:ln~ powers and imposing_addl­
tdona.I dllties upon th~ Marine Hospital Service," is hereby amended by 
adding to the end of said section the following: 

"The. provisions of this act shall not apply to vessels plying between for­
eign ports on or- near the frontiers of the United States a.nd ports ef t~e 
United States a.dja.eent thereto~ but. the Secretary ot the Treasury is here­
by authorized, when, in his. discretion, it is expedient t<>r the preservation 
of the public health, to establish r-egulations governing such vessels." 

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