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wiscoNSIN. Mark H. Moody to be postma ter at Waterbury, in the county 
James Harris to be postmaster: at Prairie du Chien, in the of Washington and State of Vermont. 

county of Crawford and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ira D. wiscoNsiN. 
Hurlbut. Incumbent's commission expires April 10, 1906. David c. Owen to be postmaster at Milwaukee, in the county 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the s~nate Mat·ch 6, 1906. 

CIRCUIT JUDGE OF HAW AIL 

William J. Robinson, of Hawaii, to be third judge of the cir­
cuit court, first circuit, of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Executive nominations con{i1·nwd by the Senate March 7, 1906. 
CONSUirGENERAL. 

Amos P. Wilder, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Hongkong, China .. 

MARSHALS. 
Claudius Dockery, of North Carolina, to be United States 

marshal for the ea tern district of North Carolina. 
Charles B. Hopkins, of the State of Washington, to be United 

States marshal for the western district of Washington. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA. 

Ida 0. Tillman to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Geneva and State of Alabama. 

ARKANSAS. 

William L. Jefferies to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Arkansas. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Austin Wiley to be postmaster at Arcata, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of California. 

KE~TUCKY. 

E. S. Moss to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county of 
,Whitley and Sta1:e of Kentucky. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Walter N. Beal to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

William F. Darby to be postmaster at North Adams, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Joseph M. Hollywood to be postmaster at Brockton, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

MICHIGAN. 

Ramsay Arthur to be postmaster at Schoolcraft, in the county 
of K-alamazoo and State of Michigan. 

Charles Brown to be postma~er at Vicksburg, in the county 
of Iialamazoo and State of Michigan. 

Seymour Foster to be postmaster at Lansing, in the county 
of Ingham and State of Michigan. 

Glover E. Laird to be postmaster at Mendon, in the county of 
St. Jo e:ph and State of Michigan. 

Richard B. Lang to be postmaster at Houghton, in the county 
of H ughton and State of Michigan. 

Albert A. Worthington to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the 
county of Berrien and State of Michigan. 

~~SOT A. 

Joseph Cowin to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county of 
Nobles and State of Minnesota. 

John P. Matt on to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Minne ota. 

NEW MEXICO. 
Robert W. Hopkins to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the 

county of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico. 

of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 
WASHINGTON. 

James N. Scott to be postmaster at Kennewick, in the county 
of Yakima and State of Washington. ' 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

WEDNESDAY, Jf arch 'l, 1906. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoUDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
COAL TO CITIZENS OF NOME, ALASKA. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send to 
the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the follow­
ing joint resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, au­

thorized to cause to be sold to the citizens of Nome, Alaska, at its 
actual cost to the United States at the place of sale, such limited quan­
tities of coal for domestic uses as, in his judgment, can safely be 
spared from the stock provided for the use of the garrison at Fort 
Davis, Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. This is in the form of a bill : 
Be it enacted, etc.-
If there be no objection, the title will be amended. Is there 

objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
'l'here was no objection. 
'l'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CAPRO~, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

wa laid on the table. 
By unanimous consent, the title waS' amended to make ft 

read: "A bill (H. R. 16305) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to sell certain coal in Alaska, and for other purposes." 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill ; 
and pending that, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be concluded to-day, and that the time be con­
b·olled by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] and my• 
self in equal parts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani­
mous consent that general debate upon the Indian appropria­
tion bill be closed to-day and that the time be controlled half 
and half by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. Is there objection? 

1\ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I have no objection to that ar­
rangement, Mr. Speaker. 

There was no objection. 
The motion of It!r. SHERMAN was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House re olved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con­
sideration of the bill H. R. 15331-the Indian approp.!U.ation 
bill-with Mr. CURRIER in the chair. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
W. M. Currie to be postmaster at Maxton, in the 

Robeson and State of North Carolina. 

1\ir. SHERl\IAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen­
county of tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Ch~rman, as a member 
Elizabeth H. Hill to be postmaster at Scotland Neck, 

county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. 
in the of the committee that reported this bill I desire to submit a few 

RHODE ISLAND. 

H. Elmer Freeman~ be postmaster at Phillipsdale, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode I~land. 

ob ervations on tbe bill and upon the general subject of Indian 
legislation. In South Dakota we have a population of some­
thing more than 20,000 Indians. I have been a re ident of that 
State about twenty-four years. I have resided in the section 
of the State adjacent to the Sioux Indian re ervations, and 

TEXAS. therefore in di cussing the subject of Indian legi lation I am 
Frank Leahy to be postmaster at Rodgers, in the county of going to ·speak from the standpoint of one who knows omething 

Bell and State of Texas. about the Indians from actual contact and ob ervation. 
Charles McCormack to be postmaster at Plainview, in the Mr. Chairman, whenever legislation is sugge ted in this House 

county of Hale and State of Texas. for the benefit and adYancement of the Indians, or to open for 
Lola Weand to be postri:laster at Fort Sam Houston, in the settlement Indian re ervations that are not used by the In· 

county of Bexar and State of Texas. dians, there are certain people throughout the East that show 
VERMONT. signs of hysteria and expre s alarm and fear that the " poor 

Julius 0. Belknap to be postmaster at South Royalton, in the I Indian," as they say, is again about to be robbed or outraged. 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. I propose to show, Mr. Chairman, that instead of tte Indian 
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being mistreated, that he bas been most generously treated, 
treated better in many respects than our white citizens. 

The bill before the committee, as suggested by the chairman, 
is n·~w in form. The com..mittee considered that the old form, 
which had been in u e many years, was not such a form as 
presented the different subjects that the bill covers in the most 
intelligent manner, and therefore they have adopted and pre­
sented here a new form of a bill which I am certain, as stated 
by the chairman yesterday, will meet with the approval of the 
l\Iembers of the House when they become familiar with the 
changes and the new form. 

The bill contains appropriations for absolute gratuities of 
$585,000. About that amount is appropriated every year as a 
gratuity. The bill contains au item for the support of schools 
of $3,558,405, and, as the chairman of the committee stated yes­
terday, practically that amount is a gratuity. In other words, 
we expend that amount of money annually for the education 
of the Indians that is paid out of the Treasury as a gratuity. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the Indian allot­
ment law enacted in 1887. That act, recognizing that the 
Indians bad certain rights in the laud which they occupy as 
reservations, provided for allotiug t9- each individual Indian 
a certain quantity of land, and to each head of a family, to 
each child over 18 years old, and also to each child, regardless 
of its age, under 18 years. That provision gives to au Indian 
with a family of four or five children from a section to a section 
and a half of land. 

In the Sioux Reservation in South Dakota, with which I am 
familiar, the allotment features of the law opening that portion 
which was ceded in 1889 increased the area of the allotment 
by doubling the amount as provided in the original allotment 
act, so that allotments are made in quantites as follows: 

To each head of a family, 320 acres; to each single person over 18 
years of age, one-fourth of a section; to each orphan child under 18 
years of age, one-fourth of a section; and to each other person under 
18 years now living, or who may be borne prior to the date of the order 
of the President directing an allotment of the lands embraced in any 
reservation, one-eighth of a section: Provided, That where the lands 
on any reservation are mainly valuable for grazing purposes an addi­
tional allotment of such grazing lands, in quantities as above provided, 
shall be made to each individual. 

So that an Indian with a family may take 640 acres of graz­
ing land or 320 acres of agricultural land ; to each child over 18 
years of age, 320 acres of grazing laud, and to each child under 
18 years of age, 160 acres of grazing land. 

Now, in the case of an Indian with five children there is 
awarded to him and his family something like 1,400 acres it 
it is grazing land, or one-half that amount of agricultural land. 
The laud is held in trust for a period of twenty-five years. It 
is not subject to taxation, and it becomes his absolute property 
at the expiration of twenty-five years, and be bas the benefit 
and use of it in the meantime without paying 1 cent of taxation 
either for schools, for maintaining the township and county or 
State government. 

This allotment law was, as I stated, enacted about twenty 
years ago, and it contemplates that after the allotment to the 
Indians on the reservations has been made, then the surplus 
laud or unused laud, laud that the Indians do not require, 
shall be disposed of and sold under the provisions of the home­
stead law. And it provides further that the proceeds of the 
sale of these unused lands shall be paid into the Treasury for 
the support and maintenance and education and civilization of 
the tribe. 

Mr. Chairman, it bas become necessary, in order to secure 
legi Iation disposing of these surplus lands, that we shall pro­
vide that the money, or a large portion of it, received from 
the sale of the lands shall be paid to the Indians per capita 
in cash. In the meantime, we are appropriating from three 
to four million dollars annually from the Treasury for the edu-_ 
cation of these same Indians that we are paying money to for 
surplus and unused lauds that we are selling, after they have 
taken their allotments. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Wlll the gentleman allow a ques­
tion? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the gentleman to 

state that about twenty years ago Congress passed a bill per­
mitting the Secretary of the Interior to allot lauds to the In­
dians separately, so that the rest of the reservation might be 
thrown open; that is the law the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman know of a 

single instance where the present Secretary of the Interior has 
complied with that law and under it allotted lands to the In­
dians out of their reservations? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 1\Ir. Chairman, I would an­
swer that by saying that this law authorizes the Secretary_ of 

the Interior to negotiate au agreement with the Indians for a 
sale of these unused lands, and there have been many such 
agreements sent to this House that were negotiated under the 
provision I have referred to in the original allotment law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman 
point out one negotiated by the present Secretary, where be has 
allotted lands to the individual Indians? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I most certainly can. In 
South Dakota be has sent to this House one referring to the 
sale of a -portion of the Rosebud Reservation, that portion lo· 
cated in Gregory County,' and another relating to the Lower 
Brule Reservation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was not done in response 
to the act of Congress passed twenty years ago, was it? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It was, Mr. Chairman. It 
was under authority given to the Secretary under the law to 
w bicb I have referred. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. Can the gentleman state why 
there is a difference made between his State and New Mexico 
and Arizona? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am not familiar with the 
conditions in the two Territories named by the gentleman. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Or Oklahoma? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Or Oklahoma. My recollec­

tion is that we did have a treaty or an agreement pertaining 
to some portion of the Kiowa and Comanche reservations, with 
which the gentleman is familiar, that was negotiated under the 
present Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was in 1892, before Mr. 
Hitchcock's administration. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That may be true. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, while many- agreements 

have been negotiated, none have been ratified, practically none, 
in the form in which they were negotiated. And that is what 
conf11ses the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it is true that 
since the decision by the Supreme Court in what is known as 
the " Lone Wolf case" treaties or agreements have not been 
ratified, but legislation has been enacted along the line of agree­
ments substantially complying therewith. I desire to call at­
tention to a provision of the allotment law to which I have re­
ferred substantiating what I have said as to what shall be done 
with moneys that may be received from the sale of the unused 
portions of Indian reservations. In section 5 of that law I 
read this paragraph: 

And the sums agreed to be paid by the United States as purchase 
money for any portion of any such reservation shall be held in the 
Treasury of the United States for the sole use of the tribe or tribes of 
Indians to whom such reservations belong, and the same, with interest 
thereon at 3 per cent per annum, shall be at all times subject to appro­
priation by Congress for the education and civilization of such tribe or 
tribes of Indians or the members thereof. 

Mr. Chairman, in the bill dividing the great Sioux Reserva­
tion in South Dakota into separate reservations that identical 
language was incorporated, showing that it was the policy and 
the intention of Congress when the original allotment Jaw _was 
passed, after giving to an individual Indian a certain tract ot 
land in the form of an allotment, to have the balance of the 
lands which constituted the reservation sold and disposed of and 
the proceeds put in the Treasury for the support, education. and 
civilization of those Indians. I merely refer to this, Mr. Chair­
man, for the purpose of showing that, instead of mistreating the 
Indians, we are dealing with them in a manner that is ex­
tremely generous. I am not criticising that policy, because 
there is no question that under the system of education the 
Indian is making very rapid progre s. I believe that in the past 
ten years, under the policy that has prevailed dealing with the 
Indians of this country, they have made greater progress than 
they made in the fifty previous years. 

As the chairman of the committee stated yesterday, instead 
of appropriating money and buying rations and issuing them 
to Indians regardless or whether they are able to work or not, 
to-day we are legislating that moneys appropriated for the sup­
port of Indians may be commuted instead of giving them _ a 
ration by requiring them to work and paying them for their 
labor. For many years it was thought that the Indian ought 
not to work; that he was different from a white man, and there 
was a .certain sentiment that controlled legislation relating to 
him, and be was supposed to be permitted to live in absolute 
idleness and roam over the country hunting and fishing with· 
out having to think once or care where his next meal was com­
ing from, because he knew that he could go to the agency and 
there he would have- issued to him meat and other provisions, 
as well as clothing. Under the policy that prevails now an 
Indian who is able-bodied, who is capable of laboring, is given 
to understand that if be wants to eat be has got to work the 
same as a white man, and throughout my State, where, as I 



I ' 

• 

3162 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-- HOUSE. MARCH 7, 

say, we lw.ve a great many Indians, that system has worked Ur. FITZGERALD. Did the gentleman protest again t that 
with goD::l results. ' Ve have Indians employed not only upon feature in that bill? 
the re~erT"ation3 in the construction of roads, in the construe- Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 1\lr. Chairman, it was neces­
tion of irrigation works, in hauling freight for the agencies, but sary to have the bill apparently upon its face extremely liberal 
in llltulY instances Indians are employed off the reservation the toward the Indians in order to overcome the opposition repre­
same as any other citizen of the State, and some of them in the sented by my distinguished friend from New York. 
western sections of the State are working on the railroad as Mr. FITZGERALD. The opposition represented by myself, 
section bands. the gentleman said, never urged that large percentage payments . 

The old Indian-the Indian who bas had no opportunity be paid to the Indians. If the gentleman recollects, he himself 
whatever to progress, who is aged and infirm-the Government desired that large percentage payments be made in order to allay 
still cares for, as it formerly did all Indians, by issuing to him the fears and stop the protests of the Indians who owned these 
rations and providing him with food and clothing. l\Ir. Chair- lands that were to be disposed of. 
man, many Members of this House will recollect in the Fifty- 1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Let me say to the gentleman 
seventh Congress that there was passed a bill known as the that it is another argument against the system of negotiating 
"Rosebud bill." That bill provided for the disposition and treaties or agreements with the Indians. That provision was· 
sale of that portion of the Rosebud Reservation in South put in the Rosebud bill because it was in the agreement witll 
Dakota located in Gregory County. Before the measure be- the Indians. It was put in the agreement with the Indians be­
came a law there was a very strenuous opposition, not in this cause they could not make an agreement unless it was in. 
House, but from som·ces entirely independent of this House and Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman knows that he is one 
originating at Philadelphia. The Indian Rights' Association, of those who have been urging most strenuously that Congress 
assuming to know the facts and believing that the proposed ignore completely the terms of these agreements. 
legislation was unfair to the Indians, protested against the en- l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. ·Yes, and I shall continue to 
acbnent of the bill, claiming that it was going to do a Yl.rong urge that. 
to the Indians, and that it was dishonest for that reason. l\Ir. FITZGERALD. And I simply wish to call attention to 

Notwithstanding that opposition and after some concessions the fact that in the Dill opening a reservation in his own dis­
were made as to the price of the land, the bill became a law. trict he desired to have as much put into the bill as was possible 
The bill provided that the land should be disposed of to settlers in order to prevent the outcry on the part of the Indians. 
under the provisions of the homestead law, under Tules and 1\fr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, my position on 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, the question of disposing of Indian lands is and will hereafter 
and under that authorization the Department applied what is be governed entirely by what I believe to be for the best inter­
known as the "lottery system." The lottery system has been ests of the Indians. 
in use n ow in the opening of two or three reservations, and the 1\lr. FITZGERALD. If it would not interrupt the gentleman's 
only opposition to the system, the only denunciation of the statement, I wish he would give the House this information, 
system, has come from the extreme Ea.Et and in remote parts of namely, the amount of acres disposed of under the Rosebud bill, 
the country from where the law has been applied. The Rose- and the maximum price, and each of the other prices. 
bud measure has been criticised since it was enacted by certain Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. A little further on I will give 
magazine and other writers, and particularly has the feature the gentleman exactly that information. I was about to say, 
relative to the lottery system been denounced. Now, Mr. Chair- Mr. Chairman, that I am hereafter going to favor legislation 
man, the Rosebud bill, as I stated, opened to settlement about that I believe is for the best interests of the Indians from every 
4DO,OOO acres of land. In the tract affected there were some- standpoint. The Indians of this country, in one sense, are mere 
thing over 500,000 acres. Before the law was applicable the In- children, and it is absurd for Congress, that bas jurisdiction over 
dians had the right to locate and select allotments in the por- them, when it considers some measure is advisable to promote 
tion that was affected by the bill. They proceeded to locate their interests, to have to go to them and ask them to consent 
and select their allotments and took out of the tract 100 000 I that they be dealt with honestly and, as Congress believes, 
acres of land, and I want to say that Indians, in many repects, wisely. And it is because of that system that th is condition 
are like w11ite men and they know good land from bad land, has arisen by which moneys are being squandered. that other­
and wbea tl1ey took that hundred thousand acres out of that wise should be husbanded and expended for the advancement 
tract for their allotments they took the very best parts of it, and and education of the Indian as the origina l allotment law con­
the parts of it especially that were along the sh'eams and the templated. 
creeks. That law provides that the balance of the land shall be Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would the gentleman be willing 
sold; first, for all lands taken in the first three months the pri ce to support a measure that would provide that all the lands in the 
to be $4 an acre; after the three months and for the next three Indian reservations containing valuable minerals might be 
months the price to be $3 per acre, and after that tlle price to thrown open under the United States mining laws, and the pro­
be $2.50 an acre. Mr. Chairman, ·notwithstanding the fact that ceeds thereof applied to the Indians, as another Indian fund-a 
the Indians had taken their allotments as the allotment law general bill of that kind co\ering all mineral reservations? 
provided, that they are to posse s this land for twenty-five Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Without having opportunity, 
years \Yithont being obliged to pay any taxes whatever, not- Mr. Chairman, to giT"e the question any consideration, I am in­
withstanding that the value of these lands is to be greatly dined to say no. Perhaps I do not understand the question. 
enhanced by reason of the adjoining lands being settled upon Mr. STEPilE~S of Texas. Then can the gentleman give any 
and cultivated by the white settler, notwithstanding the provi- reason why a great many million acres of land containing val~ 
13ions to which I have referred in the general allotment hlw uable mineral deposits should be locked up in Indian reserva­
and which is also in the law which created the Rosebud Reser- tions and indefinitely withheld from the American miner and 
vation, instead of providing that the money should be placed in prospector? 
the Treasury for the education and the civilization and ad- Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If that condition prevails, 
vancement of these Indians the law provides that it shall be l\fr. Chairman, it is not within the section of the country with 
paid out to them, one-half of it per capita in casl1. Mr. Chair- which I am familiar. 
man, I want to state now that in the future, from the stand- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is >ery fortunate 
point of the best interests of the Indians, to say nothing of fol- in living in the section of the country that he does. I hope 
lowing the law which we have on the statute books, I shall the gentleman will remove his place of residence to the great 
protest against moneys being paid to Indians in cash that may Territories of the Southwest, where these conditions do pre­
be realized from the sale of lands which they do not use and vail, namely, New l\fexico and Arizona. 
do not occupy. l\fr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will state to the gentle-

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield man that I have the good fortune to live in a section of country 
for a question? that has the richest hundred square miles in the "'orld, known 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Certainly. as the Black Hills. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman object to the policy 1r. STEPHENS of Texas. I am glad to know that the gen-

of paying part of the proceeds of those sales in cash to the In- tleman is so fortun4!tely situated, and I hope be will turn his 
dians? attention outside of his own bailiwick and assist these Territo­

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I most certainly do, l\1r. ries that ha\e no voting representation on this floor, and that 
Chairman, nnd I shall protest against any measure that may are not entitled to >otes here, to se ·ure their rights. They 
come up in this House again containing such a provision. s!.10uld have separate statehood, and tbeir representatives on tllis 

l\Ir. FI'I'ZGERALD. Under the RosebtJd bill pro>ision was floor and in the Senate, so that these Indian tracts of land may 
made tbnt a very large percentage of the funds derived should be thrown open and that country may be developed. 
be paid in cnsh to the Indians? l\1r. BURKE of South Dakota. It has been asked, rr. Cha.ir-

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes, sir. man, what disposition was to be made of the proceeu:s of the 

f 
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sale of this Rosebud Reservation other than the one-half which 
is to be paid to them per capita in cash. I wish to say that the 
law provides that the balance of the money shall be expended 
for stock cattle, and that cattle shall be issued to the Indians. 
So that while they do not get all of the money in cash, only get­
ting half of it, the other half is given to them in cattle, or the 
equivalent of cash. Now, notwithstanding, :Mr. Chairman, the 
proVision of the allotment law to which I have referred, that the 
moneys received from the sale of lands similar to the Rosebud 
lands shall be placed in the Treasury for the support and edu­
cation of the Indians, we are paying out the entire amount to 
the Indians and at the same time we are making appropria­
tions from the Treasury to educate these Indians that are ben­
efited by the sale of the Rosebud lands. 

The original agreement with the Rosebud Indians provided 
that they should be paid for the lands the sum of $2.50 an acre, 
which would have made an aggregate sum of $1,040,000. When 
we proposed the measure which finally became a law, which 
does not obligate the Government to pay for any of it except 
sections 16 and 36, which are ceded to the ·State for school pur­
poses, it was claimed that unless there was a price put upon the 
land, some claiming as high as $10 an acre, that it would be dis­
posed of for a low price and the Indians would not receive any­
thing like as much as they would have received if the agree­
ment had been carried out, viz, a. million and forty thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, that bill became operative, so far as the open­
ing was concerned, on the 8th day of August, 1904, about a year 
and a half ago. I have here from the General Land Office a 
letter signed by the Commissioner, giving a statement of the 
amount of lands that have been disposed of at the different 
prices and the amount of money that has been received and 
placed in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians up to De­
cember 31, 1905. This statement shows conclusively that when 
the matter is finally completed and the land is all disposed of 
and paid for, instead of the Indians receiving $1,040,000 they 
will probably receive from $200,000 to $400,000 in excess of 
that amount. For the benefit of the House I would like, Mr. 
Chairman, to have the letter read which I send to the Clerk's 
desk ; also a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, showing 
the amount of money that has been paid into the Treasury by 
reason of sales of land in the Rosebud Reservation, in Gregory 
County, to which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTEIUOR, 

GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Februat·y '1~ 1906. 

Ron. CHARLES H. BURKE, 
House ot Representative-S. 

SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt o! your letter o! 
J"anuary 27, 1906, requesting to be furnished with a statement up to 
and including December 31, 1905, of the lands disposed o! in Gregory 
County, S. Dak., in what was formerly the Rosebud Reservation, opened 
to entry under the provisions of the act of April 23, 1904 (33 Stat., 254). 

In response to your inquiries I have to state--
First. Durin"' the period ending on the date above mentioned there 

were ma.de 1,8S1 homestead entries of the $4 class, embracing approxi­
mately 300,960 acres. 

Second. One hundred and sWy-two homestead entries of the $3 class, 
embracing 21,898.87 acres. 

Third. Three hundred and four homestead entries of the $2.50 class, 
embracing 38,045.82 acres. 

Fourth. Four l)undred and twenty homestead entries, all of the $4 
class, upon which the first payment of $1 J?er acre had been made, were 
relinquished and the land embraced therem reentered. The area cov­
ered by these entries was 64,969.47 acres, and the money received there­
for, 64,969.47. 

Fifth. Twenty-nine thousand five hundred and forty-three and fifty 
one-hundredth acres were granted to the State under the provisions of 
section 4 of the act above referred to. In accordance with the terms 
of said act the Indians received $2.50 per acre !or said lands, amount­
ing in the aggregate to $73,858.75, and thilf amount has been paid into 
the Treasury for the credit of the Indians on account o! said school 
lands. 

Sixth. Homesteads embracing 29,532.19 acres of the $4 grade were 
commuted, and $118,128.76 was received therefor. One homestead 
entry of 160 a~res, perfected under sections 2292, 2304, and 2305, 
Revised Statutes, the entryman having four years' military service to 
his credit and having paid the full price of the lands, is included in 
the area given. 

Seventh. There are approximately 110,080 acres remaining unappro­
priated, which would make 6 8 homestead entries of 160 acres each. 

Eighth. No contests arose by reason of different parties claiming the 
same tract during the sixty-day period following the day of opening 
(August 8, 1904), during which period a preference right of entry was 
given to parties who had registered, and no such contests could arise 
for the reason that during this period rights were initiated by entry 
or filing and not by settlement under the provisions ot the President's 
proclamation. 

The order in which entries of this land should be made was determined 
by registration and drawing, in accordance with a plan which was adopted 
by PresW.eut McKinley and first used in opening to entry the Kiowa­
Comanche Reservation, in Oklahoma. in 1901. Since that time it has 
also been used in opening the Rosebud, Devils Lake, and Uintah reserva­
tions, embracin~; in the aggregate three and o_ne-half million acres of 
land. In these openings there were registered m the aggregate 304,000 
people and in none of them were those participating subjected to any 
great hardship and to but little inconvenience, No complaint ot any 

character has reached this office, e.ither as to the fairness of the method 
employed, its execution, or the results obtained. . 

'l'he figures given in the first, second, third, and fourth items are 
·approximately correct, and it is believed will serve your purpose, al­
though some slight changes might be made therein upon a more careful 
inspection of the records. 

Very respectfully, W. A. RICHARDS, 
Commissioner. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Wa.shington, January 30, 1906. 

Ron. CHARLES H. BURKE, 
House of Representatives. 

SIR : In reply to your letter of the 27th instant asldng for a state­
ment of the amount paid into the Treasury to December 31, 190_5, as 
proceeds of Rosebud Reservation sold under section 5, act of Apnl 23, 
1904, I would state that the sum of $434,907.87 has been so received 
and covered. 

By the same act Congress appropriated the sum of $75,000, or so 
much thereof as might be necessary, to pay for sections 2 and 16, 
granted to tbe State o! South Dakota. The net amount required to 
execute this J>rovision of the law is $73,858.75, making a total credit 
on account of land disposed of, of $508,766.62. 

There has been disbursed from this approRriation the sum of $87,-
280.20, leaving a balance available of $421,48ti.42. 

Respectfully, 
L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it appears by 
these letters that more than half a million dollars has already, 
been paid into the Treasury, notwithstanding but very few have 
yet made final entry and final payment, not having been there 
long enough to do so and comply with the law. I think it will 
be seen that there will be nearly, if not quite, another million 
dollars received from the sales of these lands, making a total of 
about a million and a half dollars as against the million and 
forty thousand dollars they would have received under the 
treaty. 

I want to refer further to this letter which has been read 
from the Commissioner, which states that under this so-called 
" lottery system " there never has been any complaint from any­
one who registered and took advantage of the system in order 
to get or acquire a claim. One hundred and five thousand peo­
ple, in round numbers, went to South Dalcota and registered in 
order to have a chance to get a claim in this Rosebud country, 
and notwithstanding that great number of people, there never 
has been, so the Commissioner states, one complaint from any 
person, and not a contest by reason of more than one person 
claiming the same tract of land. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask my . colleaeoue to 
state that out of this hundred and five thousand applicants 
for the privilege of filing upon the lands how many entries, in 
fact, could have been made and were made? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. About twenty-five hundred .in 
round numbers could have been made, but of those that regis­
tered not to exceed about twelve or thirteen hundred made 
entries. 

Mr. MARTIN. So that the number of those people who 
·could, in fact~ obtain a piece of this land under homestead 
filing was very small. 

1\fr. BURKE of South Dakota. Ye-s; very small. Under the 
system that prevailed before the lottery system was adopted 
there could. not have helped being serious blood bed and loss of 
life, and there would have been litigation that would have 
lasted for the next twenty years between parties in contest 
claiming the same tract of land. But under this lottery system 
there bas not been any complaint, but general satisfaction ex­
pressed and no contest whatever. Yet, Mr. Chairman, wllen 
you get down in the extreme East there are those who are 
ready to make a criticism about what is called the Government 
indulging in running a lottery. It is the most fair, and the only 
fair manner I can conceive of in disposing of such lands. 

Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to show generally that the 
Indians of this country are being treated very generously by 
the Government. I have cited the case of the Rosebuds to show 
that that is the fact, and that we have dealt with them in what 
might almost be termed an extravagant manner. I do not 
think that any person who knows anything about or is familiar 
with the Indian would say that it was for his best interest 
to take the money that might possibly belong to him and pay, 
it out to him to spend as he might see fit. There is no parent, 
who is possessed of means, that would give any considerable 
amount to his child to squander. On the contrary, he would 
husband it and spend it for the advancement, education, and 
development of the child, and if possible when the child has 
reached his majority and shown traits of character that demon­
strate that he is capable of managing property and having 
charge of money, that then he would pay the money out to himJ 
or give it to him and allow him to spend it as he might see fit. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I have in mind one instance of an Indian 
on the Pine Ridge Reservation in South Dakota who received 
several hundred dollars as the result of a claim that be bad for 
a depredation. Having received the money, he spent a con· 
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siderable part of it-I- do not know exactly bow much, but 
several hundred dollars-for a hearse. · He bad no use what­
ever for it, but he was attracted by it and thought it would be a 
nice thing to have, and so be spent his money 'in purchasing a 
hearse. 

Now, I say, for the good of the Indian, and for his advance­
ment, to say notbing of the law which we have on the subject, 
these moneys should be placed in the Treasury and reserved and 
expended only as the best interests of the Indians may seem to 
require. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, if it will not interrupt the line 
of thought which my colleague is pursuing, I should like to ask 
him to make a statement as to whether this plan which the Gov­
ernment has adopted in recent years of encouraging the Indians 
to work, and in a sense of providing work for them within the 
reservation, for themselves and their teams, bas, in fact, en­
com·aged them in habits of industry. 
·ur. BUitKE of South Dakota. I can answer that question 

from personal knowledge, and unhesitatingly answer it in the 
affirmative. While when the system was first proposed the In­
dians rebelled, to-day they favor it. The Government, as I be­
lieve I have already stated, instead of issuing rations and cloth­
ing to the Indians, provides work-improving roads in some 
instances, construction of irrigation ditches, or the hauling of 
freigllt-and the Indian receives his pay the same as any other 
mnn whG labors, and the Indian finds that under this new sys­
tem lle is independent. Under the old system an Indian drew 
his rations, as a rule, every two weeks. That meant a feast for 
the first two or three days and starvation until the next ration 
day, whereas now he has his daily pay, from which he supplies 
his needs the same as his white brother, and, as I stated in tile 
outset, under the new policy that prevails for the conduct of 
Indian affairs I do not hesitate to say that I believe the Indian 
has made more progress in the last ten years than in the pre­
vious fifty years, and I believe if this policy is continued, that 
the solution of the Indian question is, at least, in sight. How 
long it will take. remains to be seen. 

I believe that the tribal relations ought to be broken up, 
that as they become capable of managing their affairs the 
individual Indians should be allowed to have a fee simple 
patent to their lands, and if there are any moneys in the 
Treasury belonging to the tribe that they should be paid their 
'pro rata share and be let go and in future depend upon their 
own efforts for their livelihood and their success. Of course 
I would limit this to such individual Indians as had reached 
such a stage of advancement as to be capable of managing their 
own affairs. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration contains a pro­
vision authorizing the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to in­
Testigate and report to Congress upon the desirability of estab­
lishing a sanitarium for the treatment of Indians afflicted with 
tuberculosis . . He is also to report, us far as possible, the ex­
tent of the prevalence of tuberculosis among Indians. That 
subject was referred. to by the chairman yesterday, and there 
was some inquiry concerning it. 

I wish to say that this is indeed a very serious proposition. 
In the beginning of this session I introduced a bill to establish 
an Indian sanitarium on the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Pierre, or Fort Pierre, in South Dakota, for the purpose 
of providing a place where Indians suffering from tuberculosis 
might be taken and cared for and nursed and, if possible, 
brought back to health. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if he 
does not think that the best means of preventing the increase 
of tuberculosis among the Indians would be to educate them on 
the reservations of the West, where the climate and conditions 
are of a sort to which they are accustomed, instead of bringing 
them to the East, to such places as Carlisle and Hampton, hav­
ing different climates and different conditions? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. · Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that I am in favor of all the different systems of education 
which we have for the Indians, the reservation school, the 
agency school, the nonreservation school, and, if you please, the 
schools mentioned by the gentleman. While perhaps as an 
original proposition I would not be in favor of sending the · 
Indian to a remote part of the country for his education, I do 
believe that the institutions the gentleman has referred to are 
doing and have done a great work for the development and 
civilization and education of the Indians of this country; and 
while it is true that many Indians who go away to eastern 
schools return to their homes affected with tuberculosis, and 
perhaps live but a short time, I doubt very much if statistics 
will show that th~ proportion of Indians who become affected 
with tuberculosis while attending school-and I do not care 

where the schools are located-is as great as an;ong the Indians 
upon the reservations and that have never been away to. school. 

I am going to briefly show the condition of the Indians in 
South Dakota as to tuberculosis. South Dakota is known and 
recognized as a State where among the whites tuberculosis is 
not at all prevalent. It is rarely that a case of tuberculosis 
develops in South Dakota, while we have many people coming 
into . the State afflicted with the disease who recover and live 
for many years as though they never had been affected. Conse­
quently it can not be said that if tuberculosis is prevalent among 
the Indians that it is due to any climatic conditions. The bill 
which I have referred to was sent to the Interior Department, 
and a report was made thereon by the Commissioner, which was 
approved by the Secretary, and I am going to refer very briefly 
to that report. I will quote from the Commissioner's letter as 
follows: 

The prevalence of tuberculosis among the Indians is a matter of 
grave concem. While investigations made by this Office reveal an 
alarming situation, it is probably only in particular localities where the 
scourge is worse among the Indians than among whites under similar 
conditions. A campaign ·of education has begun among our own people, 
and if it is necessary for them it is at leas t as important for our In­
dians. In their own camps and cabins they do not have the sanitary 
conveniences of a modern civilized home, and one consumptive may be­
come, through ignorance, a source of infection to numberless other 
persons. 

To show the extent of the pre-ralence of this disease among 
the Sioux Indians I will read from this report of the Commis­
sioner a statement made by the agency physician at the Pine 
Ridge Agency in South Dakota, showing the extent of the dis­
ease among the Pine Ridge Indians : 

In a recent report by Dr. Joseph R. Walker, agency physician at Pine 
Ridge Agency, S. Dak., a number of statistical tables were given, from 
which it appears that in 1905 the full -blood Indian population of the 
reservation was 4,875, among whom there were 561 cases of consump­
tion during the year, of which 172 were new cases, 104 recoveries, and 
109 deaths. The mixed-blood population was 1,822, Among these there 
were 54 cases of tuberculosis, of which 22 were new, 13 recoveries, and 
6 deaths. 

The statistics for ten years, from 1896 to 1906, give 903 deaths from 
tuberculosis among the Indians and 70 deaths among the mixed bloods . 

The long service of Doctor Walker at Pine Rldge and his interest in 
thls subject have enabled him to prepare tables unavailable at other res­
et-vations, but I assume that the ratio shown at l'ine Ridge approxi­
mately would bold at the other Sioux reservations of North and South 
Dakota. 

Out of a population of less than 5,000 nearly 1,000 died of 
tuberculosis within a period of ten years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman fifteen 
minutes more. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. A prominent physician resid­
ing in my home city, Dr. D. W. Robinson, president of the 
board of health of the State, recently contributed an article on 
the subject of tuberculosis · among the Sioux to the Review of 
Reviews, and it is published in the March number of that maga­
zine. Doctor Robinson is familiar with the conditions of the 
Sioux Indians, having resided for many years at Pierre, where 
I reside, adjacent to the Great Sioux Reservation. He has been 
for many years the physician at tile Pierre Indian school, and 
he has made a study of this subject. In this article be states 
that up to about 1878 there was no tuberculosis to any extent 
among the SiOlL"{ Indians; that since their mode of life bas 
been changed, and instead of moving from place to place and 
living in their tepees, they have been confined in small log huts, 
as was stated yesterday, without ventilation, without any regard 
whatever for sanitation, this disease bas made progress among 
these Indians, until to-day, as stated by the Commissioner in the 
report to which I haT"e referred, it is a matter of grave concern. 

He says in that statement: 
It is impossible to reduce the conditions to tables and figures. The 

experience of several years as health officer . and as physician to two 
Indian schools bas convinced me that fully 60 per cent of the younger 
generation has some form of tubercular infection, and 50 per cent of 
those of the age of puberty die of some form of the disease. 

Then be states that there is a report from the Standing Rock 
Reservation that 75 per cent of all deaths result from tubercu­
losis. He also quotes from an Indian living on the Sisseton 
Reservation, who bas lived there for fifty years, that fully 
50 per cent of them die with this disease. 

Now, to illustrate that it is not necessarily a conclusion that 
an Indian can only acquire tuberculosis by attending some In­
dian school, as suggested by the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS], I want to call attention to one instance. 
Doctor Robinson refers to it in this statement. I happen to 
know the family, and I can say that it was not due to the fact 
that the children were in school that the condition that is dis­
clos~d here resulted. He says: 

One of the striking instances in point is the destruction of a family 
of a noted worthy chief, John Grass. In 1892 a white friend met him 
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and his seven sons at a convocation of the tribe. These sons were 
stalwa:t fellows and apparently well. 

In 1002, ten years thereafter, the friend again met the aged 
chieftain, who at once recognized the white man. He said: 
"You saw my boys; all gone, all died of the disease. I have 
no cl1ild left." 

Commenting on that, he said: 
It is peculiarly_ pathetic and appeals most emphatically to the Gov­

et·nment for its amelioration. Most justly do these poor wards deserve 
some measure of relief. The Indians are not alone interested. The 
health of tbe white community is menaced by the plague spot which 
surrounds the agency. 

Mr. Chairman, I have referred to this subject for the purpose 
of calling to the attention of this House the importance of some 
action, and some prompt action, being taken to check this dis­
ease among the Indians of the country, and to justify the action 
of the committee in putting in the bill a provision authorizing 
the Commis ioner to investigate the subject and report fully 
to tile next session of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one further question to which I desire 
to refer before I conclude. That is the provision in the bill for 
an appropriation to be used in obtaining evidence and in prose­
cuting parties engaged in the sale of liquor to Indians. The 
Commissioner urges it very strongly in his report made for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. He states: 

During tbe last year fresh efforts ha:ve been made by persons engaged 
in the liquor traffic to elude the law forbidding tbe introduction of 
liquor into the Indian country. 

Up to last Apri1 whenever a person was convicted of selling 
liquor to an Indian it was never considered that there was a 
distinction as between an Indian who bad taken his allotment 
and an Indian commonly known as a "reservation Indian." The 
Supreme Court, in a case entitled " The matter of Heff," held 
that where an Indian had taken his allotment under section G 
of the Indian allotment law he is a citizen of the State or Terri­
tory within which he resided, and that he is no longer subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States. The effect of that deci­
sion has been most demoralizing among the Indians. Liquor is 
now sold to Indians almost as openly as to white men, and be­
cause of that fact largely I introduced at the earlier part of this 
session a bill which provides for . an amendment to section 6 of 
the Indian allotment law, so that hereafter, when lands are 
allotted to Indians, citizenship is to be withheld until they ,re­
ceive their fee-simple patent. In other words, during the period 
of time that the Government elects to withhold the title to the 
land citizenship is also to be withheld and the United States will 
continue to exercise jurisdiction over such Indian. I speak of 
this because I expect to ask unanimous consent of this House 
within a very few days to have that bill passed. In the measure 
there is a provision giving to the Secretary of the Interior au­
thority, in his discretion, whenever he believes an Indian has 
reached the stage of advancement and civilization where he is 
capable of managing his own affairs, to issue to such Indian a 
fee-simple patent, and with that will go full citizenship. 

This bill now before the committee is filled with provisions 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to convey to Indians 
their allotments and relieve them from the trust features. The 
committee, in incorporating these provisions in the appropria­
tion bill, followed in every instance the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Interior. Our theory js that the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Indian Department is the Department of 
the Government that knows what is for the best interests of 
the Indian; that knows when he has reached a stage capable 
()f managing his own affairs; and, therefore, when it recom­
mends that an Indian be given a fee simple patent for his al­
lotment we put it in the Indian appropriation bill-and I may 
say that it is subject to a point of order-and in this respect 
the progress, advancement, and the best interests of the Indian 
may be very seriously hampered and interfered with unless we 
have a law such as· I have proposed, and such as has been 
recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. It has the 
very strong recommendation- of the Commissioner and is ap­
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. I hope that I may 
be recognized at some near date to call up the bill for con­
sideration, and I trust that every Member of the ·House will 
see the necessity and importance for the enactment of such a 
measure. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman-and I have not said as much 
as I wanted to on the subject-! desire to again say that the 
policy of the Government has been most generous toward its 
Indian wards. There has been little occasion in recent years 
f@r criticism of the administration of Indian affairs. There 
is no committee of this House that gives more careful consid­
eration to its particular business than does the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, under the able administration of the distin­
guished gentleman who has been the chairman of that com-

mittee for so many years. There is ·no branch of the Indian . 
service that he is not familiar with, and every measure that 
comes from that committe~not only the appropriation bill, but 
any other bill that has to do with Indian affairs-has behind 
it the belief on the part of the chairman and the committee 
that the bill is an honest measure and one that will promote 
the interest of the Indians and be for their best welfare. [Ap­
plause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose ; and Mr. KEIFER having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. P A.BKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had disagreed to the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill ( S. 956) providing for the election of a Delegate to 
the House of Representatives from the district of Alaska, had 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. 
DILLINGHAM, and Mr. PATTERSON as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley; 
S. 4593. An act for the relief of Francis J. Cleary, a midship­

man in the United States Navy; 
S. 4129. An act to regulate enlistments and punishments in 

the United States Revenue-Cutter Service; and 
S. 3433. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to divide 

the judicial district of North Dakota," approved April -26, 1890. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with­

out amendment bill of the following title: 
H. R. 16305. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 

certain coal in Alaska, and for other purposes. 
The message also announced that the Senate bad passed the 

following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 14. . 
Resolved by the Senate_ (the House of Representatives concurring), 

That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized in the enrollment of 
the bill (S. 4229) "to authorize the sale and disposition of surplus or 
unallotted lands of the diminished Colville Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, and tor other purposes," to change the words 
"section seven" to "section six" where they occur in line 40, page 3, 
of the enrolled bill. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 
4229) to authorize tlle sale and disposition of surplus or unal­
lotted lands of the diminished Colville Indian Reservation, in 
the State o! Washington, and for other purposes. . 

The message also annouriced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: · 

S. 535. An act to amend and reenact section 1 of chapter 77 
of volume 27 of the United States Statutes at Large, being "An 
act to provide for a term of the United States circuit and dis­
trict courts at Evanston, Wyo.," approved May 23, 1892. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 
4128) ·permitting the building of a dam across the Red Lake 
River at or near the junction of Black River with said Red Lake 
River, in Red Lake County, Minn. . 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 

[Mr. STEPHENS] was called from the Hall for a moment, and he 
requested me to yield in his behalf thirty minutes to the gentle­
man from Pennslyvania [Mr. KLINE] . 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, since the opening of the first 
session of the Fifty-ninth Congress, this House has had under 
discussion and consideration nuemrous questions of a local, 
national, and a few of an international importance. For more 
than a week the Philippine tariff bill was discussed from various 
standpoints, a-s ·a general economic policy, with a reference to 
our duty to the Filipinos and its effect upon local interests in 
the United States. The bill was passed with one amendment, 
by a vote of 278 for and 71 against the contemplated legisaltion. 
The Senate committee has reported the bill unfavorably, and the 
arduous work and labors of this House may, as it now seems, 
become a nullity, without any tangible or substantial results. 

The statehood bill, bound and riveted by the Rules Commit­
tee, with a view·to having it passed without amendment and un­
der limited debate, now seems to have met its destiny and fate 
in the Senate, where, w_ith the Foraker amendment, it is re­
ceiving, and will receive a sensible, proper, and statesmanlike 
consideration, with the result that the people of the 'Ierritories 

• 
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of New l\fexico and Arizona will not have statehood enforced 
upon them, either joint or several, except by their consent 
[Applau e.] 

The rate bill was discussed at great length · in all its phases, 
influences, ramifications, and consequences. So extensive and 
persuasive, indeed, were the discussions that some of us by its 
diversified treatment were hypnotized with the subject, and 
others felt as if they had become intimidated to support the bill. 
rr'he legislation contemplated by the bill, however, is just and 
fair, both to the transportation companies and the shipper, and 
to my mind and judgment was subject to only a single criticism, 
namely, that there was no provision in the bill granting a right 
of appeal or review from the decision of the Interstate Com­
merce Commission. By reason of this omission I hesitated to 
support the bill. 

I am, however, much gratified in the hope that this legislative 
measm·e will be perfected in the Senate by the insertion of this 
healthy ~d much needed provision of right of review or appeal. 
With this amendment the bill is nigh perfect and fair to all in­
terests. 

We have had under consideration many other subjects of a 
private and public nature, such as the granting of pensions, al­
lowance of claims, authorizing the bridging of rivers, legisla­
tion affecting the District of Columbia and our various and re­
maining Indian tribes, passage of appropriation bills, Federal 
control of insurance companies, consolidation of custom-houses, 
rules to regulate the business and deliberations of this honorable 
body, an<} discussed numerous topics which from year to year 
arise and must engage the time and attention of Congress. 

I have become interested in a measure not political in its 
character, in which our national banks are concerned, and in 
the discussion of which I invite the attention of the House for 
a few minutes. 

At the opening of the present session of Congress I introduced 
a bill amending section 29 of an act approved June 3, 1864, en­
titled "A.n act to provide a national currency secured by a 
pledge of United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption· thereof." By said bill it was contemplated to 
enact legislation that the total liabilities of any national bank­
ing association, of any person, or of any company, corporation, 
or firm for money borrowed, including in the liabilities of a 
company or firm, the liabilities of the several members thereof, 
shall at no time exceed one-tenth part of the amount of the cap­
ital stock of such association actually paid in and its surplus 
fund. 

Under existing law the loans of a national banking associa­
tion to any person, firm, or corporation are limited to 10 per 
cent of its capital stock, and by the bill introduced loans of this 
character were intended to be limited to 10 per cent of the 
capital ·stock paid in and its surplus fund. 

I am told that the bill which I fathered, and other bills on 
the same subject, were considered by the subcommittee on 
banking and currency, and its provisions received favorable 
approval, subject to the restriction or amendment that the 
loans to any person, firm, or corporation by a national bank 
be limited to 10 per cent of the capital stock actually paid in 
and 10 per cent of the surplus fund, equivalent only to the ex­
tent of the capital stock of such banking institution. In other 
words, a national bank with $100,000 capital and $300,000 sur­
plus, under such a bill, amended as aforesaid, could only loan 
to any person, firm, or corporation the sum of $20,000, namely, 
$10,000 on its capital and $10,000 additional, being 10 per cent 
on $100,000 of its surplus fund, equivalent to the amount of the 
capital stock acr~ally paid in. 

For some reason unknown to me (as I have observed in the 
newspapers and am advised) a bill known as the "Shartel bill," 
introduced December 18, 1905, was substituted for or selected 
in preference to the bill which I introduced on December 4, 
1905, .the first day of the present session of Congress. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KLINE. Certainly. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Do you know of any case in which that 10 

per cent limitation has worked n hardship or has done any 
injury to a business or banking interest? I understand you are 
president of a national bank, and you ought to be able to tell us. 

Ur. KLINE. I am not president of a national bank, but in­
terested in banking. Yes; right In my city-Allentown, the 
queen city of the Lehigh Valley, and probably one of the most 
prosperous, progressive, thrifty, and beautiful inland cities of 
the United States-! know of instances where banks were un­
able to accoinmodate their customers by reason of the existing 
limitations on loans. The Allentown National Bank had a capi­
talization of $500,000 and a surplus of about $200,000. It in-

creased its capitalization to $1,000,000 and now has a surplus of 
about $600,000. It could not accommodate the great cement in­
terests and othe_r numerous industries which were operating in 
my locality and the street-railway interests that center in that 
city. I know of another instance in that city. The Second Na­
tional Bank, organized forty years ago, with a capitalization of 
$200,000--it was unable to accommodate its customers as de­
sired. Two years ago it increased its capital stock to $300,000 
and increased its surplus to 300,000. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman allow another question 1 
Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think this 10 per cent 
limitation is in the interest of the banks? 

1\fr. KLINE. I do not, as I shall tell you hereafter. I believe 
that surplus is part of the capital and should have tile same 
benefits that capital at present enjoys. . 

l\fr. GOULDEN. A.s I understand, the gentleman thinks that 
national banks should be authorized to make loans to the ex­
tent of 10 per cent of both their capital and surplus actually 
paid in? ' 

Mr. KLINE. My opinion is that a national bank should be 
permitted to discount paper of any person, firm, or corporation 
to the extent of 10 per cent of its capital stock and 10 per cent 
of the surplus, subject to the limitation which has been put 
upon this legislation by the Shartel bill as amended by the Com­
mittee on Banking and Currency, so that the total liabilities to 
any bank from any one person, firm, or corporation shall in no 
event exceed 20 per cent of its capital stock. 

l\fr. GOULDEN. One more question. It has been suggested 
by .my friend from Maryland, Mr. SMITH. That is to any one 
slngle individual, fiTm, or corporation? 

l\fr. KLINE. To any single person, firm, or corporation; yes. 
Mr. GOULDEN. That is as you understand the law should 

be? 
l\fr. KLINE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield to a question here? 

Or if the gentleman prefers to have me ask it later, I will do so. 
Mr. KLINK A.sk it now,. please. 
Mr. PRINCE. A.s I understand, you said that the bill which 

the Banking and Currency Committee had reported favorably 
contained a provision that you could loan only on one-tenth of 
the surplus paid in. 

Mr. KLINE. Capital actually paid in and surplus equiva­
lent to capital stock. That is what I said. 

Mr. PRINOE. Perhaps I misunderstood the gentleman. 
Mr. KLINE. If the gentleman understood me differently, it 

was a mistake. 
Mr. PRINCE. Now, will you be kind enough to state to the 

committee what you understand is the nature of the bill that 
has been favorably reported? 

l\Ir. KLINE. I will come to that a little later and explain 
just what my opinion is upon that portion of the bill. I know. 
the bill which has been introduced by the gentleman from Mis­
souri [Mr. SHABTEL] and ari:J.ended by the Committee on Bank­
ing and Currency limits the total amount of liabilities to a 
national bank to 20 per cent of the capital stock. 

l\fr. PRINCE. Go ahead in your own way. 
Mr. KLINE. The provisions of my bill and the original 

Shartel bill are identical in every respect. It is, however, im­
material whose name, the bill on this subject bears. I am in 
favor of and will support such legislation enlarging the limita­
tion of loans by national banks. 

The national bankers' conventions of the United States for 
years have resolved and appealed for this character of Federal 
legislation, and the clearing-house association in our metro­
politan cities have favored such an amendment to our national 
banking laws. 

Since the introduction of my bill (H. R. 448) I am in receipt 
of numerous letters from banking houses doing business in all 
parts of the United States, recommending and urging the pas­
sage of such legislation. Amongst others who have communi­
cated with me on the subject are the following: Penn National 
Bank:, Reading, Pa.; Merchants' National Bank, Allentown, Pa.; 
Fir t National Bank, Bethlehem, Pa.; A.Ileptown National Bank, 
Allentown, Pa. ; Second National Bank, Allentown, Pa. ; Second 
National Bank, Reading Pa. ; Hanover National Bank, New. 
York, N. Y.; Corn Exchange National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Columbia National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa.; :First National Bank 
of Pittsburg, Pittsburg, Pa. ; Fourth National Bank, Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Chemical National Bank, New York, N. Y.; National 
Union Bank of Reading, Reading, Pa.; The Crocker-Woolworth 
National Bank, San Franci co, Cal. A.nd I apprehend every. 
Member of Congress bas received similar requests from national 
banks, doing business in their several districts. 

The Comptroller of the Currency has recommended in hls last 
report, as well as in his previous reports that national banks 
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be allowed to loan to any per~on, firm, or corporation not only 
10 per cent of their capitn.l, but also 10 per cent of their surplus. 

Our national banking system is a great one, but may now be 
a little antiquated on a few points. It was the creation and 
formulation of one of the greatest minds this country bas ever 
produced. It was made necessary and operative during the 
exigencies of the 'var period. It was successful and in aid of 
the great prosperity, expansion, and development which the 
country has been c;Jjoyiug for many years. When the loan 
limit was origiually fixed in the national banking act, approved 
Juue 3, 1864, at 10 per cent of the capital stock of the bank::::, 
few bnuks bad auy large surplus, and, as the Comptroller says, 
it was not expected that new banks then organized would pay 
any surplus with their capital. ' 

Under existing law banks of $25,000 capitalization may be 
organized, and do bu iness in villages, towns, or municipalities 
having a population less than 3,000. In towns with less than 
G,OOO people they may capitalize at $50,000; in cities or munici­
paliti es having a population of more than 6,000 and less than 
50,000, national banl;:s can not be capitalized at less than 
$100,000, and in cities having a population in excess of 50,000 
the capitalization must be $200,000 at least. 
· The national banking system bas during its operation be­

come Yery popular, and its uses, conveniences, and benefits are 
in large demand in all parts of the country. Tbey bave multi­
plied and increased in numbers very largely since the act of 
1900 nuthorizing tbe incorporation of banks witb a capital of 
$25,000 in communities having a less population than 3,000. 

As an evidence of their popularity, strength, and uses the 
following figures are supplied as to their number, capital stock, 
and amount of deposits. On or about June 30, 1005, there were 
in the United States, including the insular possessions, 5,668 
national banks, with a capital of $791,567,231, and deposits ag­
grega ti ug $3,783, G58, 494. 

The growth and popularity of national banks is further evi­
denced by the following statistics, indicating the number or 
banks, capitalization, surplus, and net earnings during and in 
five-yen r periods, from March 1, 1880 : 

Date. 

Mar. 1, 1880 ___________ _ 
Mar.1,1 RtL __________ _ 
Mar. 1,1890 ___ ________ _ 
Mar. 1,1c\95 ___ _ --------
Mar.1, 1000 ___________ _ 
Mar. 1, 1!:'()3 ___ ___ ------
Sept.1, l!X)iL _________ _ 
Jan . 29, 1906 _____ _____ _ 

Number 
of banks. Capital. Surplus. Net earn­

ings. 

Ratios, 
divi­

dends to 
capital. 

2, 046 $4.54-, 080,000 1$117' 226, 501 $21, 152, 784 3. 99 
2,eso 522,ss9, 715 14.8,171,121 21.001,202 3.91 
3,294 615,405,M."i 2W,M6,434 35,284,539 4.27 
3,729 663,971,565 246,552,149 ~.367,885 3.64 
3, 587 OOi, 755, 5C5 253, 475. 8!)8 40,151,038 4. 01 
4, 596 710,281, 395 343,713, ~'7 53, r.ii9, 990 4.43 
4,805 735,314,217 362,497,!:!12 55,921,540 4.37 
5, 911 814,987,743 442,5£0,192 ------------ ----------

Tlle growth of national banks is also evidenced by the follow­
ing statement, during periods, commencing September 30, 1892, 
of the loans and amounts due to depositors: 

Date. 

~:~t lrJ: i~~ = = ===== =~~============~==== Sept. 20, 1&.>3 __ _____ ________ ------ _____ _ 
Sept. 30,1001. _________ ___ _____________ _ 

Sept. 9,1903----------------------------
Jan. 29, 1906 ____ ---·-- ____ -------- --··--

Number 
of banks. 

3,773 
3, 712 
3,585 
4.,221 
5,042 
5,911 

Loans. 

$2,1 n, ooo, ooo 
2, 059, 400, 000 
2, 17:?,500, 000 
2, 051, 700, 000 
3, 503, 600, 000 
4, 071,041,164 

Due to depos­
itors. 

$1,779, 300,000 
1' 715, 200, ()00 
2, 100,600,000 
3, 044, GOO, 000 
3, 005, 900,000 
4, 088, 4.20, 135 

It is safe to say that the original idea of the present law, 
limiting loans to 10 per cent of the capital stock actually paid 
in, was to prevent the directors of a bank from taking all the 
money in it, and so as to curb them, because deposits in banks 
in tbose days were not of any importance, relatively to the 
capitnl, compared with what they are now. Since that period 
the magnitude of business is so much greater and the amounts 
to be bandied so \ery much larger that the existing law, limit­
ing aud restricting the amount of loans, hampers and incon­
veniences real banking to-day. Then the business was meas­
ured. and. done with thousands and tens of thousands; now 
the large business, mercantile and industrial, interests are cou­
ducteu with hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars. 
It is tlms very apparent why tile existing limitation of loans 
should be enlarged, as contemplated by the several bills intro­
duced on this ubject A national bank with, say, $100,000 
capital and $300,COO surplus-and there are numerous banks 
that have a proportionate surplus-ir:> mucll bampere<l, and its 
usefulness largely destroyed by said limitation, in being per­
mitted only to loan to an amount of 10 per cent of its capitali­
zation, to wit, $10,000. Those opposing this class of legislation 
may ay : " If such or these banks are hampered by this resh·ic­
tion on their business let them enlarge their capitalization in 

accordance and in proportion with the demands of their trade." 
But why should that be necessary when tbe bank hns a large 
surplus? Surplus is practically capital. A large surpl u is an 
evidence of the bank's financial strengtb and succes ful cou­
tinuance of business. Surplus is earned capital, and is largely 
in aid of the coufidence of the public in the bank and its in­
trinsic ability to pay its obligations. Surplus is and has been 
treated as capital for purposes of taxation. The late revenue 
laws enacted during the Spanish war decided this point, when 
it was expressly stated that for the purposes of taxation, in 
computing capital, surplus must be included. · 

In some States trust companies and banking institutions, in­
corporated under State laws, are required to pay a tax, not 
only on the capital, but on the surplus and undivided profits as 
well; and in other States (amongst others Pennsylvania) the 
tax is based upon the market value of the stock, which is en­
hanced and usually fixed by the par value of the stock, its sur­
plus and undivided profits. If surplus shall bear the burdens of 
taxation, it should certainly also, on the contrary, be allowed to 
enjoy some of the advantages which are by law granted and ac­
corded to capital. l\fay I ask, Which bank bas the greater 
strength, credit. and confidence in the community, the one 
capitalized at $500,000, with a surplus of $1,000,000, or the one 
with a capitalization of $1,500,000, without a surplus? It goes 
without saying, the former \vith a large surplus. 

'l'be exigencies and opportunities of business at this time are 
such that the restriction of the present law is onerous; and, as 
I have indicated, frequently harmful to the bank's best inter­
ests. It is a restriction which in the past has not always been 
observed. The Comptroller of the Currency says that a very 
large number of excess loans have been reported, but that there 
is no way of punishing a bank which so offends except by tak­
ing away its charter. Manifestly this would be a punishment 
out of all proportion to the offense, and it is no wonder the 
Comptroller considers its application unadvisable. 

At this point I desire to use the language and sentiment of 
1\fr. F. H. Skelding, president of the First Natrona! Bank of 
Pittsburg, with a capital of $1,000,000 and a surplus of 
$2,400,000, in a communication addressed to me on this subject, 
ancl in which be granted me the liberty to make use of his let­
ter in connection with the proposed legislation as my judgment 
might dictate. He says: 

Bank officers should be the best judges of the amount of credit to 
extend to their c~stomers, and a strong bank with a large surplus 
should not be hampered in its opel'ations regardin g the amount of 
money which it may lend to a single borrower by the rule which applies 
to banks possessing no surplus whatever. · 

It is far bettet· to have a law which is not onerous, and which can 
and should be enfor ced, than the present one, which is constantly being 
broken or ignored, the punishment for which is so out of proportion to 
the transgression that the authorities do not attempt to enforce)t. 

'l'he president of the Fourth National ·Bank of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, says: 

By reason of changes in all lines of business a change (referring to 
limitation of loans) is almost imperative. 

It would seem, as the Comptroller said in substance, if it is 
safe for a bank with $200,000 capital and no surplus to loan 
$20,000, it should be equally safe for one with $75,000 capitaL 
and $125,000 surplus to loan an equal amount of $20,000. 

State banks, savings institutions, trust companies, and insur­
ance companies, with their banking methods, have in late years 
become potent, progressive, and popular rivals or competitors 
of national banks. The expansion and enlargement of the 
business of State banks and trust companies bas been marvel­
ous, and has increased to unexpected and immense proportions. 
Their business and number has to a great extent overlapped the 
business and number of national banks in the United States, as 
is shown by the following figures: 

On or about June 30, 1905, there were in the United States 
14,242 State banks and trust companies, with a capitalization of 
$748,263,149, and deposits aggregating $8,002,6G2,822. 

:Ir. GOULDEN. :Mr. Chairman, I wish to know, as the gen­
tleman is so very familiar with this subject, whether or not the 
laws governing and regulating State banks and trust companies 
are inadequate, and whether or not they have entirely too much 
authority in the financial world? 

1\Ir. KLINE. To that interrogatory or question, I reply that 
that is not a matter for Federal legislation. The legislatures 
of the several States should legislate concerning that subject ; _ 
and if I was a member of a State legislature and a question 
of a Similar character were to come up, I would put the same 
limitation upon the rights and powers of trust companies, State 
banks, and savings institutions, upon this subject, that I am 
asking for to-day, so far as national banks are concerned. 

:Mr. GOULDEN. Thank you. :Mr. Chairman, I asked the 
gentleman this question because I wanted his opinion, and 'bt-­
cause 1t coincides with mine and is sound. 



3468 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MARCH 7, 

l\fr. KLINE. The following comparatively indicates the de­
posits of all banks, State and national, at the periods indicated: 

1890. 
National banks ---------------------------------- $1,521,745,665 

~~~~~a~~~~~==================================== l,~~~;~!;g~~ Loan and trust companies------------------------- 336, 456, 4!l2 
Private bunks------------------------------------ 99,521,667 

1895. 
National banks----------------------------------- $1,736,022,007 
Savin~s banks------------------------------------ 1,810, 597,023 
State banks-------------------------------------- 712,410,423 
Loan and trust compa1:ies ------------------------- 546, 652, 657 
Private banks------------------------------------ 81,824,932 

1900. 
National banks----------------------------------- $2,458,092,758 
Savings banks------------------------------------ 2,449,547,885 
State banks-------------------------------------- 1, 266,735,282 
Loan and trust companies_________________________ 1, 028, 232, 407 
Private banks------------------------------------ 96,206,049 

1903. 
National banks----------------------------------- $3, 200, 993, 509 
Savings banks------------------------------------ 2,935,204,845 
State banks-------------------------------------- 1,814,570,163 
Loan and trust companies------------------------- 1, 589, 39 , 79tl 
Private banks----------------------------------- 133, 217, 990 

June 30, 1905. 
National banks----------------------------------- $3,783,658,494 
All State banks, including trust companies___________ 8, 002, 662, 822 

State banks and trust companies have numerous advantages 
and opportunities not posse sed by national banks. Trust com­
panies are enabled to engage in almost every class of business, 
namely, the administration of trust estates ; they may become 
registra rs of stock, trustees in corporate mortgages, sureties in 
nearly all cases where bail is required under State laws; they 
may become guardians, trustees, executors, and administrators, 
may make loans on judgments, mortgages, and other securities, 
and may engage in innumerable other kinds of business which 
national banks are not permitted to transact; they may make 
loans unlimited in amount, and are only limited in loans made 
to the directors or officers of the institution, and therefore, by 
reason of their extensive powers and facilities, have better 
opportunities for making profit for the stockholders and accom­
modating their customers. 

The only advantages that national banks now have not pos­
sessed by State institutions are that they are enabled to ecnre 
circulation and Go-vernment deposits upon depositing Govern­
ment bonds, under the restriction , limitations, and rules en­
forcible by the national banking laws. The modes of examina­
tion and supervision governing State banks and national banks 
are almost identical, except that the former make their reports 
to and are examined by the banking department of the State, 
and the latter make their reports to and are examined by and 
through the Comptroller of the Currency. By reason of the 
superior advantage and opportunities possessed by State banl.:s 
and trust companies, as heretofore indicated, a large number of 
national banks have wound up their business and bad them­
selves incorporated under State laws. On January 29, 1906, 
5,911 national banks were in operation. In all, 8,050 banks 

were organized. Of this number, 443 have become insolvent 
and 1,696 have gone into liquidation. _ 

Inasmuch as there is no limitation of loans made by State in~ 
stitutions, except loans made to its director and officer , the 
limitations of loans by national banks should be enlarged, as 
provided by the legislation propo ed, and by the enlargement ot 
this power national banks would have similar opportunities to 
make loans as tho-se now possessed by banking institutions in~ 
corporated under State laws. 

It has been suggested, however, by some that the authority 
to loan to the extent of 10 per cent on the surplus fund sl10uld 
be limited to so much of the surplus fund, equivalent to the 
amount of the capital stock actually paid in, so that the total 
liabilities shall in no event exceed 20 per cent of the capital 
stock. This may be a wise limitation, and tlle rea on sug~ 
gested for this restriction is that national banks might incor­
porate with a small capital and create a large sm·plus fund, 
much larger than the capital stock, whereby the security of 
the depositors and creditors of the bank would be impaired, and 
the interests of that cia s of people might become jeopardized. 

If the legislation contemplat~d should be enacted into law, 
national banks should also be compelled strictly to comply with 
the law. Under existing law, banks making loans beyond the 10 
per cent limitation can only be disciplined through the Oomp~ 
troller of the Currency, through tlle institution of a suit, or pro~ 
ceedings for the forfeiture of the charter. For a violation of the 
provisions of the national-banking act on this subject tllere is 
now no penalty but death to the corporation if the Comptroller 
chooses to enforce the remedy. He is not the original violator 
of the law. It is the board of directors and officers of the 
banl' that violate the law when they transcend their authority 
and not the Comptroller of the Currency, and an amendment 
to this contemplated legislation, or existing law, making the 
directors and officers of the bank offending guilty of a misde­
meanor, triable in the district court of the United States and 
punishable by fine or some other proper penalty, would be a 
wise provision and a proper safeguard for tile protection of 
both the stockholders and depositors of the in titution. 

I am heartily in favor of the proposed legi lation. Without 
exception, the national banks of the country favor it. This 
limitation of loans by national banks should be enlarged in 
order that they may accommodate their cu tomer . They 
should have privileges similar to those now possessed by sav~ 
ings banks and trust companies, so that they may no longer 
be hampered by existing restrictions, and that they may be 
enabled to compete for business on an equal basis with finan~ 
cial institutions incorporated under State laws. Their surplus 
is as sacred as their capital stock, and the limitations now ex~ 
isting should be removed and enlarged, as contemplated by the 
se...-eral bills inu·oduced on this subject. 

I ask permis. ion that AbEtract of Reports of Condition of Na~ 
tional Banks, No. 47, made and prepared by the Comptroller of 
tlle Currency and issued as of February 24, 1906, be inserted 
in the RECORD at this point as a part of my remarks. 

The matter referred to is a.s follows: 

[Abstract of reports of condition of national banks-No. 47.] 

·Abstract of reports of condition of national banks in the United States on March U, May !!9, August t5, November 9, 1905, and January S9, 1906. 

Ma.r.14, 1905--5,587 May 29, 1905-5,6fi8 Aug. 25,1905--5,757 Nov. 9,1005-5,833 Jan. 29,1006-5,911 
banks. banks. banks. banks. bank . 

RESOURCES. 

Loans and discounts------------------------------------ $3,851, 858,472. 90 $3,899,170,328.32 $3, 90..8,509,152. 62 $!,016, 735,497.99 $~,01l,Oil , 164.84 
Overdrafts ___________________ -----------_--------·------ 36,375,221.89 00,367, 466.35 29,905,633.72 54,473,&55. 67 47, 2.'l6, 537.93 
U.s. bonds to secure circulation-------- -------------- «0,80J,640. 00 (57,5U'~,540. 00 477,592,690.00 493,679,340.00 505,723,560.00 
U.S. bonds to secure U.S. deposits_ ___________________ 95,855,800.00 7i,289,450.00 61,847,570.00 57,559,800.00 67,825,380.00 
Other bonds to secure U.S. deposits__________________ 4,349,410.00 7,526, 101. 20 6,308,131.28 7,623, 416.01 7,17~,769.81 
U.S. bonds on hand--------- --------------------------- 17,558,850.00 16,108,500.00 12,00,410.00 10,536,940.00 9, 3.'j2,3:~.00 
Premiums on U. S. bonds ____ -------------------------- 15,000, 7'.22. 49 14,400, 4-.'34. 62 14,375,131.51 13,726,692.03 12,913,510.59 
Bonds, securitie , etc.---------------- ------------------ 642,778,943.25 669,545,598.84 667,177,767.76 657,943,673.32 652,44.'3, .45 
Banking house, furniture, and fixtures________________ 128, 14~,430.56 100, 006,135.39 132,987,384.56 136,093,399.64 138,55-i, 972.90 
Other real tate owned __________ ---------------------- 20,519,501.27 20,154,800.77 19,926, 274.. 48 20,487,751.57 20,661,526.19 
Due from national banks _______ ------ ____ -------------- 329,177,405.92 832,143,552.94 320,743,427.49 348,417,657. 9 342,44H. 563.5.3 
Due from State banks and bankers, etc_______________ 123,445,001.66 l12,&i8,835. 07 113,400,291.74 124,998,489.03 123,3lkl, ~- 23 
Due from approved re £\rve agents ____ ---------------- 694,004,119.63 562,495,160.15 605,484,479.80 569,121,81 8. 42 598, 6:li , 066.12 
Checksa.nd other cash items____ __________________ ______ 25,260,772.64 28,111,820.50 23,031,600.43 28,260,936.52 00,0::1.1).519. 1 
Exehanges for clParing house ______ -------------------- 287,122,185.75 267,856,167.53 265,080,927.79 340,428,162.01 421, 000, .30 
Bills of other national banks __ --- ____ ------------------ 27,5.15, 271.00 28,824, ltll. 00 29,1 2 633.00 31,183,857.00 30,535, 424.00 
Fractional currency, nickels, and cents__________ ______ 1,854,387.26 1, 798,508. ~ 1,8.}9,8&.~ 1,817,487. 94 2, 102,696.56 
Specie ___ . _______ ____ ------ __________ . _________ ------____ 483,249,060.39 479,635,070.78 495,4'm, 452.93 460,934, 487.89 492,56R, 374:.74: 
Legal-tender notes--------------- ----------------------- 157,904,573.00 169,629,979.00 170,073,847.00 161,157,612.00 175,734,915.00 

- Fi\e-per-cent redemption f';IDd- ________ ------ ---·-- ____ 21,460, t389. 87 22,208, G58. 63 23,280,126.70 24,047,836. 69 24,721,911.93 
Due from Treasurer of Umted States----------------- ___ 3_,_771_, 9:_26_. 68_

1 
___ 3_,_55_2_,605_-_. ZT- 1----4,_0_17_,_14_1_. 50_

1 
____ 3,_927 __ ,_13 __ 1_. 93-\----4_, £_6J_,_606_. 09_ 

Total __________________ ---------------------------- 7,008, 127,686.16 7,327,805,874. 68 7,472, 350,878.64 7,503, 155,823.5.5 7, 769, 828,5H3.52 
l============l============::===========i============~========:=== 

LIABILITIES. 

Capital .stock paid in ____ -------------------------·-------

t~Ji~~~~ofifB:ies--expensesand-taxes=======::::: 
National-bank notes outstanding---------------~~~--·· 

'782, 487, 884.. 67 
408,888, 534. 08 
194o, 667. 181. 00 
iro, 955,178.50 

791,567,231.32 
413,436,145. '71 
201, S.55, 091.02 
445,455,717.50 

799,870, 229.00 
417,757,591.42 
202,536, 366. 23 
t68, 979, 788. 50 

808, 328, 658. 00 
420, 7R5, 055. 00 
212, 371,042. 49 
485,521,670. 50 

81!,987, 74.3.00 
44-.2, 500,192.69 
193,779,0-16, 31 
~.238, 338.00 
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Abst-ract of reports of condition of national banks in the United States on March 14, Jfay !9, August !5, Novembe1· 9, 1905, ana January !39, 1906-Continued. 

Mar.14, 1905-5,587 May 29,1905---5,668 Aug. 25,1905-5,757 Nov. 9, 1905-5,833 Jan. 2J, 1906-5,912 
banks. ·banks. banks. banks. banks. 

LIABILITIES-continued. 

State-bank notes outstanding ________ .________________ $40,344.50 $30,973. 5U 
Due to other national banks ___ • _____ -------------------- 812,378,655.55 790,421,572.98 

$30,972.50 $30; 972. 50 
832,078,395.74 777,165,729.63 

~.972.50 
825, 732, 807. 01 
364., 221. 046. 34 
368;223,~7 .59 

Due to State banks and bankers.-- ---- ---------------- 318,788,438.81 325,349,412.83 354, 253, 517. 22 348., 631, 097. 97 
Due to .trust companies and savings banks_.___________ • 386,543,992.20 393,825,032.79 
Due to approved reserve agents ----o·----------------- 37,916,423.26 37,572,634.34 

404:, 183, 168. 12 339, 112, 588. 75 
34, 362", 500. 71 39, 127,292.53 37.316,986. 52 

1,861,847.86 
4, 088,420, 135. 60 

52, ?JJl' 533. 07 
9, 809,358. « 

37, 336, 386. 12 
5, 103,174.63 

21,514,855.84 
1, 382, 784. 47 
7,069,496.47 

Dividend'! unpaid ____ ____________________ -------------- 915,406.78 1,~, 776.08 
Individual deposits __ ---------------------------------- 3, 777,474,006.12 3, 783,658,494.42 

993,490.14 1, 770, 894:. 60 
3, 820,681, 713. 23 3, 989, 522,834. 51 

U.S. deposits ...... ------------------------------------- 84,705,235.83 65,570,520.69 
Deposits of U. S. disbursing officers------------------ 8,.517, 157.53 9, 727,823.57 

52,351,688.2'Z 51,600,587.23 
9, 738,611.35 9, 6li5, 067. 89 

Bonds borrowed------ ____ ------------------------------ 34, 819; 900.69- 34-,886,467.43 
Notes and billsrediscounted____________________________ 6,092,005.30 6,590,563. 75 

38,485,468.75 36,590,097.50 
6,911,508. 71 7,369,24-!.45 

Bills payable------------------------------------------- 16, 911,5:J1. 59 21,573,416.52 23, 181, 411. 02 28, 497, 673. 59 
2, 360, 697. 34 2, 684, 200.47 Resei'Ved for taxes ____ -------------------------------- ----- ~---- --------- ---··----- ------------

Liabilities other than those above-------------------- 6,025,803. 75 5,956,000. 23 3, 593,760. « 4, 361,115. 94 

Total _____ -·----_---·--·----.-------------····.----- 7, 308, 127' 686.16 

Nurnber· of national banTcs ot·ganizeJ, insolvent, in voluntary liquidation, 
and i-n operation on Jan-uary !9, 1906. 

States. 

Maine _ ------------ -----····-·- •.•••• ----
New Hampshire------------------------
Vermont-------------------------------­
Massachusetts-----------·--------------
Rhode Island ........ ------- ..•..• ·-----
Connecticut-----.----- ....•..... --------

Total,New England States ______ _ 

New York ....•.........•.....• ----------

~::Of;i~:Kla·:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Delaware .••••.•• --------.----- .•.•. ----­
Maryland _ -------- ---------· ••••••..•... 
District of Columbia .... ------ •••. ··-··· 

Organ- Inso1-
ized. vent. 

---
107 --------4-

68 
73 7 

305 n 
65 ----------

10i 4 

722 , __ 26_ 

581 44-
165 7 
804 26 
24 

100 1 
22 3 

------

In liqui- In opera-
dation. tion. 
------

25 82 
8 56 

16 50 
83 211 
40 25 
21 79 

193 503 
---

155 382 
16 142 
95 683 

--------9- 24 
00 

6 13 
------

Vlrgi::~':_~-~~:::=::::::::: ~~~ 
West Virgin!a ~------------- ---------- 93- ----·----- 13 80 
North Carolina------------------···---- 63 4 9 50 
South Carolina •••. ---------- --·-···---- 33 1 7 25 
Georgia-------·-··-------··-··-······-·· 93 6 14 73 
Florida---------··----------~------------ 47 8 4 35 
Alabama----------------·-····-····--- 96 7 15 74 
Mississippi-------·--------·····-·------- 32 2 6 24 
Louisiana -····--····--·-··-······· ------ 11 6 10 35 
Texas·----------------·-··--···--·-····- 511 28 96 457 
Arkansas................................ 39 4 5 30 
Kentucky---------------·-······------·- 170 5 37 128 
Tennessee............................... 108 'I 31 70 

Total, Southern States ••••••••.•. 

Ohio _____ --------·-----------····-·-----

In?~~fs~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
w~~~n::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Minnesota------------------- .•.• --------

~o-uri:::::::.::::::::::::::~::::::::: 
Total, Middle States •••••••• -----­

North Dakota ...•. -------········-----­
South Dakota------------·--··---------
Nebraska ____ ------ ....••....••.....•...• 
Kansas ..•...• --·--·.----- •.••••••••.. ___ _ 
Montana. ____ ------ ____ -------·----··---· 

~r~=~-===== :::::: ::::::::::::::::::: 
New Mexico ___________ ------------------
Oklahoma_---------- ..•••••••• ·---------
Indian Territory---------····-···----·-· 

Total, Western States···---·-···· 

Washington _________ ---------------- •... 

8r~~~~nia:::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Idaho-----·····------------··-··---··----
Utah __ __ ---····----- -------------- .•.... 
Nevada ........•. ------ ____ ...•.•.• ------
Arizona ----····· ------ ------------·- .... 
Alaska ---- -·-- ------ -----------· '"-------

------------
1,515 84 263 1,168 

=:===:==,=:===:== 
523 20 1M 349 
291 14 76 201 
470 20 95 355 
190 14 88 88 
171 5 49 117 
284 8 41 235 
378 13 79 286 
180 11 62 1-()7 

2,487 105 644- 1 1, 738 

128 13 9 106 
104: 9 20 7fi. 
241 20 56 165 
300 35 90 175 
54 10 ].4. 30 
25 2 3 20 

114 9 24 81 
33 4 6 23 

118 6 

~I 
101 

146 1 140 

1,263 109 916 

93 23 34 36 
63 6 12 45 

1?..5 6 15 104: 
35 1 6 28 
24 1 6 17 

6 1 1 4 
16 ---------- 3 13 
2 ---------- ------·--- 2 

Total, Pacific States.............. 364 1 38 ---77-~ 

J.!"~"'i.ioo-:::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: i ---------- :::::::::1 ! 
Total, island possessions.......... 3 ---------- - 3 

Total, United States.............. 8,050 «3 ~- 5,911 

M ESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDE .. 'T OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose ; and l\fr. BUTLER of Pennsyl­
vania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 

!---------------~ 
7, 327,805,874.68 7. ~72, 350, 878. 64 7, 563, 155, 823. 55 7, 769,826,583.52 

in writing from the -President of the United States was com­
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one 
of his secretaries, who also informed the House that the· Presi­
dent had approved and signed bills- of the following titles: 

On March 5, 1906 :-
H. R. 13308. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 

across the Arkansas" River at Pine ~luff; and· 
H. R. 13365. An act to amend an- act entitled "An act author­

izing the Kensington and Eastern Railroad Company to con­
struct a bridge across the Calumet River," approved February 7, 
1905. 

On March 6, 1906 : 
H. R. 297. An act to authorize the construction of dams and 

power stations on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Ala­
bama; and 

H. R. 10067. An act authorizing the-disposition of surplus and 
allotted lands on the Ya1.'ima Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Washington, which can be irrigated under the act of Con­
gress approved June 17, 1902, known· as the "reclamation act," 
and for other purposes. 

IND~ APPROPRIATION ~ 

The committee resumed its session. 
1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\fr. Chairman, I yield an hour to 

the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BRA.NTLEYl. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. lli. Chairman, I desire to discuss some of 

the reasons: assigned for the passage of the bill (H. R. 5281) to 
remove discriminations against American sailing vessels in the 
coasting trade and to urge upon the serious attention of the 
House some of the many objections against its passage. It 
presents no new question, because for the past twenty-five or 
thirty years, or longer, this same bill, or in substance the same, 
has been regularly presented in each Congress and has as- regu­
larly met a just and righteous defeat. There is not very much 
that is new that can be said ·either for or against it, for the 
argument has been thrashed out time and again. The con­
tinuous and persistent refusal of Congress, however, for all 
these years to enact it into law furnishes very strong presump­
tive evidence in support of the claim now made that it is un­
wise, unjust, unfair, and productive only of harm, if sanctioned. 
by the Congress. 

DISCRIMTNATIONS. 
That occasional instances of unfairness and of discrimina­

tions have sometimes occurred in the administration of some 
of the · State laws on pilotage I will not undertake to deny. 
The charge has been made that such discriminations have been 
practiced, and as I know nothing of the facts upon which any 
specific charge is made I can not discuss them. I submit, how­
ever, . that such occasional discriminations, if they do occur, 
furnish no argument in favor of the passage of this bill. They 
are not germane to the real question Congress has to determine 
before it can pass this bill. I maintain, in the first place, that 
the pilotage laws of the several States, as a _ rule, are fair and 
just, and if they are violated or improperly executed there is­
a complete remedy within the State. Some specific complaint 
has been made as to pilotage charges at Gulfport, Miss., and 
I see in the newspapers that this week a committee was ap­
pointed by the l\fississippi legislature to investigate these· 
charges. If overcharges or discriminations exist there, the 
Mi sissippi legislature has full power· to provide a remedy, and 
I have no doubt will do so. 

I maintain, in the second place, that if any State should un­
dertake to enact or enforce any pilotage law discriminating 
against the vessels of other States in favor of its own vessels 
engaged in interstate commerce, such law would be void and 
would be so held by all the courts of the country. It is a fun-
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damental rule, long since declared by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that one State can not discriminate against an­
other State in its own favor in matters of commerce. And more 
than this, the Congress of the United States, in 1866, passed a 
law on this very subject, and the same is now found in section 
4237 of the Revised Statutes, as follows: 

No regulations or provisions shall be adopted by any State which 
shall make any discrimination in the rate of pilotage, or half pilotage, 
between vessels sailing between the ports of different States, or any 
discrimination against vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
or against national vessels of the United States; and all existing regu­
lations Ol' provisions making any such discriminations are annulled and 
abrogated. 

No State can violate this law or enact laws of its own in con­
flict therewith. It follows, therefore, that if any discrimina­
tions are or should be practiced by any State in the matter of 
its pilotage laws or their enforcement the remedy is ample and 
complete in the courts of that State and the courts of the United 
States. It also follows that such discriminations, if they now 
or shall hereafter exist, furnish no justification or excuse for 
tile pas age of the pending bill. Because crimes of all sorts are 
committed in a State furnishes no argument in favor of taking 
away from that State all power to punish crimes. 
· The majority of the committee, in their report favoring the 
bill, cite as an argument in favor of its passage a law of the 
State of South Carolina which, it is alleged, discriminates in 
favor of South Carolina vessels. It is not an open question 
that a law making such discrimination is unconstitutional. 
The old pilotage law of Georgia contained such a discrimination, 
and, upon appeal being made to the courts, the supreme court 
of Georgia declared it unconstitutional. The case came to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and is reported in 118 
United States, page 90; and this court likewise held the dis­
criminating law unconstitutional and void. A later case is re­
ported in 195 United States, 332. The Texas pilotage laws 
discriminated in favor of Texas ships. The courts of Texas 
held the discriminating clauses in the law to be void, and the 
Supreme Court concmTed in this view. The opinion of the 
court in this case is quoted from by the majority of the com­
mittee in a way to indicate a suggestion from the court that 
Congress should legislate on this subject. The court expresRly 
refused to make any such suggestion. The court disposed of 
the argument that the Texas pilotage laws were in violation 
of the fourteenth amendment and in violation of the antitrust 
laws, and said there could be no unlawful monopoly in any 
case where the chosen officers of a State performed a duty 
imposed upon them by law, and that all such argument was 
merely argument against national or State regulation of pilots. 
The court then said : 

When the propositions just referred to are considered in their ulti­
mate aspect, they amount simply to the contention, not that the Texas 
laws are void for want of power, but that they are· unwise. If an 
analysis of these laws justifioo such a conclusion-which we do not 
at all impl!J is the case-the remedy is in Congress, in :whom the 
ultimate authority on the subject is vested, and can not be judicially 
afforded by denying the power of the State to exercise its authority 
over a subject concerning which it bas plenary power until Congress 
has seen fit to act in tbe premises. 

The real question to be here considered is whether this bill, 
under the guise of removing discriminations, does not, in truth 
and in fact, impose a discrimination far more serious in its 
effect and consequences than the alleged discriminations sought 
to be removed. That this is its purpose and will be its effect, 
is clearly shown by its slightest consideration. 

THE PRESENT LAW. 

The First Congress, that assembled in 1789, enacted what is 
now known as section 4235 of the Revised Statutes, to wit: 

Until further provision is made by Congress, all pilots in the bays, 
inlets, rivers, harbors, and ports of the United States shall continue 
to be regulated in conformity with the existing laws of the States re­
spectively wherein such pilots may be, or with such laws as the States 
may enact for the purpose. 

From the time of the first dongress until the time of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, now in session, this bas been the law. In 
the very beginning of our Government, in the wisdom of its 
founders, it was deemed wise and best, owing to the varying 
conditions existing in the different States and at the different 
ports of the country, to leave each State free to enact such pilot­
age laws as it might deem best suited to build up .and maintain 
and protect its own commerce. It was realized that if Con­
gress undertook to provide a uniform pilotage system for all 
the States, such a system, while it might be wise and helpful 
to one State, would be most injurious to another, and that 
under the operation of a uniform rule the ports of one State 
would flourish while the ports of another would suffer, and th[lt 
in this way tbe operation of a uniform rule would result in 
Congress directly discriminating in favor of one State as against 
another, contrary to the fundamental principle upon which the 
Government was founded. 

The wisdom of the policy inaugurated by the fathers of this 
country has been upheld and sustained time and again by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and has further been sus­
tained by every Congress which has met since the Government 
was founded in the steadfast refusal of each succeeding Con­
gress to change it. 

'l'he Supreme Court, in the case of Cooley v. Port Wardens 
(12 Howard, 399), said: · 

The act of 1789 contains a clear and authoritative declaration by the 
first Congress that the nature of this subject (pilotage) is such that 
until Congress shall find it necessary to exert its power it should be 
left to the legislatures of the States; that it is local and not national; 
that it is likel11 to be best provided for not b1J one system or plan of 
1·eyulations, but by as many as the legislative discretion of the several 
States shall deem applicable to the local pecttliarities of the ports within 
their limits. 

Under this policy the various States have adopted and main­
tained such systems of pilotage as to them have appeared best 
to meet their needs. Some of the States, and perhaps the most 
of them, have, in the course of time, found themselves able to 
maintain a pilotage system without requiring compulsory fees 
to be paid by coastwise vessels. .Many of them have found that 
in the development of their foreign trade they were able to 
maintain their pilotage system by compulsory pilotage fees only 
from all foreign vessels. Some of them, I believe, perhaps a very 
few, have abolished compulsory pilotage upon all ve sels. The 
important fact to bear in mind, however, is that each State 
bas enacted such laws as it thought best suited to its interest. 
Each State has been guided by its own judgment as to what 
was best for the development and maintenance and protection 
of its commerce. We now have presented the proposition that 
this free choice of policy so long exercised by all the States 
sha1I be denied to such of the States as have not seen proper 
or have not been able to follow the policy adopted by other 
States. 

This bill can not affect such States as have already abolished, 
of their own accord, compulsory pilotage upon coastwise sailing 
vessels. It is aimed solely at those States that have not abol­
ished such compulsory pilotage. It is, therefore, a discrimina­
tion of the ranke t sort and of the most fundamental character, 
for it is a discrimination against sovereign States. It compels 
certain States to do that which other States have voluntarily 
done. It denie to certain State·s the free choice of policy that 
the other States have enjoyed. It requires by compulsion cer­
tain States to do away with compulsory pilotage on coastwise 
sailing vessels, and it does this utterly without inquiry into and 
without regard to the question as to whether or not these 
States so discriminated against would be able thereafter to 
maintain a pilotage ystem at all. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle­
man from Georgia whether it is not the purpose of those States 
for which he is now speaking to abolish as rapidly as possible 
the compulsory pilotage system now there? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Undoubtedly they will do it just as rap­
idly as they can and maintain and protect their commerce. 

Mr. GOULDEN. The gentleman is aware that Wilmington 
Harbor, Delaware, has been released from compulsory pflotage. 
And that is the purpose in all the States for which the gentle­
man is speaking, in regard to the compulsory pilotage sy tern. 

:Mr. BRANTLEY. Undoubtedly it is the purpose, as it is to 
the real interest of every State, to do away with compulsory 
pilotage and to lighten and lift every burden upon its com­
merce just as quickly as it can do so consistently with the 
safety and protection of that commerce. If the States againat 
which this bill is aimed, or any of them, have not succeeded in 
building up sufficient foreign trade to maintain a system of 
pilotage, it necessarily follows that the system or systems now 
existing within them will be abolished or become ineffective­
if this bill passes-with no means of providing another srtem 
by any method heretofore or now known of maintaining a pi­
lotage system. The bill, therefore, whatever may be the pur­
pose or motive behind it, if enacted into law, will impo e a most 
serious and unjust discrimination against certain States of the 
Union. 

STEAMERS. 

In 1871 Congress enacted quite a lengthy law in reference to 
inspection of steamboats, and included within it a provision re· 
lieving vessels propelled by steam and engaged in the coasting 
trade from the operation of the compulsory pilotage laws of the 
States. From that day until this the contention has been made 
that sailing vessels engaged in the coasting trade are di crimi~ 
nated against in favor of steamers, and the purpose of this 
bill, as of all similar bills on the subject, has been ostensibly 
to remove tbis alleged Giscrimination. It has never secilled 
to occur to the advocates of this bill that the ju t and proper 
remedy for the alleged discrimination about which they complain 
would be to repeal the act of 1871, so as to place steamers and 
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sailing vessels upon the same footing as to pilotage. This 
method of removing the alleged discrimination would be fair to 
all the States and to all the interests involved. It would leave 
each State free to impose such pilotage fees as it thQught wise, 
and would divide the burden of maintaining a pilotage system 
between the steamers and the sailing y-essels, and would, no 
doubt, result in the diminution of pilotage fees generally. This 
method of removing the alleged _discrimination, however, is not 
popular with the advocates of the proposed bill, and for the 
reason that what tbe ady-ocates of the bill really desire is not 
the removal of a discrimination, but the saving of pilotage fees. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup­
tion? 

1\Ir. BRANTLEY. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. GOULDEN. Is not the gentleman aware that the sail­

ing Ye sel is an entirely different proposition from the steam 
vessel ; that sailing ve sels make few trips yearlY to the various 
port , and therefore the masters are not familiar with these 
ports, whereas the steamships .are usually regular visitors, and 
they have aboard of them mates and captains who thoroughly 
understand the channels? Therefore :you can exempt steam 
vessel where you can not exempt sailing vessels? 

1\fr. BRANTLEY. I will say to the gentleman that I live in 
a seapor-t and have some little familiarity with shipping, and 
that identical proposition I propose to discuss in my remarks. 
Oertain vessel owners, in order to increase their profits, are 
willing to take the chance of losing property ·and imperiling 
life by doing away with pilots everywhere. They boldly de­
cl-are before the committee that they do not need them. Only 
certain vessel owners, howe,·er, take this position, and as against 
their view there appears in the hearings of the committee a 
multitude of protests from masters of vessels, underwriters, 
co-mmercial organizations, labor organizations, health officials, 
and various bodies and person , all connected with the commer:­
cial world, protesting against the passage of this bill. 

I can not undertake to say what the purpose of Congress was 
in relieving steam vessels from the operation of State compul­
sory pilotage. It may have been to encourage the steamboat 
industry, or it may have been for some other purpose. The 
purpo e is not re-vealed in the debate on the act of 1871. The 
fact that the very lengthy bill at that time enacted -contained a 
provision relieving steam vessels from -compulsory pilotage does 
not appear to ha-ve been referred to at all in the debate. Atten­
tion does not seem to have been directed to it, so that we are 
in ignorance as to the purpose that was in the mind of ·the 
~ongress at the time. 

All men know however, that sailing vessels stand in ·much 
greater need of pilots than do sterun vessels. Steumers engaged 
in the coasting trade, as a rule, make regular trips at close 
intervals from port to port, and their masters become familiar 
.with the entrance into these ports. The speed and .direction 
of a steamer is always under control and it can feel its way cau­
tiously through an unknown channel, while the sailing vessel 
.visits the ports less frequently and is largely at the mercy of 
the wind and the waves and can not feel its way. But, more 
than all this, there is no real competition between a sailing 
vessel and a steamer in th-e matter of freights. Where cer­
tainty as to the time of delivery and promptness as to delivery 
are required, the steamer is .and always will be given the 
choice, regardless of what the rate of freight may be, but with 
all freight where promptness of delivery and certainty as to 
time are not required it is impossible for a steamer to compete 
with a sailing vessel in the matter of freiglrt charges. The 
sailing vessel has no fuel to buy or to carry. The space that 
would be devoted to fuel and to machinery is carrying space. 
No engineers and firemen are required, and the operating ex­
penses of the sailing vessel are far less than those of the 
steamer. When people are in a hurry to have their goods 
delivered the sailing vessel has never and never will be able to 
compete with the steamer, and the situation in this respect 
:would not 'be changed in any particular by the abolishment of 
all pilotage laws in the United States. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit a statement 
11ght here? 

l\1r. BRANTLEY. Yes, sir. 
1\Ir. GOULDmN. The sailing vessels not only require this 

pilotage system for their own protection, but they require it for 
the protection of all craft on the river. They are a danger and 
a menace to steam vessels and all other , because they are not 
able to go directly in and out of your channels. I would ask 
the gentleman, living, as he does, at a seaport, if that i·s not 
true? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. That is true; nnd I am glad the gentleman 
made the statement. 

PETITIONS FRO?.! SHirP'EllS, 

It is rather an interesting fact that quite a number of ship­
pers of lumber and other products in some of the States to be af­
fected by the pending bill have telegraphed and written, as 
appears in the report of the committee favoring the bill, urging 
that this proposed legislation be enacted. Exactly how it is 
to benefit them will not appear if -cons-ideration is given to the 
testimony of 1\lr. Pendleton, a sailing-vessel owner and the chief 
advoc-ate of the bilt I find on page 57 of the report of the com­
mittee his statements as to the earnings of certain vesse!s. He 
admits that the low earnings of these vessels is exceptional. 
He reports the case of a vessel loaded at Norfolk that only 
netted the owneTs $90.67 on the voyage. He repor-ts the case of 
another vessel out of which the owners only received net 
$312 for the voyage. He reports the case of another vessel, 
loaded at Charleston, where the owners only received $116.3~ 
as the net earnings of the voyage. His plea is that the e vessels 
ought to earn more money, and that but for compulsory pilot­
age they would ha-ve earned, in addition to the amounts above 
quoted, in the case of one vessel, $270.40; in the case of an­
other Yessel, $173.22, and in the case of the other vessel $179. 
His purpose in urging the passage -of the pending bill is to 
save pilo-tage fees to the -ves e-ls and thereby increa 'e their 
earnings. The question naturally arises, If the vessels are to be 
the \)ene:ficiaries of the savin.g of pilotage fees, bow are the ship­
pers to be benefited? He makes no plea for shippers, but pleads 
always and all the time for vessel owners. The purpose of this . 
bill is not to help shippers. Its purpose is revealed in its title. 
It is to remove discriminations, not against shippers, but agttinst 
sailing vessels. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Before leaving that, I would like to ask the 
gentleman now, inasmuch as .be is quoting from a large shi-p­
owner, whether he has a full list of all of his s~ling vessels, and 
thus is able to strike an average of profit upon each one of them~ 
He has simply given a few of them, as I understand it, and has 
not given the total list of vessels. He may h-ave made a large 
profit on many of those vessels, and there should be a just aver­
age struck, so that we might know whether or not that trade is 
a paying one to the owner of the ship. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I have not the full list; but I stated that· 
Mr. Pendleton admitted that the :figures given by him were ex- · 
ceptionally low earnings as to the particular vessels. As a mat­
ter of fact, his business is profitable, evid-enced by the fact of 
his statement that be is the owner of 100 Df these vessels, and 
it mu t be evident that he does not own them because they are 
unprofitable, but because they ar-e profitable. · 

Mr. GOULDEN. That is what I desired to do--to bring out· 
that point. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. There is a more important feature, how­
ever, in conne-ction with the sbjppers that deserves consideration, 
and that is if the shippers in any State believe the pilotage laws 
of their State are onerous or burdensome upon commerce the 
State has full power to grant relief, and they should appeal to 
the State legislature and not to the Congress. The matter is 
one that bas been within the power -Of the States to control ever 
sin-ce the Government was fo11nded. 

I do not spe-ak against a -revision of the pilotage laws in my 
State or in any other State. I do protest, however, aga.inst 
taking all power in the matter from the States -and transferring 
it to the National Congress. The folly of stripp-ing the States 
of power in the matter w-as forcibly stated in a speech delivered 
upo-n this floor in the Fifty-fourth Congress by the late Amos J . 
Cummings, then and always a gallant and eloquent defender not 
only of the {}ilots, but of the right of the States to regulate and 
maintain their own pilotage systems. He -called attention to the 
fact that after over fifty years of compulsory pilotage the State 
of New York, in 1845, repealed all of its pilotage laws, and for 
eight years any person desiring to do so could lawfully -act as 
a pilot; that at the expiration of these eight years the ship 
New Era appeared off the New Jersey co~st with a load of 
immigrants from Antwerp, and that the captain, although bailed 
by a pilot, refused to take one. A tempest arose that night, and 
before daylight the ship was a total wreck. Hundreds of live 
were lost. Four hundred and e~ • ..rht bodies drifted ashore and 
were buried in a huge grave on the site of what is now Asbury 
Park. Following this disaster the State of New York re­
enacted its pilotage laws. 

So any State, under tbe law as it now stands, may experiment 
as much as it pleases with its pilotage laws. It may abolish 
them entirely, but if it finds as a result of that experiment that 
its commerce bas declined, that lives have been lost and prop­
erty has been destroyed, it will reenact them, so as to protect 
life and property and c-ommerce. If this bill becomes a law, 
however, the Southern States, or the most of them, Will find 
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their pilotage laws repealed for them, and no matter how great 
the necessity hereafter, they will be unable to reestabli~h them 
or to maintain a pilotage system of any degree of efficiency, for 
the reason that they have not sufficient foreign shipping with 
which to maintain them. There is no reason, therefore, why 
the people in any of_ these States should ask Congress to tfe 
the hands of their State and make its legislature helpless to 
protect them in tlle future, no matter what conditions may arise. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In that connection I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he has the various pilotage laws of the Southern 
States, and if he will put them into the RECORD in connectiou 
with his speech? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I will put into the RECORD the pilotage 
laws of my State, and I want to discuss those. I have not the 
pilotage laws of the various States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 1.'he reason I am asking the gentleman is 
that I have had some difficulty, without original examination 6! 
the different State laws, to get at their exact .provisions, and I 
thought if he had them it would be of service to the House to 
put them in the- RECORD. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I am sorry I have not got them, but I will 
put in the laws of my State. 

Every State desires to build up its commerce. Every seaport 
desires to increase the number of ships visiting it. In order to 
build up commerce and to bring more ships it is necessary to 
make the burdens on commerce as light as possible. Every 
State knows this and every seaport knows it. In a sense each 
State is a competitor of all other States and each port is, in a 
s.ense, a competitor of all other ports. Both the States and the 
port~ have every inducement to make pilotage charges and all 
other port charges as just and as reasonable and as low as they 
can be made with prudence and safety. It is perfect folly to 
say that in the State of Georgia 20 pilots in Savannah, 15 pilots 
in Brunswick, and a few other pilots at Darien and St. Marys 
can control and dominate the legislature of Georgia and prevent 
a reduction of pilotage charges, if the charges ought to be re­
duced or prevent a revision of the pilotage laws of the State 
if they ought to be revised. The people of Georgia know far 
better than does this Congress what regulations are necessary 
and best to build up their commerce and to make their ports 
flourish and grow. They not only know better what is best for 
them, but they have a local pride and a local interest that 
enables them to far more justly and energetically care for their 
commerce than Congress would or could possibly -do. We have 
the power now in Georgia, in so far as our commerce may be 
affected by pilotage laws, to regulate and change these laws as 
our own good judgment may deem best We have the power to 
1;emedy all evils and correct all wrongs and remove all discrim­
inatioiis that may be found to exist, and it seems a pitiful con­
fession of weakness and incapacity for our people to come to 
Congress in this matter and, pleadin.: our incompetency, ask 
that our hands be tied and that Congress enact our local legis­
lation for us. 

THE GEORGIA LAWS. 

I can not discuss the various provisions of the different 
State pilotage laws, because I am not familiar with them, but 
I have before me the Georgia law on the subject and I do not 
think it amiss to call attention to it or, at least, to some of the 
more important features of it. 

Beginning with code section 1651, the Georgia law authorize~ 
the corporate authorities of Savannah, Darien, Brunswick, and 
St. Marys to ·appoint comruissioners of pilotage. These com­
missioners license the pilots. They prescribe the fees, make 
rules for the government of the pilots, and provide penalties, 
and can deprive a pilot of his license for want of skillfulness 
or for neglect or carelessness, or for intoxication. Their power 
is not tmlimited, however, in prescribing pilotage fees, for sec­
tion 1G55 provides: 

They shall from time to t1me hereafter1 whenever necessary; revis~ 
and grade the existing pilotage fees, both mward and outward. on ves­
sels drawing 17 feet or less, when loaded, so that said fees shall not 
exceed the average o:t the fees charged at the ports of Norfolk, Wil­
mington, Charleston, rort Royal, Beaufort, Fernandina, Pensacola, 
Appalachicola, Mobile, and New Orleans. They shall e1:empt vessels 
from the payment of pilotage fees, either inward or outward, unless 
services are t endet·ed outsicle the bar. 

1.'he legislature placed this limitiation as to fees for the 
purpose of safe~uarding the commerce of the ports of the 
State and preventing such exce~sive fees as would drive com­
merce from the 11orts of Georgia to the ports of other States 
where pilotage fees were less. The legislature also in this 
limitation provided that these commissioners could not allow 
fees unless the services of a pilot were tendered outside the 
bar. This was to compel the pilot to remain on the bar if 
he wished to earn anything. This same section of the Georgia 
Code also contains a prov~sion of our law in reference to ex-

empting certain vessels · from the payment of pilotage fees by 
authorizing a license. This license provision is much criti­
cised in the report of the committee favoring the pending bill. 
The provision is, as to the pilotage commissioners, and says : 

They shall allow vessels running coastwise under United States 
license to pay, after ~aying the inward pilotage for that tl"ip, an 
annual license fee o! ~5 Nnts per registered ton, which shall belong 
to the pilot entitled to the inward pilotage fee, and the payment of 
said license fee shall exempt at that port said vessel for twelve months 
thereafter from compulsot·y employment of a pilot, eitber inward ot· 
outward, or payment therefor unless services of a pilot are accepted; 
licenses shall be renewed to vessels after having arrived in port, and 
if they approach the port after the expiration of a former license, the 
license shall be granted only after they have paid the inward pilot­
age for that trip, if service has been tendered outside the bar ; and 
any vessel while in a port for which she has had a license, may, within 
ninety d_ays after the expirati9n of that license make application for 
and on payment of the license fee shall receive a new license for 
twelve months from the date of the expiration of the old. license. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Does the gentleman regard the charges 

under the compulsory pilotage laws in the State of Georgia as 
too high or of moderate degree? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Our laws were enacted a number of years 
ago. At the time they were enacted all intere-ts con ented to 
them, and they were considered fair and just, and the ch::trges 
established thereunder reasenable. Of cour e, it may be now 
that changed conditions may authorize a change in these l:tws, 
though upon the whole I think they are :p.ow considered reason­
able. In this forum, however, . I am not so much concerned 
about their reasonableness or unreasonableness as I am con­
cerned o-ver the propo ition that Congress hould undertake to 
revise them. 

rt should be observed that this license provision is not com­
pulsory. No vessel has to procure a license. It is a concession 
to the vessel owner. It was enacted for the purpose of reduc­
ing the expense of pilotage. The commercial interests of the 
State brought it about. While it has the effect of reducing the 
earnings of the pilots, it does not have the effect of abolishing 
the pilots. It was not enacted in their interest, but olely in 
the interest of those who need their services. It is passing 
strange that this provision of law, directed against the earn­
ings of the pilots, should now be used as an argument in favor of 
wiping them out altogether. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, if it will 
not interrupt the gentleman, I would like to ask him about 
granting licenses. It was stated before our committee that, tak­
ing the port of Norfolk, last December the pilots recei-ved on 
an average $980; that during that time they did not render 
any service whatever to the vessels. It is also further . stated 
that last year the pilots at that same port received between 
$60,000 and $75,000 from sailing vessels, and that a pilot was 
never aboard a sailing vessel in fact for eighteen years. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. What port is that? 
:Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The port of Norfolk, Va. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. The pilots recei-ved this amount of money 

from coashvise sailing vessels? 
:Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes, sir; and I have never 

seen that statement disputed. It was made by a member of the 
committee to our committee, and if that is true, I would like 
to know · what the gentleman's defense is for that condition of 
alfairs. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I would state, in reply, that I know abso­
lutely nothing of the facts in reference to the matter. I do not 
know whether they are true or not, but of one tlting I am sure, 
and that is that the State of Virginia and no other State is 
going to tolerate such undue taxation of its commerce as will 
drive commerce away from it. If the laws of any State have 
the etrect of driving commerce from that State, that State suf­
fers more than any other part of this country suffers. I sub­
mit that each State should continue to enjoy the privilege that 
it has had ever since tbis Government was founded, to frame 
such laws in this connection as in its judgment wm best build 
up and maintain its commerce. If the laws of the State are 
violated, there is ample provision to puni h the violation. If 
indiscriminations exist, there is ample law to prevent discrimi- . 
nation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, in that connection I might 
suggest to the gentleman that the Northern States did have 
pilotage laws and did exercise the privilege of determining for 
themselves when the proper time had arrived for their abolition. 

Mr. BRANTLEY; That is very true. I am very glad to 
have that statement go in. We simply ask now to be allowed 
to do what these States have done, and to abolish our compul­
sory pilotage laws when we think we can do so with safety. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. As I understand, the g-en­
tleman's attitude is this: That if these facts exist, he d<>es 1\0t 
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deny that they should be remedied, but if the States refuse to 
do that, then the nation should not interfere. 

1\fr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I would like 
to answer the question. The assumption that the gentleman 
makes is one based upon disputed facts. The gentleman con­
tends that the people of Virginia know more about the facts 
and are very much better able to determine the wisdom of their 
laws than peop1e outside of the State of Virginia and that the 
remedy is with the Virginia legi lature. 
· 1\.fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman forgets 
that I put in my hypothetical question "if the facts were as 
cited," that the pilots received an average of $980 !L month 
for which they rendered no service, and that they received 
from sixty to seventy-five thousand dollars last year from sail­
ing ves els for which they rendered no service, and I ask him, 
If the State would not legislate to correct this evil should not 
the nation do so? · 

:Mr. SHEULEY. Bad cases make bad laws. Now, the gen­
tleman wants us to take a suppositions statement of facts 
as being the facts and pass a general law that would punish 
some· other State equally with Virginia. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for 
his statement. · I would say further that if a State bas pilot­
age laws that are burdensome upon the commerce of other 
States, it is one thing to substitute a better system. It is 
quite another thing for the National Government to abolish 
th~ system existing and provide no other in its stead, and 
at the same time leave tbe - State helpless to do so. That 
is exactly what the pending bill does. But the Georgia law 
further provides that all vessels not exempt under the laws of 
the States or of the United States shall pay full pilotage fees 
inward and outward to "the first pilot who may have offered 
his services outside the bar and exhibited his license as a pilot 
if demanded by the master." 

Code section 1G64 provides : 
Every pilot boat cruising or standing out to sea must offer the 

services of a pilot to the vessel c:c-sest the bar unless a vessel more 
distant be in distress, under a penalty o! $50 for each and every neg­
ligence or refusal either to approach the nearest vessel or to aid her 
if required, or to. aid any vessel ~n sight showing signals of distress,; 
and the commissiOners, or a maJority of them, may, for such negli­
gence or refusal, deprive the pilot of his license. 

The pilot can not select the vessel of the deepest draft so 
as to earn the largest fee, but must pilot the nearest vessel, 
and, regardless of his fees or his earnings, he must ever respond 
to a signal of distress. 
- In case a vessel or its cargo of freight is damaged through 
the negligence or default of a pilot and the damage is less 
than $100 the board of pilot commissioners have full power 
to require the payment of tile damage. If the damage exceeds 
$100 the pilot is made specifically liable in the courts of the 
State for the full amount of the entire damage. 
· . The assertion is made in the report of the majority of the 
committee that-

If the State pilot, by reason of incompetency or negligence, causes 
injury to the vessel or causes her to be lost, he is not liable . for the 
damage caused, and neither owner nor underwriter bas any recourse but 
to accept the loss. 

And this is given as an argument in favor of the bill. This 
statement does not apply to Georgia, for, as I have just stated, 
our pilots al.·e· made specifically liable for any damages caused 
by their carelessness or default, and, in addition, no man can 
be a pilot in Georgia without giving a bond in the sum of $2,000 
for the faithful performance of his duties. 

The pending bill proposes to authorize local inspectors of bulls 
and boilers of vessels to license local pilots, and proposes to 
authorize the pilot so licensed to take a vessel into any of tile 
ports of this country, wholly regardless of whether or not he 
knows anything of the entrance into tile port he seeks. 

1\Jr. LI'l"'TLEFIELD. 1\fr. Chairman, I should like to inquire 
what bill the gentleman refers to in that remark? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. No. 5281, I think, is the number of it. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 'Viii you be kind enough to state again 

what you say it does? 
Mr. BRANTLEY. It authorizes local inspectors to license 

pilots. 
1\fr. LITTLEFIELD. The State inspectors, you mean. 
Mr. BRAKTLEY. I am talking about the steamboat inspect­

ors. They \Yill license pilots under the bill. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you mean the United States inSI>ect­

ors or State inspectors? 
Mr. BRANTLEY. The United States inspectors. 
In Georgia no man can be a pilot or receive a certificate to act 

as a pilot until lle bas seryed as an apprentice two full years in 
a decked pilot boat on the bar for which he desires to be a pilot 
and gives sati factory evidence of character and skill; and· no 
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certified pilot shall be entitled to additional authority until be 
bas served eighteen months. Many years ago the Suvreme 
Court of the United States recognized a fact that the friends of 
this bill appear to have lost sight of, and that is that there are 
more kinds of pilots than one. In a case in 2 'Vallace, page 459, 
the court said : 

'l'he term " pilots " is equally applicable to two classes of persons: 
To those whose employment is to guide vessels in and out of pot·ts and 
to those who are . intrusted with the management of the helm and the 
dil·ection of the vessel on her voyage. To the first class, for th.e prOJ?er 
performance of their duties, a thorough knowledge of the port m which 
they are employed is essential, with its channels, currents, and Uaes, 
and its bars, shoals, and rocks, and the various fluctuations and 
changes to which it is subject. To the second class knowledge of an 
entirely different character is necessary. 

The friends of this measure refuse to recognize this differ­
ence in pilots and assume that if a man is found competent to 
navigate and steer a ship he necessarily has knowledge of the 
entrance into all harbors in t~e country, and the bill proposes 
that inspectors who, perhaps, know nothing of the entrance 
into a certain harbor or across a certain bar, may license another 
man likewise knowing nothing of this entrance or bar, and 
authorize him thereby to pilot a ship across this bar and into 
tilis harbor. The people of Georgia have always felt that in 
order to preserve the fair fame of their ports as safe and pro­
tected ports, so as to bring cop)merce to them, it was absolutely 
essential to have pilots thoroughly familiar with the entrance 
into these ports to guide and conduct vessels therein. This 
bill, if enacted into law, nullifies the wise provisions of the 
Georgia law, disregards the wisdom of the Grorgi~ lawmakers 
and the custom and practice of a century, and says, in effect, 
that knowledge of a bar and knowledge of a harbor are totally 
unnecessary to qualify a pilot to take a ship across _such bar or 
into such harbor. · 

:Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman mean that this 
would eliminate your local system? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not have that effect at all. It 

simply says that where you do not take ~be services of the local 
system, you do not pay. That is all there is in substance to the 
bill. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I am discussing that question. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I wanted to see if the gentleman cor­

rectly apprehended the effect of the legislation. _ 
Mr. BRANTLEY. I think I fully understand the purpose of 

the bill, and I understand also that unless we can have compul­
sory pilotage we can not maintain our pilotage system. 
· 1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. Indirectly, then, your proposition would 
be that it would have the re ult you state. 

Mr. BRA.t~TLEY. Ob, indirectly. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg your pardon. · I thought you meant 

directly. 
THE EVIL CONSEQUENCES OF THE BILL. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. In the State of Georgia from 65 to 70 per 
cent of the vessels bandied by pilots are domestic vessels. It is 
quite evident, therefore, that if these domestic vessels be relieved 
from pilotage fees there will not be enough vessels remaining 
to maintain a pilotage system. The argument is made, bmvever, 
that no such result followed the exemption of coastwise steam­
ers from compulsory pilotage and that no harm bas resulted to 
the coastwise steamers. This suggestion presents no argument 
at all, and for" the reason that pilotage systems have been con­
tinned notwithstanding the exemption granted steamers, and 
have been continued by reason of the help received from coast­
wise sailing vessels. Pilots have been on all the bars ready at 
all times to assist coa twise steamers when tho e steamers 
needed assistance, and the steamers have not therefore suffered. 
If coastwise steamers and coastwise sailing vessels, however, 
are both to be exempt from compulsory pilotage, what induce­
ment will there be for the pilots to remain on the bar? The 
pending bill recognizes that pilots are sometimes necessary, and 
while providing for the exemption of coastwise sailing vessels 
from compulsory pilotage also provides that the fees charged 
for the pilotage of any vessel shall not exceed the customary 
or legally established rates in the State, thus providing for the 
protection of the coastwise sailing vessels in the matter of fees 
whenever they actually need a pilot. The question arises, Ilow­
ever, if this bill becomes a law will there be a pilot on the bar 
to give protection when protection is needed? 

This bill is very one sided. in its provisions. It does not un­
dertake to repeal any provisions of any State law that is com­
pulsory on pilots. If the States insi t upon it the pilots will 
still be required to purchase and maintain at their own expense 
their pilot boats and to remain at their posts in fair weather 
and in foul. They will still be required to tender their service!! 
outside the bar. All the apprenticeship, all the labor, . all the 
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peril, and all the hardships they -are now required to undergo 
will still be required of them, but there will be no compensation, 
except at the will and the pleasure of the vessel owners. lt is 
inconceivable that the States will require the kind of service 
pilots are now required to give and not prov_ide compensation 
for them. It is likewise inconceivable that men can be found 
to invest their money in pilot boats and expose themselves to 
the perils of the sea in order to serve as pilots, if they are to 
receive no compensation therefor. A solemn and responsible 
duty rests on somebody to protect the commerce of the seas that 
enters and leaves the ports of this country, and likewise to pro­
tect the lives engaged in this commerce. One of the forms of 
protection that has ever been deemed necessary is in the fur­
n!shing of experienced pilots to guide vessels in and out of the 
ports. The furnishing of these pilots has devolved upon the 
States ever since our Government was founded, and they have 
discharged this duty without let or hindrance upon the part of 
the National Government. The pending bill proposes, in effect, 
to hinder and handicap the States in the performance of this 
solemn and responsible duty by imposing um·easonable and 
unjust regulations upon them. The States will thereby be less 
able to discharge the solemn duty resting upon them, and the 
United States will have assumed no part of that duty. 

COMPULSORY PILOTAGE. 

The majority of the committee concede in their report that 
pilots are sometimes necessary and should be furnished. They, 
however, think that if in order for a State to have an adequate 
system of pilotage, " the pilots must be subsidized for services 
they do not render ;" that the ports or the people should pay 
the alleged subsidy. It is, therefore, solemnly insisted that 
where the foreign shipping into any State is not sufficient to 
maintain a pilotage system, the State or the ports should, 
by some system of taxation, tax themselves to maintain the sys­
tem. The error of this argument is revealed in its statement. 
It must be remembered that pilots are stationed on the outer 
bars of the several ports for the protection of the vessels that 
come into those ports. They have no other duty or purpose 
than to protect these vessels. True, it may ·be· that ofttimes 
a vessel may come when the sun shines and the wind is fair 
and will not need a pilot, but this same vessel at another time, 
when the storm king is abroad, will need, and urgently need, 
this same pilot. The pilot is there to render service whenever 
service is needed. If he is to be paid only when his services 
are actually used, he should not be required to be on hand 
except when his services are actually needed. No one can tell 
when a pilot will be needed, and it would be a very absurd law 
that would require pilots to be on the bar only at those times 
when their services were in demand. They are required to be 
there all the time and ought to be so required and this require­
ment being exacted of them, they should be paid whether they 
render service or whether they do not. Not only should they 
be paid, but they should be paid by those in whose interest and 
for whose protection they remain outside the bar. The prin­
ciple that justifies this bas been maintained in all the countries, 
practically, of the world and has been repeatedly upheld by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In 2 Wallace, 456, the 
court said: 

The object of the regulations established by the statute was to create 
a body of hardy and skillful seamen, thoroughly acqvainted with the 
harbor, to pilot vessels seeking to enter or depart from the port and 
thus give security for life and property exposed to dangers of a diffi­
cult navigation. This object would be in a great degree defeated if 
the selection of the pilots was left to the option of the master of a 
vessel, or the exertion of a pilot to reach the vesseZ in order to tender 
his services •were without any remunm·ation. The experience of all 
commercial States has shown the necessity in order to create and main­
tain an efficient class of pilots, of providing compensation not only 
when the service is tendered or accepted by the master of the vessel, 
but also when they are declined. 

In Cooley v. Port Wardens (12 How., p. 312), the Supreme 
Court said: ' Compulsory pilota~e laws rest upon the propriety of securing lives 
and property exposea to the perils and dangers of navigation by tak­
ing on board a person peculiarly skilled to encounter or avoid them, 
upon the policy of discouraging the commanders of vessels from re­
fusing to receive such persons on board at the proper times and places 
and upon the expediency and even intrinsic justice of not suffering 
those who have incurred labor an{l expense and danger to place them­
selves in a position to render important service, generally necessary, to 
go unrewarded, because the master of a particular vessel either rashly 
refuses their proffered assistance or, contrary to the general experience, 
does not need it. 

In 13 Wallace, Ex parte McNeil, 238, the Supreme Court said : 
A pilot is as much a part of the commercial marine as the hull of the 

ship and the helm by which it is guided ; and " half pilotage," as it is 
called, is a necessary and usual part of every system of such pro­
visipns. Pilots are a meritorious class and the service in which they 
are engaged is one of great importance to the public. It is frequentlv 
full of hardship, and sometimes of peril ; night and day, in winter and 
in summer, in tempest and calm, they must be present at their proper 
places and ready to perform the duties of their vocations. They are 

thus shut out for the time being from more lucrative pursuits and con­
fined to a single field of employment. 

The suggestion that a pilot should be re(}uired to be on duty 
at all hours of the day and night on the outer bar, and yet 
should only be paid when he actually pilots a vessel, is just as 
absurd a propo ition us to say that the members of yoUI· city 
fire department should only be paid for the actual fires they 
fight or that the members of your city police force should only 
be paid for the actual arrests they make. The suggestion that 
pilots ·should only be _paid for actual service is contrary to the 
rules and customs prevailing and being practiced in almost 
every walk of life. This Government maintains a great Navy 
and a standing Army. Both Army and Navy are paid for their 
time in peace as well as in war; they are paid not for the battles 
they fight, but for being ready at all times to fight the battles of 
our country; and so it has ever been that men called upon to 
prepare themselves for the public service and to engage in the 
public service are paid for the time that they are on duty, 
whether their services are always required or not. Light­
houses are erected, buoys are placed, light-ships are stationed, 
and range lights are displayed-all to help the navigator find 
his way and as a protection to him against disaster. In the 
same way the pilot stationed on the outer bar is stationed there 
as. a protection. He is there not to protect the masses of the 
people, nor the property of -the country, but he is there to pro· 
tect the property of the vessel owners and the lives of the men 
in their service, and it is but simple justice and common equity 
that the vessel owners should pay him. This great Government 
charges these vessel owners nothing for all the protection it 
affords them. It does not furnish the pilots, however, and ves­
sel owners enjoying so many benefits and so much protection, all 
free of cost to them, should not hesitate to pay for the pro­
tection afforded them by the pilots. 

OUR SAILING VESSELS FLEET. 

The point is sought to be made that while there has been 
great ihcrease in recent years in the tonnage of steam vessels, 
there has been no such increase in the tonnage of sailing ves­
sels, and that the failure of sailing-vessel tonnage to increase is 
due to compulsory pilotage laws. It is stated that the total ton­
nage of steam vessels has practical1y doubled within ten years, 
while the tonnage of sailing vessels has remained about the same 
during this period. The Secretary of the Department of Com­
merce and Labor fully answers this contention when he says 
that the natural development of marine architecture favors the 
increase of steam ves els and the de~ease of sailing vessels. 
The statistics show, however, that while there bas been practically 
no increase in tonnage of schooners and square-rigged ve sels, 
there bas been quite a large increase in the tonnage in the pa t 
ten years of rigged barges, and as these barges pay pilotage f es 
it is thus demonstrated that the existence of compulsory pilotage 
has bad nothing to do with steam tonnage out tripping sailing­
vessel tonnage. When it is borne in mind that compulsory 
pilotage only exists iii a few of the States, it is unrea onable 
to contend that this compulsory pilotage in the e few StateR ha 
contributed very materially to any decrease in the tonnage of 
sailing vessels. 

The coastwise commerce of our country, as it bas grown 
and extended from year to year, has demanded quicker and 
better transportation facilities, and with the natural and in­
evitable result that steam-going vessels, with their rapid and 
certain transit and their traffic connection with the railroad , 
have been built to meet such demands. If sailing ves els could 
meet the ever-growing demands of this commerce, they "'onld 
be built just as rapidly and just as extensively as steam-going 
vessels are being built The majority of the committee, in 
their report, refer to the sailing of coastwise vessels as a lan­
guishing industry, and all due to compulsory pilotage laws. If 
languishing now, was it at one time flourishing? That is the " 
assumption; and if so, the industry has both flouri shed and 
languished under the very same laws, for througbrmt tile 
fluctuations of the industry the laws have remained the same. 
It is rather late in the day to suggest that an industry that has 
grown and flourished under laws designed for it protection 
and that were framed before the Government of the United 
States was 'formed, is now, under these same laws more tllan 
a hundred years later, languishing by reason of these laws. 
But, is the industry languishing? Notwithstanding the great 
increase in steam tonnage, sail tonnage has practically held its 
own. Is it unprofitable? Ask the shipowner who, while be­
fore the committee urging the pa sage of this bill, admitted 
himself the owner of one hundred sailing ve sels, and each one 
of them acquired and put in commission while compulsory 
pilotage was in existence. In contrast to the statement that 
the indush-y is languishing, we have the statement of those 
who seek to build up .our foreign shipping by subsidies, that our 
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coast and lake shipping is the most prosperous and greatest 
in the world. 

In a recent speech delivered on this floor by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT], who bas made an exhaustive 
study of our merchant marine, foreign and coastwise, be de­
clared that-

Our merchant marine collects higher freight rates, the officers and 
crew live higher and better, and the shipowners clear more money 
than any merchant marine in the world. 

In this connection, it is somewhat remarkable that any 
part of our coastwise shipping interests should complain of 
what they call a "pilot monopoly," or of any other monopoly, 
for not only is there no pilot monopoly, the Supreme Court 
having said to the contrary, but there is no class of people 
and no other interest so highly protected and so highly fav­
ored by our Government as. the coastwise shipping interests of 
this country. 

Gentlemen who favor this bill speak of the many millions of 
dollars spent by this Government in the improvement of har­
bors as a reason why pilotage should be done away with and 
the earnings of the coastwise sailing vessels still further en­
hanced. They forget that all of these millions have been spent 
for the direct interests of the coastwise vessels. Not only have 
these millions been expended in the improvement of harbors, 
but other millions have been expended in providing light-ships 
and light-liouses and other aids for navigation, all in the inter­
est of the vessel owners. These vessels are not taxed to pay 
any part of these vast expenditures ; and not only do they pay 
no part of this burden assumed for their benefit, but they are 
otherwise tremendously favored, for foreign vessels are not 
allowed to engage in the coastwise trade, so that our coastwise 
vessels have a complete monopoly of the coastwise business, 
and having this monopoly no power of Government regulates 
their charges to the public. Not satisfied with the monopoly 
they now enjoy and the protection they now have, they have 
come to Congress and asked in this bill that the States be 
stripped of any power to safeguard the lives of the people they 
employ, or to safeo-uard the property of the shipper intrusted 
to their keeping, and all in order that their profits may still 
further be enhanced. The improvement of our harbors bas 
re ulted in deeper water and deeper-draft vessels, but in the 
shifting sand bars that usually prevail at the South and the 
larger class of -vessels that have to be handled, requiring more 
and more skill and more and more knowledge of entrances into 
harbors, tllese improvements, in the opinion of the States, have 
not yet justified the abandonment of their pilotage systems. 
These States Ilave no enmity toward the sailing vessels. They 
welcome their every visit and ask that it be repeated time and 
time again, but they do insist that so long as they police their 
ha rbors and their outer bars for tile protection of tllese vessels, 
these ves els shall pay for the protection thus afforded them. 

l\fr. LITTLEFIELD. 1\Ir. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does ·the gentleman from Georgia yield 

to the gentleman from l\Iaine? 
1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. Only for a suggestion. 
1\Ir. BRANTLEY. Ye. 
Ur. LITTLEFIELD. Is not the gentleman advised of the fact, 

inasmuch as he is discussing this question of improving harbors, 
that the vast amount of the expenditure is rendered necessary 
by reason of the large draft of the vessels, and that the ques­
tion of a large draft does not, to any degree of consequence, 
affect the coastwise fleet; that it is almost. altogether for the 
purpose of accommodating the foreign-going fleets? That is 
the practical fact. I do not know whether the gentleman is 
advised of it or not. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I will ask the gentleman from Maine if he 
is not a ware of the fact that these same ~astwise sailing vessels 
are every year being built of deeper d.i"aft and of larger size? 

Mr. LI'l'TLEFIELD. Well, to an e}.'i:ent, but not to any 
great extent. 

1\Ir. BUANTLEY. Every year. 
1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. Their draft is nothing- compared with 

tile draft of the foreign-going fleet. There is not any question 
about that, I think the gentleman will be satisfied. 

1\fr. BRANTLEY. Oh, these improvements affect vessels en­
gaged in the foreign trade the same as they affect ves~els in 
the conshdse trnde but the fact remains that the coastwise 
...-essels haYe the full benefit of e-.;-ery dollar of improvement, 
and the further fact remains that in our southern port they 
have by far the greater benefit, for there are more of them. It 
is becauE"e "·e haven't got the foreign vessels that we protest 
against this bill. ' 

l\Ir. LITTLEI,'IELD. It is very true that when you dredge 
for a ve Eel having a draft of 25 feet it takes care of a vessel 
drawing 14 feet. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Oh; we hilTe -four and five and six masted 
schooners coming into my port. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think if the gentleman will look it 
over he will find that the steam coastwise fleet draw from G to 
10 feet more than the sail. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Our coastwise steamers draw less water 
than do some of the large schooners. 

1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. That may be your experience, but it 
is not the experience on the balance of the Atlantic coast. 

1\Ir. BRANTLEY. It applies to the Clyde Line and the 
Mallory Line steamers that come into my port regularly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They go over to Key West. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. They do not go o..-er to Key West; they 

come into my port. 
1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. What port is that? 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Brunswick. They draw less water than 

some of the large schooners. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Bearing also on your suggestion in re­

lation to the earnings of the ve'S~els, does the gentleman question 
the accuracy of the statement tllat appears in the majority re­
port, that the sums paid for pilotage over and oYer again ag­
gregated more than the amount paid to the owners in dividends? 
Does the gentleman question the accuracy of that statement? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I do not know anything about tilat. 
Mr. Lir_rrl'LEFIELD. That is tile fact. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. The gentleman from Maine can state that 

in his own time. 
1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD. I know the gentleman would not inten­

tionally misstate any of these things. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. I was not discussing the question whether 

the earnings of the sailing vessels were greater or less than 
the total sum of pilotage fees, and could not have made any 
mi statement about it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; not that particular question, but 
the gentleman referred to the large earnings of the vessels. 
I only wanted to call the gentleman's attention to the fact 
about which there is no question. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It is argued that the tugboats take the 
place of the pilots and that when a tugboat is employed to 
pilot a Ye~ sel into or out of a port it is wrong to require such 
vessel to pay a pilot in addition to paying the tugboat. It 
must be borne in mind, however, that there is no law compel­
ling the use of a tugboat, and neitl1er is there any law requir­
ing the tugboat to remain on the outer bar to render heip when 
help is needed. Not only is there no law requiring the tug­
boat to remain on the outer bar nnd no demand for such a law, 
but the tugboat is not there except when the weather is fair. 
The time come , and comes frequently, when the tugboat finds 
it far more convenient to ride inside the bar, in the harbor. 
These are the times when the little pilot boat remains outside 
and is required to remain there, and these are the times when 
its presence brings gladness and hope to the distressed sailing 
vessel seeking an entrance into a harbor of refuge which, 
blinded by storm, it can not find. It may be that sometimes the 
tugboat is competent to take tlle place of the pilot, but it does 
not follow therefrom that it is ahvays competent to do so, nor 
does it follow therefrom that a pilotage system is unnecessary. 

When all the argument bas be~n Ilad in the discussion of this 
question we must inevitably reach the point where the solu­
tion of the questio:n will hinge on the prop;)sition that a pilot­
nge system is either necessary or unnecessary. If tile advo­
cates of the pending bill are prepared to insist that a pilotage 
system is unnecessary and that the day of the pilot ha.s passed, 
then let them place their support of this bill on that ground, 
and let the Congress and the country determine whether or 
not the ground is well taken. If they are not prepared to insist 
that pilotage systems in the Southern States are unnecessary, 
then there remains no ground upon which the pending bill can 
be reasonably and justly defended. 

It may be and perhaps is true that the pilotage laws in my 
State and in some other States should be revised. It may be 
that the time has come or will shortly come when we should 
consider the question of reducing the. rate of pilotage fees where 
a tugboat is used, or where the services of a pilot are refused; 
when we should consider the question of reducing the rate of 
pilotage fees when a vessel de~iring to enter one of our ports 
not for cargo, but· merely to escape the perils of the sea; when 
we should consider the question cf reducing fees where a ve sel 
crosses the bar but to enter quarantine, and then has to again 
enter for the purpose of receiving cargoes; when we should con­
sider the question of other changes and revisions of our laws; 
these and all kindred questions I am quite sure that the people 
of my State and of all the States interested in the maintenance 
of a pilotage system are thoroughly familiar with and will take 
just and proper action thereon at the right and proper time. 
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I am not here to insist that the system of my State or the sys­
tem of any State is perfect, but I am here to insist that my 
State be accorded the same privilege that all the States of the 
East have enjoyed of changing its system whenever it thinks 
a change ought to be made. I am here to iD:sist that the ship­
owner in the East has no right to dictate to the State of Georgia 
the kind of pilotage system the State of Georgia shall enforce. 
I am here to insist also that our pilots be taken care of. The 
system that we have builded in my State has been builded upon 
a policy, as declared by our State supreme court, "to engender 
among the pilots a laudable rivalry to venture beyond the bar, 
or its immediate proximity, and thus be ever ready to lend aid to 
vessels making for the port." Our supreme court has also said 
that "commercial necessity calls for hardy, energetic, and 
fearless pilots." There are no more hardy, energetic, and fear­
less men in any calling than these same pilots. We not only re­
quire that a man shall be brave and fearless in order to be a 
pilot, but we al o require that he shall be a man of good char­
acter, and have sufficient standing to enable him to give the bond 
necessary for a pilot to give. We require him as a precedent 
necessary to becoming a pilot to engage in a long and arduous 
term of apprentice hip. We require not only that he shall 
have the courage to perform the duties that shall be imposed 
upon him, but that he shall know how to perform these duties. 
We do not allow our pilots to absent themselves from duty. 
,We compel them to be on guard at all times. We charge them 
with the duty of constantly sounding our channels, so as to de­
tect the slightest change therein. We req1.1ire them to promptly 
report any discharge of ballast in our channel by any vessel, 
and the failure to make such report necessitates dismissal of 
such pilot from the service. We look to them to aid us in our 
quarantine regulations. We require them to ascertain from 
every vessel, before boarding it, the state of health on the ves­
sel, and from them the quarantine officer first learns of any con­
tagion that is approaching. We have found our pilots indis­
pensable to the protection of the vessels visiting us, and indis­
pensable to the maintenance of our commerce and the reputation 
of our ports. We have found them faithful, reliable, and in all 
cases fully to be depended upon. We exact onerous and re­
sponsible duties from them, and I am not willing to consent 
here or elsewhere to the passage of any law that will deprive 
them of fair and just remuneration for the service that they so 
bravely and efficiently render. 

As a part <Vf my remarks I submit a letter from Capt. Charles 
E . Arnvld, for many long years a faithful and efficient pilot on 
the bar at Brunswick, Ga., and whose views are entitled to all 
the credit that a life of honest toil, of upright character, and of 
devotion to all duties, public and private, can give: 

Br.~swiCK, GA., February 21, 1906. 
1\IY DEAR SIR: I am a pilot on St. Simons bar. I commenced in 

March, 1879, to serve my apprenticeship, and on April 1, 1884, received 
my first certificate. On April 1, 1 86, I received my branch as pilot. 
Have never wasted my earnings through drink, sporting, or riotous liv­
ing. I have a family, and it takes all I make to support them and edu­
cate my children. 

We have eleven active pilots on this bar, and _none of them have any 
money of any consequence. There are two old pilots not in active duty. 
I mention this fact because there has been so much said about pilots 
making so much money. There has l::een fot· tl:!e last thirty-odd years, 
nearly every year, a bill before our National Congress to take away the 
State right and abolish this systom of compulsory pilotage, and it has 
fallen to my lot for several ye.us past to take some part in asking that 
Congress allow this law to staLd as it is. 1n doing this I have talked 
with many masters or captains of vessels, some of whom are part own­
ers and a few sole owners and many who own only small interests, and 
75 or 80 per cent of them are opposed to the abolishing of the present 
system of pilotage in the Southern States. Many others say that they 
do not want the pilotage taken off, but can not express themselves on 
account of having to go on vessels owned by such men as Mr. Pendleton 
and others, who are the prime movers in this fight against the pilotage 
laws in these States. 

T here is a license clause in our law, made by those interested in 
7e sels in the year 1886, in the Georgia legislature, and there are 
several licensed vessels that come to this port regularly and waitJ 
even with fair winds, for tugboats, and will not employ a pilot-1 
presume because their ow-ners prohibit their taking a pi1ot. In sev­
eral instances they have bad to lay outside and r1de out heavy north­
east blows, when, if they bad taken a pilot, they would have been in 
out of the weathe1· and not jeopardized the life and property of the 
crew and vessel. This happens very often here. . 

Another argument often mentioned against pilots is that the Gov­
erment has spent so much money in deepening the channels and 
making them so plain by buoys, beacons, and lights. A few- years ago 
our bar was only about 230 feet long, and we then bad 11 ~ feet at low 
water on the bm·. To-day we have in our channel 10 feet at low water, 
and .the channel is suppo ed to h 200 feet wide at the bottom and 400 
.feet wide from side to ide, and our bar is now 4~ miles long, with 
these same lH-foot shoals at low water on either side of this 10-foot 
channel, and pilots are therefore a greater necessity to-day than when 
we bad the shoal bar, from the fact that vessels to-day are larger and 
draw more water. 

Another argument is that pilotage is too high. That bas been re­
duced fmm the fact that the class of vessels to-dny carry in propor­
tion t~ their draft more than twice the tonnage that the old style ves­
sels did and all pilotage is charged according to the draft of the vesseL 

As the Senate has just passed the ship subsidy bill, this with the 

fact that no foreign vessel can engage in the coastwise trade, it would 
seem that the vessel owners want everything. 

Another cause for having the present pilotage system is that our 
shoals extend from 4 to 6 miles outside of land, and the coast is very 
low and· we have lots of thick, smoky weather, and our pilot lloats are 
outside nearly all the time and are a guide to vessels bound up and 
down the coast, as well as those to the port to which the pilot boat 
belongs, and I as a pilot have many times put vessels on their course 
when bound to other ports, both north and south of us. 

Yours, very truly, 

Hon. WM. G. BRANTLEY, 
Washington, D. 0. 

CHAS. E. ARNOLD, 
Pilot, St. Simons Bar. 

1\Ir. HAUGEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, in view of the strenuous efforts 
put forth here and elsewhere in favor of parcels post, and in view 
of the misrepresentation and misconception and the vigorous ef­
forts put forth by mail-order houses in districts to secure instruc­
tions in favor of parcels post in Congressional conventions to 
be held, I wish to offer some obsei:.vations along this line and 
submit a few facts with a view to disabusing the minds of those 
who I believe are laboring under a misconception. 

Before entering into a discus ion as to the merits of the 
proposition I wish to read from letters r eceived. It deals first 
with statistics as to the number- of people living in the rural dis­
tricts and in the towns in his county and then closed by saying: 

You say you are opposed to the Government going into the freight 
business. You probably do not call the carrying of parcels weighing 
4 pounds freight business, but carrying parcels weighing 5 pounds 
would be freight business. Please give thts matter careful considera­
tion, and remember that the ratio between rural population and those 
engaged in retail trade is probably about the same in the Fourth dis. 
trict as a whole as it is in --- County. Wben the conventions are 
held in the spring to name delegates to the Congressional convention 
resolutions will be introduced favoring parcels post. 

In another letter he states : 
What is there to binder limiting the weight of parcels carried to 50, 

25, or even 10 pounds? Congress seems to have the power to limit the 
weight at present to 4 pounds. If parcels-post business should take on 
such dimensions as you anticipate, that is only an argument in favor 
of its establishment. Parcels post instead of being a drain on the 
Treasury is the means of making the rural. free delivery self-sustaining. 
It is the logical complement and corollary of rural free delivery. 

In another letter he refers to an editorial on page 233 of the 
Independent as worthy of consideration. 

To begin with, the question is not who is entitled to the most 
consideration-the mail-order houses or the merchants in the 
small towns. If that were the question I am free to say that I 
believe that the merchant who pays taxes, who helps to build 
up the State, county, and town, who helps build and maintain 
sidewalks, streets, schools, churches, water and light plants, 
and all good things essential to the welfare, comfort, happiness, 
and convenience of the people of his community, is entitled 1o 
more consideration by that community than be who contributes 
nothing to that localit-y (that is Republican doctrine; that is 
why this wall of protection is built up, giving protection to the 
American wage-earner, the producer, and home intereBts), and 
there can be no question as to the justice of their claims. But 
this is not the question. Nor is it a question where or from 
whom goods may or shall be bougll.t by people living in rural 
districts, or whether the purchaser secures a better bargain one 
place or the other. This is a question that Congress bns noth­
ing to do wltb. The Constitution provides: 

All duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

No capitation, or other direct tax, shall be laid, unless in proportion 
to the census or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 

No tax or duty shall be laid on :nticles· exported ft·om any State. 
No preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or reve· 

nue to the ports of one State over those of another; nor shall vesselS 
bound to, or from, one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties 
in another. 

It is intended that commerce shall be as free as air between 
the States, so far as the Constitution or Congress is concerned. 

The real question is : Shall the Government go into the freight 
or expre s bu iness? Shall the rural free-delivery service and 
the city delivery be discontinued? Can it be done in justice to 
all and without injury to anyone? The Post-Office Department 
is a great bu ·iness institution, doing business every year aggre­
gating nearly $170,000,000. Viewing it from a business stand­
point, is the parcel post a safe bus-inesslike proposition? 

Wllat are the contentions? Freight is slow ; express charges 
are high and quicker, and cheaper transportation is desired. I 
re:.1d to you from an editorial on page 233 of the Independent of 
January 25, 1906, referred to in the letter just read: 

The just demands of the American people require a parcels post, not 
only gr eatly below express charges, but much below the r elative cost 
of smaller packages now passing th1·ough the post-offices. A reduction 
of rates of at least one-third could be safely and wisely el'l:ected. The 
American rate for parcels-that is, fom·th-class matter-is 1 cent for 4 
ounces, but the English rate is 6 cents for the first pound and ::! cents 
for P.veey after pound. In America the weight limit is 4 pounds, but in 
En.,.land it is 11 pounds. The English parcel of 4 pounds requires 12 
cents postage, but the ·American postage requires one-fonrth more. 

Tbe rate on pnrcels here is claimed to be 4 cents per pound. 
The Independent says that a reduction of rate of at least one-
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third could safely and wisely be effected, or that the rate can be 
reduced to 2! cents per pound. But I understand that the 
present rate for merchandise, or fourth-class matter, is 1 cent 
per ounce, or 1G cents per pound. And if a 2£-cent rate is 
determined on the reduction would be 13! cents per pound, or 80 
per cent of the present rate on fourth-class matter. 

Others say reduce the rate to 2 cents ; some say 1 cent, and 
others say less. Some say the weight limit should be 11 pounds, 
some 25, some 50, some 100, some 200. Others say why fix a 
limit at all? Why not include carload lots? If the Government 
ean give this service at exceedingly low rates, why should the 
manufacturer of heavy articles be denied the same privileges as 
others? Now, all of this seems nice; and of course if this 
could be accomplished it might be the right thing to do. It is 
natural that all would want cheap rates, as it would benefit 
everybody, and, generally speaking, everybody is pleased to get 
something for nothing-if not entirely gratis, at as low a price 
as possible if nobody is injured thereby; but it is also true 
that generally one would not give his consent to rob others in 
order to further his own interests. So in this case, if parcels 
post would create a large deficit, the deficit would have to be 
made up by all the people, or the gain made by few on account 
of low rates would have to be paid out of the General ~reasury, 
or, in other words, Mr. Jones would be compelled to conh·ibute 
toward paying Mr. Smith's freight. If this is so, then can par­
cels post be made self-sustaining? Can this cheap rate be had 
with justice to all and without injury to anybody and without 
loss to the Government? 

The general opinion seems to be that the postal rates should 
be made as low as express charges, and also that parcels post 
should · be made self-sustaining. I have recei-ved hundreds of 
letters on this subject, and I will read to you from one more of 
them, which is a fair sample, and I believe it expresses the 
views of most of the people who desire parcels post. 

Referring to parcels post, he says : 
I am opposed to making it a burden to the Government, and I am still 

more opposed to rural free delivery being discontinued. I would rather 
see postage advance than to lose the rural free-delivery service. Let 
Congress put the price o! postage on parcels so that it will cover the 
cost of transportation. The farmers here in Iowa do not obJect to 
paying what a thin~ is worth, but we do object to being robbed by the 
express companies tne way we are now. A parcel post with the rural 
routes would be one of the greatest blessings the Government has done 
for the farmers, and I see no reason why it can not be made sel!-sus­
ta.ining. 

This is certainly a dignified and honorable position to take; 
and so far as I know, that position is taken by all, and the let­
ters, I believe, voice the sentiment of a very large majority of 
those who desire parcels post. The question, then, is, can this 
be accomplished? First, we will compare express rates with the 
cost of carrying parcels ·or mail by the Government. 

I was told by a reliable merchant in my district a few days 
ago that by prepaying express charges the express companies 
will meet postal rates to any point where the company bas an 
office, the minimum charge being 15 cents, or if over two roads 
the minimum charge is 20 cents, or 10 cents to each road for 4 
pounds of limited value. The shipment by express insures a 
safer and prompter delivery. The Government does not insure 
delivery or reimburse for losses, except when registered, and 
then only to the extent of $10 or $25 on any on~ package. He 
told m~ that he frequently has goods shipped from New York 
to California by express at postal rates. 

A Post-Office Department report, made in 1900, quotes from 
Cowles's General Freight and Passenger Post the following: 

Our expt·ess companies carry all sorts of parcels, from the domicile in 
New York to the station. thence by rail a thousand miles to Chicago, 
and deliver at the domicile in that city, at the rate of $3 a hundred 
pounds, but the railways tax the Government $2.77 a hundr€d, $55.50 
a ton, for the transportation of its mail bags for an average haul o! 
not over 442 miles. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission's report for 1904 shows 
that the earnings of the railroads for 1903 were as follows: 
From mail and mail cars _____________________________ $41, 709, 396 
l?Tom express-------------------------------------- 38,331,964 

Excess of mall pay over express earnings------~--- 3, 377, 432 
In 1902 the excess of mail pay over express earnings was 

$5,582,385. 
According to this, the express companies charge $3 per hun­

dred from New York to Chicago, a distance of 1,000 miles. The 
rate from here to Chicago, a distance of 800 miles, is $2.25 per 
hundred, and the railroads, in 1900, taxed the Government $2.77 
per hundred, or $55.50 per ton, for the transportation of mail 
for an average haul of not o-ver 442 miles. Besides the $2.77, 
the Government now pays an average of $5,427.62 for each of 
more than 1,000 cars, and, be ide this, pays a subsidy to the 
various railroad companies aggregating last year $167,175. 
Then there is the pay of 12,474 officers and employees in the 
Railway Mail Service. In fact, the total expense is nearly 

$170,000,000, which makes the average cost of handling the mail 
about 17 cents per pound. The Postmaster-General estimates 
the cost of handling all mail matter at from 5 to 8 cents per 
pound, but it would probably be much in excess of the amount 
stated by the Poshnaster-General, because the parcels post 
would get all of the long-distance parcels, which would be car­
ried at a loss, while the express companies would get the short­
distance parcels, because zone rates would be less than postage 
rates. 

The Postmaster-General states that-
It would be neeessary to adopt rates of postage to meet the rates of 

express companies and that it is not deemed wise at this time, at least, 
to ask authorization of Congress for the establishment of separate par­
cels post in the domestic service. 

How are the h·ansportation companies paid? To begin with, 
the present rates per pound weight were. first fixed by the act of 
March 3, 1873. These were rednced 10 per cent by the act of 
July 12, 1876, and 5 per cent more by the act of June 17, 1878. 
First, the pay is based solely on the average weight of the mail 
carried daily the whole length of the route, but when a full 
railway post-office car is added to the train the Post-Office De­
partment pays to the railroad a rental for the entire car based 
upon its length. This rent, then, is added. Mr. Shallenberger 
stated before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

The total number of railway post-office cars in service last year was 
1,015, and the number in reserve was 215. The Government paid 
$5,500,044.65 for the cars in set·vice, an average of $5,427.62 a car. 
The cars eost about $.5,500 or $6,000 each, and are maintained and re­
p~.ired at an annual cost of about $1,200. They are built and owned by 
the railroad companies and rented to the Post-Office Depnrtment. The 
pay for a line of these cars is $25 a mile for 40-foot cars, $30 for 45-
foot cars, $40 for 50-foot cars, and $50 for 55 or 60-foot cars. 

What is the cost of the service? 
The total number of railroad-mail routes is 3,064, and the 

total length of these routes is 200,965 miles. The annual h·avel 
on these routes is 362,645,731 miles. The annual rate of ex­
penditure for mail tr~portation by rail-not counting the 
rental of postal cars-was $41,504,345. 

The total number of postal-car routes is 294, the total length 
of these routes, 53,000 miles, and the appropriation for the cur­
rent fiscal year was $5,875,000. 

The combined expenditure for railroad-mail transportation 
and raih·oad postal cars was $44,695,610 in 1904. The combined 
expenditure in 1905 was $45,576,515. 

It is estimated that the railway-postal clerks during the fiscal 
year 1905 handled 18,000,000,000 pieces of mail matter, exclusive 
of registered matter, of which 9,050,000,000 pieces were first­
class matter and the balance pieces of other classes~ 

The deficit of the Post-Office Department for 1905 was $14,-
572,584.13. 

Turn to Senate Document No. 174, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
third session, and you will find the amount paid each year to 
the railway companies for the purpose of carrying the United 
States mail since 1873, as follows: 
1873-------------------------------------------- $7,257,196.00 
1874-------------------------------------------- 9,113,190.00 
1875-------------------------------------------- 9,216,518-00 1 76____________________________________________ 9,543,13~00 

1877-------------------------------------------- 9,053,936.00 1 78____________________________________________ 9,566,595.00 
1879____________________________________________ 9, '567, 590. 00 1880 ____________________________________________ 10,498,9 6.00 

t~~~==========================~=::.::.::.::::.=::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::. t~:gA~:g~g:~& 
1883--------------------------------'------------ 13,906, 956.79 1884 ____________________________________________ 15,629,444.52 

f~ g================================'============ n:~~b:I~:~~ 1887-------------------------------------------- 17,849,853.06 1888 ____________________________________________ 19,199,791.85 

1889--------------------------~----~------------ 22,128,850.65 1890 ____________________________________________ 22,286,261.43 

1891-------------------------------------------- 25,837,147.30 1892 ____________________________________________ 27,277,617.70 

1893--------------------------------~----------- 2 ,516,378.17 
1 94-------------------------------------------- 30,565,036.56 1 95 ____________________________________________ 31,190,230.65 
1896 ____________________________________________ 32,442,290. 0 

1897-------------------------------------------- 33,854,075.32 1 98 ____________________________________________ 34,768,904.90 

1 99-------------------------------------------- 36,001,826.99 1900 ____________________________________________ 37,668,873.3.5 

1901---------------------------------~---------- 38,507,809.79 1902 ____________________________________________ 39,830,675.92 
1903 ____________________________________________ 41,697,229. 02 

1904----------------------------------------~-- 44,503,987.42 
Add to the $45,576,515 paid the railway companies in 1905 

the subsidy paid the various railroads, amounting to $167,175, . 
and otber expenses connected with the Department, and you 
llave a grand total of $1G7,309,1G9.23. The Postmaster-General 
states-

That the cost to the Government for handling all mail matter is 
estimated to be from between 5 to 8 cents per pound. 

But this, as I understand, simply includes the cost of trans­
porting the mails, and does not include all expenses connected 
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with handling of the mails. It is an easy matter to determine 
what the average cost is-that is, if you have the number of 
pounds handled and the amount expended. Let us look into 
the matter and see. The report does not give the total number 
of-pounds handled, but on page 79 the Postmaster-General states: 

According to the estimates heretofore made and published, matter 
of the second class approximates in weight two-thirds of the bulk of 
all mall matter, yet produces only about 4 per cent of the postal 
revenue. 

The weight of second-class matter is reported to be 663,000,-
000 pounds. If 663,000,000 pounds is two-thirds of the bulk of 
all mail matter, the total weight would be 994,500,000 pounds, 
or practically 1,000,000,000 pounds. 

I understand that this does not include equipment, such as 
sacks, pouches, twine, etc., which is paid for per pound to rail­
road companies for carrying same as mail matter. When the 
weight of the eq11ipment is added the total weight would be 
about double this amount, as the weight of the equipment is 
about equal to the weight of the mail. But the weight of 
equipment has nothing to do with it, as the Government gets 
pay only for the actual mail matter handled. 

If you will turn to· the report of the Second Assistant Post­
master-General to the Postmaster-General, showing the results 
of t,he special weighing of mail through the United States from 
October 3 to November 6, 18D9, you will find the following state­
ment: 
Per cent by classes of mail matter originating in the United States, in­

clud'ing mail f01" local delivery and all mail d·ispatched from all post­
offices of the United States by steam railroads, electric car·s, stearn,­
boats, and on star routes, or otherwise. 

I 
Weight for Estimated Percent 

Class. 35 days. weight fur of total 
365 days. weight. 

First class---·---------------------------- .. 
Second class ____ . _____ .-------_-------------
Second class free ____ -----------------------
Third and fom·th class .... _.-----.----- ___ _ 
Government free------------------- -------
Equipment ____ ---·-· ----------- ____ --------

· Paunds. 
9,098,882 

37,820,857 
3,140,484 

13,987,967 
9,218,203 

76,866,032 

Paunds. 
94,888,341 

394, 417' 505 
32 750 550 

145:874:518 
96,132,692 

801, 602, 902 

6.06 
25.19 
2.09 
9.32 
6.14 

51.20 
1---------1----------1-------

TotaL ....• ---------------------------- 150,132,405 1,565,666,508 100.00 

Weight. of ma.ilmatterfrom which a rev-
enue is derived-----------------------____ 60,907,706 635,180,362 40.57 

Weightofmailmatt.erfrom which no rev-
enue is derived-----------------------.___ 89,224,699 930,486,146 59.43 

TotaL·--------- - ---------------------- 150,132,405 11,565,666,508 100.00 

Here the total weight is estimated at 1,565,666,508. This 
includes 801,602,902 pounds equipment, and leaves only 7<'>4,-
063,606 as mail matter. But of course the business has in­
creased, and I believe it . is safe to estimate the weight of 
actual mail matter at 1,000,000,000 pounds, and the total weight, 
including equipment, at 2,000,000,000 pounds. The estimated 
cost of handling the mails should not be made on the total 
weight including equipment, because the Government is paid 
on1y for the actual weight of the mail matter. The equipment 

. and cost of carrying equipment is a part of the expense in 
handling mail matter, as much as is that paid railroad com­
panies or salaries to clerks, and parcels post would require equip­
ment as well as first, second, and third class matter, as these 
parcels would have to be packed in pouches and handled tlle 
same as other mail matter. For instance, if parcels weighing 
100 pounds are receiyed they must be sent out in pouches or 
sacks, and if sent out in pouches weighing 100 pounds, the 
Government would pay the railroads for 200 pounds and re­
ceive pay for only 100. So, if the Government pays a railroad 
on an average of, say, 5 cents per po'und for the total weight, 
including equipment, it would cost the Government twice that 
amount, or . 10 cents per pound, for actual mail matter, as it 
pays for 2 pounds for every pound of actual mail carried by 
the railroads. 

So in estimating the cost of handling mail matter -and the 
cost of parcels post, first it is necessary to ascertain the number 
of pounds of mail matter handled, or the number of pounds 
on which the Government receives pay; second, the amount 
paid out. If 1,000,000,000 pounds of mail is handled what is 
the cost per pound? First, the Government pays the railroad 
companies $41,000,000 for carrying the mails, or 4.1 cents per 
pound. It pays $5,427.62 for each of 1,015 cars, and I under­
stand they also pay for 215 cars in reserve, or a total of 
$5,500,000, which adds another one-half cent. You now have 
4.6 cents per pound. The Government employs 12,474 officers 
and clerks in the Railway Mail Service or for looking after the 
mail while in transit, at an annual salary of more than $13,-
000,000, or 1.3 cents per pound. We now have a cost of 5.9, 
or practically 6 cents per pound. But there are some 200,000,000 

pounds of mail · not carried by railroads. I find on page 2, 
Senate Document No. 174, that the Postmaster-General makes 
this statement: 

In order to secure a basis for an accurate estimate of the total 
weight of mall carried on the various mail routes of the · country, the 
Department ordered an actual weighing of the mails originating in 
each post-office of the country from October 3 to November G, 1899. 
'I'he reports of this weighing were forwarded to the Department and 
tabulated, and on the basis of this weighing an estimate of the total 
weight of mail carried and the weight carried on railroad lines for one 
year was made. The total weight of mall and equipment thus found 
was 1,565,676,508 pounds. The weight for railroad lines, including 
equipment, was 1,347,145,180 pou~ds. 

The rate for railroad lines, including equipment, then, was 
only 1,347,145,180 pounds. Deduct 801,602,902 pounds for equip­
ment and it leaves only 545,542,278 pounds mail carried by the 
railroads. The Govern!Ilent paid the railroad companies, ac­
cording to a statement made by the Postmaste~-General in 1899, 
$36,001,926.94, an amount equal to 6.8 cents per po.und for that 
year. If you deduct 200,000,000 from 1,000,000,000 pounds, you 
have only 800,000,000; and the cost would now be about 7-! 
cents per pound; but I want to get at the average cost of han­
dling all maH matter in order to ascertain what parcels-post will 
cost. In addition to the 5.9 cents per pound, the mail must be 
collected and delivered. You have an expense of $26,000,000 
for the rural free delivery service, and $21,000,000 for the city 
free delivery, or $47,000,000 for the two; or a cost of 4.7 cents 
per pound. Add this to 5.9 and you have a total of 10.6 cents 
per pound. In addition to this we have the transportation of 
mail on star r.outes, on steamboats, electric and cable-car serv­
ice, the mail-messenger service, and the transportation of for­
eign mail, which aggregates more than twelve million. Another 
expense of 1.2 added to the 10.6, making a total of 11.8. In 

· addition to this you have the rent, light, fuel, and equipment 
for many of the 68,000 post-offices. The Department employs 
in all 280,000 people, and the total expense last year was 
$167,399,169.23, which would make the average cost about 17 
cents per pound. 

But you may say that this is not a fair comparison, that the 
parcels handled by the Post-Office Deparbnent are le s in weight 
and much greater in number than parcels-post packages would 
be, or those handled by the expt!ess companies, and do require 
more help to sort and handle. I admit that, and some allow­
ance should be made. But certainly the cost of carrying par­
cels post by railroad companies would be nearly the same, as 
tlle companies are paid so much per pound, and nobody bas 
suggested a reduction. In fact, the Congressional committee 
recommended that no reduction should be made. And the only 
reduction would be the reduction in rate per pound, caused by 
an increased weight carried by railroad companies. :More cars 
would be needed. More railway mail clerks will be required 
to handle the additional mail matter. Eight hundred and fifty­
three were added this last year. More city and rural carriers 
would be needed, and a much higher salary would be demanded 
on account of the increased weight to be carried. :More clerks 
would be required and more room needed in all of the 68,000 
post-offices, and the cost would increase all along the line; and 
the average cost for handling these additional parcels would 
probably not be·much below the present average cost of 17 cents 
per pound. 

But, for the sake of argument, let us assume that the cost 
would only be 10 cents a pound. If the postal charges are 
fixed at 4 cents a pound, what would be the result? · Every 
$4,000,000 worth of business would incur a loss of $6,000,000, 
as the service would cost 10 cents a pound, or $10,000,000. If 
the rate is to be reduced to 2 cents, every $2,000,000 worth of 
business would incur a loss of $8,000,000. But H. n. 470, the 
Hearst bill, provides that postal charges on merchandise, etc., 
shall be : " On parcels over 12 ounces, and not exceeding 1 
pound, 5 cents. On parcels over 1 pound, 2 cents for each ad­
ditional pound or fraction thereof." 

The postage then on 10 pounds would be 23 cents, or 2.3 
cents per pound. At this rate, for every $2,300,000 worth of 
business, the cost to the Government would be ten million, or 
a loss of $7,700,000. But the contention is that the rate should 
be much lower, and if a compromise is made at 1 cent per 
pound, every $100,000,000 worth of business would mean a 
loss to the Government of nine hundred million, an amount 
about a hundred million dollars in excess of the annual appro­
priations of Congress, or about equal to our interest-bearing . 
debt, or about equal to one-third of the total money circulation 
in the United States. 

What are the causes of our present deficit? The principal 
cause given is second-class matter. Turn to page 80. The Post­
master-General states: 

During the last fiscal year the total weight carried at 1 cent a pound 
and free was 663,107,128 pounds. If it costs the Govet·nment as much 
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as 5 cents a pound to handle this matter in the mail, it will be seen to pay it out of the Treasury? No; all are agreed that that can 
that the amount paid out was $33,155,356.40. The actual revenue was not be done at this time. Besides, as before stated, some doubt 
$6,186,647.54. · the wisdom and propriety of "robbing Peter to pay Paul," or 

Here you have a loss of $27,000,000 on a $6,000,000 busi- "to compel Mr. Jones to contribute toward paying Mr. Smith's 
ne s and the cost to the Government is figured at only 5 freight." Are you going to increase the rates of postage? No; 
cenh;, which is, of course, much below the actual cost, and if the proposition is to reduce them. · Are you going to reduce the 
the cost is 10 cents per pound the loss would be $60,000,000. cost of handling mail? No; there seems to be no show to do 

The Postmaster-General states in his report that the second- that. What will you do? Some say discontinue the rural free­
class matter-663,000,000 pounds-approximates in weight two- delivery service. Why discontinue this service and deprive the 
thirds of the bulk of all mail matter, yet produces only $6,186,- people of the rural districts of this valuable and mllCh appre-
647.54, or 4 per cent of the present revenue. Now, if, for in- ciated service? More than 50 per cent of the people of the 
stance, the rate on all mail matter should be fixed at the same United States live in the rural districts. Six tnillion familie 
price as second class, which is 1 cent per pound, the revenue are engaged in agriculture. This and the $7,000,000 expended 
would be only 6 per ~ent of the pre ent revenue, or $9,279,971.31. by the .Agricultural Department is about the only appropriation 
Deduct the $9,279,971.31 from $167,399,169.23 total expenditures, made directly in their interest. The inauguration and promo­
and you have a deficit of about $15 ,000,000. If the rate should tion of the rural free-delivery service was a recognition justly 
be fixed at 2 cents, the revenue would be about eighteen and one- due a deserving people-a people where patriotism, loyalty, 
half millions, and the deficit about $149,000,000. If the rate morality, and virtue prevails. It was with a view to adding 
should be fL~ed at 3 cents, the revenue would be about twenty- to the blessings, advantages, advancement, happiness, comfort, 
seven and three-quarter millions, and the deficit $139,500,000. and convenience of a people who have contributed so much to 
If fixed at 4 cents, the revenue would be about $37,000,000, and this nation's growth, greatness, dignity, prosperity, stability, 
the deficit about $130,000,000. If at 5 cents, the revenue would and peace-a people always found in the foremost ranks in our 
be about forty-six millions, and the deficit about $121,000,000. days of unpleasantness, marching on to victory in times of peace 
If the rate is fixed at 6 cents, which is twice as high as any- and war. Nobody bas done more to maintain or perpetuate this 
body has suggested that the rate should be on parcels post, the great and splendid Government of ours; nobody has responded 
revenue would be about fifty-five and one-half millions, and the more promptly, freely, or heartily w]J.en our Government institu-
deficit $111,000,000. ' tion.s were in danger than have the people to whom this service 

Can the cost be reduced? The answer is no. is extended. The .rural free-delivery service, together with rail-
See page 65, where the Postmaster-General calls attention to roads, telegraph, telephones, and the improvements of roads, has 

thE' Congressional commission investigation-a commission com- brought the people on the farms nearer and in clo er communica­
po ed of distinguished men, four members of the Senate and tion with the towns and cities, and has added much to their 
four members of the House. After exhaustive investigation, convenience and advantages, and thus encouraged our young 
the Commi sion submitted its report in 190.1. 'l~he general con- men and women to remain on the farms, where they do and 
elusion was: may enjoy a greater degree of earthly blessings, true happine s, 

we are of the opinion that the prices now paid the railroad com- independence, advantages, and general content than they do in 
panies for the transportation of the mails are not excessive, and rec- the cities, where they so often encounter difficulties and tempta-
ommend that no reduction be made thereof at this time. tions which ·are so hard to overcome. 

This report was substantially concurred in by all except Rep- Up to October 2, 1905, 50,389 petitions had been filed, of which 
resentative Fleming and Senator Chandler. Fleming filed a 33,486 bad been favorably acted .on; 12,257 filed with adver e 
SE'parate report recommending a reduction of 5 per cent. Sena- action, leaving 4,655 cases pending. On July 1, 1905, we had 
tor Chandler did not sign either of the reports. 32 121 routes and 32,055 carriers, paying them· more than 

What do we find? The present price paid railroad compa- $20,000,000 annually in salaries. There are now 226 rout~s in 
nies are declared to be reasonable, though I am inclined to operation in my district, giving employment to 226 earners; 
differ with the Commission and other Members on that subject. nearly all are paid $720 per annum, a total of $13,560 · per 
Nobody has suggested to reduce the rates paid the railroads or month, or $162,720 a year. Can we afford to discontinue this 
the cost of the service. whole service in order to accommodate half a dozen mail-order 

If the low ratt>S are given, if the weight limit is extended. houses that do not contribute a cent to the maintenance · of the 
and these special privileges granted, it is safe to say that the State, county, or towns, schools, · or churches of those localities? 
business of the Post-Office Department will increase extensively. But the total amount appropriated last year for the rural free­
The freight business of this country is over fourteen hundred delivery serVice was only $25,828,300, and we still have a deficit 
million. The expre s busine s is also large. The appropria- of $88,000,000. But you say you can also dispense with the city 
tion for the Post-Office Department has increased from $35,756,- free-delivery service. Of course it will have to go also. But 
091 in 1875 to $181,022,093.75 for 1905-6, an increase of more by so doing you have reduced the expenses only $21,000,000, and 
than 500 per cent, or $145,2G6,002.75, in thirty years. It has still you have $67,000,000 to provide for. 
increased from $49,040,400 in 1885, an increase of more than , Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a que-s-
350 per cent, or 131,981,693.75, in twenty years; and from tion? 
$87,236,5!>9.55 in 1895, or over 100 per cent, or $93,785,494.26, in Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly, I will be very glad to answer the 
ten years. . gentleman. 

Here we have an increase of nearly $100,000,000 in ten years 1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
under ordinary conditions without extending any special privi- be desires to withdraw the support of the Government to the 
leges or inducements in rates or weight limit. What woll-ld it rural free de'i.very of the country? .Are you opposed to the 
be with a large reduction of rates and an extension of the weight rural free-delivery system? 
limit? Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly not; I am oppo ed to the parcels 

Suppose that the parcels post increa es the postal business post under existing conditions, and am in favor of the rural 
$100,000 000 on the basis of a 2-cent rate ; and the cost of the free-delivery service. 
parcel po"t is 6 cents per pound, the cost of the Government l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am glad to learn tha:t. 
would be three times the rate charged, or $300,000,000, and the 1\lr. HAUGEN. The point I am trying to make is this. 
lo s would be $200,000,000. If the business increases $100,000,000 With a parcels post the danger is, and the general belief is that 
on a basis of 3 cents, the cost would be double, or $200,000,000, you would have to discontinue the rural free delivery. Not 
or a loss of $100,000,000. If $100,000,000, on a basis of 4 cents, only the rural free delivery but al so the city delivery. 
the cost would be $150,000,000, or a loss of $50,000,000. But If you establish a parcels post at the rate of 5 cents a pound 
some say the rates should be only 1 cent per pound. In that and the cost is 10 cents a pound, and the busine s increases to 
event the co t would be six times the receipts ; the loss would the extent of $100,000,000 you ha-re a deficit of $100,000,000. 1 
be $500,000,000; and if the cost should prove to be 10 cents per am opposed to discontinuing the rural free-delivery service or 
pound, the loss would be $900,000,000. This may be putting it the city delivery in order to make up the deficit caused by 
strong, so we will assume that tb rate would be fixed at 5 parcels post to accommodate a few catalogue houses. 
cents, and the increase of business will .be $100,000,000, and Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will. the gentleman permit an 
that the cost is only 10 cents, or $200,000,000, which would mean interruption? 
a loss of $100,000,000 to the Government. How are you going l\fr. HAUGEN. Yes; I will be very glad to have it. 
to make up the deficit? · Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe the gentleman said just what 

The total expenditure last year for this Department was he intended to say just a moment ago. 
$167,399,169.23. The total receipts were $152.826,585.10; total 1\Ir. HAUGEN. I think so. 
excess of expenditure over receipts, $14,572,584.13. .Add this M:r. NORRIS. You said you were in favor of parcels post to 
$14 000 000 to the $100,000,000 and you would have a deficit of a.cccltttmodate a few catalogue houses. 
ove~ $i14,000,000. Mr. HAUGEN. I said I was against it. 

How is this $114,000,000 to be provided for? Are you going Mr. NORRIS. I thought you meant that. 

,. 
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·· 1\Ir. HAUGEN. I am in favor of the rural free delivery and 50 per cent more than if done by private contract. 'l'be Libra­
city delivery, and against a parcels-post system that will incur rian of the Congressional Library stated to the Committee on 
such a large deficit. It is generally conceded that parcels post Appropriations only the other day that it cost him 60 per cent 
is in tbe . interest of catalogue houses, and will enable them to more to have the binding done by the Government Printing 
l;miltl up an absolute monopoly in the mercantile business; and Office than it does other public librarie which have the binding 
I fail to see wllere such a monopoly would be of sufficient bene- done by private contract. I belie1e he said 60 per cent. 
fit to warrant such action. There can be no question in the mind of anybody but that tlle 

I am one of those who believe that we already have mol·e public printing and the postal senice could be had for one-third 
monopolies than is good for this ·country. We have the beef less, and I believe it is safe to say one-half of what it costs tlle 
trust, tlle J;larvester tr·ust, and many others. l\ly observation has Government now if it were let to private concerns. Exce~sive 
been that they have been of very little benefit, if any; and I cost seems to be the result in everything the Government under­
doubt the wi dom of taxing the Government $100,000,000 in takes to do. 
order to crowd out the merchants of the smaller towns, and In view of these facts I am opposed to the establishment of 
destroy the beautiful towns, villages, and cities throughout the parcels post, and I am in favor of continuing the 32,121 rura l 
country, and to promote this monopoly. free-delivery routes, which employ 32,055 carriers, and continu-

1\fr. NORRIS. I interrupted the gentleman simply to cor- ing the city delivery, which employs 21,778 carriers, not only 
rect him. I thought that in the clo e of his statement he did to continue these service , but to extend them. 'Ve better have 
not state what be intended. this service with $15,000,000 deficit than to dispense with it and 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of 'l'exas. Will the gentleman yield for n establish a limited parcels-post service with $67,000,000 deficit. 
question? The Department is going forward with a mighty speed. Post-

l\fr. HAUGEN. Certainly. master-General Cortelyou makes this statement: 
1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask him this : If the What a contrast between the service of his day and that of the pres-

Government should take charge, or, in other words, regulate tile ent time ! From 75 post-offices in 1700, the year of Franklin's death, 
amount of charges that could be made by the express companies the number had grown in 1901 to 76,045, and now is 6 ,131 ; from 
So as to place it under the railway commission, that would receipts of $37,935, and expendit ures of $32,140, we bave advanced in 

the same period to receipts of $152,826,585, and expenditures of $167,-
obviate the crying necessity that now exists for a parcels post. 399,169; from a total force of about 500 lto a total force of about 
I n other words, does not the Government come in competition, 280,000. 
then, with the express companies in the country, and in thnt Much is said about parcels post in other countries, especially 
way is not your object to force the express companies to put in Germany. Yes, Germany does a parcels-post business on a 
down tlle enormous rates they are now charging to the citizens large scale; but Germany owns its own railroads. The parcels 
of this country? post is a separate business from the post-office business, and is 

l\fr. HAUGEN. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that carried in separate cars and on separate trains, stored in epa­
I am in favor of and voted for the amendment to tbe Hepburn rate buildings, and they are separate as much as the post-office 
bill, to place express companies under the regulation of th~:> and express business are here, except there the two are conducted 
Interstate Commerce Commission. l\1y contention is that the by the Government, while here only one. But Germany, with 
postal rates are higher than the express rate . I made the bt:r dense population, can not be compared with our sparse popu­
statement that the express companies charge $2.25 a hundred lation. 'l'he German Empire has 208,830 square miles, with :1 
from Washington to Chicago, a distance of 800 miles. They population of 58,500,000, or 280 to the square mile. The United 
charge $~ from New York to Chicago, a distance of 1,000 miles. States has 3,000,000 square miles, a population of about 80,­
Tbe railroad companie tax the Government 5-i cents a pound 000,000, or 27 to the square mile. 
for an average baul of 442 miles. Now, we will get back to this public ownership . 

. l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then why does not the Govern- JHr. LACEY rose. 
ment exert its power and influence to reduce these enormous The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
rates so that there will be no nece sity for the parcel post? I HAU GEN] yield to his colleague? 

1\fr. HAUGEN. You have reference to the rates in the postal l\lr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 
ervice? 'rhe express charges, according to Cowers statement, 1\Ir. LACEY. The gentleman seems to have investigated this 

quoted in the Postmaster-General's report, for 1,000 miles, are matter very thoroughly, and I would like to ask if there is any­
less than one-half the cost to the Government for carrying mail thing in Germany analogous to the mail-order houses in this 
by railroad companies, including the railway mail clerks, an country? 
average distance of 442 miles. - 1\Ir. HAUGEN. I could not answer that question. I think 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. "If the gentleman will permit, will not. 
not you admit that private individuals or private corporations I am now coming back to this government-ownership propo-
can carry tilese parcels cheaper even than the Government can sition. 
carry them? 1\lr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly they can. There is no question Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 
about that. ' Mr. GROSVE.NOR. I have not followed closely the gentle-

A great deal has been said about the government owner hip man's argument, but I saw a statement the other day of the 
of railroads. Here is a fair example of what government_ own- comparison between the cost of carrying goods by express and 
ership means. We are now engaged in a business in competi- by mail, which stated that the expres companies gathered the 
tion with private concerns. We pay tile railroads for rent on articles in the city of New York and delivered them at the 
cars and for carrying mail and clerks in fbe Railway Mail Serv- hou es in the city of Chicago--
ice an average of 7! cents per pound for an average haul of 442 l\Ir. HAUGEN. Yes, sir; at $3 a hundred. 
miles. The whole postal busine s aggi·egates practically $170,- Mr. GROSVENOR. At half the cost the Government was 
000,000 annually, or an average cost of 17 cents per pound for paying for carrying the mails halfway to Chicago. 
all mail matter handled. l\fr. HAUGEN. Yes, sir; that is absolutely correct. Tiley 

On the other hand, any of the large express companies carry charge $3 per hundred from New York to Chicago, a <listance 
100 pouncls with a Iin1ited guaranty from New York to Chicago, of a thousand miles, and it costs the GoYernment $7.50 a hun­
a distance of 1,000 miles, for $3, or 2.25 from 'Vashington to dred for the average haul of 442 miles. Besides you have this 
Chicago, a distance of 800 miles. These four companies-the advantage. The express companies make a guaranty. They 
American, Wells-Fargo, United St.:'ltes, and Adams-are practi- guarantee the delivery an<! they guarantee the shipper against 
cally one company, which is an absolute monopoly, no competi- los . The Government makes no guamnty unless registered, 
tion existing, all companies having practically the same officers, and that in limited amounts of from ten to twenty-five dollar . 
nearly all railroad lines being divided between them, and but Of course the express rates are higher on smaller and more 
one company doing bu ine s on any one road. Their combined valuable packages. 
capital is $60,000,000, and much of it water. They have 40,000 Mr. GitOSVENOR. The Government delivers the mail onto 
agE>ncie~, employ 50,000 people, handle 100,000,000 packages, the cars and takes it from the cars. 
7,000,000 money orders, ~0,000,000 other sealed packages, nnd l\1r. HAUGEN. That is true. 
all pay liberal dividends 4ln stocks and bonds, including watered l\Ir. NORRIS. In order to do this freely, it seems to me you 

. stocks and bonds; and it is alleged they charge exorbitant ought not only to count the weight but take into consideration 
prices, and yet the rate on 100 pounds for 1,000 miles is le s the number of parcels by express nnd. also the number of 2rti­
than one-fifth of the average cost to the Government for han- cles delivered by mail. Tbat might make some difference. 
(1ling all mail on an average haul of 442 miles. l\Ir. HAUGEN. It might make some difference as to the 

world, I believe. The Goverrune?.;:t printing done by this insti- Ur. NORRIS. Would it not, as an actual fact, make a great 
'l'he Government a lso has a printing office, the largest i~ the I average cost . 

tution, we have been told here a number of times, costs about deal of difference? 
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Mr. HAUGEN. The weight of the parcels has nothing to do 

with it so far as the railroad companies are concerned. The 
railroad companies have nothing to do with sorting the mail. 
They simply carry it and are paid a certain amount for car­
rying it. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Kentucky. I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. He seems to have investigated this question in a 
very exhaustive manner. I want to ask him if he is or is not 
convinced by his examination or investigation that the rates 
paid to the railroad companies for carrying the mail matter 
<Ymld be very much reduced without doing an injustice to the 
railroad companies? 

Mr. HAUGEN. While I disagree with the Co~ssion's re­
port, I do not wish to put my judgment up against these eight 
distinguished men. That Commission was made up of four 
distinguished Senators and four distinguished Members of the 
liouse, one of them now a member of" the Cabinet, our able 
Attorney-General ; but I intend to investigate that subject care­
fully and to discuss it at a later date; and all that I care to 
say at this time is that the Government pays the railroad com­
panies an average of 12-flr cents for each of the 36~,645,731 miles 
traveled, or $225 per mile for each of the total 200,9G5 miles 
o"n the 3,064 mail routes; and that it costs the Government an 
average of 7! cents per pound for all mail carried by railroad 
companies, which includes the salary paid the railway mail 
clerks who look after the mail while in transit. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Kentucky. There is no excuse for that. 
· 1\Ir. HAUGEN. Another thing, the establishment of parcels 

post would discriminate against a local merchant. The present 
law provides that carriers shall not, during their hours of em­
ployment, carry any merchandise for hire, except on request of 
patrons residing on their respective routes, and that only when· 
ever the same shall not interfere with the proper discharge of 
their official duties, and under such regulations as the Post~ 
master-General may prescribe. With the establishment of par­
cels post carriers would be required to deliver merchandise sent 
from outside merchants even though it came in carload lots, re­
gardless of the condition of roads or interfering with their 
prompt delivery of other mail ; and the only way the local mer­
chant could have his merchandise delivered would be by paying 
full postage-the same rate as the merchant a thousand miles 
away, who would be near the factory and would have less 
freight to pay to his place of business, and, of course, could 
afford to undersell the local merchant "by reason of this dis­
crimination. 

How would the parcels post operate in our rural districts with 
rural free delivery service?· Suppose the weight limit is fixed at 
50 pounds, and some mail-order house made a special price, say, 
on sugar, and fifty pah·ons on one route each ordered 50 pounds, 
and all would be snipped and delivered on one day. The rural 
free-delivery carrier would have, besides his ordinary mail, 2,500 
pounds of sugar to deliver, which would require from one to 
three teams, according to the condition of the roads. With 
this freight service added to the mail business, would you ex­
pect tile carriers to continue their services at $720 per year? 
Certainly not. I believe the general opinion is that the carriers 
are now underpaid. In many instances I believe their salaries 
should be increased even under present conditions. 

We now have a deficit of nearly $15,000,000. Are we now 
to go headlong into a losing proposition that may incur a deficit 
of hundreds of millions of dollars? No; before considering 
that proposition let us first endeavor to reduce the expenses. 
First, give attention to the prices paid the transportation com­
panies, and if possible rearrange the whole service so as to 
enable the Government to compete with private enterprises 
engnged in a like business. When that has been done, then 
there will be time to talk about going into the freight and 
express business; but not now, when we are confronted with 
the cold facts that it means a loss of from 1 to 400 per cent on 
every dollar's worth of business, and, besides, absolutely the 
discontinuance of the rural free delivery and city free delivery 
service. 

I submit to you unless the cost of carrying and handling the 
mnil can be greatly reduced the Government can not in justice 
to all concerned go into the express and freight business, such 
as is · commonly called " parcels post." 

In conclusion, I want to enter a protest against the delivery 
of mail to boxes by number alone. In this connection I want 
to make myself clear that I have no quarTel with the Post­
Office Department or anybody connected therewith. The De­
partment bas at its bead very excellent, accommodating, affable, 
pleasing, courteous, and competent gentlemen ; men of energy, 
integrity, judgment, and ability; and the same can be said of 
all connected therewith so far as I know. The Department 
can not be held responsible for excessive prices paid the rail-

road companies or expenditures in general. Congress appro­
priates the money and in most cases specifies bow money shall 
be expended, and it must shoulder the responsibility. . 

As to the delivery of mail ·matter numbered, I understand that 
mail rna tter simply numbered is not delivered · to boxes with a 
corresponding number; but I have at various times protested 
against, and will continue to protest against, any law or rule 
requiring the delivery of mail simply numbered, leaving off the 
name of the person for whom it is intended. To illustrate the 
feeling in this matter I will put it as the proposition was put 
to me by a farmer who called to enter his protest against this 
method. He had been ordered to number his box. He said he 
had no objection to the numbering of the box, but protested 
against being addressed by number. He said that he believed 
he was entitled to more civil treatment, and made . the point 
that the code of etiquette and law of decency requires that 
every gentleman and lady shall be addressed -by his or her name, 
and that only scrub animals are referred to by number. If a 
registered or fine animal is advertised, offered for sale, or re­
ferred to, the name is added to the- number ; if a pen of scrub 
animals is offered it is generally by number. It appealed to 
me that there was much force in his argument, and it is fair to 
assume that the people of your district and my district are 
entitled to as much consideration and respect as high-class 
animals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman want any more time ? 
Mr. HAUGEN. I do not care to deprive other Members of 

their time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-

man may have ten minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee has no control of the time. 
:Mr. WILLIAMS. That is a great misfortune, l\lr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. There was an order- made this morning 

dividing the time between the gentleman from New York and 
the gentleman from Texas. 
- Mr. SHER.l\IAN. May I ask the Chair to inform me how the 

division of time now stands? 
- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has con 

sumed ~n hour and forty-three minutes and the gentleman from 
Texas has consumed an hour and thirty-five minutes. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa who bas just spoken ten minutes out of my time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had asked the gentleman if he had de 
sired further time, and he. said he did not. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I am very grateful · to the gentlemen,- Mr. 
Chairman, but I understand that the time is limited and that 
there are others who desire to speak. I have already consumed 
considerable time; and as there is so much to be said on this 
subject and it would take hours to cover all that is involved in 
the question, I do not feel justified in proceeding further at this 
time, but will ask permission to have printed in the RECORD a 
communication from the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We are very much intereste<L 
Mr. HAUGEN. I will not ask for any more time. 
The communication referred to is as follows : 

Hon. G . N. HAUGE::-<, 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT_, -
FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GE::-<ERA.L, 

Washington, Februar-y 20, 1906. 

House of Representatives. 
Sm : In compliance with your request of February 13, you will find 

inclosed list of rural delivery · routes in y-our district, showing total 
number of routes in operation, number ordered established, and number 
adversely reported. There are no pending applications. · 

The list furnished in October last is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 

P. V. DE GRAW, 
Fourth Assistant Postmastet·-GeneraZ. 

Rural-delivery service in the Fourth Iowa district. 

~~f Re-
route.:~ ported 
estab- ad-
lished. versely. 

~~~f Re-
routes ported 
estab- ad-
lished. versely. 

Post-office. Post-office. 

Alta Vista___________ i 1 Dorchester·-----··· 3 ---------
Arlington____________ 4 2 Dougherty--------- 2 ---------
Bassett----------- · -- 1 1 East Elkport -----· 2 ---------

~~~~~~k-============= ----- - -~- ------T ~~w~-~-========= ~ ----- ---i 
Calmer -------------- 3 1 Elkader----- --·----- 3 ________ _ 
Carpenter----------- 1 --------- Elk--port------------ 1 1 
Castalia._____________ 1 --------- Elma ------------ · - 4 2 
Charles City_________ 6 1 Farmersbw·g ------ 1 -------- -
Chester ________ ---·-- 2 --------- Fayette --··-------- 4 ---------

g~;r~~~~~~ ===~~===== -------~- -------i· ~~~·~ii.killi30il-::::: ~ --·-·-·- -i 
Clear Lake---------- 6 Frankville-----·-·---------- 1 
Clermont____________ 2 --- ---T Fredericksburg ___ 4 ------- · -
Cresco---- ----------- 8 1 Froelich ----------- ~ 
Decorah__________ __ _ 8 ----- ---- Garnavillo- -- -----· 1 --- -- --·· 
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Rural-delivery service in the Fourth I01oa district-Continued. as possible. I know if that bill comes before the House there 
will be an immense demand for the time allotted to debate, so I 
take this opportunity to expre s my views, and shall be glad to 
be interrupted by any gentleman who wishes to ask a question. 

Num- Re-
ber of ported 

Post-office. ~~~~ ad-
lished. versely. 

Grafton______________ 1 
Guttenburg --------- 2 
Hanlontown......... 2 
Harpers Ferry ------ 1 
Hawkeye------------ 4 
Ionia................. 2 
Joice----------------- 1 Kensett______________ 3 
Lansing______________ 3 
Lawler--------------- 3 

t~fe ~J~~~=~:~:::: t 
ta~~:r~~:-=~~~~=::::: ------T 
Luana ______ .....• ---- 2 
McGregor----------- 3 
Mcintyre------...... 2 Manly________________ 2 
Marble Rock -------- 2 
Mason City __ -------- 8 

-------i-
1 
1 

-------i-
2 
3 
1 
4, 
1 
1 
1 

-------i-

~fi~:;&e-~::::::::: -------~- -------2-
tift~~fiY_::::~::::::: l -----·-!" 
Monona-------------- 4 1 
~::~l)iil·:::::::::: ~ ------T 
New Hampton ------ 6 
NoraSprings........ 4 
Northwood---------- 5 Oelwein______________ 3 
Orchard___ ___ ________ 1 

8:.~~-~::::::::::::::: g t 
Osterdock ------····· 1 -······ 
Otranto Station----- --------- 2· 

Num.- Re-
ber of ported 
~~~~ ad-
lished. versely. 

Post-office. 
'l'be humanitarian urges us not to restrict immigration, be­

cause our forefathers had the advantage of a free country into 
which to come as pioneers and found for themselves borne in a 

~~=~-~~==~::~:: ~ } new world, and because .America should ever be a land of 
Randalia.-----------·------ 2 refuge for the oppressed and .for the ambitious man. But go 
Republic............ 1 down to Ellis Island any afternoon when a ship from Genoa is 
Riceville____________ 4 coming in; watch that long line of assisted and semicontract 
~~te:F:J.is:~:::::::: ~ labor passing the inspector , and then try to pick out one man in 
~~~~!it::::::~~:: g -·------1 five who lo"Qls.s like a hearty self-respecting pioneer, and not like 
Rudd --------------- 1 --------- a man brol!ght here under a contract exprc sed or implied. 
st. Ansgar --------- 3 2 But, says the practical man, these meri are all needed; there is a 
St. Olaf_____________ 2 --------i demand for their labor; if there were no demand, bow could 
~~~dy-Pofiii:: } 1 they come here and get jobs? Well, there is no question that 
swaledale---------- 1 1 over 1,000,000 came here last year and got jobs yielding, under 
Thornton___________ 2 present conditions, a very fair living. 
Turkey River------ 1 But times are very prosperous now. When times are hard 
Ventura------------ 2 

--------- what is to become of this vast population which bas come into 
~~:n.a:~::::::::::: -------3- ------ --~ our land? Some of it will go home, perhaps, but the bulk of it 
;::t:~'l:::::::::: ~ --------i will remain to compete with our own people for limited oppor-
Waucoma ---------- 4 1 tunities of employment. 
Waukon____________ 5 3 There is an unlimited demand for labor if very low wages 
WaukonJunction .. --------- 2 "d. W all uld b "ld ·rr d "f tb t westga.t~----------- 1 --------- are pru e co Ul ra1 oa s 1 e wages were no 
West Umon -------- 3 6 too high. So, when the practical man says that the restriction 

------
73
- of immigration will interfere with new enterprises by re trict-

Favo~?!~1:Y--r·e:· 226 ing the labor supply, is that observation anything more than 
ported: an expression of fear as to the cheapness of his labor supply? 
~~~ood..... } It may be very true that if he can not get cheap labor many 

s -------- valuable enterprises must be stopped because there is not the 
Total......... 228 cheap labor to carry them on. It may be that those enterprises 

not only would inure to the promoter's benefit, but to the bene­

Schedule of rates for railway maiZ transportation. 
fit of many other people as well. Still, would not the indicated 
line of reasoning obtain if you were to cut existing wages in 
the United States in half? Would not many enterprises at once 
be undertaken because they could be made profitable with 
cheaper labor? Undoubtedly so. Undoubte~y many men would 
profit; and yet no sane man would think it good for this coun­
try to reduce wages one-half. 

Average weight of mails per day car­
ried over whole length of route. 

Pay per mile per annum. 

Inter­
Ra.tesal- ;nediate 
lowable weight 
to land- warrant-
grant iug al-

Rates al- rail- lowance 
Ra.tesal- lowable r<?ads, of.Sl per 
1 bl d bemg 80 mile un­
owa e un er per cent der the 
under acts of of allow- custom 
act of July 12• ance to of the 

Mar. 3, 1876, and other Depart-
1873. June 17, rail- ment 

1878· roads, subject 
under to acts of 
act of July 12, 

July 12, 1876,and 
1876. June 17, 

1878. 

Pounds. 

rlflfE~~~:iiiiiiiiii :::~1~: :::~~~: :::$~: ::::~~~-; 
3,500pounds_____________________________ 175.00 149.62 119.70 ---- ------

t~ ~~~~~~:~-~~~~~~~========= --·2ixfoo· ---in~oo- -·-ioo~8l>" --------~ 
..1ror every a.dditional2,000 pounds----- 25.00 · 21.37 17.16 -- ---- ----
Over 5,000 pounds _______ ---------------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 80 

No allowance is made for weights not justifying the additfon of $1. 
Rates al1otoable 'per mile per annum for use of raiZtoay post-office cars 

when authot·ized. 
Railway post-office cars, 40 feet_ ______________ per daily line __ $25. 00 
Railway post-office cars, 45 feet ----------------------do____ 30. 01) 
Railway post-office cars, 50 feet ______________________ do____ 40. 00 
Railway post-office cars, 55-60 feet ---------·---.-------do____ 50. 00 

To constitute a "line" of railway post-office cars between given 
points, sufficient railway post-office cars must be provided and run to 
make a trip daily each way between those points. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous _ consent that tl;le gentle­
man from Iowa may continue his remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman bas that permission under 
the order adopted yesterday. 

Mr. GARDNER·of .Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in view of 
the fact that in my qpinion the Committee on Immigration will 
report a substantial measure for the restriction of immigration, 
it is my desire to get as much time for debate on that question 

How often we hear the argument that as each new race 
comes in it lifts up the others. Well, I will admit that in the 
past there bas been that tendency; but we have 80,000,000 
people here now, and that is too great a number for a uper­
structure. Only a small part of 80,000,000 can be employer or 
Pllopkeepers or foremen. I do not believe it is any longer true 
that the incoming races are pushing up all of those already in, 
but I think, on the contrary, that you are subjecting our work­
men striving_ to maintain their standard of wages to a competi­
tion which is unfair. 

Our immigration officials lay a great deal of stress on the 
question of the distribution of immigration. They point to the 
fact that over half of these aliens settle in New York and Penn­
sylvania, and yet that throughout the West and the South there 
is a demand for labor. Immigration, however, does not go 
there, and they say· that there ought to be a remedy. 

In my opinion, there can not be any remedy except natural 
laws. Immigrants do not stop in New York and Philadelphia 
because they are put there. They stop because there is a de­
mand for them there, and becau e they can get higher wages 
and more steady employment than if they went omewbere else. 
It is foolish to say that these immigrants congest our large 
centers and become charges upon the community. It is not 
true. There were 315,000 immigrants settled in New York State 
last year, one year's importation alone, and yet only 12,000 
aliens, all told, are in the penal and charitable institutions of 
the State. In Pennsylvania less than 6,000 aliens, all told, are 
in charitable or penal institutions, and yet 210,000 last year 
alone settled in Pennsylvania. I think that we must accept the 
fact as demonstrated beyond doubt that those people stay in 
Pennsylvania and stay in New York on account of economic 
reasons. 

At the immigration conference in New York again and agatn 
I heard speakers tell of the demand for labor in the West and 
in the South. In private conversation with the speakers I gen­
erally found that steady jobs were not offered, or else that 
the rate of wages was lower. Under present conditions in the 
South, I found that in the cotton mills the rate of wages was 
fairly high and that the employment was steady. I say to you, 
Mr. Chairman, that if the rate of wages now obtaining in some 
of the southern cotton mills continues the question of their 
labor supply will be solved by migration from Fall River and 
other northern places. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, is it or is it not true that 
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a majority of the Hugarians and Italians coming into the 
United States now are peasants and agricultural laborers? 

l\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Nearly a majority. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then does the gentleman know any good 

reason why the e idle men, with agricultural training behind 
tbem, should not be directed by immigration laws to th·e idle 
lands in the South and in the West? · 

l\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I can refer 
the gentleman to the Manufacturers' Record, published in the 
city of Baltimore, July 20 last. This contains a symposium of 
view collected all over the South, from all sorts of men, show­
ing what results have obtained when the attempt has been made 
to connect the jobless man with the manless job. You will find 
almost invariably--

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman has misunderstood me. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I think I understood the 

gentleman. 
l\lr. WILLIAMS. He is stating his position too broadly. I 

am not undertaking to connect the jobless man with the manless 
job. I mu undertaking to connect the idle agricultural man 
with the idle acre. 

1\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Continuing with what 
I was saying, the symposium shows that when these foreign 
arrivals have been settled in various parts of the South by 
somewhat artificial means, such as the intervention of State 
immigration agents, they frequently do not stay. l\Iany proceed 
at once to the city, where they find permanent employment and . 
conditions existing which, rightly or wrongly, they desire. It 
is not to be wondered at that they prefer the city. If there was 
any medicine that I could inject into the Yankee boys in my 
district to keep them in the country instead of having them 
flock to the city I should be glad to know it. I do not expect 
these aliens to have any less predilection for the city than those 
Yankee boys. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
.Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
l\lr. GB.AHAM. The gentleman states that it is impossible, 

in llis opinion, to so scatter tlle immigrants that they will not 
settle in the crowded citie"' of the United States. In a bill that 
I uad the pleasure of offering, and whicll rests in the Immigra­
tion Committee, I proposed to allow or permit the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to prevent these men from immigrating 
into tllis country unless they will scatter throughout the 
States-in other words, to prevent their settling where there is 
30 per cent foreign population now existing; not to allow tllem 
to settle in any city or town where .there is 30 per cent of for­
eign population at present. 

1\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have 
given that proposition no thought, but, as stated by the gentle­
man, I · sllould say it was all moonshine. To go on, in accord­
ance with sugge tions of Commissioner Sargent, after a close 
examination and full hearing, two bills for the better distribu­
tion of immigrants have been introduced, one of them by my 
eolleague on the committee, Mr. HAYES, of California, and the 
otiler by myself. In my opin~on, neither of them amounts to 
much as a practical measure for distribution against the cur­
rent of supply and demand. -

Now, in di cu ing immigration matters, people who have not 
giYe:J. study to the subject fail to· appreciate the difference be­
tween selection of Immigration and restriction of immigration. 
For instance, we have laws which exclude those who are likely 
to become pauper , those wilo have certain physical defects, 
loathsome diseases. and the ~ike. Tilose nre selective laws. 
'l'hen we have the contract-labor law, which is a resh·ictive law, 
tendi ng to _cut down tile numbers that are coming in, irrespective 
of whether aliens have certain given mental, moral, or physicnl 
qualifications. 

Tll2~ we have the $2 head tax. That is rui excellent tiling 
as a rev~nue measure, but is not a success either in the direction 
of !'"election or of restriction. 

Tile proposed educational test, which I believe to be good 
as far as it goes, is botb_a selective and a restrictive measure, 
but it does not begin to be restrictive enough. I do not believe 
it would accomplish what I want to see accomplished, which is 
a horizontal cut right tlu·ougb the center of our immigration. 
Now, if it is selection tbnt the people of the United States want, 
pass the Dillingham bill. I understand from immigration au­
thm:ities that if that bad been in operation last year it might 
have cut down the immigration a few thousand. 

1\Ir. DUISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry? 
1\Ir. GARDNER of l\lassacbusetts. Certainly. 
1\fr. DRISCOLL. What does the gentleman mean by a hori­

zontal slash? Does Ile refer to countries or to the number of 
immi grants? 

l\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Perfectly irrespective of 

race, religion, or country, as I will show the gentleman if my 
time does not run out. A head tax would operate alike on one 
country as on another. 

l\fr. DRISCOLL. I do not know if the gentleman has con­
sidered this proposition; if immigrants from foreign countries 
should be prohibited from coming here, have we any class of 
people in this country who, from generation to generation, 
would do what we ordinarily call the "common work," what 
some people call the " servants' work? " 

l\fr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. If we pay enough they 
will do it, and if we haven't anybody else to do it we have got 
to do it ourselves. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is it not true that there never was a coun­
try that we know anything about where what we call "society" 
is so much in a state of unrest from bottom to top as it is in this 
country? Has it not been the case for many years that people 
born in one State insist on getting up and moving to another 
State? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman means the 
tendency to migration? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Not only to migration, but a tendency to 
elevate one's self in one's work, a constant tendency to elevate 
one's standing in the community. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. There. is no question but 
that has been the history in time past. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. So that there is to be nothing left at the 
bottom. Is not that the situation? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I believe we can put the 
bottom on a higher plane. 

Mr. SHERLEY. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
a suggestion and to a question? 

The CHAIRl\IAl~. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes. 
l\fr. SHERLEY. I want to suggest to the gentleman that one 

of the troubles seems to be that immigration is forced into 
this country by virtue of the greed of steamship companies . 
'l'hey undertake to procure immigrants for the money that is to 
be made out of transporting them. 

1\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do not think that the 
principal trouble. I think it is an element in the question. If 
my time does not run out, I think the gentleman win- sec 
later that I give due weight to steamship activity, but that I 
point out a cause a good deal deeper. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman must not misunderstand 
m~ 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I quite understand the 
gentleman's point, but that be will see I am coming to later­
the question of what the motive force is which brings an in­
dividual in here. 

1\lr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I do not 
want to take up his time unless be desires--

l\1r. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I want to discuss this 
question and I am glad to have any question asked. Now, at 
the risk of making my speech wrong end foremost, I can explain 
somewhat to the gentleman my theory as to the basic cause for 
our gigantic immigration. 

l\Ir. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, it might 
save his time and mine if he will allow me to suggest my 
inquiry witlwut his undertaking to determine what it. is before 
llearing it, and that is this: That being one of the causes-not 
the controlling cause--which brings much undesirable immigra­
tion, could we not, to some extent, remedy the matter by a 
law restri cting the number of immigrants on each ship? Would 
we not thereby circumvent the g_reed of the shipowner, as the 
allotted number would readily take passage without special in­
ducement, and those only would come who desire to emigrate of 
their own initiative? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Well, l\fr. Chairman, we 
Ilave to some extent restricted the number of passengers for a 
great many years under our navigation laws. Canada has 
tried it in the case of the Chinese, but she charges Chinamen 
a $500 head-tax as well. 

To go on, if the people want only selection, why we can pass 
any number of little bills providing that an -alien be excluded 
if he has poor physique, is an imbecile, and the like. There 
were 27U certified at Ellis Island last year for poor physique. 
We might have excluded them under the Dillingham bill. Tllere 
were 47 imbeciles admitted at the same port; but what does 
all that amount to? We can exclude a few thou and by se­
lective measures, but if we really want re trictive measures 
and seriously desire to cut down our immigration we have 
got a fight on our hands, and it is none too soon to begin. We 
shall be fought at every stage. The steamship companies and 
the large transportation lines might put up a mock battle against 
some of these unimportant selective bills, with a view to keep-
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ing us as long as possible at the soup before we get at the meat, 
but if we try to get a real restrictive measure through Con­
gress we shall have every transportation line and every steam­
ship line trying to stop us, and it will n.ot be any sham battle. 
I for one would rather see a real restrictive bill reported to this 
House and beaten than pass half a dozen of those little3 unim­
portant selective bills, which merely tend to raise the quali­
fications of a few thousand people. 

You will find plenty of people to . allege that the trouble 
is not with our immigration laws, but with their enforcement. 
That is a very easy thiilg to say. .Anyone who has not been 
as much at Ellis Island as has my friend the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. GoULDEN] and as I have been might suppose 
that there was something in the statement There is nothing 
in it at all, however. I take pleasure in saying that the officers 
of our Marine-Hospital Service who examine the immigrants 
physicallY and the inspectors of .our Immigration Bureau who 
do the rest enforce the laws as well as they can be enforced. 
Their failure to enforce the law arises from the nature of the 
case. They fall down not on the physical .side, but owing to the 
impossibility of executing our contract-labor law and our 
I a w against the admission of people likely to become a public 
charge. , 

Mr. Chairman, how mueh more time have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remain­

ing. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Then, Mr. Chairman, I 

will take up this question of our contract-labor law, without 
going into the medical end of the question. I should be glad 
to describe to you the exact system of medical inspection, be­
cause I believe it is practically sound, no matter what anybody 
else may say. That is an individual opinion, howeyer. Ol.u· 
laws against the admission of contract labor break down utterly. 
Two-thirds of our adult male immigrants, in my opinion. come 
under contract, express or implied. I heard that statement 
doubted the other day on the floor of the House. I think tw.o 
of the Members from New York were amongst those who 
d.oubted it, so I desire to read one or two pieces of evidence 
which may be material: 

Mr. GAnDNER. Now, as a matter of fact, do you not think a very 
large proportion of the labor that comes into this country comes under 
an implied contract? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there is no question about it, Mr. Gardner. 
(From page 69 of Commissioner Sargent's testimony before the Immi­
gration Committee.) 

Now, in the report of Commissioner Williams, of New York, 
in 1904 : 

A very large percentage of the present immigration is of the assisted 
class. (Page 105, Annual Report of Commissioner-General of Immigra­
tion for 1904.) 

I quote from Inspector Marcus Braun's report of his investi­
gations abroad, page 27: 

Furtherm~re, these immigrants are m&stly contract laborers. 
He is referring, as the context will show, to immigrants from 

eastern and southern Europe. I have evidence here of the same 
tenor from Ur. Campbell, of the Bure<'l.U of Immigration. I 
think any man who goes down to Ellis Island and uses his 
eyes and hears the e people answer the in pectors would be con­
vinced that the contract-labor law is nearly inoperative. But 
how can tlle inspector prove it in any individual case? The 
inspector stands there with the manifest in front of him, the 
answers stamped or written in. He asks. the immigrant a 
series of questions. The immigrant answers him exactly in 
the words of the manifest. The inspector asks whether any­
body bas given him money for his passage and the immigrant 
says "No." He asks him if he has come there under a con­
tract, and receives the same reply. Then they cross-examine 
the immigrant, often by another interpreter. Unless that immi­
grant has been very badly schooled or is very stupid, or unless 
some suspicious circumstance arises, nobody can say that he 
ought to be excluded. Perhaps too many aliens are billed to 
the same address. That is suspicious, and the men are held 
for a board of special inquiry, sitting the next day. Once in 
a while, but not often, they are able to show a strong proba­
bility that those men are contract laborers. As a matter of 
fact, I think we sent home 1,1G4 contract laborers out of an 
immigration of a million last year. Yet I do not believe that 
any man who hn.s looked into the question believes that much 
le s than two-thirds .of our adult immigrants are indeed con­
tract laborer . Now to come to the question of rem~y. 

How much time have I, 1\lr. Chairman? 
The HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. JAJ\IES. :Mr. Chairman, I a k unanimous consent that 

llie gentleman be permitted to conclude his speech. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no author·ity to grant ad­

ditional time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman has authority to print, and 
I desire to state to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I 
promised what little time I have remaining. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I quite understand the 
situation. If the gentleman will yield me one minute, I desire 
to make a statement. Whereas, Mr. Chairman, I should be 
very glad to print the rest of my ideas, I much prefer to take 
time on another appropriation bill to discuss this matter before 
the House. I am not making this speech especially for circula­
tion, but because I want to discu s with the House the question 
of immigration. I shall be glad to ask for more time some 
other day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle­
man from Minnesota [Mr. VoLSTEAD]. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten· 
tion of the House to the proposition pending before it for methyl­
ated or denatured alcohol for u e tax free as an indu trial 
agent. In my judgment, the enactment of this measure into 
law has in it as much of real promise for the public good as any 
other measure pending before this House. It would create a 
new industry that in time would place in the pockets of the peo· 
pie millions of dollars and add immeasurably to their comfort 
and convenience. 

While I desire to call your attention briefly to some of the 
uses to which alcohol can be put, I wish first to offer some ob­
servations as to $hether it is practical to enact this law. 

At the outset let me say that I am not urging this law in the 
interest of a reduced tax upon alcohol for use in the be\>erages. 
That tax is needed and I believe should be retained in prefer­
ence to taxes that affect the necessaries of life. The proposi­
tion that I make is to permit the use of alcohol free of revenue 
tax after it has been rendered unfit to drink by mixing it with 
the poisonous wood alcohol or other like ingredients. In the 
present state of our revenues I do not believe that it would be 
advisable to attempt to secure free alcohol for use even in drugs 
or medicines. 

The question of whether the character of denatured alcohol 
can be preserved so as to prevent its use as a beverage in place 
of the taxed article appears to be the one question of most 
importance. This is not a new question, but one that has 
received the most careful consideration in this and other 
countries. '!'hough the best chemical skill and appliances have 
been employed in an effort to prove that denatured alcohol 
can be purified, I believe that it can be said without fear of 
contradiction that not a single experiment has been made show· 
ing that it is practical to entirely remove the peculiar odor and 
taste from denatured alcohol so that the fraud could not be 
readily detected if an attempt should be made to dispose of it 
in place of the taxed article. It is asserted on very high au­
thority that denatured alcohol can not be purchased and re tored 
so as to be suitable for use as a beverage at a price less than the 
cost of alcohol, including the revenue tax added. It would be 
necessary not only to pay for the original production of the 
alcohol, but for a number of distillations requiring extra skill 
with special appliances, much more difficult than for the original 
distillation before denatured alcohol could lte used for any 
kind of drink, and even then the telltale smell and taste of the 
elements used for denaturing would remain to accuse and con­
vict. The e investigations have satisfied nearly every ciyilized 
country that alcohol can be denatured so that it can be used for 
industrial purposes free of tax without danger to the reyenue 
from alcohol used for beverages. Of the great industrial and 
commercial powers the United States alone has refused to be 
convinced, and is to-day a conspicuous example of a country ad­
hering to an illiberal and unprogressiye policy. Substantially 
the same objections that can be made to tax-free denatured alco· 
hoi in this country can be made to it in the European countries. 
There, as here, alcoholic spirits f.or use as beverages bear a 
heavy ta.~ for the support of the Government The only 
difference that has been urged is that in Europe the popula­
tion is more dense and more closely under police surveillance 
than here. Thi , in my judgment, is not a material difference. 
Our th.orough system of communication and ever actiYe and 
aggressi-ve news agencies serve to expose crime, which is all 
that is necessary, as the personal intere t that every itizen 
in a free country bas in enforcing the law re~ders police sur­
veillance unnecessary. Among tho e who obey the law tllere 
are alw·ays those who profit by the enforcement of tb law. 
If police surveillance should be considered nece ary, you have 
in the postmasters and mail carriers an agency that comes in 
touch with every man, woman, and child in the land almost 
daily, a means for securing practically without cost information 
thnt would sm'ely lead to detection and punishment. In a bill 
that I have drawn on this subject I have sugge ted the possi­
bility of this agency. The Commissioner of Internal ReYenue 
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'does not appear to think that there would be any advantage 
in a sparsely settled locality for restoring this denatured alco­
hol. He said in a hearing before the Ways and l\Ieans Com­
mittee a few days ago, in discuss-ing this subject, that he did not 
think there would be any more danger of fraud than we have 
now by reason of illicit practice in distilling, and. added: 

I suppose the purification of this denatured alcohol would require the 
very finest type of still and everything o:f that kind. It would be diffi.­
cut to find a place where they could operate it. They could not operate 
it in the mountains; they would have to go up in the tenth story of 
some building where they could have modern implements. 

It is fear of punishment and not the difficulty of committing 
crime that prevents the criminally inclined from breaking the 
law. The distillation of alcohol from sweet wines or other 
substances is much easier than from denatured alcohol, and 
much safer, as the product would not offer any means for detec­
tion. That the danger to the revenues bas been exaggerated 
appears evident from the fact that to-day about three and one­
half million gallons of alcohol is used tax free to fortify sweet 
wines. These wines contain about 25 per cent alcohol ; still 
there has been no complaint that this alcohol has been distilled 
from the wine, a thing that could easily be done, and, it would 
seem, at great profit. 

But it does not seem necessary to speculate on this ques­
tion, as the experience of years ought to be considered as 
having settled it. The European countries have operated under 
such laws for many years and have found so little trouble 
with the anticipated fraud on the revenues that instead of 
increasing they have from time to time relaxed their restric­
tions, and instead of adding more material to denature it 
they are adding less. England, which collects a larger reve­
nue per gallon than we do on alcoholic liquors, has just com­
pleted an investigation of tl.lis whole subject by a commission 
that has recommended that the material for denaturing be 
reduced one-half or more, and that the restrictions upon the 
sale and use of denatured alcohol be relaxed. Germany is 
still more liberaL Can we afford to confess- that our people are 
so lawless or the Government so incompetent that this measure 
of so much importance to the people can not be permitted to 
pass? Why not suppress the silver dollar .and the greenback to 
prevent counterfeiting and forgery? The arguments that 
.would apply to one position would no doubt apply to the other. 

The time has come when the necessity for this relief is 
becoming more and more pressifi_s. With wasteful indifference 
the supply of fuef is, in many localities, rapidly being exhausted. 
Fuel, on account of its bulky nature, is difficult to transport to 
any great distance and, as a consequence, in many localities the 
price is very high and rapidly increasing. The people are 
anxiously looking for relief and have, in my locality, given 
serious consideration to the use of peat as a fuel. Every mail 
brings letters urging free denatured alcohol as a possible remedy. 
It is believed that if denatured alcohol is given the same con­
siderate treatment as it is accorded in Germany the day is not 
very distant when many sections will produce the alcohol needed 
for light and, to some extent, for heat and power. To do that it 
would, of course, be necessary to produce alcohol at a much less 
figure than that at which it is sold to-day. That this is possible 
seems perfectly evident. The records of the Commissioner or 
Internal Revenue show that first-class distilleries produce about 
5 gallons of proof spirits to every bushel of corn and it is known 
that the by-products more than pay for the cost of distillation. 
This would make the cost of alcohol, 90 per cent pure, about 11 
cents per. gallon if produced from corn at 30 cents per bushel ; 
but call It 15 cents per gallon, or one-half of the price of a 
bushel of corn. Alcohol bas been sold in this country at 20 
cents per gallon plus the tax. But it should be borne in mind 
that though corn is the usual material for the production of 
alcohol for use as a beverage, it is not likely that it would be 
used for the production of denatured alcohol, as such alcohol 
can be produced much more cheaply from other materials. 
1Alcobol produced from potatoes is not so desirable for drinkina 
purposes as that from corn, but is equally serviceable for indus~ 
trial purposes. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, Ur. Wilson, has lately called 
attention to the fact that an ordinary crop of potatoes will 
produce twice as much alcohol as an ordinary crop of corn, and 
that the amount of alcohol produced from the ordinary potato 
may be largely increased, if not doubled, by planting potatoes 
especialJy suited for this purpose. He said that it would be 
within bounds to say that 500 gallons of alcohol 95 per cent pure 
could be produced from one acre of potatoes. He also called 
attention to the fact that the corn stalks from an arre of ripe 
corn would produce more alcohol than the corn itself. Without 
referring to other sources of supply, such as beets, sweet pota­
toes, yams, and cassavas equally serviceable, it is eviuent that 
alcohol can be produced and sold at a cost so small that it 

would readily compete with the present price of gasoline and 
kerosene in many localities. This is not a matter of mere guess. 
What bas been done in other countries can be done here. In 
Germany alcohol has been sold as low as 12 cents per gallon, 
and is being largely used there for light, heat, and power. The 
conditions in Cuba are still more favorable, and alcohol there 
serves the same purposes at a still lower figure. It has been 
urged that the material for producing alcohol can not be raised 
as cheaply here as in Germany because of the difference in price 
of labor. This may be true of the production of beets, but it 
is certainly not true of potatoes, which can be planted, culti­
vated, dug, and placed in the wagon box for market by ma­
chinery. It is a product of the cheapest kind of land witll 
practically no hand labor. America beats the world in that 
kind of productions. To get this fuel as cheaply as possible I 
believe you should allow small distilleries on the cooperation 
plan, such as they have in some European countries, so that the 
farm products can be hauled directly from the farms to the dis­
tillery, and the alcohol taken from the distillery to be used 
after being denatured without the addition of too much cost for 
transportation. In this way you can no doubt have very cl1eap 
alcohol. So judging by the experience in Germany this law 
would atrord the farmers a very important market, as it would 
no doubt soon double the present production of alcoholic spirit 
Almost 30,000,000 bushels of grain besides a large amount of 
sirup is now used annually for the production of alcohol. This· 
means a large market, one that will be constantly expand­
ing and against which no hostile tariff can interfere. The 
president of the Great Northern Railway Company said a few 
years ago that the oriental market for some 5,000,000 bushels 
of wheat had increased the price of wheat here at least 5 cents 
per bushel. If that was true, what then can be said of the 
effect of this demand? 

People who have not given this matter any consideration may 
feel that these claims are extravagant, and for fear that some 
may think that my views need corroboration I wish to call your 
attention to a statement made a few days ago by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, 1\lr. Wilson. He said, in part, before the Ways 
and Means Committee of this House : 

In the future-it may be some ttme in the future-the time will cer­
tainly come when the world will have· to look to agriculture for the 
production of its fuel, its light, and its power. It seems to me that 
through the medium of alcohol agriculture can furnish in the most con­
venient form for use of man this absolutely necessary source of supply. 
I believe, therefore, that the utilization of alcohol in the arts and in 
the industries, under such restrictions as would safeguard the fiscal 
right of the United States Government, would prove not only a great 
stimulus to the manufacturers, but a great benefit to agriculture. 

United States Consul-General F . H. Mason, of Berlin, speaking 
in a special consular report of the use of alcohol in Germany, 
says: 

At its present price of 15 marks per hectoliter (about 13 cents per 
gallon) it competes economically with steam and all other forms of 
motive energy in engines of less than 20 horsepower for thrashing, 
pumping, and all other kinds of farm work, so that a large percentage 
of the spirit produced in agricultural districts remote from coal fields 
is consumed in the district where it is grown. The motor for farm 
use is tightly inclosed and absolutely free from danger of fire. 

He also speaks of alcohol engines as having advantages over 
other engines in that they are immediately ready for operation, 
clean and free from odors, and possessing greater economy of 
maintenance. In this he is strongly corroborated by the dis­
tinguished scientist, Prof. Elihu Thompson. 

The denatured alcohol is especially suited for the production 
of light. One gallon of this alcohol will produce twice as much 
light as- a gallon of kerosene. The alcohol lamp does not smoke 
or gum. It is easily cleaned and with a Welsbach burner gives 
a strong white light closely resembling an electric light. Hun­
dreds of millions of gallons of kerosene are used each year in 
this country for light, while a much better and cheaper light 
could be supplied from alcohol. In Germany an alcohol heating 
sto-ve is made and used. It is said to give very good results and 
at a very low figure for cost. Such a stove could, no doubt, be 
used here to great advantage. Of late the internal combustion 
engine Jp.s come rapidly into general use. The demand for it is 
very great. It is wanted, among other things, for pumping 
water, grinding feed, sawing wood, elevating grain, turning 
printing presses, and running machines in small mills, shops, 
and factories. It is wanted for automobiles. The only fuel 
available at this time for the operation of this engine is 
gasoline. The supply of gasoline is limited, as it is a by-product 
of kerosene. The petroleum of the South and West produces 
very little gasoline, while the petroleum of the East only pro­
duces 5 to 10 per cent. It has become necessary to find a market 
for immense quantities of kerosene to be able to produce at a 
profit a sufficient amount of gasoline. The demand for this 
gasoline has been very great. Some has been imported and the 
.Price has risen rapidly, so that in my locality it is sold as high 
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as 20 to 25 cents per gallon. If the demand for these engines is 
to be met it is neces ary to find some other fuel than gasoline. 
Alcol10l answers the purpose and bas many advantages over it. 
It is said to give more power than gasoline, is cleaner, produces 
no disagreeable odors, is more reliable, and can be handled with­
out danger of explosion and fire. 

It is the ideal fuel for the farm engine. Give this alcohol to 
use free of revenue tax and you will gradually see a cheaper, 
cleaner, and better lamp replacing the kerosene lamp; the 
alcohol stove free from the disagreeable odor of gasoline and 
much safer than the gasoline stove will be used for cooking 
and to quite an extent for beating. The alcohol engine will be 
doing duty everywhere; the automobile needs it to make pos­
sible and secure its future. Some day it may draw our plows, 
harvest and thresh our crops, as it is now doing to quite an 
extent in Germany. l\Iany industries now suffering for lack 
of this cheap industrial agent will profit immensely. ·But it is 
not necessary to enumerate the advantages, as they must be 
apparent to all. 

No doubt alcohol has in the ages past been more of a curse 
than a blessing, but I believe the day is at hand when the 
temperance people can work hand in hand with the distillers 
for the production of alcohol, not for drink, but for · indus­
trial uses, not to impoverish and debase, but to enrich and 
bless with the comforts and conveniences of life. It appears 
clear to me that there ·is no justice in retaining this tax 
which affords but a meager revenue, as the tax is so high that 
the use of grain alcohol is prohibited for the purposes for which 
denatured alcohol can be used. The wood alcohol has taken its 
place. Careful es-timates would indicate that only from three 
to five hundred thousand dollars in revenue would be lost by 
enacting thi-s law. The added stimulus given business by allow­
ing tax free alcohol would no doubt in a large measure recoup 
this loss. A small tax upon the alcohol now used free of tax 
to fortify sweet wines, as recommended by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, would, I believe, more than make up the 
loss. This tax simply serves to shackle a great industry and to 
take away from the people a great opportunity. 

Tl10se engaged in producing wood alcohol, kerosene, and 
gasoline are profiting largely by this tax on industrial al­
cohol, and are of course opposed to this law. In 189G it 
appeared in the hearings before the joint committee of Con­
gres investigating this subject of denatured alcohol that the 
wood-alcohol people were an absolute monopoly, with power 
to fix prices arbitrarily without reference to the cost of the 
product. They had for years sold one-fourth of their product 
in foreign countries at a net price to them of about 27 cents per 
gallon, while they sold their product in tbis country for more 
tl:an double that amount. The claim was made that their sales 
in foreign countries were at a loss, a thing I doubt very much. 
The sales -were made at the European price to meet competi­
tion there, and it would seem to me that with our cheaper mate­
rial for the production of wood alcol10l it could be made as 
cheaply here as in Europe. I need not argue that this tax 
should not be retained on industrial alcohol to protect the pro­
ducer of kerosene and gasoline. If there is anyone interested 
iu the Standard Oil Company, let bim make his plea for that 
company. Tbe wood-alcohol trust and the Standard Oil trust 
ougllt not to prevail against a legislation so manifestly in the 
interest of fair play. Tbey can not reasonably ask or expect 
that ar. industry with such vast possibilities for public good 
shall forever remain shackled for their special benefit. How 
quickly would they resent and condemn a tax upon their prod­
ucts; bow strongly would they not urge its repeal? Let not 
past injustices be urged as an excuse for furtller injustices. 
Ko man has a vested right to retain the benefits of an unjust 
lnw at the expense of the public. The enactment of this law 
\Yould not, in my judgment, destroy the wood-alcohol factories 
m· send Rockefeller to the poorhouse. The production of wood 
alcobol and petroleum will continue to be necessary, but tbis law 
will tend to.keep their prices within some reasonable limit. We 
are only asking that denatured alcohol shall have the same 
opportunity as the articles with which it comes in competition, 
the same opportunity ns every other bone t industry. We ask 
tllat an unfair law behind which monopolies shelter shall be 
r~pealed for tlle public good. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield a minute to the gen­
tleman from Penn ylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I just simply desire to reply 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. G.ARD ER] as to his 
statement that the scheme as proposed in my bill to restrict 
immigration was all moonshine. I desire to state, if he will 
take tlJe trouble to read the bill that I have presented in Con­
gress, he will find out whether it is all moonshine or not. He 

will find that it is the most restrictive and drastic measure that 
bas ever been presented to this llouse, in my estimation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I apologize 
to the gentleman for making an impolite statement in the beat 
of debate. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM. I am very much obliged to the gentleman. I 
have no doubt he did not mean it in that sense, but I wanted 
the Members of the House· to understand, and therefore I will in­
sert my bill in the REOORD, so that the Members can get at th(~ 
facts in the case .. · It is as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of $10 for each and every passenger not a citizen of the United 
States or of the Dominion of Canada, the Republic of Cuba, ot· of the 
Republic of Mexico who shall come by steam, sail, or other vessel from 
any foreign port to any port within the United States, or by any rail­
way or any other mode of transportation, from foreign contiguous ter­
ritory to the United States. The said duty shall be paid to the col­
lector of customs of the port or customs district to which said alien 
passenger shall come, or, if there be no collector at such pot·t or dis­
trict, then to the collector nearest thereto, by the master, agent; owner, 
or consignee of every such vessel or transportation line. 'l'he money 
thus collected shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
shall constitute a pet·manent appt·opriation, to be called the "immigrant 
fund,'' to be used under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to defray the expense of regulating the immigration of aliens into 
the United States under this act, including the cost of maintaining a bu­
reau for furnishing aliens at ports of embarkation and domestic ports 
with information regarding different parts of the country, the needs 
and demands for labor therein, the resources and climate of the different 
sections of the country, also including the cost of reports of decisio!ls 
of the Federal courts and digests thereof for the use of the Comm, ... 
stoner-General of Immigration, the cost of translating and printing ce~­
tain parts of the immigration laws and regulations, and of printing 
application blanks and certificates of admission bereinaftet· provided 
for, and the salaries and expenses of all officers, clerks, and employees 
appointed especially for the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this 
act. The duty imposed by this section shall be a lien upon the vessel 
which shall bring such aliens to ports of the nited States, and shall 
be a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or owners 
of such vessels, and the payment of such duty may be enforced by any 
legal or equitable remedy. The bead tax herein provided for shall not 
be levied upon aliens in transit through the United States, nor upon 
aliens who have once been admitted into the United States and have 
paid the head tax who later shall go in transit ft·om one part of the 
United States to another through foreign contiguous territory: Pro­
vided, That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, under the direc­
tion or with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, by 
agt·eement with transportation lines, as provided in section 32 of this 
act, may arrange in sol'ne other manner for the payment of the duty 
imposed by this section upon aliens seeking admission overland, either 
as to all or as to any such aliens. 

SEc. 2. That the following classes of aliens shall be excluded from ad­
mission into the United States : All idiots, insane, or feeble-minded per­
sons, epileptics, and persons who have at any time previously been in­
sane; paupers, persons likely to become public charges; professional 
beggars; persons affiicted with a loathsome or dangerous contagious dis­
ease or with tuberculosis ; persons who are wholly dependent for their 
support upon their own physical exertions and who are afflicted with 
a chronic disease or whose physical or mental condition is such as 
would incapacitate them for such work; persons who have been con­
victed of a felony or other crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpi­
tude other than a purely political offense ; bigamists; anarchists, or 
persons who believe in or advocate the overthrow by force or violence 
of the Government of the United States or of all government ot· of all 
forms of law, or the assassination of public officials; prostitutes, aud 
persons who procure or attempt to bring in pr·ostitutes or women for 
the purpose of prostitution; those who have been within one year from 
the date of the application for admission into the United States deported 
as being under offers, solicitations, promises, or agreements to perform 
labor or service of some kind therein ; any person over 10 years of 
age who can not read and write; any person over 60 years of age wh<J 
will be dependent upon his or her own exertions, unless he or she be 
one who has been sent for as hereinafter provided ; any child under 18 
years of age unaccompanied by any parent, grandparent, or lawfully 
appointed guar·dian, unless such child has been sent for as hereinafter 
provided ; and also any person whose ticket or passage is paid for 
with the money of another or who is assisted by others to come ; but 
this section shall not be held to prevent persons who have become citi­
zens of the United States, and who themselves are residing therein, from 
sending for a gra ndfather, grandmother, father, mother, brother, sister, 
child, or grandchild who is not of the foregoing excluded classes : Pro­
vided, That skilled labor may be imported if labor of like kind unem­
ployed can not be found in this country : And provided fut·ther, That 
the provisions of this law applicable to contract labor shall not be held 
to exclude professional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, ministers of any 
religious denomination, professors fo r colleges or seminaries, pel"sons 
belonging to any recognized learned profession, or pe1·sons emploved 
strictly as personal or domestic servants: Ancl provided further, That 
no aliens shall be admitted into the United States without first having 
obtained from the diplomatic or consular officer of the Un ited States 
nearest his or her place of res idence a certificate of admission as shall 
be hereinafter provided for. Upon receipt of application for such cer­
tificate the diplomatic or consular officer shall furnish the applicant 
with a copy of the United States immigration laws, as well as of the 
regulations governing the admission of immigrants under the provisions 
of this act, which shall be translated in the language of the government 
to which be is accredited, and he shall require said applicant to fill 
out and execute under oath a formal application in triplicate, to be pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, setting forth the 
reason of the applicant's desire to become a citizen of the United States; 
his or her trade or occupation ; date and place of birth ; names Of his or 
her grandparents, parents, brothers, or sisters; if married, name of 
his or her wife or husband and of children and grandchildren, i1 any ; 
present and previous residence; state of health; his or her intended 
destination in the United States, and intentions upon reaching there; 
and whether he or she is the owner of real or personal estate, and if Ro, 
of what description and value. With said formal application the 
diplomatic or consular officer shall also require a certificate, also in 
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triRlicnte of the chief affi.cer or minister of police where such applicant 
rerudes to the effect that the applicant is under no charge of crime or 
violation of law, and has not been for a period of five years. Upon 
receipt of such application and certificate the diplomatic officer shall, if 
same be in proper form, communicate (and the con_eular officer shall 
so act through the proper diplomatic representative) with the foreign 
office of the government to which he is accredited with a view to a.scer­
taining whether for any reason said applicant would not be permitted 
to emigrate. Upon satisfying himself as to whether or not the appli­
cant is in every particular under the provisions of this act entitled to 
admission into the United States the diplomatic or consular officer 
shall forward the original and duplicate (retaining the triplicate for the 
records of his office) applic.ation and certificate, with complete descrip­
tion of the applicant, to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, with his 
recommendation. In the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall be 
vested the power to refuse the issuance of certificate of admission to 
any person not entitled to admission under the provisions of this act, 
and also, in his discretion, to persons whose intentions are to take up 
his or her residence in any city or town having a population consist­
ing of over 30 per cent of foreign-born residents: Pt"ovided, That such 
person is not a grandparent, parent, wife or husband, brother or sister, 
or child or grandchild of a parent already in the United States and shall 
have come after having been sent for as herein provided; and any 
alien who shall tal<e up his or her residence at a place other than that 
described in his or her application shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and, 
when apprehended, shall be deported in accordance with existing law. 
If the l;ecretary of Commerce and Labor decides that the applicant is 
entitled by law to admission he shall cause to be issued in duplicate 
a certificate containing a complete and accurate description of the 
applicant, his or her final destination in the United States, and the 
names of his or her grandparents, parents, brothers, sisters, wife or 
husband, and children and ~randchildren, if any, granting to the appli­
cant admission into the Umted States at any time within the period o·f 
ninety days after thirty days from the date thereof, provided said appli­
cant shall be found, upon examination by immigration officers at the 
port of arrival, entitled physically and mentally to admission under the 
provisions of this act, and these shall be forwarded to the diplomatic or 
consular officer to whom the application was made. The diplomatic or 
consular officer shall notify applicant of their receipt, and immediately 
prior to said applicant's departure, and upon receipt of a fee, to be 
reported and accounted for by said officer, to be prescribed by the Sec­
retary of State1 in the currency of the country of the applicant as nearly 
equivalent as 1s possible to $1.50 United States currency, and also of 
a certificate of good health issued by an officer of the United States 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service at the port of departure, 
he shall forward the original certificate to the applicant and at the 
same time the duplicate to the immigration officer at the port of arrival 
of the immigrant, for his information a.nd guidance. No alien shall be 
admitted into the United States without a certificate provided for in 
this act, and any alien arriving without such certificate shall be re­
turned to the country from whence he or she came, at the expense of 
the ~teamship or railroad company which brought him or her. 

Mr. Chairman, under this bill all that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has been contending for is provided. A rigid 
examination is made on the other side of the water by United 
States diplomatic or consular officers. 

That is where the examination should be made and the re­
strictions take effect, and then if the applicants for immigration 
make any false statements, or if they settle in any city or town 
having a population consisting of over 30 per cent of foreign­
born residents they can be deported for making such false state­
ments or settling in places from which they have been restricted. 
The gentleman states that he was not desirous of simply keep­
ing out a few thousand indesirable aliens, ·but be wanted to cut 
this great influx of immigration in two. Let him help me pass 
this measure, and if it becomes a law I will guarantee that he 
.will see a cut of at Jeast 75 per cent. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen­
tleman from Tennes ee [Mr. GAINES]. 

l\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] made a statement which I 
think if allowed to stand in the REcoRD as it now reads will not 
only mislead the living, out will do grave injustice to the 
memory of the dead. On page 3496 of the REcoRD the objec­
tionable statement in question is found in the words of the gen­
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], as follows : 

He [.Andrew Jackson] was almost as good a protectionist as Henry 
Clay. 

To get the connection I will read the RECORD, as follows : 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-

man a. question. 
The CHAIRUAN. Does the gentleman yield? · · 
Mr. LACEY. Yes. 
Mr. CLABK of Missouri. In the days of Henry Clay nearly all Con-

gressmen wore homespun, didn't they? 
Mr. LACEY. They did not pride themselves upon it. 
Mr. CLA.RK of Missouri. Why didn't they? 
Mr. LACEY. Because they did not have the American spirit Henry 

Clay hnd. 
:Mr. CLAnK of Missouri. Was Henry Clay the only man in the United 

States at that time that ha.d the American spirit? 
Mr. LACEY. No; Andrew Jackson declared in favor of protection to 

American industries. He was almost as good a protectionist in his 
day us Henry Clay. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but the gentleman undertakes to 
make the remark on the floor of the House that Henry Clay was a 
great natural curiosity because he wore homespun clothing, when 
everybody wore it. 

1\lr. LACEY. Why, 1\fr. Chairman, the gentleman who addresses me 
now has American clothing on. He also stands in American shoes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly I have, and any man who has any 
sense will QUY an American suit if he can get the same quality cheaper 
than be can n foreign s,u.it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire in the world to get into 
a wru· of words with any gentleman on the floor of this House 
for the purpose of simply warring with words or otherwise; but 
I do think that when Members of Congress-and I do not mean 
to be severe in my criticism-discuss these great questiOllS, 
knowing the confiding public will read them, they ought not to 
voice statements that are calculated to mislead ·the people. I 
myself may be guilty of that which I may be indirectly accusing 
others, but I am sure it is not intentional, and am satisfied that 
with my friend from Iowa [Mr. LAcEY] it is the same way; but 
the fact is that the gentleman is charging, in effect, that Henry 
Clay was always a protectionist like the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. LACEY] is now; that Andrew Jackson was practically the 
same kind of a protectionist These utterances are misleading, 
and I shall try and state the facts. 

I believe the gentleman makes a limitation by using the words 
" almost as good a protectionist in his day as Henry Clay." 

Now, .M:r. Chairman, I deny that Henry Clay either lived ol.' 
died the kind of protectionist that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] is now living. He was no "stand-patter," and he, in his 
later yeats, when, in substance, he saw that the .American man­
ufactories were no longer "infants," proceeded to join -hands 
with the Democratic reformers, and finally he got down to 
where he used language in substance such as this-that he was 
ready to frame a tariff along the " revenue " lines of his Demo­
cratic opponents. 

Mind you, now, I am not claiming that Mr. Clay at the begin­
ning, say 1810, and along there when we framed a tariff for 
the purpose of excluding foreign imports to build up infant 
manufactures at home, to furnish our people with homemarle 
clothing and other things, but I speak of Mr. Clay's latter-day 
record.. In 1840, Mr. Chairman, -he used this language : 

No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the protective policy 
ever supposed that it was to be perpetual. 

The gentleman from Iowa wants it "perpetual" He has 
associated himself, as he had a right to do, with Henry Clay .as 
his foster father in protection. But Mr. Clay says it was not 
intended to make perpetual protective tariffs. 1\Ir. Clay con­
tinued: 

We hoped a.nd believed that temporary protection extended to our 
infant manufactures would bring them up and enable them to with­
stand competition with those of Europe. If the protective policy were 
entirely to cease in 1842 it would have existed twenty-six years from 
1816, or eighteen from 1824, quite as long as a.t either of these periods 
its friends supposed might be necessary. 

That he said sixty-six years ago. Again, in 1842, 1\Ir. Clay 
said: 

Let me not be misunderstood, and let me entreat" that I may not be 
mist·epresented. I a.m not advocating the revival of a high p1·otective 
tariff. I a.m abiding by the principles of the compromise act. 

No revival of a "high" protective tariff, said he. 
Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, in 1833, when Andrew Jackson was 

President, Mr. Clay in part said this : 
Now, give us time--
Now, that sounds a little like the gentleman from Iowa in 

1906. " Give us time " until our infant giants come to be major 
giants to control all the markets of the world, and then we will 
let down the tariff bars. 

1\Ir. Clay said : 
Now, give us time; cease all fluctuation and agitations for nine years. 

a.nd the manufacturers in every branch will sustain themselves against 
foreign competition. 

That was seventy-three years ago, Mr. ·chairman, but still 
the gentleman from Iowa is a "stand-patter." He would have 
protective tariff nine hundred and ninety-nine years, aud have 
the tariff wall nine hundred and ninety-nine feet high. 

Away back in the early framing of our tariff laws, in 1810, 
almost at the beginning, Mr. Clay used language that reads 
thus: 

But it is important to diminish our imports, to furnish ourselves 
with clothing made by our own industry, and to cease- to be dependent 
for the very coats we wear upon foreign a.nd perhaps inimical country. 
The nation that imports its clothing from abroad is but little less de­
pendent than if it imported its bread. · 

1\Ir. Chairman, in 1810 our manufactories were " infants " if 
they ever were. But compare the tariff rates then with those 
of 1906-a mouse to a white elephant gives you a fair com­
parison. 

The manufacturers were not to be always on infantile legs, 
and did not exJ)ect tllem to continue to be so, so that in 1833 
l\Ir. Clay says that nine years of protection is all they need. 

Once having had a good taste of protection, the manufacturers 
contended for more and "perpetual" protection at that, which 
Mr. Clay says was not contemplated. . 

Why, you let the manufacturers come in and make a part 
of one of our tariff bills, I think it was the McKinley bill. 
Senator McCREARY told me himself that the manufacturers came 
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- into the committee room, and he saw the handwriting of the 
manufacturers where they wrote into the face ·of the McKinley 
bill some of the rates of that measure. 
. This. was charged upon the floor of this House by the lamented 
and gifted son of West Virginia, Mr. William L. Wilson. It -was 
not denied by anyone. Go read Mr. Wilson's speech and you 
will find I quote him correctly in substance. 

In 1833 Mr. Clay, in urging the "compromise tariff" in lieu 
of the " tariff of abominations" of 1828-made by the wise men 
and manufacturers, and with the making of which Mr. Clay had 
nothing to do, because he was then Secretary of State, Mr. 
Clay said: 

I am anxious to find out some principle of mutual accommodation to 
satisfy, as far . a& practicable, both parties; to increase the stability of 
our legislation; and at some distant day-but not too distant, when we 
can take into view the magnitude of the interests which are involved­
to bring down the rate of duties to that revenue standard for which our 
opponents have so long contended. 

Yes; Jackson was a good revenue reformer; so was Henry 
Clay. Neither was a "stand-patter; " and I stand here to-day 
to remind my friend from Iowa and other "stand-patters" 
that they do violence when they refer to Henry Clay and claim 
he clung to anything like stand-pat protection or held any 
tax r ate as sacred. · 

Mr. LACEY. · When Henry Clay and the other gentleman 
:figured with him on the immediate effect of the compromise 
act of 1833, with an annual reduction of the tariff down to 
the revenue point, which had to run to 1837, does the gentleman 
remember what happened in 1837? · 
: l\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, now, you want to go off on 
the question of finance and State-bank issues and panics. I 
want to discuss this one thing-tariff and Henry Clay and An­
drew Jackson. If you want to discuss panics or finance, I will 
go back into the mi erable time when the McKinley tariff pro­
duced a deficit in 1893 or 1894 and after the Harrison Admin­
istration had gone out and the Cleveland Administration had 
come in the Cleveland Administration on account of this deficit 
which it found had to issue bonds. I have discussed that ques­
tion here for nine years, until I have grown gray and feel that 
I have seriously taxed the patience of the House. 

1\lr. LACEY. I was going to ask the gentleman if it was not 
true tbat the fruits of that Clay compromise, which took away 
proi!ection, resulted in the panic of 1837 and the worst ruin this 
country ever saw prior to the Democratic panic of 1894? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why didn't you go into history 
yesterday and prove that, instead of simply stating it as you 
do now in the House? You will notice that on these questions 
of such importance I do not simply get up-and I say it re­
spectfully to my friend-! do not simply get up and say so 
and so and leave it with my own unsupported statement, but 
I go and get the records and read the proof to the Hou e. 
There are none so deaf as those who will not listen when you 
nr~ giving them what Paddy gave the drun1, to wit, the truth. 
There is none so blind as an Iowa stand-patter. [Laughter.] 
They will not see the truth even if neighbor Governor Cummins 
states and restates it. 

Let me go a little further. Here, again, is what Mr. Clay 
said: 

If there is any truth in political economy, it can not be that result 
will a gree with the prediction, for we are instructed by our experience 
that the eonsumption of any article is in proportion to the reduction of 
its price, and that, in general, it may be taken as a rule that the duty 
upon an article forms a part of its price. 

Now, I see my friend from Iowa is not listening again. 
[Laughter.] Here I find Clay totally disagreeing with my dis­
tinguished friend from Iowa. I will read that clause again: 

And tha t, in general, it may be taken as a rule that the duty upon 
an article forms a part of its price. 

Senator Sherman and Mr. Reed, our late Speaker, said the 
same thing. 

Now, in the nine years I have been hearing my distinguished 
friend from Iowa hold this House spellbound in defending trust­
making tariffs he never made any such statement as that, and 
you might wait nine hundred and ninety-nine years and the gen­
tleman never would agree that the t ariff tax became a part of 
the price of an article. 
· So, gentlemen, I have read a lot of utterances here from 
Henry Clay, who, in his early days in the jungles of dear old 
Kentucky, was glad to wear any kind of clothes that he could 
get, a condition that, I dare say, my distingui bed Iowa friend 
never found himself in at any time. I dare say he always had 
whatever be wanted. I hope he always will; but sooner or 
later Henry Clay saw, and ibis is the point I make, that manu­
facturers were not always infants, always needing mammies to 
put pap in thefr lips. He saw that manufacturers from 1810 to 
1833, about twenty-three years, had risen to a point where they 
only needed nine years' more protection for the infants to stand 

alone. And yet here is my dear Iowa friend, who, sooner or 
later, will be gathered to his fathers, wanting, in 1906, to stand 
by these giants, to help up the same giants that stood by Henry 
Clay in their majestic strength sixty years ago. 

Now, my friend, who is familiar with thee facts, had for­
gotten them yesterday, and I wanted then to correct him, but 
I would not interrupt my friend from :Mississippi [Mr. WIL­
LIAMS], who was making his usual magnificent defense of a 
revenue tariff, keeping up a good Democratic contribution to 
the RECORD, to go alongside of the bad reading (from our stand­
point) of the gentleman's good speech (from his standpoint), 
and so I have deferred it until to-day to reply to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

So now we have Henry Clay coming to where he is almost 
as good a tariff Democrat as Andrew Jackson. I insist neither 
was a " stand-patter." 

Just a word, in passing, on Jackson getting the Government 
out of debt. In 1832 he said to Congre s: 

I can not too cordially congratulate Congress and my fellow-citizens 
on the near approach of that memorable and happy event-the extinc­
tion of the public debt of this great and free nation. Faithful to the 
wise and patriotic policy marked out by the legislation of the country 
for this object, the present Administration bas devoted to it all the 
means which a flourishing commerce has supplied and a prudent 
economy preserved for the public Treasury. 

Now, let us see what President Andrew Jackson said in his 
" farewell address ~· to his country. After he had gone through 
the great str·uggle with Nick Biddle and his corrupting mo­
nopoly, and crushed both, what else did he do'? He approved 
a great number of tariff-reform laws. He reduced the tariff~ 
What else? He crushed every thing else that undertook to 
"run" Congress, defy the law, and outrage the people of this 
country. 

Jackson was a great private citizen, an illustrious soldier, a 
great, clean, and upright and fearless President, so much o 
that even the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] alludes to him 
with pride and pleasure, as we all do. His experience with tariff 
makers and monopolists for eight years had reimpressed him 
with the evils that flow from such sources, and when he came to 
lay down his high trust he wrote a farewell address, amo"!lg 
other things commending the Farewell Address of George Wa ·b­
ington, which I may say here you did not think enough of the 
other day-Washington's Birthday-to have read. I was up in 
Connecticut making a speech to the Sons of the American Revo­
lution that day, and they asked me, having seen in the papers 
the action of the House, what in the world the House meant 
by not reading Washington's Farewell Address. I told them I 
wasn't allowed to know. [Laughter.] 

Now, this illustrious President, Andrew Jackson, in his fare­
well address, speaks of the duties of the citizen and lawma~i"er 
thus: 

In the legislation of Congress, also, and in every measure of the Gen­
eral Government, justice to every portion of the United States should 
be faithfully observed. · 

No free government can stand without virh1e in the people aud a 
lofty spirit of patriotism, and if the sordid feelings of mere selfis!mess 
shall usurp the place which ought to be filled by public spirit the legis­
lation of Congress will soon be converted into a scramble for pc;·soual 
and sectional advantages. 

Under our free institutions the citizens of every quarter of our 
country are capable of attaining a high degree of prospet·ity and happi­
ness without seeking to profit themselves at the expense of other ; 
and every such attempt must in the end fa il to succeed, for the people 
in every part of the United States ar too enlightened not to unde t·­
stand their own rights and interests and to detect and defeat every 
effort to gain undue advantages over them; and when such desians are 
discovered it naturally provokes resentments which can not always 
be easily allayed. . . 

Justice--full and ample justice--to every -portion of the United 
States should be the ruling principle of every f reeman, and should 
guide the deliberations of every public body, whether it be State or 
national. 

Mr. Ch~rman, these are wise and lofty sentiments that we 
should live up to to-day. 

:Again, he spoke of unjust tariffs in part thus: 
There is perhaps no one of the powers conferred on the Federal 

Government so liable to abuse as the taxing power. 
The most productive and convenient sources of revenue were neces­

sarily given to it, that it might be able to perform the important duties 
imposed upon it; and the taxes which it lays upon commerce being 
concealed from the real payer in the price of the article, they do not 
so readily attract the attention of the people as smaller sums demanded 
from them directly by the taxgatherer-

He says the tariff tax is "concealed" from the· " real payer." 
How! "In the price of the article." But the gentleman from 
Iowa will deny that; yet Clay also admitted, in effect, this as 
a~~ • 
But the tax imposed on goods enhances by so much the price of the 
commodity to the consumer-

1\fr. Chairman, the gentleman will dispute that-
and as many of these duties are imposed on articles of necessity which 
are daily used by the great body of the people, the money raised by these 
imposts is drawn from their pockets. 
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Congress has no right under the Constitution to take money from the 

people unless it is required to execute some one of the specific powers 
intl·usted to the Government; and if they raise more than is necessary 
for· such purposes, it is an abuse of the power of taxation, and unjust 
and oppressive. 

It may indeed happen that the revenue will sometimes exceed the 
amount anticipated when the taxes were laid. 

When, however, this is ascertained, it is easy to reduce them, and in 
such a case it is unquestionably the duty of the Government to reduce 
them, for no circumstances can· justify it in assuming a power not given 
to it by the Constitution nor in taking away the money of the people 
when it is not needed for the legitimate wants of the Government. 

1\fr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa says: " Touch not, 
handle not, ' reduce ' not a single tariff rate. Stand pat; these 
rates are sacred." Neither Jackson nor Clay ever uttered a 

I thank God _ that my life has been spent in a land of liberty and 
that He has given me a heart to love my country with the affection of 
a son. And filled with gratitude for your constant and unwavering 
kindness, I bid you a last and affectionate farewell. 

ANDREW .JACKSO~. 
[Loud app1ause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose ; and the Speaker having re­

sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee bad bad under consideration the bill H. R. 15331-
tbe Indian appropriation bill-and bad come to no resolution •_r stand-pat" sentiment. 

Continuing, Andrew Jackson further said : . thereon. 
The result of this decision has been felt in the rapid extinguishment 

of the public debt and the large accumulation of a surplus in the 
Treasury, notwithstanding the tariff' was reduced and is now very far 
below the amount originally contemplated by its advocates. 

But, rely upon it, the design to collect an e:xtt·avagant revenue and 
to b1tt·den you wUh taxes beyond the economical wants of the Govern­
ment is not yet aballdoned. The various interests which have com­
bined together to impose a heavy tariff' and to produce an over·fiowing 
Treasury are too strong and have too much at stake to surrender the 
contest. 

The corporations and wealthy individuals who are engaged in large 
manufacturing establishments desire a high tariff' to increase their 
gains. . 

Designing politicians will support it to conciliate their favor and to 
obtain the means of profuse expenditure for the purpose of purchasing 
influence in other quarters ; and since the people have decided that the 
Federal Government can not be permitted to employ its income in in- . 
ternal improvements, e1l'<1rts will be made to seduce and mislead the 
citizens of the several States by holding out to them the deceitful pros­
pect of benefits to be derived from a surplus revenue collected by the 
General Government and annually divided among the States; and if, 
encouraged by these fallacious hopes, the States should disregard the 
principles of economy which ought to characterize every republican 
government, and should indulge in lavish expenditures exceeding their 
resources, they will before long find themselves oppressed with debts 
they are unable to pay, and the temptation will become irresistible to 
support a high tariff in order to obtam a surplus for distribution. 

· [Applause.] 
1\Ir. Chairman, Jackson warned his countrymen against "cor­

porations and wealthy individuals engaged in large manufac­
turing establishments " and " high tariffs and designing politi­
cians." Was he a false prophet? 

I continue to read Jackson's address: 
Do not allow yourself, my fellow-citizens, to be misled on this sub­

ject. The Federal Government can not collect a surplus for such pur­
poses without violating the principles of the Constitution and assum­
ing powers which have not been granted. 

It is, moreover, a system of injustice, and if persisted in will inevi­
tably lead to corruption, and mnst end in ruin. 

'£he surplus revenue will be drawn from the pockets of the people-­
from the farmer, the mechanic, and the laboring classes of so.ciety ; but 
who will receive it when distributed among the States, where it is to 
be disposed of by leading State politicians, who have friends to favor 
and political partisans to gratify? 

It will certainly not be returned to those who paid it and who have 
most need of it, and are honestly entitled to it-

He speaks, Mr. Chairman, of the " safe rule "-
There is but one safe rule, and that is to confine the General Gov­

ernment rigidly within the sphere of its appropriate duties. It has no 
power to raise a revenue or impose taxes except for purposes enumer­
ated ln the Constitution, and if its income is found to exceed these 
wants it should be forthwith reduced and the burden of the people so 
far lightened. 

In concluding his address Jackson said: 
In presenting to you, my fellow-citizens, these parting counsels, I 

have brought before you the leading principles upon which I endeavored 
to administer the Government in the high office with which you twice 
honored me. 

Knowing that the path of freedom is continually beset by enemies 
who often assume the disguise of friends, I have devoted the last hours 
of my public life to warn you of the dangers. 

The progress of the United States under our free and happy institu­
tions has surpassed the most sanguine hopes of the founders of the Re-
public. · 

Our growth has been rapid beyond all former examples in numbers, 
ln wealth, in knowledge, and all the useful arts which contribute to 
the comforts and convenience of man, and from the earliest ages of 
history to the present day there never have been 13,000,000 of people 
associated in one political body who enjoyed so much freedom and hap­
piness as the people of these United States. 

You have no longer any cause to fear danger from abroad; your 
strength and power are well known throughout the civilized world, as 
well as the high and gallant bearing of your sons. r 

It .is from within, among yourselves-from cupidity, from corruption, 
from disappointed ambition and inordinate thirst for power-that fac­
tions will be formed and liberty endangered. 

It is against such designs, whatever disguise the actors may assume, 
that you have especially to guard yourselves. 

You have the highest of human trusts committed to your care. 
Providence has showered on this favored land blessings without num­
ber, and has chosen you as the guardians of freedom to preserve it for 
the benefit of the human race. 

l\Iay He who holds in His hands the destinies of nations make you 
worthy of the favors he has bestowed and enable you with pure hearts 
and pure hands and sleepless vigilance to guard and defend to the end 
of time the great char·ge He bas committed to your keeping. 

My own race is nearly run ; advanced age and failing health warn 
me that before long I must pass beyond the reach of human events and 
cease to feel the vicissitudes of human affairs. 

XL--219 

THE LATE BENJAMIN F. MARSH AND JOHN M. PINCK~EY. 

1\lr. 1\fcKINNEY. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of an order fixing a day for memorial 
addresses on the life, character, and services of the late Bon. 
BENJAMIN F. MARSH, of Illinois. 

l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\lr. Speaker, I would like to add 
the name of the late Bon. JoHN M. PINCKNEY, of ~·exas, to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois. It will be 
perfectly satisfactory to ha-v-e the addresses follow those on the' 
late Representative MARSH. 

The SPEAKER. That can be adde(l to the order, if there be 
no objection. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Ordered, That a session of the House be held on Sunday, April 15, 

1906, and that the day be set apart for addr~sses on the lives, charac- · 
ters, and public services of Hon. BEX.T.HIIN F. l\IAnsH, late a Member 
of the !louse of Representatives from the State of Illinois, and Hon. 
.JOHN M. PINCKXEY, late a Representative from the State of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera­
tion of the order which the Clerk bas just reported? [After a 
pause.] The Chair bears none. The question is on agreeing to 
the order. 

The question was taken ; and the order was agreed to. 
PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. 'Speaker, I filed to-day from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce a report on the bill ( S. 88), 
known as the pure-food bill . . I ask unanimous consent that the 
minority ha-v-e until a week from to-morrow to file its views. 

1\Ir. BARTLETT. That is to include to-morrow week, the 
whole of the day? 

1\Ir. 1\fANN. A week from to-morrow. Of course that would 
include the whole of the day. 

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT ON Bll.L FOR RELIEF OF P. S. CORBETT. 
l\lr. l\IILLER. l\lr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con­

sent as chairman of the Committee on Claims to make a supple­
mental report in connection with the bill S. 18D4. There was 
left out of the report as originally made by the committee some 
important matter which should have gone in the report for the 
information of the House. · 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. To what bill does this apply? 
1\fr. MILLER. To a bill for the relief ·of P. S. Corbett It 

is a Senate bill which bas passed the Senate. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 
There was no objection. 

DAM ACROSS CHOCTA WHATCHEE RIVER. 
Mr. CLAYTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con­

sent for the present consideration of the bill II. R. 14808. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani­

mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

'l~be Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 14808) authorizing the Choctawhatchee Power Company 

· to erect a dam in Dale County, AJa. 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Choctawhatchee Power Company, its 

successo~s a~d assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to erect, build, have, 
and mamtam a steel and concrete dam, or dam of other material 
on the Choctawbatcbee . River at a point above the Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad bridge near Newton, on said river and in Dale County, 
Ala.: Pt·ovided, That the plans of said dam shall be submitted to 
and be approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 
before construction is commenced; and the Secretary of War may 
at any time require and enforce, at the expense of the owners, such 
modifications in the construction of said dam as he may deem ad­
visable in the interests of navigation: Provided fttrthet·~ That there 
shall be placed and maintained in connection with said aam a sluice­
way so arranged as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, 
through, or over said dam without unreasonable delay or hindrance and 
without toll or charges; and suitable fish ways, to be approved by the 
United States Fish Commission, shall be constructed and maintained 
on said dam. 

SEc. 2. That thls act shall be null and void unless the dam herein 
authorized is commenced within one -year and completed within three 
years from the date hereof. 
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SEc. 3. That the right to amend or repeal this act Is hereby ex­

pressly re erved. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I desire to inquire if the gentleman will inform the House bow 
the word " steel " and bow the word " dam " is spelled in the 
bill? 

l\Ir. CLAYTON. They are spelled in the usual proper way. 
When a bill is as clean as this the word " steel " is spelled cor­
rectly, and when the bill is so honestly and clearly drawn the 
word " dam" is spelled properly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is proper under those circumstance;:;? 
Mr. CLAYTON. The spelling is in accordance with the rules 

of good English. "Dam " is spelled without an " n." 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wanted to know what was the rule for 

good English in the gentleman's country. 
Mr. CLAYTON. The word " steel " is always spelled with 

the double " e " in a clean bill like this. 
l\Ir. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have not any interest in the 

orthography of the bill, but I would like to inquire whether the 
Government bas spent any money on this river where this dam 
is located? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not one cent. This dam i"s to be constructed 
011 this river at a point where it is not navigable. It is above 
a railroad bridge and never will be navigable at the point 
where it is proposed to erect this dam, and the War Department 
has approved the bill. I hold here in my band the report ap­
proving it and it is the desire of the citizens of that neighbor­
hood to utilize this power that is now going to waste. 

Mr. PAYNE. On the statement of the gentleman I think I 
am in favor of the bill. · 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am glad the gentleman is. It is on the 
Cboctaw-lmtchee River and not the Chocta-whatchee, as the 
Clerk in ists on calling it. If he was acquainted with Indian 
nomenclature I suppose he would know the difference between 
Cboctaw-hatcbee and Cbocta-whatcbee. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of 1\Ir. CLAYTON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

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

H. R. 648. An act granting a pension to Charles Falbisaner; 
H. R. 2108. An act granting a pension to Mattie Settlemire; 
H. R. 3250. An act granting a pension to Harrison White; 
H. R. 3502. An act granting a pension to Morris Osborn; 
H. R. 3983. An act granting a pension to Blanche Douglass ; 
H. R. 4826. An act granting a pension to Leola V. Franks; 
H. R. 5711. An act granting a pension to Richard H. Kelly ; 
n. R. 607G. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Case ; 
H. R. G400. An act granting a pension to Harry W. Omo ; 
H. R. 6489. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Scott; 
H. R. 6613. An act granting a pension to Thomas J. Stevens; 
H. R. 685!:). An act granting a pension to Eva B. Koch ; 
H. R. 7240. An act granting a pension to Glawvina A. Pinnell; 
H. R. 7636. An act granting a pension to John J. Meeler; 
H. R. 9253. An act granting a pension to Vollie A. McMillen; 
H. R. 9530. An act granting a pension to Catherine B. Casey; 
H. R. 10457 . .An act granting a pension to Li.zzie Bremmer; 
H. R. 10459. An act granting a pension to Alta M. Westen-

ha>er; 
H. R. 10476. An act granting a pension to Charles T. Hesler; 
H. R. 10483. An act granting a pension to James Gallt; 
H. R. 10Gll. An act granting a pension to John J. Brewer; 
H. R. 10967. An act granting a pension to George Larson; 
H. R. 11051. An act granting a pension to Henry T. 1\IcDowell ; 
H. R. 11630. An act granting a pension to Harriet E. St. John; 
H. R. 11846. An act granting a pension to Clara 1\f. Thompson; 
ll. R. 12285. An act granting a pension to 1\fary C. Kirkland; 
H. R. 12297. An act granting a pension to Estelle Kuhn; 
H. R. 524. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvenus 

A. Fay; 
H. R. 650. An act granting an increase of pen,sion to Felix G. 

Stidger; 
R. R. 1032. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 

Phillips; 
H. R. 1043. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 

Hounsom; 
ll. R. 1200. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 

Parker; 

H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
1\foore; 

H. R.- 1359. An act granting an increase of pension to Henr~ 
1\f. Robinson ; 1 

H. R. 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to Jose­
phine E. Quentin ; 

H. R.1484. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Lovell; 

H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Su an J. 
Williams; 

H. R. 1585. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Dutcher; 

H. R. 1658. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
1\f. Drake; 

H. R. 1839. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
T. B. Carr; 

H. R. 1889. An act granting an increase of pension to WHliam: 
1\f. Shultz ; 

H. R. 1902. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
Ford; 

H. R. 1909. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to Alex­
ander Miller ; 

H. R. 1975. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
House; 

H. R. 1978. An act granting an increase of pension to Harr~ 
C. Thorne ; • 

H. R. 1979. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
L. Hill; · 

H. R. 2048. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J . 
Cooper; 

H. R. 2054. An act granting an increase of pension to Ralpti 
A. Adams; · 

II. R. 2059. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Washburn; 

_H. R. 2~14. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja­
mm F. Bibb; 

H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Hays; 

H. R. 2156. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
E. Ware; 

II. R. 2174. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan .. 
iel Buchanan; · 

II. R. 2204. An act granting an increase of pension to Dextel! 
E. W. Stone; 

H. R. 2306. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Stell; 

II. R. 2307. An act granting an increase of pension to J osepti 
Jones Martin; 

II. R. 2478. An act granting an increase of pension to Asa M .. 
Foote; 

H. R. 2595. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
Sutton; 

H. R. 2703. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
I Weeks; 

H . R. 2709. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
D. Rogers; 

H. R. 2762. An act granting an increas~ of pension to Williarrt 
Chandler; 

H. R. 2823. An act granting an increase of pension to Orton 
D. Ford; 

H. R. 2849. An act granting an increase of pension to J essa 
Harrison; 

H. R. 29-!9. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Adamson; 

H. R. 2954. An act granting an increase of pension to Chaun­
cey P. Dean; 

H. R. 3193. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Todd; 

H. R. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarali 
Johnson; 

H. R. 3230. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Bculen; 

H. R. 3315. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
L. Daugherty ; 

H. R. 3342. An act granting an increase of pension to Albin L. 
Ingram; 

H. R. 3403. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
A Baker; 

H. R. 3425. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
A. Blye; 

H. R. 3483. An act granting an increase of pen ion to Lemuel 
P. Williams; 

H. R. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to William: 
1\f. l\Iartin ; 
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H. R. 3544. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 

1\L Grier; 
' H. R. 3552. An act granting an increase of pension to David F. 

McDonald; 
H. n. 3570. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 

Whorton· 
H. n. 3571. An act granting an increase of pension to Eber 

Watson; 
H. R. 3679. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

1\f. Hunter; 
H. R. 39GG. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Jester; 
H. R. 3973. An act granting an increase of pension to ·Isaac P. 

Knight; 
H. R. 4179. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen 

Donohoe; 
H. R. 4192. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

CaYanaugb, alias John Carpenter; , 
H. R. 4202. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

Umstead; 
H. n. 4206. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Henry Ober; 
H. n. 4221. An acf granting an increase of pension to William 

Foat; 
II. R. 4246. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

D. Street; 
H. R. 4685. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Ricb; 
H. R. 4741. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

Dic'·erson ; 
H. R. 4751. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

J. Sparling; · 
II. R. 4764. An act granting an increase of pension to Ahijah 

Bro\\n; 
H. R. 4878. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

H . Witherwax; 
H. R. 4886. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis 

De Lafayette Burket ; 
II. R. 4957. An act granting an increase of pension to Elija4 

J . Snodgrass; 
H. R. 49G2. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

J . Sturgis; 
H . R. 5028. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

P. Carll; 
II. R. 5163. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

U. l\1allorie; 
II. R. 5186. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

·"'· Fulton; . II. R. 5212. An act granting an increase of pension to Giles Q. 
Slocum; . 
·. H. R. 5605. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

S. Pelley; 
H. R. 5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra­

ham Mathews; 
H. R. 5647. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Wetterich; 
· H. R. 5656. An act grantir.g an increase of pension to Darius 

H . Rundall ; 
II. R. 5G58. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Nichols; 
-H. R. 5692. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

G. Gardner; 
H. R. 5708. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

T.Fallon; 
II. R. 5753. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie 

II. 1\Inrphy; 
H. R. 5830. An act granting an increase of pension to Syl­

venus Hardy; 
H. R. 5855. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 

L. Brown; 
H. R. 5909. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Eynon; 
H. R. 5938. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

J. l\IcClaskey ; 
H. R. 5957. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

J. Steck·; · 
II. R. GOG3. An act granting an increase of pension to .Maria 

Dyer; 
II. R. G065. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E. CroTI"e; 
H. R. G085. All act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

C. Rardin; 
, H. R. G098. An act granting an increase of pension to Sadie A. 
Walker; 

H . R. 6109. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Ackert; 

H. R. 6115. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Sarlls; 

H. R. 6117. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza­
beth Dill; 

H. R. 6133. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Bagley; 

H. R. 6137. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Stowell; 

H. R. 6178. An act granting an increase of pension to Carl W. 
Block; 

H. R. 6226. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Bruner; 

H. R. 6340. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Hatch; 

H. R. 6398. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Henry; · 

H. R. 6399. An act granting an increase of pension .to David 
Hanna; 

H . R. 6408. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Queman; 

H . R. 6494. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Hughes; 

H. R. 6516. An act granting an increase of pension to joseph 
Bailey; 

H. R . 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Rice; 

H. R. 6565. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
1\1. Hatter; 

H. R. 6813. An act granting an increase of pension to Emsley 
Kinsauls; 

H. R. 6873. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Phillips; 

H . R. 6913. An act granting an in~ease of pension to John 
Gibbons; 

H . R. 6941. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Gearkee; 

H . R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Washburn; 

f!· ?l· 6~62. An act granting an increase of pension to Ric~rd. 
Phllllps, Jr. ; 

H. R. 6077. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
S. Isaacs; 

H. R. 6992. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Duffy; 

H . R. 6993. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Sarvis; 

H . R. 7001. An act granting an increase of pension to Angrew 
M. Dunham; 

H. R. 7213. An act granting an increase of pension to Loucette 
E. Glavis; 

H. . 7222. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi J . 
Walton; 

H. R. 7224. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Ellis; 

H . R. 7231. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
O'Tool; 

H. R. 7238. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Campbell ; 

H . R. 7241. An act granting an increase of pension to :Mary J . 
Allhands; 

H. R. 7525. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
K. Spencer; 

H. R. 7576. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Brummett; 

H. It. 7599. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Holland; 

H. R. 7600. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
-Welch; 

H. R. 7607. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
1\1. Smith; 

H. R. 7628. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Stoker; 

H. R. 7G49. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Leipnitz; 

H. R. 7G65. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
J. Banks; 

R . R. 7680. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Shannon; 

H. R. 7711. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Dunnan; 

H. R. -'7721. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
V. Lowary; 
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H. R. 7750. An act granting an increase of pension to Anton H. R. 9059. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebeneze~ 
Reidmuller ; S. Edgerton ; 

H. R. 7838; An act granting an increase of pension to S. Har- H. R. 9065. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
riet Morris ; G. Brail ; 

H. R. 7941. An act granting an increase of pension to Carlon H. R. 9077. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Osborn ; Engle ; 

H. R. 7048. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 9104. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry; 
,V. Reynolds, alias William Reynolds; Brown· 
· H. R. 7955. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton II. R.' 9122. An act granting an increase of pension to Phil .. 

E. Terrill ; ander Bennett ; 
H. R. 7982. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis H. R. 9142. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 

M. Kellogg ; A. Kimball ; 
H. R. 8Q43. An act granting an inc1·ease of pension to Lafay- H. R. 9146. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 

ette Dodds ; A. Jones ; 
H. R. 8044. An act granting an increase of pension to Angel H. R. 9209. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

Hausker · D. Cohen ; 
H. R. s001. An act granting an increase of pension to Heart H. R. 9234. An aet granting an increase of pension to William 

Echard ; A. 1\IcDonald; · 
H. R. 8156. An act granting an increase of pension to Loren H. R. 9237. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacoll 

H. Howard; Dachrodt; 
H. R. 8169. An act granting an increase of pension to· Eliza C. H. R. 9279 •• An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

Jones; Curley; 
H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas G. H. R. 9351. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\Iaria 

Elliott; G. Bondbam ; 
H. R. 8213. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 9405. An act granting an increase of pension to Johll 

Monteith ; Burns ; 
H. R. 8216. An act granting an increase of pension to Philipp H. R. 94.16. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacoti 

Cline, alias Francis Klein; M. Longsworth ; · 
H. R. 8233. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. R. 9567. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen .. 

A. Power ; derson Rose ; 
H. R. 8242. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 9579. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 

Alves; Harris· 
H. R. 8251. An act granting an increase of pension to Abel S. H. R.' 9651. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Thompson; S. Word; 
H. R. 8253. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 9789. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 

Dolan ; Nicholson ; 
H. R. 8288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- H. R. 9795. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory, 

than Carr; Edward Patch; 
H. R. 8302. An act granting an increase of pension to Maurice II. R. 9851. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Hayes ; G. Richardson ; 
Il- R. 8317. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza H. R. 9D06. An act granting an increase of pension to Hinman 

Th&npson ; Rhode ; 
H. R. 8406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan H. R. 9929". _An act granting an increase of pension to Orlean 

W. Selfridge; De Witt; 
H. R. 8494. An act granting an increase of pension to David A. H. R. 10007. An act granting an increase of pension to A.pple-

Jone ; ton Gibson; 
II. R. 8520. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. R. 10175. An act granting an in::::zease of pension to Mat~ 

F. White; thew A. Knight; 
H. R. 541. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward II. R.10216. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 

B. Pinney ; Longstaff; 
H. R. 855G. An act granting an increase o:f pension to Ethan H. R. 10256. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Blodgett ; D. Diehl ; 
II. R. 8562. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. R. 10258. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 

0 termann; Smith; 
H. R. 8596. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. H. R.102G6. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil· 

Messerschmidt ; liam H. 1\Iorris ; 
II. R. 8649. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. R. 10269. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew; 

Bode ; Ricketts ; 
B. R. 8663. An act granting an increase of pension to Fl'ed- H. R. 10297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich~ 

erick A. Amende; olas Hercherberger; 
B. R. 8664. An act granting an increase of pension to Heru-y II. R. 10307. An act granting an increase 'of pension to ~lilton 

Wascher; A. Saeger; 
- B. R. 8714. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 10308. An act granting an increase of pension to Dillon 
Gib on; F. Acker; 

H. R. 8794. An act granting an increase of pension to Stout II. n. 10323. An act granting an increase of pension to Pat~ 
Shearer; rick J. Donahue; 

H. R. 8846. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 10362. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil~ 
Todd; liam J. Chenoweth ; 

H. R. 8847. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip B. II. R. 10437. An act granting an increase of pension to Casper 
Thompson; Yost; 

H. R. 8918. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew II. R. 10439. An act granting an increase of pension to MarY; 
J. Hull, a lias Spencer J. Bull; Ann Gaunt; 

H. R. 8D26. An act granting an increase of pension to John I B. R. 10477. An act granting an increase of pension to Jame~ 
Keller ; B. Babc-ock ; 

H. R. 8939. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. R. 10521. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Chauncey ; F. luley ; 

H. R. 8944. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. n. 10522. An act granting an increase of pension to CLarles 
H. Lorance; . H. Everitt; 

II. R. 8!>49. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert H. R. 10551. An act granting an increa e of pension to Ezekial 
Richard Clark ; Polk ; 

H. R. 9051. An act granting an increase of pension to Asher S. H. R. 10552. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bouden ; ; Wilkinson; 

II. R. 9052. An act granting an increase o..f pension to Jonathan H. R. 10564. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Wood; · N. Bodley; 
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H. R. 10582. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 

B. Ca well; 
H. R. 10588. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

}I. Parker; 
H. R. 10623. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

L. Bostwick; 
H. R. 10637. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi I. 

.Shipman; 
H. R. 10720. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

F. Caldwell ; 
H. R. 10722. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Flint; 
H. R. 10741. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Clark· 
· H. R. 10807. An act granting ·an increase of pension to Jacob 
~.Long; 

H. R. 10872. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
0". Hill; 

H. R. 10883. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Lee; 

H. R. 10918. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
tw. Jo selyn.; 

H. R: 10925. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
:C. Dennis; 

H. R. 10954. An act granting an increase of pension to Letitia 
[). Watkins; 

H. R. 10969. An act granting an increase of pension to Cala· 
[\Yay G. Tucker; 

H. R.11061. Au act granting an increase of pension to Reanna 
~ile; 

H. R. 11096. An act granting an increase of pension to . Sion 
\B. Glazner; 

H. R. 11101. An act granting an increase of .pension to Andrew 
IJ. Baker; 

H. R. 11105. An act granting an -increase of pension to Michael 
~omer; 

H . R.11132. An act gratning an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Lydy; 

H. R. 11144. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Pratt; 

H. R. 11145. Ail act granting an increase of pension to Melvin 
~. Lee; 

II. R. 11160. An act granting an increase of pension to ·Lemuel 
!Herbert; 

H. R. 11205. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere­
bliah Spice ; 

H. R. 11302. An act granting.an increase of pension to John R. 
:Cotton; 

H. R.1.1320. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
:cook; 

H. R. 11343. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
(Bolen; 

H. R. 11.561. An act granting an increase of pension to Egbert 
P . Shetter; 

H. R.11620. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
,Quimby; 

H. R. 11653. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
n. Jordan; 

II. R. 11658. An act granting an incre~se of pension to Gould 
E. Utter; 

H. n.. 11672. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank­
lin J. Fellows; 

H. R.11724. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
'A. Conley; 

H. R.11777. An act grantilig 'an increase of pension to Manson 
·B . Scott; 

H. R.11808. An act granting an increase of pension to Web­
. ster Thomas ; 

II. R. 11842. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Noble; 

H. R.11908. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
iV. Sturtevant; 

H. R. 11916. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
[1. Kimball ; 

H . R. 12008. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
r>. Blanding; 

H. R.12016. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Passady; 

H. R.12027. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
(). Bradley ; • 

H. R. 12038. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ill. Burleigh; 

H. R. 12054. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
:E. Hallowell ; 

H. R. 1.2102. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil­
helmina Healey ; 

H. R. 12156. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Billing; 

H. R. 12290. An act granting an. increase of pension to David 
L. Kretsinger ; 

H. R.12384. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Dunning; 

H. R. 1.2388. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
T. Dunn; 

H. R. 12506. An act granting ·an increase of pension to John T. 
Howell; 

H. R. 12507. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Collier; 

H. R. 12510. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McWhorter; 

H. R. 12583. An act granting an increase of pension -to Eliza­
beth L. H. Laba tt ; 

H. R. 12640. An act granting an increase of penSion to Augus­
tus Walker; 

H. R. 12713. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus­
tus F. Bradbury ; 

H. R. 12754. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Eversole ; 

H. ·R..12837. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\Iartha 
Miller; 

H. R. 12839. An act granting an increase of pension to Kath­
ryn G. Hayt; 

H. R. 12937. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Hoover; 

H. R. 13037. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza­
ueth Jane Kearney; 

H. R. 13050. An act granting an increase of pension "to William 
G. Crockett ; 

H. R. 13078. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth F . Partin; -

H. R. 13084. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dixon; 

H. R. 13129. An act granting an increase of pension to Pink­
ney W . H. Lee; 

H. R. 13141. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
.A. Southworth; 

H . R. 13457. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M.McCay; 

H. R. 13536. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Cline; 

H. R. 13579. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon 
Miller; 

H. R. 13582. An act granting an increase of pension to .J ames 
Sutherland; . 

H . R. 7961. An act for the relief of G. F. Tarbell ; 
H. R. 14344. An act for the relief of Col. Medad C. Martin; 
H . R. 8493. :An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie 

F . Sheffield ; 
H. R. 10080. An act to provide for sittings of the United 

States circuit and district courts in the southern district of 
Florida at the city of Miami, in said district; 

H. R. 10697. An act providing for the issuance of patents for 
lands allotted to Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 
1883; 

H. R. 13542. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to lease land in Stanley County, S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture; 

H. R. 13673. An act to extend the provisions of the home-. 
stead laws to certain lands in the Yellowstone Forest Reserve; 

H . .R. 13674. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to 
amend an act entitled 'An act to supplement existing laws relat­
ing to the disposition of lands, etc., approved March 3, 1901,' 
approved June 30, 1902 ; " 

H. R. 14590. An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Cum­
berland River; and 

H. R. 14589. An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Ten­
nessee River. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 409-1. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulation of motor boats-to the Com­
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

·S. 4348. An act for the relief of Augustus Trabing-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 4129. An act to regulate enlistments and punishments in 
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the United States Revenue-Cutter Service-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 3433. An act to amend an act entitled "An aCt to divide 
the judicial district of North Dakota," approved April 26, 1890-
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 4860. An act for the relief of Peter Fairley-to the Com­
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4593. An act for the relief of Francis J. Cleary, a midship­
man in the United States Navy-to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

BRIDGE ACBOSS TUG FORK. 

Mr. HOPKINS. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 15263. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [l\fr. HoP­
KINS] asks unanimous consent for present consideration of a 
bill, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 15263) to authorize William Smith and associates to 

bridge the Tug Fork of the Big l:)andy River, near Williamson, W. Va., 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of West 
Virginia and Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill and committee amendment were read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the bill as amended? 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. l\fr. Speaker, this bill is in the usual form. 
l\fr. HOPKINS. And is unanimously reported by the commit-

tee and indorsed by the War Department. 
There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HoPKINS, the vote by which the bill was 

passed was laid on the table. 
VIEWS OF MINORITY. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. l\fr. Speaker, I rise to ask unanimous con­
sent to file views of minority of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency on the bill (H. R. 8973) to amend section 5200, Re­
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to national banks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was ne objection. 

RAILROAD DISCRIMINATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States relative to joint resolution in­
structing the Inter tate Commerce Commission to examine into 
the SJibject of railroad discrimination and monopolies in coal 
and oil and report on the same from time to time; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of March 7, 1906.] 
4: 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

1'\:Ir. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
reprint of the bill H. R. 15331, known as the " Indian appropri­
ation bill." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
'l'here was no objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
!\.ccordingly (at 5 o'clock p.m.) the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE CO~Il\fUNICA'l'IONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com­

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submitting an esti­
mate of appropriation for pay of regular assistant attorneys, 
United States courts--to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let­
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur­
vey of Duwamish River, Washington--to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be. printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let­
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinations of 
westerly side of Arthur Kill, New York and New Jersey-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILI .. S AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv­
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows : 

Mr. l\fANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
88) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of 
adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic tllerein, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purpose , reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2118) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15434) to regulate 
appeals in criminal prosecutions, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2119) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14591) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Cumberland River in or near the city of Clarksville, State of 
Tennessee, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2120) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12323) to per­
mit the State of Utah to select lands in any abandoned military 
reservation in Utah, reported the same with amendment, accom­
panied by a report (No. 2123) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11029) to au­
thorize the holding of a regular court of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States for the western district of Virginia 
in the city of Big Stone Gap, Va., reported the same witl10ut 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 21GG) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of ·the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. . 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows : 

:Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whic:Q 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5651) for the relief of 
William H. Beall, reported the same without amendment, ac~ 
companied by a report (No. 2121) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate ( S. 1889) granting an 
increase of pension to Arthur Thompson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 21~~) ; 
wllich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal­
endar. 

Mr. "RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1895) granting a pension to H. Edward Goetz, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2124) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2202) granting a pension 
to Ellen Harriman, reported the same with amendment, accom­
panied by a report (No. 2125) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\lr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2697) granting an increase 
of pension to R. G. Childress, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2126) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the' House (H. R. 4593) granting a pension to WiiJiam C. 
Short, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2127) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pension, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5252) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Howard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2128) ; which 
said bill aRd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\lr. RICllARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen­
sions to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 54 5) 
granting a pension to Horace D. Mann, reported the same with 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 2129) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He· also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of -the Hou e (H. R. 5936) granting · an increase of pension 
to Caroline Neilson, reported the same with amendment, ac­
companied by a report (No. 2130) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
· 1\Ir. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7495) grant­
ing a pension to Susie 1\I. Gerth, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2131) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same corru:nittee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7588) granting an increase_ of pension 
to Thomas Dowling, reported the same with amendment, a~ 
companied by a report (No. 2132) ; which said bill and report 
.were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, 'from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9GG1) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Hill, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2133) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. 1\IACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill _of the House (H. R. 10448) granting an in­
crease of pension to George 1\f. Frazer, reported the srone with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2134) ; which said 
bill and repoTt were referred to the Private Calendar. _ 

1\fr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred. the bill of the House (H. R. 10900) grant­
ing an increase of pension to Arthur R. Dreppard, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2135); 
.which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\fr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11691) granting an in­
crease of pension to John Clark, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a ·report (No. 2136) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12651) granting 
a pension to Louis Grossman, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No._2137) ; which said bill anti 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
· 1\Ir. AIKEN, fi·om the Committee on Pensions, to which was 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13079) granting an in­
crease of pension to James H. Griffin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2138) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13255) granting an increase of pension 
to w. J. Hayes, reported the same with amendment, accompa­
nied by a report (No. 2139) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

IIIr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 14472) granting 
a pension to Thomas Cheek, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2140) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
· l\1r. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14532) 
granting a pension to Augusta N. Manson, reported the same 
.with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2141); which 
said bill and report were refeiTed to tlle Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. AIKEN, fi·om the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14547) granting an in­
crease of pension to Thomas Chapman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2142); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\fr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14655) 
granting a pension to Henry Gilham, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2143); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14718) granting an in­
crease of pension to Joseph A. Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2144) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNEJ'l'T of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen­
swns, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14875) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Witt, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2145) ; which said bill and report were refa·red to the Pri"rate 
.Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14951) granting an increase of pension 
:to James Nunan, reported the same with amendment, accom­
panied by a report (No. 214G) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Con:rm1ttee on Pensions, to which wrrs 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15110) granting an increase 
of pension to John Green, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2147) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15192) grant­
ing a pension to John J. Meredith, reported the same witl;t 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2148) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15!98) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth J. Martin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2149); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen­
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15276) granting an increase of pension to Wesley Smith, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2150) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15347) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Love, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2151) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15382) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary C. Moore, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2152) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15870) grant­
ing a pension to Mary Palmer, reported the same with amend­
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2153); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15893) 
granting an increase of pension to Volney P. Ludlow, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2154); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15940) granting a pension to James 1\I. 
Carley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2155) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15941) granting an increa-se of pension to Lydia A. Keller, re­
ported the same with amendment, accompani-ed by a report (No. 
2156) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the b-ill of the Senate (S. 1273) granting an 
increase of pension to Eleanora A. Keeler, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2157) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar . 

He al o, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
IJill of the Senate ( S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel R. Kent, reported the same without amendment, ac­
companied by a report (No. 2158) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2142) granting an increase of pension to 
A<'i:elle D. Irwin, reported the same without amendment, ac­
companied by a report (No. 2159) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. -

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2735) granting a pension to 1\Iarcelina S. 
Groff, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 21GO) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2968) granting a pension to George W. 
Hale, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 21G1) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committe--t, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3029) granting an increase of pension to 
Delia A. Hooker, reported the same without amendment, ac­
companied by a report (No. 21G2) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He· also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3888) granting an increa.se of pension to 
Susan E. Israel, reported the same without amendment,-accom-
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panied by a report (No. 2163) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate ( S. 4227) granting a pension to John H. 
McKenzie, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2164) ; which said bill and report were re­
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4595) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos McManus, reported the same without amendment, accom­
panied by a report (No. 2165) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. . 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follov;rs: 

By l\fr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H .. R. 16306) to amend the act 
approved l\Iarch 6, 1896, relating to the anchorage and . move­
ments of v-essels in St. Marys River-to the Committee on Inter­
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WA'IKINS: A bill (H. R. 16307) authorizing the Sec­
retary of the Interior to have a survey made of unsurveyed pub­
lic lands in the State of Louisiana-to the Committee on the 
Public Land . 

By Mr. HAMILTON : A bill (H. R. 16308) for a reconnais­
sance and preliminary survey of a land route for a mail and 
pack trail, and to determine the feasibility of a railroad from 
the navigable waters of the Tanana River to the Seward Penin­
sula, in Alaska, and for other purpose~-to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 16309) to establish a fish­
hatching and fish-culture station in the county o! Houston, 
State of Texas-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
l!'isheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 16310) to regu­
late the retirement of certain veterans of the civil war-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 16211) to inco:::·porate 
the Indush·ial Educational League of the South-to the Com­
mittee on Education. 

By l\Ir. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H .. R. 16312) pro­
viding for the administration of the operations of the act of 
Congress approv-ed June 17, 1902, known as the reclamation 
act-to the Committee on Irrigation or Arid Lands. 

By l\lr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 16313) to amend section 54 
of chapter 106 of the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress entitled 
"An act to provide a national currency secured by pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and re­
demption thereof," approved . June 3, 1864-to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By l\fr. l\IOi\-rnELL: .A. bill · (H. R. 16314) providing that the 
State of Wyoming be permitted to relinquish to the United 
States certain lands heretofore selected and to select other lands 
from the public domain in lieu thereof-to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. . 

By l\Ir. WEBB: A resolution (H. Res. 358) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 16303-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 359) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill II. R. 16302-to the Committee on War Claims. 

·By l\Ir. AIKEN: A resolution (II. Res. 360) providing for the 
printing of 10,000 copies of the Report on Trade with China and 
the Orient-to the Committee on Printing. 

By 1\fr. BIRDSALL: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Iowa, recommending the enactment of the pure-food 
law-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\fr. McCARTHY : A memorial from the legislature of 
Iowa, recommending the enactment of the pure-food law-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were inh·oduced and severally referred as 
follows: · 

By Mr . .AD.A.:MS of Pennsylvania: .A. bill (H. R. 16315) to 
correct the military record of William R. Walsh-to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. BELL of Georgia: .A. bill (H. R. 16316) for the relief 
of the heirs of .John B. Graham-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: .A. bill (H. R. 16317) grant­
ing an increase of pension to Newton Moore--to the Commit­
tee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. CALDER .: A bill (H. R. 16318) for the. relief of the 
heirs of those killed by the explosion at Fort Lafayette Feb-
ruary 19, 1903-to the Committee on Claims. · 

By l\Ir. C.A.LDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 16319) granting an 
increase of pension to Orrin D. Nichols-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. COCKRAN: .A. bill (H. R. 16320) granting a pension 
to Esther M. Noah-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER : A bill (H. R. 1632.1) granting an increase 
of pension to Alem B. Shipman-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16322) grant­
ing an increase of pension to George C. Limpert-to the Commit­
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: .A. bill (H. R. 16323) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Finlay-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16324) granting a pension to Jacob Goehr-
ing-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 16325) granting a pension to Desemer 
l\fawdsley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16326) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Flynn-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16327) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kuhn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16328) granting an increase of pension to 
Monroe J. Cook-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. DO VENER : .A. bill (H. R. 16320) for the relief of 
Elias E . Barnes-to the Committee on Claims. 

l\lr. ?AINES of :West Virgi~ia: A bill (H. R. 16330) granting 
a · penswn to l\Iartm J. HelmlCk-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16331) for the relief of the ·heil:s of Samuel 
B. McClung-to the Committee on War Claim . 

By l\fr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16332) granting a pension 
to Kate F. Hoffman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. HOLLIDAY: .A. bill (H. R. 16333) granting a pension 
to Joseph H. Glover-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16334) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos Day-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16335) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Bryan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R . 16336) granting an. increase of pension to 
Willis W. Dawson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. HOPKINS: .A bill (H. R. 16337) granting a pension 
to Henry Richey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. L~~!B: .A. bill (II . R. 16338) for the relief of the 
estate of William B. Todd, deceased-to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16339) granting an increa e of pension to 
Mack Harris-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LI1_'T.A.UER: .A. bill (H. R. 16340) granting an in­
crease of pension to William M. Harris-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD : .A. bill (H. R. 16341) granting a pension to 
S rah J. Ridgeway-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By :Ur. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16342) granting 
a pension to Matilda Foster-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16343) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis D. :Uatheny-to the Commlttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. McGUIRE: .A. bill (H. R. 16344) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob l\!eek__:_to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. · 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 16345) granting a pension to A. F . Bun­
tan-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634G) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos W. Polly-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16347) granting a pension to Jacob Bow­
ersmith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16348) granting a pension to Forest Mc­
Bride--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16349) granting an increase of pension to 
James Demick-to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16350) granting a pension to Day Wheeler-
to the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions. -

ALso, a bill (H. R. 16351) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
Dotter-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 16352) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Bugbee--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16353) granting a pen ion to Thomas B. 
.Asher-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16354) granting a pension to George G. 
Sherlock-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (H. R . 16355) granting an increase of pension m 
Charles W. Pool-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16356) granting an increase of pen ion to 

Isaac Wyant-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16357) granting an increase of pension to 

Harrison Clark-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16358) granting an increase of pension to 

Martin V. B. Barron-to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16359) granting an increase of pension to 

Wyatt Botts-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 163GO) ·granting an increase of pension to 

William Faulkner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1G361) granting an increase of pension to 

Lewis W. Dennen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1G3G2) granting an increase of pension to 

Green B. Hill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1G363) granting an increase of pension to 

Isaac Fickle--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16364) to correct the military record of 

James E. Neely-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16365) to correct tile military record of 

John Bailey-to tile Committee on Milita ry Affairs. 
By 1\.fr. MAYNARD: A bill (II. R. 16366) for the relief of 

1.\.fary Cornick-to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16367) providing for the 

adjudication of tile claim of Walston H. Brown, sole surviving 
partner- of tile firm of Brown, Howard & Co., by the Court of 
Claims-to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\Ir. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 163G8) for the relief of Ed­
ward W. Clark, of Penn Yan, N. Y.-to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 
· By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16369) granting a pension to 
Josepil A. McElroy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16370) granting an increase of pension to 
W. B. Fleming-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 16371) granting an in­
crease of pension to Peter Eberts-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bHI (H. R. 16372) granting an in­
crease of pension to Andrew Dorn-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 16373) granting pem;ions to 
lwnorably discharged soldiers who served in Captain Kemp's 
or Captain Brown's company, Department Troops of Mononga­
hela Infantry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1G374) for the 
relief of the estate of T. H. Goodloe, deceased-to the Commit­
tee on 'Var Claims. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 16375) _granting a pension to Julien D. 
Bond-to the Committee on Pension~. 

By l\fr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 16376) granting an in­
crease of pension to Joseph Muncher-to the Committee on In­
valid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 16377) to correct the military record of 
George W. Spencer-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 
· By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16378) to au­

thorize John A. Ockerson to accept decorations tendered him 
by tile Government of the French Republic, the King of Italy, 
the King of Sweden, the King of Belgium, the Emperor of Ger­
many, and the Emperor of China-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
. Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 9909) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Lennon-~Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re­
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13258) granting a pension to Nicodemo De 
Salle--Committee on Invalid Pension discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. · 

A bill (H. R. 15675) granting an increase of pension to Har­
ley l\.fowrey--Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15907) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
De Laittre---Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re­
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief of J. B. Chandler and D. B. 
Cox-Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk's desk nnd referred as follows : 
By Mr. ANDREWS : Petition of the Oragrande Times, against l 

the tariff on linotype machines- to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League 
of San Francisco, Cal., against tile Foster bill-to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affail·s. 

By Mr. BARCIIFELD : Petition of George C. Henry, for re­
peal of revenue · tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mrs. C. F. Scott, for repeal of revenue tax on 
denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Mean. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petitions of the New York 
A. C. Journal, the Seventh Regiment Gazette, the Building 
Trades Employment A.s ociation Bulletin, and the Nautical 
Gazette, et al., against the tariff on linotype machines-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. BIRDSALL: Petition of citizens of Iowa, against re­
ligious legislation-to the Committee on the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

AI o, petition of the Press, against the tariff on linotype ma­
chines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWN : Petition of Der Gefluegel-Zuechter, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania : Petition of George C. 
Henry and Mrs. C. F. Scott, for repeal of revenue tax on dena­
turized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of· South Dakota : Petition of citizens of 
South Dakota, against religious legislation-to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of the New York Lumber Trade 
Journal, against the tariff on linoty1)e machines-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of the National Asso­
ciation of Cement Users, for an appropriation for experiments 
by tile United States Government-to the Committee on Appro­
pria tions. 

By l\fr. CURTIS: Petition of the Horton Headlight, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
~leans. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansa s, against bill H. R. 3022-
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, for repeal of re>enue tax 
on denaturized alcohol-to tile Comm ittee on Ways and :;'I.Ien.ns. 

By Ml'. DE ARMOND : Pnper t o n.ccompany bill for relief of 
Sarah E. Hopkins-to the Committee on In>alid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Ellenburg Center, 
N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the 
Committee on Ways and :Means. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of the Daily Journal, against the 
tariff on linotype much!nes-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Frank H. Hale and the Na­
tional Grange, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco­
ilol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against bill 
H. R. 7076-to the Committee _on Int-erstate and Foreign Com­
merce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against ~:eligious legis­
lation-to the Committee on the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of residents of Ellenburg Center 
and Colton, N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized a lco­
hol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the United Travelers of 
America, for amendment to the bankruptcy bill-to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. .. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of the Star-Messenger, 
against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Morris, Ill., for the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Medical Society, for the pure-food 
bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
for present Chinese law-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Law League of America, for 
consular reform-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\fr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of James s. 
Steele et al., of Gloucester, Mass., and 'Villiam H. J ordan, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana : Petition of the Journal-Ga­
zette, against the tariff on linotype machines-to tbe Committee 
on 'Vays and Means. · 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Council No. 112, of the Com­
mercial Travelers of America, for amendment to the bankruptcy 
law-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of merchants ·of Armington, Ill., against the par­
cels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

By 1\lr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Protective Tariff League, 
against any change in the tariff schedules-to the Committee on 
Ways and 1\leans. 

Also, petition of the Builders' Exchange League of Pittsburg, 
against the Gilbert anti-injunction law-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

AI o, petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against religious 
legi lation-to ilie Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women, 
for forest re ervation-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thompson & Co., of Mount Jewett, Pa., 
against a parcels post-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania 
Women, for the Morris law-to the Committee on .A.griculh1re. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania 
Women, for preservation of Niagara Falls-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By l\Ir. GRANGER: Petition of Division No. 18, Ancient Or­
der of Hibernians, of Providence, R . I., for a statue to Commo­
dore Barry-to the Committee on the Library. 

By l\Ir. HASKINS : Petition of Ottaquechee Grange, of Tafts­
ville, Vt., and D. G. Spaulding et al., of Woodstock, Vt., for re­
peal of revenue tax on dena turized alcohol-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGE~: Petition of the Rockford Register, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
1\leans. 

By Mr. HAYES : Petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., 
against pas age of bill H. R. 12973-to the Committee on For­
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Jose, Cal., for relief for cer­
tain Indians in Alaska-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By 1\fr. HEPBURN: Petitions of citizens of Clarinda, Page 
County, and Decatur, Iowa, against religious legislation-to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Osceola, Iowa, against religious 
legislation-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By 1\lr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Frank C. 
,Wright, favoring restriction of immigration-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By l\Ir. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Parley P. Jensen, 
against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on 
.Ways and Means. 

'By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of citizens of Iowa, 'against 
religious legislation-to the Committee on the District of Co­
lumbia. 

By Mr. HUFF: .Petition of George C. Henry, for repeal of 
revenue ta::x: on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways 
und Means. 

Also, petition of Loyalty Council, No. 314, Junior Order United 
'American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration-to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

.Also, petition of the Association of Mexican War Veterans of 
the State of Missouri, for increase of pensions-to the Commit­
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Equal Suffrage League, for 
the pm·e-food bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

AI o, petition of Fort Sutter National Bank, of Sacramen~o. 
Cal., for bill H. R. 8973-to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of F. N. Longer, for a White Mountain forest 
re erve-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Fort Sutter National Bank, of Sacr~­
mento, Cal., against certain provisions of the bill for postal 
savings banks-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

.Also, petition of Alexander Hamilton Council, No. 35, of 
Sau Francisco, Cal., Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration-to the Committee on Immi­
gration and Naturalization. 

.A.l o, petition of George D. Cooper, of San Franci co, Cal., for 
the ship-subsidy bill-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

.Also, petition of the Wilmerding-Loewe Company, for amend­
ment of the pm·e-food bill-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Division No. 115, Order of Railway Conduct­
ors, for the Bates-Penrose bill-to the Committee on the Judi· 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Union Company, of San Francisco, Cal., 

against ceii:ain provisions of the pure-food bill-to the Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J . .A.. Parry, of San Francisco, Cal., relative 
to legislation for the tobacco interest-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska : Paper to accompany bill for 
r elief of John P. Wishart-to the Committee on Invalid Pensio~. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN : Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Louise Lindley-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of citizens of Colton, N. Y., for re­
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Industrial· News, 
against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of S. Demorritah, of New York, 
for the pure-food bill-to the Committee on Inter tate and For­
eign Commerce. 

4Jso, petition of Edward J. Wheeler, for repeal of revenue tax 
on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ellenburg Center, N. Y., for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of the Catholic Knights of 
America Journal and the Pythian Monitor, against the tariff on 
linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Malden, Mass, for 
forest reservation in the White Mountains-to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Massachusetts, against free dis· 
tribution of seeds by the Government-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MADDEN : Petition of the Farm Implement News, 
against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MINOR: Petition of citizens of Sturgeon Bay and 
Seymour, Wis., against religious legislation-to the Committee 
ou the District of Columbia. 

By 1\lr. MOUSER: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims cf General Slocum 
disaster-to the Committee on Claims. ' · 

By Ir. NEEDHAM: Petition qf the Cypre s (morning and 
daily), against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. NORRIS: Petition of citizen.:; of Cambridge, Nebr., 
against religious legislation-to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By 1\.Ir. OLCOTT: Petition of the Nautical Gazette, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Glasco, N. Y., and Jacob Van 
Vechten, for repe:il of revenue tax on denaturized. alcohol-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Al.:.o, petit ion of citizens of New York, for the pure-food bill­
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. P .ALMER: retition of the Hazleton Sentinel, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PARSONS: Petition of the New York .A.. C. Journal, 
the Seventh Regiment Gazette, the Nautical Gazette, and the 
Building Trades Bulletin, against the tariff on linotype ma­
chines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Illinois, for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, ·petition of the Obsenrer, against the tariff on linotype 
machines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petit_ion of the News, against the tariff on 
linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of the Deutsche Wacht, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RIVES: Petition of citizens of New York and vicinity, 
for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster-to the 
Committee on Claims . 

·By Mr~ RUPPERT: Petition of citizens of New York State, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and .Means . 

Also, petition of the New York Athletic Club Journal, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By 1\lr. SH.ARTEL: Petition of the Neosho Times, against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways 
and 1\Ieans. 
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By l\Ir. SHERMAN : Paper to- accompany bill for relief of 

Andrew Dorn-to the Committee on InvaTid Pensions. 
By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of the Citizen, against the tariff 

on linotype ma·chines-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of citizens of Warren County, Pa., against 

bill H. R. 10510-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, petition of ladies of Franklin, Pa., for a forest reserve-­

to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By l\lr. SIBLEY: Petition of the State Federation of Penn­

sylvania Women, to preserve Niagara Falls-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petitions of the Exponent and the Ful­
ton County Tribune, against the tariff on linotype machines-to 
the Committee on " "ays and l\leans. 

By Mr. SPERRY : Petition concerning allowance for clerk 
hire to the Committee on Alcoholi~ Liquor Traffic-to the Com­
mittee on Accounts. 

By l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas : Petition of members of the 
Creek Indian tribe, against allotment of lands · and dissolution of 
their tribal government-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By .Mr. SULLOW AY : Petition of Scammel Grange, of Dur­
ham, N. B., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol­
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Scammel Grange, of Durham, N. B., for bill 
H. R. 180-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Scammel Grange, of Durham, N. H ., for re­
tention of the tax of 10 cents per pound on imitation butter­
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Scammel Grange, of Durham, N. B., for bill 
B. R. 10099-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com­
merce. 

Also, petition of Scammel Grange, of Durham, N. H., for a 
parcels-post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post­
Roads. 

Also, petition of Scammel Grange, of Durham, N. B., for bills 
B. R. 285 and 286-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Stephen J . Wentworth Camp, No. 14, Sons 
of Veterans, against bill B. R. 8131-to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

By 1\fr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of the North 
Carolina Society, Daughters of the American Revolution, for an 
appropriation to preserve the monument and grounds at Moores 
Creek battlefield-to the Committee on the Library. 

By 1\fr. TIRRELL: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of Genet·az Slocttm 
disaster-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the 1.'yler Publishing Com­
pany, against the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee 
on 'V ays and Means. 

By l\fr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of the Beardsley News. against 
the tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By l\Ir. WEBB : Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of John K. Wells-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of J . R. 
Crouse--to the Committee on War Claims. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, JJJ arch {5, 1906. 
The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDwARD E. BALE. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceeilings was read and ap­

proved. 
MILEAGE TO ARMY OFFICERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDE-NT laid before the Senate a communica­
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting an amendment to 
the provisions of the mileage law as embodied in the Army ap­
propriation bill, providing that hereafter annual expenses only 
not to exceed $4.50 per day and the cost of transportation when 
not furnished by the Quartermaster's Department ~hall be paid 
to the officers of the Army, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'.r laid before the Senate a communica­
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, h·ansmitting, pursuant 
to law, schedules of papers, documents, etc., on the files of the 
Treasury Department which are not needed in the transaction 
of the public business and have no permanent value or histor­
ical interest; which, with the accompanying papers, was re­
ferred to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Use­
Jess Papers in the Executive Departments, and ordered to be 
p rinted. 

PETITION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petit ion of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Oklahoma City, Okla., praying for the enact­
ment of legislation granting joint statehood to the Inilian and 
Oklahoma Territories without resh·ictions as to capital location 
beyond 1908; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4704) granting a pension to Alice 
Rourk, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN (for Mr. CARMACK), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severaJly without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (B. R. 2150) granting an increase of pension to Wil­
liam E . Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
C. Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 1888) granting a pension to William T. Scand­
lyn; and 

A bill (H. R. 13976) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Stalcup. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4886) to simplify the issue of 
enrollments and licenses of vessels of the United States, re­
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

1\Ir. ALGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wa1:1 
referred the bill ( S. 4925) to amend the act approved l\Iarch G, 
189G, relating to the anchorage and movements of vessels in 
St. Marys River, reported it without amendment, and sub­
mitted a report thereon. 

PUBLICATION OF CO.AL AND ISTHMIAN CANAL STATISTICS. 

l\fr. MORGAN. l\Ir. President, I move that the papers which 
I bold in my hand, and of which I will prepare a memoran­
dum, be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instruc­
tions that the committee report a resolution for their printing 
for the use of the Senate. I make this motion under the in­
struction of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. I will ex­
plain it in just a moment, so the Committee on Printing will 
understand what the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is h·y­
ing to do. 

In certain rep01;ts made to the Secretary of the Navy or tbe 
Chief of the Bureau of Equipment there have been, commencing · 
back in 1886, as I now remember, and continuing down to date, 
chemical analyses and examinations of all the steaming coals 
in the world, their location, and their availability to commerce, 
and the ports that may be opened up toward the different ·coal 
mines. The committee thinks it is very important to lay be­
fore the Senate and Congress and before the coal miners in 
the United States these analyses, that they may see the value 
of their coal in respect of the commerce that is expected to be 
crea ted by the opening of the istbinian canal. 

In the same connection, and as a further part of the resolu­
tion, I will ask for the printing of a table showing the ex­
penditures which have been made between certain dates in the 
consh·uction of the canal for the purchase of material of every 
kind. Those dates are between February 1, 1905, and October 
31, 1905, inclusive. This paper was handed in by l\Ir. R os::;, 
who is the ·general purchasing agent for the canal. It con­
tains a classified statement of every purchase that has been 
made after the time of advertising, the amount paid, and the 
contract and the lowest bidder in accordance with the speci­
fications. It is an important paper, and I ask to refer it to 
the Committee on Printing, with the memorandum which I will 
furnish, which I have not at this moment time to do without 
delaying the Senate too long, for their guidance in coming to a 
conclusion as to whether these papers ought to be printed. 

I now present the papers and ask their reference to the Com­
mittee on Printing, with a memorandum to be prepared under 
the instructions of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals when 
it is ready. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none. Without 
objection, the order will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill ( S. 4945) to enable the De­
partment of Agriculture to conduct demonstration experiments 
for the purpose of eradicating pear blight in Idaho; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

l\lr. AI..1GER introduced a bill (S. 4946) for the relief of cer­
tain naval officers and their legal representatives; which was 
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