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of the fourth-class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Wadsworth Post, No. 49, of
Lawrence, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johmson City,
Teun.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Miller Moody Post, No. 314, Grand
Army of the Republic. of Belleville, Ohio, in regard to pension
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

y Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Col. Hiram Anderson Post, No.
435, of Massena, N. Y., Grand Army of the Heﬁnblic. favoring the
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn,—
to the Committee on Military Aairs.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of citizens of Wales and
South Waterford. Me., in favor of the bill to increase the tax on
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Willard C. Kinsley Post, No. 139,
of Somerville, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a bill
locating a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—to
tha Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompsny House bill to increase the pension of
leeophﬁz A. Dauphin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, McCLEARY (byrequest): Petition of George L. Hough-
ton and affidavits to accompany House bill relative to certain
?a‘gfoem in the Department of Justice—to the Committee on the

ndiciary.

By Mr. McCDOWELL. Petitions of Typographical Union No.
69, American Flint (Glass Workers’ Union No. 80, Iron Molders’
Union No. 152, Cigar Makers’ Union No. 176, United Brewery
Workmen's Union No. 162, all of Newark, Ohio, for the passage of
a bill for the equalization of the salaries of letter carriers—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Mount Hope, Ohio, to amend the
present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Com-
mittee on Agricultore.

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Commer-
cial Exchange Club, in relation to the reclamation and settlement
of arid lands, ete.—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Bg Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of Omaha (Nebr.) Commercial
Club, in relation to the reclamation and settlement of arid lands—
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief
of Catherine A. Talburtt. administratrix of the estate of George
'W. Talburtt. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. E. Jenkins Post, No. 526, of
Vernon, N. Y., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the es-
tablishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home mear Johmnson City,
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of E. C. Seward and other vessel
owners on Long Island Sound, praying for the building of a break-
water and harbor of refuge at Sachems Head, Conn.—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. -

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Canby Post, No. 48,
of Jacksboro, Tex., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a
bill locating a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 51, of
Raymond, N. H., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the estab-
lishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn,—to
the Committee on Military Affairs. ¥

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Manchester, N. H., for the passage of a bill to forbid liquor sell-
ing in canteens and in the Army, Navy, and Soldiers' Homes—to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. TOMPKINS: Resolutions of Post No. 598, of Highland
Falig, N. Y., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a bill locat-
ing a Branch Soldiers’' Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the

Committee on Mihvt%zﬁ Affairs.
By Mr. VANDI : Petition of Polly 01d, of Missouri, g)ay-
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com-

ttee on War Claims,

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of citizens of Friendship, N. Y.,
for the repeal of the tax on medicines, pertumery, and cosmetics—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also. resolution of Cottage Grange, No, 829, State of New York,
in favor of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Algo, resolutions of Rossburg Post, Allegheny Post, Ischua Post,
and Standards Post, Department of New York, Grand Army of
the Republic, in favor of the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’
Home near Johnson City, Tenn,.—to the Committee on Military

By Mr. WILSON of 1daho: Seven petitions of citizens of Nez
Perce County, Idaho, favoring the passage of House bill No. 996,
m%iing for free homesteads—to the Committee on the Public
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Prayer by the Clsaplain, Rev. W, H. Mirsurx, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

VESSEL SLOOP ALMENA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
witting the conclusions of fact and of law under the act of January
20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the annexed
findings by the courf relating to the vessel sloop Almena, John
Smith, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to ge printed.

VESSEL SCHOONER ADAMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans--
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of
January 20, 1883, in the French spoliation claims set outin the
annexed findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner
Adams, Stephen Brown, master; which, with the accompanying
Epegs.t:aas referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to

printed.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L.
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
agreed to the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2,5. 6, 7,and
8 to the bill (H. R. 10449) making appropriations to supply addi-
tional urgent deficiencies in the deficiencies in the sgpropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes;
agrees to the amendments of the Senate numbered 3 and 4, each’
with an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its
hrqlgwst, the bill (8. 8436) granting a pension to Caroline Wein-

er.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message further annonnced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolied bils and joint resolutions; and
they were therenupon signed by the President pro tempore.

Pa% bi.l}: (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to William
ett;

A%)ill (H. R. 4001) anthorizing the adjustment of rights of set-
tlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona;

A bill (H. R. 6959) to extend the provisions of an act entitled
“An act granting increase ol;({:enmon to soldiers of the Mexican
war in certain cases,” approved January, 1893;

% joint resolution (S..R. 114) for relief of Garfield Hospital;
an

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 235) authorizing the exhibit of
Government relics at the New York Printing ition from
May 2 to June 2, 1900,

ALLOWANRCE OF EXCEPTIONS.

Mr. HOAR, Before the morning business, I ask unanimous
consent to correct an omission [ made yesterday, When the bill
(H. R. 8366) to amend section 953 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the allowance of exceptions, was passed, I stated thatit was my
purpose toask for a conference. I forgot after the bill had passed
to make the request. The bill hasnot goneto the House; the Sec-
retary has retained it; and I now move that the Senate request a
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and
amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was aunthor-
ized to {Epoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr,

Hoar, Mr. PLaTT of Connecticut, and Mr. BACON were appointed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Postal
Clerks’ Association of New York, praying for the enactment of
legislation to promote the commerce and increase the forei
trade of the United States: which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of 74 citizens of Mary~
land, prayiu% that an appropriation be made to pay the depositors
of the failed Freedman'sSavings Bank and Trust Company; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Department of Minne-
sota, Grand Army of the Republie, praying for the establishment
of a national Kat Fort Ridgely. in that State; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands.
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He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Brown Valley, Minn., and a petition of the
worth Leagne of Brown Valley, Minn., praying for the enactment
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army
canteens; which were referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Mr. FATRBANKS presented the petition of Frank E. Ross and
sundry other citizens of Noblesville, Ind., praying for the re-
peal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries,
end cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee on Finanee,

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of Wesf Virginia State Grange,
No. 76, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the
interstate-commerce law, and also to give to the States control of
the sale of imitatiou dairy products; which was referred to the
Comuittee on Interstate Commerce. :

He also presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 7588,
American Federation of Labor, of Keyser, W. Va., praying for
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of machinists
employed at the Government Printing Office; which was referred
to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the Council of Trades
and Labor Unions of Detroit. Mich., remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation to abolish the use of internal-revenue
stamps on sixths and eighths beer kegs; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance. .

He also presented the petition of Burnet Landreth, of Bristol,
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation recognizing the mili-
tary service of the First Union League Regiment. Pennsylvania
Volunteers, or Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Militia; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Omaha,
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to construct the
irrigation works required for the reclamation and setflement of
the arid public lands, and also that all the public lands be heid
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of titie to
any of these lands be given to any but actual settlers and home
builders thereon; which was referred to the Committee on Irri-
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.

He also presented the memorinl of F. H. Vennet, of South Bend,
Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation provid-
ing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service: which was
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of
Phi'adelphia. Pa,, remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation providing for the acquirement and enlargement by the
TUnited States of the ErieCanal, in the State of New York; which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel-
phia, Pa.. pray ng for the adoption of certain amendments to the
{mstal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was re-

erred fo the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a memorial of the Confectionery Association
of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the further coinage of
coprer pennies; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

e also presented a petition of the Young Men's Christian Asso-
ciation of Allentown, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the new island
possessions of the United States and also in any post exchange,
canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for military
purposes by the United States; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Forestry Asso-
ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion authorizing the purchase by the United States of the Cala-
veras Grove in California; which was referred to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry. :

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. GALLINGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Margaret M. Badger,
gidow of the late Commodore Oscar C. Badger, United States

avy;

A bill (8. 3107) granting a pension to Arthur I. Nicklin; and

A bill (8. 91) granting a pension to J. J. Groff.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 7599) granting an increase of pension
to John F. Crawford, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon,

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 4269) granting an increase of pension to James Longstreet,
reported it without amendment, and snbmitted a report thereon.

e also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (S, 3943) to provide for the sale or leasing of water
power created by public works, reported it with amendments, and
submitted a report thereon.

Healso, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred

the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and
submitted re thereon:

A bill (H, R. 9070) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H.,
Kent; and .

A bill (H. R, 8405) granting a pension to Sophronia Seeley.

Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. to whom was referred the bill (S, 4206) to provide for
the purchase of a site and for the erection of a public building
t-hereont at Ogden, in the State of Utah, reported it with an amend-
ment.

Mr. TALTAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims. to whom
was relerred the bill (8, 2887) for the relief of H. B. Matteosian,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

. WARREN, from the Committes on Military Affairs, to
whom were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged
from their further consideration, and that they be referred to the
Committee on Claims: which was agreed to:

A bill (8. 29) for the relief of Corinne Strickland; and

A bill (S. 883) for payment of balance unpaid on Ore
Washington Terri Indian war claims for suppression of Indian
hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by comunission appointed
by Sec: of War, consisting of Gen. Rufus Ingalls. Capt. A. J.
Smith, and Hon. L. F, Grover, pursuant to act of Congress, and
disallowed by Third Auditor of the Treasury, as per his report of
Februnary 7, 1860.

Mr. C DLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 2019) reorganizing the Naval Ob-
servatory and providing for a board or visitors, reported it with
amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

n and

APPEALS IN PENSION CASES,

Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Pensions I report
back favorably, without amendment, the bill (8. 4251) providing
for the adjudication bf the Court of Claims and Supreme Court
of pension claims involving difficult or important questions of law
us & means of establishing judicial edents for the guidance of
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions,
and I submit a report thereon.

Mr, President, I desire to say that this is a bill which, in my
judgment, solves the problem to a ver{’ considerable extent of
pension adjudication. It was drafted by the Secretary of the
Interior, and it provides that the Secretary of the Interior may
submit to the Court of Claims during any one calendar year not
exceeding five pension claims that relate to a class that involve
difficult or important questions of law. It proposes to enact fur-
ther that an appeal may be taken to the Supreme Counrt of the
United States by either party, and the necessary machinery is

provided.

I should like very much {o have the bill passed, as I am to be
absent from the city for a week, and I venture to ask unanimous
consent that it be put on its passage. s

The PRESIDEN.)T pro tempore. The bill will be read in full to
the Senate for its information.

The Secre read the bill,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Isthere objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr, TILLAMAN. Mr, President, I shonld like to ask the Senator
from New Hampshire to explain the scope of this proposed legis-
lation. If I got the drift of it in the reading I listened to, itis a
arov‘ision by which the Government provides for the suit of the

overnment by itself, and it takes from the Commissioner of Pen-
gions the adjudicgtion of questions of law which have hitherto
been decided by h'm alone. Am I correct?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, 1 did briefly explain the
scope of this proposed legislation. The bill I will say was drafted
by the Secretary of the Interior.

Ever since I have been in public life we have been endeavorin
to meet the demand, the agitation. of the soldiersthat they shonl
have some way of appealing their cases from the Commissioner of
Pensions. I have myself introduced two bills creating a court of
appeals; but when I came to look the matter over I saw that it
wasnot practicable to have a court of that kind. for thereason that
every rejected claim would be sent to the court, and the court
would soon be burdened with thousands and thousands of cases
which could not be attended to.

Now, this bill simply Fmvidas that the Secretary of the Interior
may, during any one calendar year, select five claims—claims that
belong to a classor that involve difficult or important questions of
law—and he maysubmit them to the Court of Claims fortrial and
adjudication. The findingof the Court of Claimsmay he appealed
by either side to the Supreme Court of the United States. Ihave
believed if to be a very important and desirable piece of legislation,
I may be wrong about it, but that is my judgment. There are
to-day hundreds of cases belonging to classes held up in the Pen-
gion Bureaun, and the Senator, | think——

Mr. TILLMAN. Rightthere,is it not true that those cases are
not pensionable under existing laws, and the reason why they are
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held up is because the Commissioner of Pensions and those under
him who have decided the question of law at issue have deter-
mined that those cases are exceptions, and that therefore the ap-
plicants were not pensionable? ’

Mr, GALLING No; not at all
or not they are pensionable——

Mr. TILLMAN, Isay—

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the very question involved.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Commissioner has decided that they are
not: otherwise he would have given them the pension.

Mr. GALLINGER. Hehasnot sodecided. Hesimply hassns-

ended those cases, and the{{:\re now pendir:ﬁ in the Bureau.
he Senator from Missouri [Mr, CockreLL] will, 1 am sure, con-
firm what I say.

Mr. COCKRELL. In one class of cases there area hundred

nding on appeal. The appeals have been pending before the

ecretary for, I suppose, six months. Here are minors applying
for pensions for the time during which they were under 16 years
of age, and they were 16 years of age at the time they made their
application. Itis a question of legal construction as to whether
they are entitled to apply after they have become 16 years of age
for the pension that was due them while they were under 16 years
of age. It is a knotty legal question, and I know I have at least
a dozen letters from the Secretary of the Interior or the Assistant
Secretary and the Commissioner of Pensions stating that that
question of law is pending belore the Secre on appeal.

Now, I think that some provision likethis, where a few cases of
certain classes could be taken to thecourt and a decision rendered,
would in all probability save a construction by one Commissioner
of Pensions and reversing it by his successor, where it is a close
question as fo what the lawis. I think it wonld bein the interest
of the pensioners and in the interest of uniformity of action to
haé? danothar tribunal where these kmotty questions could be
settled.

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, I move to strike out of the—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the
Senate, if the Senator pleases. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr, DAVIS. 1 object.

Mr, TILLMAN, I asktheSenator from New Hampshire if this
bill has been considered by the Committee on Pensions?

Mr. GALLINGER, It has been, and I was authorized—

Mr. TILLMAN. And it is reported from that committee?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the
Senator from Minnesota to object?

Mr. DAVIS. I object.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over.

a‘]}.‘hadPRESIDEN T pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the
Calendar.

The question is whether

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S, 4281) for the relief of
T, B. Stackhouse; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4282) to amend an act entitled
¢ An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout
the United States.” approved July 1, 1898; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4283) authorizing P. A. Surg.
William C. Brasted, United States Navy, and Luther C. Ells-
worth, United States consul at Puerto Cabello, to accept decora-
tions and orders tendered to them by the Governmentof Venezuela;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations, »

He also introduced a bill (S. 4284) to aunthorize Capt. N. M,
Brooks, Superintendent of Foreign Mails, Post-Office Department,
to accept a decoration tendered to him by the Emperor of Ger-
many; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 4285) to authorize the con-
struction of a brid?a across the Mississippi River at or near Cape
Girardeau. Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 4286) anthorizing and di-
recting the Secretary of War to issue medals of honor to 60 sur-
viving members of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, of Penn-
sylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the

ommittee on Military Affairs, :

He also introdunced a bill (S. 4287) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Richard P. Nishuals; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (8. 4288) granting an increase of pen-
gion to Elizabeth Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committes on Pen-
sions.

Mr, ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4289) for the relief of Hatcher
and Hiram Short; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S, 4200) tr;vaide for the acquire-
ment by the United States of lands and rights therein necessary
to the establishment of a naval station in Pearl Harbor, island of
Oahun, Hawaii, and for the dredging of ap})roae-hes to said harbor;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Conunittee
on Naval Affairs,

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment groPoaing to appropriate
$1,750 for repairs and improvements to buildings used by the le-
gation of the United States at Seoul, Korea, intended to be pro-
osed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was re-
erred ]to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be
printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$25,000 for expenses of delegation of the United States to the pro-
posed international conference of American states. to bie held in
the City of Mexico, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate the sum of $1,000 to be expended by the F oint Committee on
the Library for the purchase of the Ingalls portraitsinoil of the late
Senators Allen G. Thurman and Simon Cameron. now owned by
Dr. E. A. Duncan, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry
civil appropriation bill; wh:ch was referred to the Committee on
the Library, and ordered to be printed.

MILITARY OFFICERS IN CUBA AND PORTO RICO.

Mr. BACON. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read and
have present consideration.
The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed tore-
port to the Senate the following information:

First. Whether any officer of the Army of the United States who is now,
or who has been, on duty either in Cuba or Porto Rico since the date of the
declaration of war by the United States against Spain has received any com-
pensation for any service of any kind whatsoever other than the compensa-
tion to which such officer of the Army is, as such, entitled by law to reccive
as his salary and allowances.

Second. If any officer of the United States Army has during said period,
while on duty in either Cuba or Porto Rico, received from nnrv SOUrce any
compensation other than that which he is, as such officer, entitled by law to
receive as his salary and allowances, what is the name and rank of each such
officer, and what the amount or amounts received by him, the date or dates
on which each of said amounts was so received, on what account the said
amount or amounts were paid, by whom said payment or payments were au-
thorized, and ont of what fund or funds said payments were made.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?
Mr. SEWELL. Let it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
under the rule.

Mr. BACON. I offer another resolution of kindred character,
which I ask may be read and that it may have present considera-
tion. I will state, however, in making this request, that I have
no objection, if the Senator from New Jersey desires that it shall
be laid over, to have it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read
for the information of the Senate.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Becretary of War is heroby directed to
reggrt to the Senate the following information:

irst. Whether any officer of the Army of the United States who is now,
or who has been, on duty either in Cuba or Porto Rico sinee the date of the
declaration of war by the United States against Spain has had furnished to
him by any person or authority any quarters other than such quarters as
such officer is entitled under the law to receive. If so, what is the pame and
rank of each officer so furnished with such quarters and what quarters in

The resolution will go over

each such instance have been so furnished
Second. What rent has been paid in each instance for quarters thus fur-
nished to officers of the Army during said period either in Cuba or in Porto

c0.

Third. What amounnts have been expended in each instance in repairing,
refitting, or im‘nrm'ing‘nn quarters occupied by any officer of the United
States Army on duty in Cuba or Porto Rico during eaid period, and for which
officer in each instance was such guarters thus repaired, refitted, and im-

roved.

X Fourth. What amounts have been expended in each instance in fuornishing
or dmrﬁtmﬁ'mgo uarters occupied by any officer of the United States Arm
in Cuba or Por co during said period, what was the character of a'uc{
Iuml&hin%ﬁ and decorations, and for which officer, in each instance, were the
quarters thus furnished and decorated.

Fifth. What amounts have been expended for horses or mules, harness,
vehicles or equipages of any kind to Le used by any officer of the United
States Army on duty in Cuba or Porto Ricoduringsaid period, and for which
officer, in each Instance, were the horses, mules, harness, vehicles, or other
equipages furnished.

Sixth. What amounts have been paid for the hire of servants, or as com-

nsation for services rendered in and about the quarters of any officer of
g?a United States Army during said period in Cuba or Porto Hico, and in
each instance who was the officer ocenpying said quarters in and about
which said servants were employed or said services were rendered.

Seventh. What amounts have been paid for supplies of any kind frernished
to any officer of the United States Army during said period ﬁ: Cuba or Porto
Rico other than the allowances to which such offlcer is entitled under the
law, and in ench instance who is the officer thus receiving such supplies.

Eighth. In each of the expenditures concerning which inguiry is made,
out of what fund was said amount paid.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. SEWELL. I donotknow what—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, SEWELL. Allow me to interrogate the Senator from
Georgia for a moment. I do not object.

Mr, BACON. I can nothear the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. SEWELL. I donotobject. I wishinerely to say that it is
well known, of course, that our officers, particularly our com-
manding officers in Cuba and Porto Rico, took possession, natu-
rally, of the palaces that their predecessors had occupied, and it
may be that they have had allowances, but everything of that
kind has come from the insular receipts. I do not object to the

:ini'[m‘r{i .
r. BACON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senate agree to the
resolntion?

Mr, BACON. I beg the Chair's pardon; I desire to say a word.

The ERESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Georgia will
proceed.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say with reference to
the other resolution that I do not understand why one should go
over and the other not. Still I have no objection to any direction
the Senator from New Jersey may desire to give in that regard.

I wish to say, although the first resolution is not to be now acted
upon, that that resolution, with reference to the pay of officers,
was introduced by me not as an original motion on mipart. but
in response to the suggestion and invitation and, I might say, the
challenge of the Senator from New Hampshire er. CHANDLER].

1 do not desire to be understood in any inquniry made in either
one of these resolutions as makiniaany assertion that I have in-
formation of a definite character that the things inquired about
exist or have occurred. On the contrary, as I said yesterday con-
cerning the pay of officers, I haye no information except that
which is general to the public, and about the correctness of which
I have no certainty whatever.

Since the first resolution with reference to the pay of officers
was drafted I have had assurances, which I.deem to be entitled to
full credit, that there has been no such extra pay received by an
officer in Porto Rico, and, as I said on yesterday, I am very glag
to know that such is the fact. and I wonld be equally glad if the
answer of the Secretalguof War shall show that there has been
nothing of the kind in Cuba.

Nothing is farther from my intention than in any manner to
reflect upon any officer of the Army, and no member of the Sen-
ate would be more gratified than I if [ find that the law, as I un-
derstand it to have been stated by the Senator from-Ohio{;Mr.
Foraxer] yesterday, has been strictly followed and observed.

Now, Mr, President, with reference to the second resolution,
which makes a certain inquiry as to what amounts have been ex-
pended for the accommodation, and enjoyment, if you please, of
officers of the Army in Cuba and Porto Rico, I will state my rea-
son for introducing it. In that case, as in the other, I do not
wish to be understood as making any charge that there have been
these expenditures. I wish to disclaim any definite knowledge
upon that subject. But I think it is due to the officers of the
Army that this information should be given to the Senate from
an authoritative sonrce. There are very prejudicial rumors and
statements being made with reference to these expenditures. I
repeat, I do not know whether they are correct or not. I have no
doubt many of them are largely exaggerated; but it is being re-
peated thronghout the community with the ntmost confidence
that there has been the most lavish expenditure in Cuba in the
way of the fitting up of quarters, in the providing of equipages
and the decorating of gquarters, and in providing not only the
comforts but the luxuries of quarters, and that, as %ms been stated
in my hearing, there has been an expenditure which has abso-
lutely surpassed anything which has ever been expended by any
one of the Spanish governors when therein a vicere%ﬂl position.

I hope, Mr. President, that none of this is true. If itis true,
however, it shonld be known in order that the corrective may be
applied. If it is nof true, it is due to the officers about whom
these statements are being made that there shonld be an authori-
tative denial of them,

1 thought it due to myself, Mr. President, that I shonld make
this statement, and I will make the further statement that while
thismatter has been upon my mind for some time, [ haverefrained
from introducing any resolution of inguiry, and I would not have
done so now but for the invitation of the Senator from New
Hampshire. It is true the inquiry in the second resolution is one
which was not suggested by him, but it is one which is cognate
with it, and if one piece of information is to be given the other
ought also to be given.

‘While these matters have been talked about, I have felt that if
the inguiry were presented by one from this side of the Chamber
it might possib];lf present something in the nature of a partizan
proceeding, and I preferred that the resolutions of inguiry should

Is there objection to the pres-

come from the other side of the Chamber. I repeat that Inow
offer these resolutions simﬁly because on yesterday, as the out-
come of a short colloguy which we were having, there was a dis-
tinet invitation and challenge on the part of the Senator from
New Hampshire that this inquix?' should be made through a reso-
lution to be introduced by myself,

Mr. CHANDLER. M¥ resident, I intended no challenge,
My suggestion to the Senator was in good faith,

r. BACON. I 8o understand it.

Mr. CHANDLER. I think if he had not offered the first reso-
lution I shonld have offered it myself. I preferred, however,that
the Senator should draw them, because I knew he would draw
them more concisely, more briefly, than T would be likely to do.

Now, Mr. President, as the first resolution is going over upon
the objection of the Senator from New Jersey, [ will object to
to the consideration of the second resclution, the langnage of
which I wish to examine. But I have no doubt that to-morrow I
shall be in favor of the i)assage of both the resolutions. I beg to
assure the Senator that 1 had no intention of challenging him. I
said I did not believe that any Army officer had received any
money as compensation for his services outside the pay allowed by
law. I believe that now. If the fact is otherwise, I shall be glad
to be informed of it.

As to the fitting up and the decoration of quarters I have no
knowledge whatever; but the resolution is an extremely proper
one. I am veryglad the Senator hasintroduced it, and I certainly
acquit him of being, at this time and in this thing, possessed by
any intense partisan feeling.

Mr. BACON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator, Mr. Pres-

ident.
th’l‘l;glPRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution goes over under
e rule. ¢
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives agreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10449) making appropriations to sup-
g}y additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the

cal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes, numbered
1, 2, 5, 6,7, and 8, and agreeing to amendments numbered 3 and 4
with amendments as follows:

At the end of each amendment insert:

» except in so far as such printing may be necessary in executing the require-
ments of the act “To define and fix the standard of value, t,oma.in& the
parity of all forms-of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund *
the public debt, and for other purposes,” approved March 14, 1900,

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 3 and 4. 1f the motion prevails, it will pass the bill,

The motion was agreed to,

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE.

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate: .

Resolved, That the assistant clerk to the Committee on the Judiciary be

paid from the con t fund of the Senate, at the rate of §1,5800 per annum,
until otherwise provided by law. $1,800 pe: 1

WAR-REVENUE RECEIPTS.

_Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of House bill 9824,

Mr. GALLINGE.R. There is a_resolution on the table coming
over that I should like to have laid before the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota
will suspend one moznent while the Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from a former day. i

The Secretary read the resolution submitted on the 18th instant
by Mr. GALLINGER, as moditied, as follows:

HResolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to com-
municate to the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, a statement showing
the n%-fregnta amount of revenue, since the war-revenue law went into
operation, derived from stamps on notes, bank checks, insurance policies,
deeds, leases, mortgages, telegrams, express shipments, successions of estates,
and medicinal preparations, and beer, each item to be stated separately.

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a substitute for that resolution.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to com-
municate to the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, a statement showing
the amount of revenue derived from the so-called war-revenue law, the
items to be stated separately, so far as it is practicable to do so, in regard to
each subject of taxation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
original resolution?

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the original resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution offered as a substitute.

The resolution was agreed to.

FLOATING LOOSE TIMBER, RAFTS, ETC., ON CERTAIN RIVERS.

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9824) authorizing the Secretary of

The Senator withdraws his
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War to make regulations governing the running of loose logs,
steamboats, and rafts on certain rivers and streams, e

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will delay taking action
upon that bill until I can submit a conference report.

Mr. NELSON. This will take but a few minutes,

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to be a pretty long bill.

Mr.lNELSON. No, it is not long. There is a substitute re-

rted. .
pOMr. COCERELL. When was the bill reported?

Mr. NELSON. Yesterday, from the Committee on Commerce.
The bill was recommended by the Secretary of War,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read.

The Secretary read the substitute reported from the Committee
on Commerce.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? :

Mr. HALE. Let the first part of the bill be read again,

Mr. NELSON. 1 wish to say to the Senator from Maine——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks
for the reading of the first section of the amendment.

Mr. HALE. The first one or two sections.

The Secretary read as requested.

Mr. HALE. I have heard enough to justify me in objecting to
the consideration of the bill?
p ’I;he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine ob-
ects.
g TERRITORY OF HAWAIL

Mr. WARREN. I ask leave to call up Senate bill 2610.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning businessis closed,
and the Chair lays before the Senate the following resolution.

The Secretary read the resolution reported b; . TOURLEY from
?hﬁ Committee on Privileges and Elections January 23, 1900, as

ollows:

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew B. Quay is not entitled to take his seatin
this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania.
. CULLOM. Mr. President, I made a conference report the
y before yesterday, which was withdrawn. I now present it
cain, and ask for its immediate consideration.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois
esents a conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two
ouses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 222) to

ovide a government for the Territory of Hawaii, which has
tofore read to the Senate, The question i3 on agreeing
to the r t

Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. President, it seems to me that this
Te ought to be rejected and sent back to the conference com-
mittee, and for this reason: On page 27 of the bill, Rarsgraph 5,
under ““Qualifications of voters for representatives,” occurs this
provision:

Prior to such tion have d, on or before the 3lst day of March.
or registra pai -

mthprecedm' g the date of taxes due by him to govern-
men &

This provision practieally disfranchises most of the people who
are citizens of the United States and citizens of Hawaii, for the
reason that the Hawaiian government imposes a poll tax of §5
upon every voter—that is,
a poll tax; $2 as a road tax, and $2 as a school tax; making a poll

tax, in all, of $5. This provision is that every person must have.

paid this tax before the 81st day of March next the date
of registration. : :

There were only 2,600 voters in Hawaii according to the last
election, and this provides that those who wish to vote at the next
election for members of the legislature shall have paid their tax

revious to the 31st day of last March. Of course, that is previons
go the passage of this bill, and it therefore disfranchises everybody
who has not paid this five-dollar tax.

The le of Hawaii—

Mr, SPOONER. Will the Senator be kind enough to read that

in? I did not hear it.
. PETTIGREW. I will complete my remarks, and in the
meantime the Senator can look at the provision in the bill,

Mr. SPOONER. 1 want tounderstand what the Senator is stat-
ing; that isall.

Mr, PETTIGREW. The provision is that—

Prior to such registration have d, on or before the 3lst day of March
ne::ttprecading the date of registration, all taxes due by him to the govern-
ment.

He must have paid this poll tax of $§5 before the 31st day of last
March or he is disfranchised from voting for members of the next
legislature, The next legislature will have the power to impose a
tax of §15 if they choose, or a tax of any other sum, and thus for-
ever exclude nearly all the voters of that country from participa-
tion in the government. . : :

It is no defense to say that this was a provision in the bill as it

d the Senate; for the bill as it came from the Committee on
oreign Relations contained so many iniguities that the Senate
overlooked this one, and it is not strange that they did overlook

ey impose a tax of §1, which they call-

it, because no one told us that the taxlaw of Hawaii imposes a
poll tax of 85 per capita. It was simply overlooked. The House
amended this provision by providing for the payment of ““a Poll
tax of 31 for the carrent {ear due by him to the government.”

That left the voter a chance to qualify under this bill; but the
Senate conferees, it appears, have %:Laisted upon the Senate provi-
sion, and insisted, therefore, npon disi‘rancll:mm’ ing everybody but
the sugar planters of Hawaii and their employees,

‘W ho owns the wealth of Hawaii? The men who have received
the $30,000,000 bonus paid to the sugar raisers of that conntry by
the people of the United States. Who can pay the taxes? These
men interested in their own affairs. Who, then,can gualify? No
one but those whom they may desire to have qualify and for whom
they will put up the money. :

Are we going to have this thing, Mr. President? It seems to me
this bill, for that provision alone, shounld be sent back $o the con-
ference committee and amended. I do not desire to disfranchise
all the people of that country. I do not believe that a man be-
cause he is not able to pay this five-dollar tax should be deprived
of the right of voting at the next election. If such a restriction
as that were imposed in this country, it would disfranchise millions
of voters all over the North.

The Ohio coal miner earned, according to the chief mining in-
spector’s report for 1807, $192 annually: and if he had a family of
five, that would be less than $39 per capita, with which to educate,
feed, clothe, and house an American citizen. In 1898 the report
shows that the coal miners in Ohio earned $241 each, which, if
there were five in a family, wounld bo $48 ﬁer capita; and this was
the average wage in the whole State. ese tigures are official.
If you should impose a tax of $5 npon them they could not vote,

Are we going to spread this system from our dependencies to
the rest of our country? Is this a precedent to be established by
the Senate of the United States, by the Republican party, for the
future government of this country? I hope not. Therefore, Mr,
President, I hope the report will be rejected and this correction

made.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I am inclined to do what I hesi-
tate somewhat to do,.and yet perhaps I onght to doit; and that
is to take up each of the sections of this bill, with the changes
which have been made, and point them out briefly, so that Sena-
tors may know what the bill contains somewhat easier and more
ghuickly. at least, than they would be able to do if the discussion

ould go on without anything of that kind being done.

There are comparatively few amendments to the bill that are
of very great importance and consequence. The firstamendment
:r;lléit‘:ih is found in the substitute is insection 4, Thatsection pro-

ed:

SEc. 4. That all persons who were citizens of the Republic of Hawaii on
August 12, 1598, are hereby declared to be citizens of the United Statesand
citizens of the Territory of Hawail.

The amendment made to that section by the House, to which
the conferees agreed, provides:

And all citizens of the United States who were ent in the Hawuniian

resid
Islands on_or since An 12, 1 and all the citizens of the United States

shall hereafter reside in the 1 tory of Hawaii for one year shall be

g]t?i:ens of the Territory of Hawnaii.

The last provision was added by the House and agreed to by the
conferees, It will be found in the print of the bill which has been
furnished to the Senate to-day.

Before 1 go further, I desire to state that the amendments as
they nxélpea.r in the bill which was printed for the use of the Sen-
ate to-day only take in the amendments made by the House of

tatives, and not as they were finally agreed to by the con-
ferees of the two Houses.

Mr. COCKRELL, 1 did not understand that last expression,

Mr. CULLOM. I will state it in. On yesterday the Sena-
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacox], and others very properly raised a
question of how they could tell what portion of tﬁg snbstitute
bill which was reported to the Senate and which was passed by
the House was originally passed by the Senate; and hence I made
the statement yesterday, and I have tried to comply with it, that
the Senate bill was taken up and every amendment made to itby _
the House has been incorporated in the print of the biil thatisnow
before the Senate, so that Senators can see just what changes the
House made in the bill as it passed the Senate; but I am stating
now that this bill does not show the amendments or changes
made by the conferees to the substitute bill, because Senators
had that before them yesterday, and can have it before them to-
day. It would have been impossible, without printing almost a
book, to get all of the subject before the Senate,so that one could
see at a glance exactly what changes have been made. Hence, I
have taken this course; and I am calling the attention of the Sen-
ate to the amendments to the Senate bill made by the House, and
as agreed to by the conferees; so that Senators get it all practi-
cally, though I do not Proposa to go into the details of the amend-
ments in the remarks | am making.

Mr. COCKRELL. What change is made in section 4 as to citi-
zenship?
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Mr. CULLOM. Ihave just stated; but I will state it again, so
that it may be nnderstood. .

Section 4, as passed by the Senate, provided—

That all persons who were citizens of the republic of Hawaii on Augsh lgi
-1 are hereby declared to be citizens of the United Btates and citizens
the Territory of Hawail

The House amended it, and the conferees agreed to the amend-
ment by adding this provision:

And all citizens of the United States who were resident in the Hawaiian
Islands on or since August 12, 1888, and all citizens of the United States who
shall hereafter veside in the Territory of Hawaii for one year shall be citi-
gens of the Territory of Hawaii.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator right there permit me to aska
question for information?

Mr, CULLOM, Yes.

Mr. BACON. I de:ire to ask the Senator—I probably knew,
but have forgotten the provision of the constitution of Hawaii on
the subject—as to the extent of citizenship nnder the republic.
Were all the inhabitants made citizens?

Mr, CULLOM. No,sir. There are a class of citizens existing
nnder the republic who declined to take the cath of allegiance.

Mr. BACON. And they were in consequence not citizens?

Mr. CULLOM. They were in consequence not entitled to vote.

Mr. BACON. But were they citizens of the republic?

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose they might be regarded as citizens of
the republic.
Mr. BACON. The Senator will see the pertinency of that in-

uiry when that part of the section is taken in connection with
the amendment to which the conferees have agreed. becanse if
they were not citizens of Hawaii on August 12, 1898, they are not
now under this bill made either citizens of the United States or
citizens of the Territory of Hawaii.

Mr. SPOONER. And they counld not become citizens of the
United States except by naturalization, and I do not know that
they counld by naturalization under the existing law.

Mr. BACON. Yes. :

Mr.CULLOM. Ithinkthe Senate willfind that there is scarcely
angbj)dy over there who is not entitled to vote, except the Chinese
and Japanese.

ACON. The Senator will Earﬂon me for interrupting
him. Iam not speaking of the right to vote. A man can bea
citizen and not have the right to vote. I am speaking of whether
or not on the 12th day of August, 1898, all the inhabitants were
citizens, because those of them who were then not citizens are ex-
clnded by this bill {rom being now made citizens. I suggest to
the Senator that is a matter of such vital importance t we
ought to have definite and absolutely accurate knowledge uponit,
It ought not to be a matter of doubt.

Mr. TILLMAN. HastheSenator from Illinois got the Hawaiian
code before him at his desk?

Mr. CULLOM. I was just going tosay that after I get throngh
ywith my remarks, I will get the Hawaiian code and give the exact
state of the case in reference to that qluestion.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will send for if now, I can be
looking it up whilst he is speaking.

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether or not it is in my com-
mittee room. It has been carried off, I think, but I shall look

it np.

’I'Ee fifth section was changed by the conferees so that it might
be more certain that the Constitution of the United States was
extended over the Territory by the act. That is the chief pu
of the amendment to section 5 by the House of Representatives
as agreed to by the conferees.

Mr. BACON. What I wanted to know was whether or not the
Senator was gmpared to say that, under the constitution of the
republic of Hawaii, all residents, all bona fide inhabitants—I do
not mean visitors, but those who are residents and bona fide in-
habitants of the islands—were on that date, under the constitu-
tion of the republic of Hawaii, citizens of the republic?

Mr, CULLOM. Iunderstand the Senator’s question, and I will
state that later on I will get the statutes of the Hawaiian repub-
lic and see exactly how they are in that respect.

Mr. BACON. I suppose the Senator desires that we shotld, as
he takes these sections up, ask him such questions as may sug-
gest themselves. I think we shall save time by following that

course,
Mr, CULLOM. I have no objection to that,
Sections 6, 7, 8, and 9 were not at all changaﬂ after the bill
passed the Senate, but they remain in the bill just as it was

P .

Section 10 was amended by the House, but all the amendments
made by the House were receded from except the last paragraph,
which was added to the Lill by the Hounse and agr to by the
conferees, The Senate will remember that the first line of section
10 referred to obligutions and contracts. The Senate struck those

Mr,

words out, and then added a section or two with reference to the
upon

attitude of contract laborers over there, which was

by the Senate, I think, as substantially if not absolutely right.
Tiose sections remain in the bill exactly as they were, except that
there was a provision added to the section to which I will call
the attention of the Senate.

The last paragraph of section 10 provides:

That the act approved February 26, 1885, ** To prohibit the importation and
migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or ment to perform
labor in the United States. its Territories, and the District of Columbia.” and
the acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, be, and the same are
hereby, extended to and made applicable to the Territory of Hawaii.

It was thought that that was not necessary to be in the bill, buf
it did not hurt anything and made it certain that the provision
touching that subject would be recognized as applicable and in
forcs in those islands. So, with that addition to section 10, as the
Senate passed it. the bill stands to-day as it is before the Senate
in the conference report.

Section 11, providing for the style of process, was amended b
the conferees so as to insert the word *‘hereafter.” That is
that amounted to. Some of usdid not think it was necessary, but
one of the conferees thought it was, and so the word was inserted.

Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, as they passed the Senate, have
not been changed.

The eighteenth section, providing that every citizen entitled to
vote shall take an oath to support the Constitution, was stricken
out, and only that portion retained relating to idiots, insane per-
sons, persons receiving bribes, etc.

Mr. BACON, That has been retained.

Mr,. CULLOM. The latter clanse in relation to idiots, insane
persons, persons receiving bribes, ete., remains in the bill, but the
first part of the section is stricken out. : 4

Mr. BACON. I notice that the clause to which the Senator re-
fers, beginning on page 11, at line 24, in the copy I have, isstricken
through. Iunderstand that was stricken out in the House and
has been restored by the conferees. Is that so?

Mr. CULLOM. What clause is that?

Mr. BACON. On gge 11 of the reprint, the last clanseto which
the Senator has just referred.

Mr, CULLOM, That which I read is retained.

Mr. BACON, It has a line stricken through it.

Mr, CULLOM, Bat it was reinstated by the conferees.

Mr. BACON. That was the question I asked.

Mr. CULLOM. Sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 were not in-
terfered with by the House, and no changes were made in those
sections as passed by the Senate.

The twenty-fifth section was amended so as to punish persons for

disorderly or contemptuous behavior in committee, as well as in
the house of representatives, to which the conferees agreed; in
other words, we inserted the Hounse provision on that subject in-
stead of the Senate provision, which seemed to be a little more
satisfactory. I do not think there wasmuch difference in the two
sections; but the Senate yiclded on that score,
There was no change made in the Senate bill in the twenty-sixth
section, but in the twenty-seventh section the provision of the
Senate was stricken out and in lien of it the following was
inserted:

BEC. 27. That each house may punish its own members for disorderly be-
havior or negéscb of duty, by censure, or by a two-thirds vote suspend or
expel a member.

That is the provigion I referred to.

There was no change made by the House or by the conferees in
sections 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, and they remain in the bill as it
was passed by the Senate.

In the thirty-fourth section, relating to the gualifications of
senators, an amendment was made requiring senators to have at-
tained the age of 30 years instead of 235 years.

There was no change made in sections 35 and 36, In section 87,
after the word ** vacancies,” the words ** in the office of representa-
tive” were inserted.

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. The
Senator will recognize that section 34 may be very materially de-
pendent for its constrmction upon the section to which 1 first
called the attention of the Senator, which relates to the question
as to whether or not all inhabitants were citizens on the 12th of
Angust, 1598; because if it should be found to be. as has been
s d, that there was a large part of the then inhabitants not
citizens, they would be made ineligible, of course. under this lan-
gu?ge inserted in section 34, to any office, because they could nof
vote.

Mr, CULLOM. I was going to say that this section provides
that a person, in order to be eligible to the office of senator, shall be
a male citizen of the United States and shall have attained theage
of 30 years, instead of 25 years, and—
have resided in the Hawnaiian Islands not less than three years, and shall
be qualified to vote for senators in the distriet from which he is elected.

Mr, BACON., I understand; but I was simply calling the atten-
tion of the Senator to the fact that it may be necessary to recur
to that section if it is found necessary to amend section 34,

Mr, CULLOM, The purpose of the committees of both Houses
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was finally that, barring Asiatics, every other man in the Terri-
tory should have the right to vote.
r. SPOONER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Illinois
a question, if he will recur to section 28 of the Senate bill. Upon
what theory was it that the clanse there giving to each house the
nger to determine the rules of its proceedings was stricken out?
hat objection was there to that?
Mr, CULLOM. It is section 27,
ggrd SPOONER. It was section 28 in the Senate bill, and pro-
vided—
That each hounse may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its

members for disorderly bebavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds,
expel a member.
Upon what theory was the phrase ‘That each house may de-

termine the rules of its proceedings ” stricken out? Do you think
we can improve much upon the Constitution of the United States
and all the State constitutions on that subject?

Mr, CULLOM, The supposition is that they have that right.”

Each house is to determine the rules of its own proceedings.

Mr. SPOONER., Theframers of the Constitution of the United
States did not proceed upon that theory, nor did the framers of
the constitutions of the various States, .

Mr, CULLOM, That may be.

Mr. SPOONER. That is true.

Mr. CULLOM. The truth is that each house the world over
determines the rules by which if governs its own proceedings; but
the provision put in here that each house may punish its own
members for disorderly behavior, neglect of duty, ete., seemed to
be necessary: The House conferees insisted npon if, and we con-
sented to it.

Mr. BACON, May Iask the Senator how are the qualifications
of the members of the two houses to be determined if this con-
ference report shall beadopted and the bill becomes a law?

Mr, SPB%N ER. If the provision is left in that each house
shall have the power to determine the elections and qualifications
of its own members—

Mr. CULLOM., There was no change there, I think. I was
referring to the thirty-fourth section, as to the qualifications of
senators; that the age for a senator should be fixed at 30 years
instead of at 25 years.

There is no change made in the thirty-fifth and thirty-sixth
sections.

In section 87, after the word ¢ vacancies,” the words ‘‘in the
office of representative” were inserted. As the bill stood it was
somewhat indefinite, and =o those words were put in by the con-
ferees,

There is no change made in section 88 of the Senate bill, and
there is no change in section 89. -

At the end of section 40 the words “in the district from which
he was elected ” were inserted, and the conferees agreed to that.

. The suggestion was that without those words a member of the
senate might be elected from a district in which he did not reside.

There were no changes in sections 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48,
49, 50, and 51, except the last clause of section 51 was stricken out
of the Senate bill and in lieu of it a paragraph was inserted by
the House, which stated the law more clearly, but which is sub-
stantially the same thing, as I construe it.

Mr, JgNES of Arkansas. What change does the Senator say
has been made in section 40?

‘Mr, CULLOM. At the end of the section the words “in the
district from which he was elected ” were inserted.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see anything inthe print of
the bill I have to indicate any change of that kind.

Mr, SPOONER. That is section 34, on page 16 of the reprinted

bill.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Illinois said sec-
tion 40.

Mr, CULLOM., I did; and I have an impression, though I am
not sure of it—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. These amendments ought to appear
at the places indicated.

Mr, CULLOM. The provision as to residence is made appli-
cable, as I think, to the whole of the section referring to senators
and representatives.

Mr. SPOONER. There is no reason why it should refer to one
and not to the other.

Mr. CULLOM. No; I think not; but I say I thought when I
prepared this statement that we had actually made the amend-
ment applicable to senators and representatives alike. .

Mr. SNES of Arkansas. Then why should not the print of
the bill show it?

Mr. CULLOM. The bill does not show that as to the house of
representatives, but I take it it will be so construed, at any rate.

r. SPOONER. Mr. President, I should hardly think so. If
the law provides that the senator shall be a resident of the district
from which he is elected, but makes no provision whateveron the
subject as to the representative, the inference would be very clear

that that resiriction was not intended to be placed upon the rep-

resentative.
Mr. CULLOM. I find that the House bill as amended by the

conferees does have the provision in it, and it reads:

And shall be %'anliﬂed to vote for representatives in the district from
which he is elected.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What section?

Mr. CULLOM. That is section 40,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Then if is a mistake in the print we
have on our desks.

Mr. CULLOM. That has been drr:_gped out by my clerk.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, Ifisin the official copy—the confer-
ence re?ort?

Mr. CULLOM. Itisin the copy before the Senate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the conference report,signed?

Mr, COULLOM. The report is signed.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Ave those words added?

Mr. CULLOM. The words are added in red ink in this copy?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this copy there is nothing to al‘;ow
there is an amendment of that kind, but if it is in the conference
report, of course it is all right.

Mr, CULLOM. I will read it. The original provision as it
passed the House simply read as follows:

And shall be gualified to vote for representatives.
The conferees then added the words:
In the district from which he is elected.

Mr. BACON, Itisin the reprint which we had on yesterday,
which shows——

Mr, CULLOM. It was left ont of it by mistake. There is no
possible doubt about it being in the bill to be adopted.

Mr. SPOONER. That is all right.

: Mr, gULLOM. Is that satisfactory to the Senator from Ar-
ansas:

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Entirely so. If it is in the official
copy, it makes no difference whether itisin this copy or not; it will
be all right.

Mr, CULLOM. Itis. Iran over the numbers of the sections
of the Senate bill wherein no changes are made, being sections 41,
42 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 51, except the last clause of
section 51, which was stricken out of the Senate bill, and in lieu
ofita Faragmph was inserted by the Honse which stated the law
more clearly, but which, 1 think, is substantially the same thing.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Is there not a change in section 477
The word ** chairman” is stricken out and the words ** presiding
oﬁloeé ” inserted in italics. I do not kmow what this print means
exactly.

Mr. CULLOM, That is in the bill. It is pretty difficult in
handling so many bills to state the facts offhand. To what sec-
tion does the Senator refer now?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Section 47. The word *‘chairman?”
is stricken out and the words ** presiding officer ” inserted, It is
a very small matter.

Mr, CULLOM. That is in the bill before the Senate,
lect it very well.

I wish to say that some of the sections I arded as of very
little consequence, and I did not incorporate them in this state-
ment, because I did not have the time, and it would have required
a good deal of work to do if so as to have what I state in my re-
marks accord exactly with the facts in the bill,

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. I see that in section 46 of this reprint, with
respect to the reading of bills, it is provided—

t & bill, in order to become a law, shall, except
thg?read.ingsa o in each house on separate days. BEAS Mot Srorich: e

The words ““ on separate days” are in italics, and of course that
is an amendment. as that agreed to by the conferees?

Mr. CULLOM. I would rather read it,so as to be sure. What
section is that?

Mr, SPOONER. Section 46.

Mr. CULLOM. This is the way the bill reads as reported:

That a bill, in order to become a law, shall, except as herein provided, 3
three readings in each honse, on separate days, the final passage of whimn
euch house shall be by a majority vote of all the members to which such
house is entitled, taken by yeas and nays and entered upon its journal.

That is the section as it appears in the conference report. Is
that satisfactory?

In section 52, as will be seen by the Senate, the word ‘ Hawaii”
was stricken out and the words ** Territory of Hawaii” substi-
tuted, to make it more clear and so that it should be more prop-
vrly stated. That is the only change from the Senate section. I
think I would rather use the conference report for the next item.

In section 53 there was no change made in the Senate section.
I now come to section 54, and here is a provision about which I

I recol-
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have no doubt there will be difference of opinion in the Senate,
and I will read the whole of the section:

That in case of failure of the legislature to pass appropriation bills provid-
ing for payments of the necessary current expenses of carrying on the gov-
ernment and meeting its legal obligations as the same are provided for by
the then existing laws, the governor shall, u the adjournment of the leg-
islature, eall it in extra session for the consideration of appropriation bills—

Down to and ineluding that word it reads exactly as does the

- Senate bill. I call attention to the remainder of the section. The
Senatestruck out the remainder of the section, the House restored
it, and finally the conferees agreed to it. Itreads as follows:

and until the legislature shall have acted the treasurer may, with the ad-
vice of the governor, make such payments, for which purpose the sums appro-
priated in the last ap ill shall be deemed to ha

ropriation ve n reappro-
priated. And all legislative and other nppro)famtiona made prior to the date
when this act shall

take effect shall be available to the government of the
Territory of Hawaii.

That provision was not in the Senate bill; it was in the House
bill, and the Senate conferees finally agreed to it.

Mr. BACON. I think that is a question about which there was
a great deal of discussion when the bill was before the Senate.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate struck it ont.

Mr. BACON. Iunderstandthat. TheSenatestruckitout after
elaborate debate. It is true it is limited to current expenses; and
if there were a provision there which limited the time within which
the governor should call the extra session of the legislature, I do
not know that there would be any very great objection fo it. But
there is no limitation of time; and if the governor—of course we
will not presnme that he will fail to do his duty——

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me, it says the gov-
ernor shall, upon the adjournment of the legislature, call an extra

session.

Mr. BACON. I understand, but it does not state within what
time it shall be convened. He might put it off ten months,

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Upon the adjournment of the legis-
lature, I shounld think, means immediately.

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. What about the situation in Pennsylvania?

Mr. BACON, Very well, if it will be so construed.

Mr, CULLOM. hile that is not a nsual provision in legisla-
tion, yet after considerable contest and controversy and discussion
the Senate conferees agreed to it, believing that if it did not turn
o?g.ar to be satisfactory and work well it could be repealed here-
after. A

Section 55 contains an amendment made by the House and
to by the conferees, which is to strike out the word ** or ” and in-
gert “*and;"” so that it will read:

That no corporation, domestic or foreign, shall acquire and hold real
estate, ete.

I have not quoted the whole section, but Senators can see the
provision in the bill. The purpose of it is to limit the holding of
real estate by corporations to a thousand acres.

Mr. BACON. Itseems to me that thisisan exceedingly drastic
amendment. I think the limitation of the number of acres a cor-
poration may hold is all right. We have a similar lawin m
own State; but for it to go on and prescribe that whenever soc
title shall pass to a corporation it shall immediately escheat to
the Government of the United States, it seems to me, is an ex-
tremely rigid provision. There ought to be rather than that
gome provision by which the court counld distribute the property
or administer the property in the interest of those justly entitled
toit. But it ought not to say that if, by any means, title shall
vest in a corporation—

Mr. SPOONER. Itmay takeitin payment of debts.

Mr. BACON. Certainly. There areanumber of waysin which
a corporation may come into title, legal or equitable, to property,
and to say that it shall be immediately forfeited—I do not know
that there is any parallel to such a provision in any law, State or
Federal. I certainl%hhava never heard of one,

Mr. CULLOM. e Senate knows and the country knows that
the tendency in those islands—and we are not entirely free from
it anywhere else in this country—is for corporations to accumu-
late immense tracts of land and prevent the ordinary citizen or
newcomer from getting a footing at all in real estate; and the
purpose of this was to stop that if we could.

r. BACON. I think that is entirely proper.

Mr. CULLOM. And let the people get homesteads and tracts
of land to cultivate, and for other purposes.

Mr. BACON. I think it is entirely proper to stop it, but the
question is whether the remedy is a proper one. It would be very
well to prohibit it, and then leave it to the courts to say what
shall become of the property. Of course, if this last provision
were not in it, and legal proceedings were not had to prevent a
corporation from holding it, the courts would distribute the prop-
erty necessarily to those who are entitled toit. They would admin-
jster it in the interest of those who are entitled to it. But hereis
an express E]jrqvision that if a corporation ever does acquire such
title, it shall immediately, without any ibility of appeal or
redress of any kind, be forfeited, and escheat to the Government

of the United States. I think, if there is no other thing, that
that single provision ought to be sufficient to induce the Senate
to send the report back to the conference committee in order that
it may be corrected.

Mr. CULLOM. My judgment is that it is a tolerably salutory
provision for that Territory for a while, if not always, and I hope
it will remain in the bill.

Mr, TILLMAN. I notice that accompanying the same pro-
vision there is no interference with existing or vested rights, and
therefore the question arises at once whether or not there arenot
now corporations which hold in excess. and a good many of them,
and that these existing corporations, the sugar companies of which
we have heard so much, will thereby, under this provision, have
a monopoly, so to speak, of the right of having enough capital,
for instance, to or%anize a sugar factory. We know that unless
there is something like a thousand acres or more than that tribn-
tary to a large sugar mill it can not run;: and would not the ex-
isting sugar mills force all the balance of the country capable of
being planted in sugar to be tributary to them bﬁeason of the
fact that no other corporations could organize? ere must be
some hidden Burpoaa ere. I am not now insinuating that the
Senator from Illinois is cognizant of it or in any way mixed up in
it, but I shonld like to know why this provision is put in here.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wants to find ont how it got in
here, he will have to go to the House of Representatives.

Mr. TILLMAN, It wasput in in the House, and the Senator
said he thought possibly it was a salutory one. I threw out the
idea which occurred to me, and I should like to have the Senator
ex&lain it, if he knows anything about it.

r. CULLOM. The Senator knows, and he has already stated,
that there are very large corporations there——

Mr. TILLMAN. And they are not interfered with.

Mr, CULLOM. How are you going to interfere with them?
You can not interfere with them by law.

Mr. TILLMAN, If one corporation is good—— :

Mr. CULLOM. How can yon doit? You can pass a law that
will prevent a continuation of the grasping spirit of these people
and restrict their power to get possession of all the land.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Illinois admit
that corporations now holding more than a thousand acres would
not be limited H this provision?

Mr. CULLO They will be limited as to buying any more,
but we can not interfere with what they have if they have a deed
to it. :

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould think the Government has
power to limit their right to hold real estate, In this paragraph
the lan age is to acquire or to hold.

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator will see in the latter part of
the paragraph a provision for the protection of corporations now
in existence.

Mr. SPOONER. It is prospective in its operation.

Mr, CULLOM. It is prospective entirvt:iﬂ.

Mr. PETTIGREW. e paragraph will be entirely harmless
for the reason that any body of men can organize just as man
corporations as they please, each holding a thousand acres, ang
run them all under one management. Further than that, the
land is all taken up anyway. There remain nothing but vol-
canic fields of lava and a few thounsand acres of high ground
between the two great mountains of the island of Hawaii, which
is adapted to grazing purposes. The missionaries have captured
it all and organized corporations, and got the control of every-
thing worth having.

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why put in this provision prohibiting
them invading that beautiful paradise any more?

Mr. CULL(IEM. I do not know whether or not the Senator from
South Carolina is answering the Senator from South Dakota, but
the provision is in there, and on its face it is for the future; to
prevent hereaffer the accumulation of these immense estates as
against the masses of the le who may want to go there and
get homes, if they can. That 1s all there is of it.

Mr. BACON. You allow corporations which have land in
excess of the limitation to retain it?

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator tell me how he is going to get'
rid of the ownership of land by the corporations or individuals,
either, to which they have title under the law?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithink the Government has the right
to limit the power of these corporations to hold real estate,

Mr, CULLOM, Certainly it has.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are under the control of the-
%overnment, and the Government can do what it pleases with

e,

Mr. CULLOM. That is the purpose of this provision,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No.

Mr,. CULLOM. Are you going to take away from them what
they already have?

r. JONES of Arkansas. Why not say that no corporation in
the islands shall hold more than 1,000 acres of real estate?
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Mr. CULLOM. You may do that, and compel them tosell; but
it seems to me there is no occasion for it.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Then there is no occasion for pre-
Eentil;g any other corporations from holding any more than that

ereafter, .

Mr. CULLOM, Letme say that most of the corporations exist-
ing therehavealreadyacquired largetractsof land. Intheinterest
of the production of sugar, they have been compelled to expend
very large amounts of money, and if they had not done so the
sugar plantations which they have established would not have
been made at all, because otherwise they could not do it. I know
the situation there. The sugar lands and sugar cultivation begin
at the foot of the hills, and they go up the hill as far as they can
get water on the land—on the island of Hawaii, for instance.

At one timne they supposed that they had got as high up the hills
as they counld go. because they could not get water, but it turned
out finally that they could ereet pumping works, which cost hun-
dreds and hundreds of thousands of dollars, and I do not know but
that some of them cost millions of dollars, by which they throw
the water up the hill say 500 feet more, and that malkes an addi-
tional amount of land which becomes good sugarland. Suchcor-
porations exist there where they had to have water, and 1 do not
think it would be fair to them to——

Mr, TILLMAN, 1 with the Senator from Illinois that it
would not be fair to try to take those vested rights away. but I do
not see why we should limit it and prevent new capital from ﬁ
ing in and pumping water up other slopes elsewhere, unless the
present occupants of the connt'? want a monopoly of the growth
and manufacture of sugar and desire to force all future enter-
prises to submit to their dictation as to toll.

Mr. CULLOM. The Hounse passed the bill, and it seems to me
it is plain what was desired. The Senate conferees belieyed that
it was in the interest of the masses of the people, and finally
agreed to the House amendment. That is all 1 can say about it,
and I think it will work to the advantage of the people out there,
stopping the abuse as well as we can under the general law.

The remark of the Senator from Sonth Dakota that the lands are
all Lﬁone already, and so on, I dd not think is exactly true.

. PETTIGREW. It is practically true,

Mr, CULLOM. If it is true, as he says, this does nof amount to

anything?
r. PETTIGREW. No.

Mr, TILLMAN. If it had not been true, this provision would
not have been put in by the House.

Mr. CULLO I suppose not.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1t does seem to me that this sort of
legislation is absolutely indefensible. Ido not see why you should
undertake to make a rule applicable to people who may enter into
this business that is not applicable to those already engaged in it.

Mr. CULLOM, The next is section 56. There 18 a slight
amendment in it.

Mr, PETTUS. Before the Senator passes from this section, I
wish to ask him aquestion. I see an amendment in this section—

Nor snall saloons for the sale of intoxicating drinks be allowed.

I do not believe in the idea of regulating the morals of other

le until we get so that we do not have any such thing here.
do not see why the Congress of the United should prohibit it to
other people.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will read just
what the amendment to that provision is, The words “ nor shall
saloons for the sale of intoxicating drinks be allowed " are stricken
out, and words inserted as follows:

Nor shall spirituous or intoxicating lignors be sold except under such
regulations and restrictions as the Territorial legislature provide.

Mr. PETTUS. That does not appear in this copy.

Mr. CULLOM. Itisin theconterencereport. No amendment
made by the conferees appears in the bill which the Senator has.
Is that satisfactory to the Senator?

Mr. PETTUS. If that is to be the law, it is.

Mr. CULLOM. Thatisin the bill reported by the conferees.

Sections 57 and 58 were not amended.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me?
amendment marked here at the end of section 55—

No retrospective law shall be enacted.

Mr. CULLOM, That was stricken out. .

In section 59 the minority provision with respect to voting for
representative was stricken out by the House and agreed to by
the conferees. The Senate had a provision in the bill which pro-
vided for what we call minority representation. They had it out
there, and it being in Illinois, so far as I was concerned, I was
willing that it should stay in the bill. The House struck it out,
and I was antirell?y satisfied to let it go. I sup the Senate is.

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell us why he changed the
mandatory provision in regard to the creation of counties? Itwas
“ghall” in the Senate bill and is ‘““may " in the conference report.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, What section is that?

There is an

Mr. TILLMAN, Section 56 in the conference report.

Mr.CULLOM. Wehave gone bythat. Theconfereesregarded
the word *may ” as all that was necessary.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator stated that there was
no change in section 56,

Mr. CULLOM. Itisleft in the discretion of the legislature to
do as it thinks best.

Mr, SPOONER. I think that is an improvement.

Mr. TILLMAN, It depends upon whether they propose to have
an oligarchy in Honolulu and to run the whole business and
make everybody come over there, or allow the people to have
some local self-government.

Mr, CULLOM, Thisisin thedirection of loecal self-government
in that respect. The power remains in Congress to change it if it
tnrns out not to be satisfactory. If any portion of the people get
possession of the government by appointment to office or other-
wise and abuse the people, the power will be in the bands of Con-
gress to change it whenever it chooses.

Section 60 was amended by the House and subsequently amended
by the conferees, so that the provision will read as I will read it,
1 think I had better read it from the substitute bill reported by
the conferees, so that we may know exactly what it is, The fifth
gnlllmdiviaion of section 60, as agreed to by the conferees, reads as

ollows:

Fifth. Prior to such registration have paid on or before the 8lst day of
‘m;u‘:t‘wedmt the date of registration all taxes due by him t.o!;.he
L]

That is the provision which was discussed by the Senator from
South Dakota before I took the floor. That is as itappears in the
conference report.

Mr. BACON. I think slight consideration will show that to be
a very great injustice to the ple of Hawaii, because the 81st
day of March is already puse(?,e:nd these people have not hereto-
fore been recognized as having taken advantage of the conditions
{Jrescribed by the law; and with this remaining as it is, it will

imif the voters in the next election to those who voted in the
former election, which, I understand, is less than 3,000 people in
the whole islands. I may be mistaken about that, but if so, Phopo
the Senator from Illinois will point ont in what way I am mis-
taken, because if that is the truth it certainly ought not to be a

proved by the Congress or made the law by the Congress. [:}
should not put in the organic law a provision in which there is a
date fixed which absolutely and irrevocably determines that in
the original organization of this Territory nobody shall vote ex-
cept those who voted in the last election. ‘That is practically the

effect of it. If it is not the effect of it, I hope the Senator from
Illinois will point it ont.
Mr. TILLMAN. There is another phase of this question. I

think this is the most important matter in the whole bill. The
per capita taxes in Hawaii are §5—81 for poll tax and §2 forschools
and §2 for roads. It isin this bill, and theSenate provision, which
they have left in, simply provides that those 85 must have been
paid before the 31st day of March or no person can register for the
next election. I am speaking now about those who do not pa
anything but the capitation taxes. the men. Therefore we w*l.ﬁ
limit the suffrage to those who have paid their poll taxes of §5 prior
to the 31st day of March, just gone. Under that provision as it
stands, as the Senator from Georgia just pointed out, the suffrage
will be limited to that extent that the electors in the next election
will have it in their power to elect a legislature which may double
or treble the poll tax,and these poor devils never will get the
franchise.

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is nnquestionably the purpose of the
bill. As the bill was first brought into the Senate it was clearly
the purpose to limit the franchise simply to sugar planters and
the men in their employ. That provision we corrected in a meas-
ure in the Senate. But we left in this provision. Now, the House
corrected it by grovid.ing for a poll tax of 81, but the conferees on
the part of the Senate appear to have insisted upon this provision,
which disqualifies practically everyone from votjr:q(;'l except those
whom the sugar planters want to have vote. Under this provi-
sion a graduate of Yale or Harvard College, if he failed to pay the

oll tax on the 31st day of last March, is disqualified from voting

or members of the legislature, and then the next legislature can
impose conditions which wounld shut him out forever. It doesnot
seem to me that this onght to be tolerated.

There are other taxes. The law provides that an annual tax of
$1 shall be paid by every male inhabitant of the Territory between
the ages of 20 and 00 years, unless exempted by law. It also pro-
vides that an annual tax of 52 for the support of public schools
shall be paid by every male inhabitant of the Territory between
the ages of 20 and 60 years, unless exempied by law.

The next paragraph provides that an annual road tax of 2 ghall
be paid by every male inhabitant of this Territory between the
ages of 20 and 60 years, unless exempted by law.

R
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Then there is a tax on personal property, and then there is this
provision:

Seo. 814 All male animals of the dog kind shall be snbject to an annnal
tax of 81 each, and all female nnimuh% the kind ‘be subject to an
annuosal tax of §3 each, to be paid by the owner thereof.

So if a man has a dogz or two dogs, there is an additional tax of
$4. Then there is this further provision:

Y 2 main un after
Doechbes {x wty Joas 10 et cout of $ii auomnsot sncl tersalall be scied
the assessor to the amount of such taxes at said date, and shall ]
and be collected as part of such taxes,

Bec. K8, It any personal taxes or dog tax shall remain unpaid after the Slst
day of March, 10 per cent of such taxes shall be added to the amount of such
taxes at said date by the assessor, and shall be'collected as part of such taxes,

Therefore if those people have failed to pay for two or three
years, the taxrons up tomany dollars. The probabilities are that
there is an exceedingly small nnmber of people who will be able
to vote under this provision. At the last election in Hawaii I
understand that there were about 2,200 votes cast. Under this

vision I believe the number must certainly sink far below that

. Yet at the last election held under the monarchy, before

they established a republic in that country, there were between

18,000 and 14,000 voters in Hawaii, and that excluded all the
Asiatics,

I wish toask a question of theSenator from Illinois, who is more
familiar with this subject than I am. I want to know whether
this provision has been repealed?

Mr. CULLOM. Which provision is that?

Mr. PETTIGREW, It is paragraph 864 of the laws of Hawaii.

Mr. CULLOM. I would not be able fo answer that unless I
took the time to go through all the sections, paragraphs, chapters,
ete., which have been refvea!ed.

Mr. PETTIGREW. wish to call the attention of the Sen-
ator——

Mr, CULLOM, But I can answer in a general way that all the
laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or the laws
. of the United States or with the provisions of this act shall con-

tinue in force, subject to repeal or amendment by the legislature
of Hawaii,

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, here is this provision:

Sec, 883, In case of personal taxes due and unpaid on the lst day of Janu-
ary in each year, if no personal property can be found whereon to
the assessor may cause the arrest and detention tﬁmtha

r by and under a warrant issued and signed by
gi.g:bntanee in the form following, viz:

Territory of Hawali, island of , district of
To . chief sheriff, or any constable or police officer of the district

person of such tax-
assessor or hisdeputy,

-

of .island ot of . in theisland of , having failed and neg-
lected to pay the sum of dollars d upon him for personal taxes
for the year — —,now due and unpaid, and no property being found belong-

ing to the sald whereon to levy by distress;
erefore, by virtue of the authority in me vested by law, I hereby order
and command you to forthwith arrest and take said — befo , dis-
trict magistrate of 3 of , to show cause, if any he has, why
he, the said —— -, should not be sentenced by said x%bmze to be impris-
i:lped “Ei% labor until he discharge the amount of tax and costs as by
W pPro "
Hereof fail not, butof this order, with your proooed.lnf thereon, make due
of — D, —

return. Given under my hand this day
Assessor of

Division, Island of ——.

Bec. 864. The officer receiving such warrant shall forthwith arrest the per-
son therein named and take him before the district te named in the
warrant. Such magistrate shall, if no | cause be shown for the nonpay-
ment of said personal taxes, sentence such person to be imprisoned at hard
labor until be discharge the amount of such taxes and the costs of arrest and
hearing at the rate of 5 cents per day.

Costs shall be the usual costs of district courts.

The payment at any time of the amount of taxes and costs due shall re-
lease the person arrested.

I have seen the Republican papers of the North protesting very
}?kudl that some of the Southern States had enacted a provision

o this,

Mr. TILLMAN. Whatis the number of the section that the
Senator from Sonth Dakota has read?

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am reading from the laws of Hawaii,
page 121, sections 863 and 864, Aslunderstand it, this provision is
not repealed. In other words, we reenact it, and that, along with
the disfranchisement of these people, it seems to me will leave the
Republican party where it can no longer complain, no matter
what conditions are imposed by any State or any locality to dis-
franchise the inhabitants of any State or locality.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, 1 am not able to get my eye on
all of the sections that bear upon this question. Of conrse at the
regnlar election that provision could be enforced. My belief is,
however, that at the first election, if an election shonld be called
by the governor before the regunlar session, there would be no re-
quirement on the part of the governor and no rule by which he
could be governed as to the registration at all, and he could reg-
jster everybody if he wanted to do so.

Mr. PETTIGREW. It does not say so.

Mr. CULLOM. I think there are sections which result in that
conclusion. OF course it applies to regular elections; but if it

applies to regular elections, perhaps it will be said it might as well

apﬁg to all.
. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator's construction of that
iscorrect,why dﬁEm putin the words *‘ prior to such registration?”
Mz, _aPETTIG W. Why did you not agree to the House pro-
vision?
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Yes. Itis * prior tosuch registra-
tion ” that this tax hasto be E:id. So when the registration comes
to be made, the question whether he has paid this tax will be

Mr, CULLOM. The provision reads ‘“‘prior to each regular
election;” not ial but regular election.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam reading it, which is the best
that I can do. It says * prior to such registration.”

Mr. CULLOM, I understand. From what section is the Sena-
tor reading?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am reading paragraph 5 of section
60, the one which contains the language the Senator read a few
minutes ago.

Mr. CUOLLOM. Let us see how it reads in the bill. Section 60
reads as follows:

ﬂ:i%c’ 60. That in order ta be gqualified to vote for representatives a person

First. Be a male citizen of the United States.

Second. Have resided in the Territory not less than one year Elreood.lnz
and in the representative district in which he offers to register not less than
three months immediately preceding the time at which he offers to register.

Third. Have attained tie of g ears.

Fourth. Prior to each rag:m me. during the time prescribed by law
for registration. have caused his name to be entered on the register of voters
for representatives for his district.

Fifth. Prior to such registration have paid, on or before the 3ist day of
March next preceding the date of registration, all taxes due by him to the
government.

All that refers to the regular election.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Butthelanguage of the law that yon
propose distinctly says that “ prior to such registration” this tax
must be paid.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, The person can not be registered un-
less the taxes are paid.

Mr, CULLOM. That is true.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Then the purpose of it is to cut him
out. That is exactly the complaint made by the Senator from -
South Dakota.

Mr. PETTIGREW. He can not vote at any election.

Mr. CULLOM. That connects with the fourth paragraph, re-
farrin%to the ar election.

Mr. PETTIGREW. ' If the person is not registered, he can not
vote at any election.

Mr, CULLOM. Ithink he can; but whether he can or not, in
the first place, the people who I suppose the Senator wonld think
were affected most by that paragraph are the native Hawaiians.
The truth is that they have never had any trouble with the native
Hawaiians on the ‘1%9;;‘%,“ of preparing themselves for voting,

Mr. TELLER,
Mr. CULLOM, Because theﬁ arealways ready to pay their tax,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be tronble after this,

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will allow me, it is well
known to the commission who visited the islands and to every-
body else that the native Hawaiians did not register and did not
vote because they protested against the overthrowing of their
government by these people.

Mr. CULLOM. Of course many of them did not vote.

1;[;1.. PETTIGREW. They are not registered, and they have not
Vo

Mr. CULLOM. But it was not because they did nof pay their
taxes, It was because they did no$ know what was going on and
did not feel satisfied at first to vote under the republic. That is
the meaning of that,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Illinois admit
as correct the fact stated by the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. TiLLMAN], as he understands it, that the present poll tax in
the Hawnaiian Islands is §5 per head?

Mr. CULLOM. I donotknow what it is.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have just read the law,

Mr. TILLMAN. Hereis the law of Hawaii, with the section
providing for a capitation tax.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If that is the case, aside from every
other fact presented in connection with this matter in the Senate,
the Senate ought to reject the conference report for that reason.
Here is the provision that went to conference:

Prior to such registration have paid a poll tax of §1 for the current year.

The Senate conferees agreed to strike that out, and the House
put in the vision that * on or before the 31st day of March
next preceding the date of registration all taxes due by him to
the Government ” shall be paid. To leave that poll tax of §5 per
head in force against the poor people of that island is & shame, as
it seems to me, and it ought not to be tolerated,
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I believe that for that reason, and that alone, the Senate ought to
send this conference report back to the conference committee and
let them bring back a provision for a tax of not more than a dol-
lar a head. Thetruth is, that with the wealth that has been accu-
mulated in this great country of ours I have begun to believeand to
feel that to collect a tax from a muan who has no property, simply
because he breathes the air of this free Republic—a tax of even §1
a head —is wrong; that it onght not to be tolerated. None of our
States, so far as I know, collect more than a dollar a head of poll
tax, and that is enongh in all conscience. That is one which?ms
been sanctioned a long time, and I wounld make no special objec-
tion to it. though I would very much prefer tohave none. When
the Eroposition is that we shall Yass a law here that shall impose
a collection of $5 per head of poll tax, I for one am not willing to
submit to it nunder any conceivable circumstances..

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator gets very much excited about a
small ﬂﬁ'i?"

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fivedollars a head is no small thing
for a poor man.

Mr. CULLOM. I never t.hought much of a poll tax; and when
that poll-tax provision was stricken out, I supposed, as a matter of
fact, that the people there who are entitled to vote wounld prob-
ably have no tax to pay at all; that if they do not own anything
they would not have to pay a tax; and if they do own anythi
on which they should pay a tax, they ought to pay it. Thatis al
there is of that.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Yet the Senator admits that there is
a poll tax of $5 a head on all those people, as was read from the
law here. This is a proposition to keep that in force.

Mr. CULLOM. Baut it remains for the legislature to wipe that
poll tax out, and an{ other tax that is burdensome to the people.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. When you allow a handful of men
who own the property and are interested in making the ]luffr peo-
ple pay a poll tax to select a legislature, it is something like sub-
mitting the lamb to the tender mercies of the wolf,

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator goes on the theory that if a man
owns anything, he is bound to oppress somebody. I do not be-
lieve in that doctrine myself.

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois, if it is
agreed that this principle shall be ap]i‘lied only to taxes on prop-
erty, what is the objection to letting the report go back and have
the poll-tax provision stricken out?

Mr. CULLOM. I would abolish the poll tax if I did anything
with it. I do not believe in it.

Mr. TELLER. I do not,either. I do not believethat anybody
ought to be compelled to pay a tax before he votes, I do not
think anybody ought to buy his suffrage in that way.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator isaware that in some of the States
they have a poll tax, and probably the Senator knows how it
works. The politicians or candidates run around and try to find
everybody who is not able to pay the poll tax to vote for them,
and they offer to pay the poll fax.

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that is the only
objection I have toapoll tax. Since I have been amember of the
Senate I was told by a man in Eublic life, holding a high office,
that he had bought $40,000 worth of poll taxes in his State. Now,
that is an indirect way of purchasing votes.

Mr. CULLOM. Exactly.

Mr, SPOONER. It is not so very indirect, either.

Mr. TELLER. Well, it is just about as direct as when a can-
didate pays any indebtedness. 1f a man owes $5 and some candi-
date desires his vote and pays it and gets his vote, that is a pur-
chase of that vote. I say it is absolutely inconsistent with the
principle of good government to make the suffrage conditioned
upon paying taxes, Iam in favor of striking out all that provi-
gion, and I think the Senate would be in favor of it if we could

t a vote on that proposition., It certainly is not a wise thing to

. A man may have but little property and not be able to pay
the tax. Sh-:mldY he be deprived of his citizenship?

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, we struck out
the property qualification.

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; we intended to give free suffrage
there, and we did not intend to give it after this legislature had

iven it to them, We intended to give it to them ourselves, so
that they might be able to vote in the next election.

Mr. CULLOM. As a matter of fact, when we struck out the
poll tax. if I may be allowed to state the fact—

Mr. TELLER. Cert&in]i'.
Mr. CULLOM. It was largely on my motion. I did not be-
lieve in it.

Mr. TILLMAN. You mean the property qualification?

Mr. CULLOM. No: I mean in conference. When it was sug-
gested that a voter before registering should pay his taxes, it oc-
curred to me that the poor man did not have any to pay if he did
not own property; that tht-il{;reat. mass of the poor people not own-
ing much, if anything, would not have any tax to pay at all, and

therefore it would be much easier for him to pa.(f'a little tax, if he
had anything to pay it on,than to be constrained to pay a poll tax,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, as the Senator finds thereis a
tax of $5 a head, I suppose he will be perfectly willing to have the

report go back to the conference committee and let that be stricken

out.

Mr. CULLOM. If it should go back, I would be in favor of
striking it out; of course I would.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 2855) in relation to the suppression
of insurrection in and to the government of the Philippine Islands
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898,

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished
business be temporarily laid aside, -~

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consenf that the unfinished business be tempo-
rarily laid aside for the further consideration of the conference
report. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

. CHANDLER. Before that is agreed to, I wish to say that
there were one or two Senators who intended to speak npon the
Pennsylvania resolution to-day. This conference report has oc-
cupied so much time that they will not speak to-day, and that
resolution may go over until to-morrow if it has not dy gone
over until to-morrow.

I also wish to 3afr that to-morrow there must be debate npon the
Pennsylvania resolution. There iz only to-morrow and Monday
and until 8 or 4 o'clock on Tuesday for debate, and Senators in
charge of this measnre and in charge of the Alaska code bill must
take notice that to-morrow will be given to debate npon the Penn-

sylvania resolution. I see the Senator from Arkansas rising. He
secured an understanding that anyone wishing fo speak upon the
Pennsylvania resolution should have preference, as I understood,

over all other ers and all other business.

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. My understanding of that unanimons-
consent rggreament was that the Quay case was to be taken np and
conside up to a certain time, giving preference to conference
reports and appropriation bills, and that they had the right of
way above every other consideration.

ow, I suppose there will be no difficulty about a general agree-
ment to the proposition suggested by the Senator from New Hamp-
shire that the resolution shall go on to-morrow, but I donot think
he has a right to say to Senators that they must lay aside confer-
ence reports for the purpose of taking that case up to-morrow.

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 was only doing it because I wanted to
carry out the new understanding which the Senator from Arkan-
sas secured when the agreement was made, that in addition to the
continuons consideration there should be a vote on next Tuesday,
I certain]‘{T was cooperating with him; I thought I was.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was no new unanimous-con-
sent agreement proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 1 have
always insisted that the Senate should observe the agreement they
made, and I was simply calling the attention of the Senator from
New Hampshire to what the agreement was rather than finding

fault with what he rogosed
. But certainly the Senator from Arkansas

Mr. CHANDLE
himself secured an nnderstanding that up to next Tuesdayat 3 or 4
o'clock—I forget what hour—at which the vote is to be taken——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 4 o'clock.

Mr. CHANDLER. At4 o'clockif anyone wished to speak upon
the Pennsylvania resolution, he should have preference over all
other speakers,

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Istated he should have that right.
But the Pennsylvania resolution was to be considered subject to
the prior rights of appropriation bills and conference reports.

Mr. CHA% DLER. Then 1did notunderstand the Senator from
Arkansas aright. I do not think there will be any trouble about
it, becanse I consent that the Pennsylvania resolution shall go
over until to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso-
lution will go over until to-morrow.

Mr. C LER. Iwill ask the Senator from Illinois whether
he will have concluded his remarks upon the conference report
before the close of the routine morning business to-morrow?

Mr, CULLOM. It looks a little bit uncertain as to when I shall
get through., But I am trying as best I can to give all the infor-
mation that the Senate wants with reference to this bill.

Mr, STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges-
tion right here in regard to that point?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes.

Mr. STEWART. I am so unalterably opposed fo making the
payment of a poll tax a condition precedent to voting, and I am
so unalterably opposed to a prof)erty nalification for voting, that
I think it is a matter that should not be left in doubt in this case.
I advise the Senator by all means to withdraw his reportif there
is any uncertainty about it and have it made certain. If we adopt
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an educational %ualiﬁcaﬁon, that I think is all right, and I
to it. 1 agree that snffrage will be sufficiently exclusive in those
islands with that qualification, but ifought not to go any further.

1 have seen some of the operations of a poll tax. We had it in
Nevada as a condition of voting, and it was a very demoralizing
element in politics and led to abuses, and the people grew sick of
it and repealed it. There is a general sentiment against it in the
counfry where it has been tried. Any man who wants the vote
will pay the tax, and the rich man will have it all in his hands.
The poor man can not pay the tax, and it is just like buying his
vote when another pays the tax for him. I hope the report will
be returned and that t{it will be made certain. I could not vote
for a conference report where there was any doubt on that ques-
tion,

Mr. CULLOM. Asthe Senator from New Hampshire has made
inguiry whether I am likely to get through with my remarks be-
fore Tuesday, I shounld like to be let alone until I can make them
and see whether there is anything seriously in the way of the
adoption of the conference report.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The Senator does not object to the
Senate having information given as he goes along? .

Mr. CULLOM. I certainly have notshown any disposition not
to give all the information I could.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thoughtthe Senator said he did not
want to be interrupted.

Mr. CULLOM. I have adopted this course, referring to each
section and calling the attention of the Senators to each provision.
so that when they come to vote they may have, go far asIam able
to give it, the exact information in reference fo the action of the
conferees,

Mr. STEWART. Hasthe Senator any objection, when he calls
up a particular subject, to have us make some remarks in regard
to it with a view of ‘having it understood? If we wait until he
gets clear through and then take it up, we would have to make
long speeches before we would get to understand it.

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The FRESIDENT tpro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. CULLOM, Ido.

Mr, TILLMAN. 1 wish to direct the attention of Senators to
the parliamentary status. If I am correct, if is that the Senate

assed a bill and sent it to the House and the House amended it.

ow, I understand that the conferees can not bring in anything

that is outside of both bills unless it is germane to the subject

under cot?:sideration. Can they bring in anything outside and not
ane

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; after it has been disposed of by both
Houses. This provision, however

Mr. TILLMAN. Theconferees must either take the House pro-
vision ];n: the Senate provision or some compromise that is germane
to both.

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the provision under discussion is con-
cerned, it is clearly within the control of the Senate as to what it
shall do with the provision.

Mr. TILLMAN. You mean that you could strike out all taxes?

Mr. CULLOM. I mean to say that if it was referred back to
the conferces they would have jurisdiction of it so thatthey counld
do as they chose about striking ont the provision requiring that
the voter shall pay his taxes, or leavingin the poll tax, or striking
both provisions out. There is no question about that, I think.

Mr, TILLMAN. It is possible that the Senator is correct; but
if I understand the powers of a conference committee, he is abso-
lutely wrong. The provision as passed by the Senate was that—

Prior to such registration have d, on or before the 3lst day of March
next preceding the date of registration, all taxes due by him to the govern-
ment.

My, CULLOM. Baut the Senator does not seem to understand
that that very provision was taken cognizance of by the conferees,
and that the conferees can reconsider if.,

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President——

Mr. TILLMAN, Let me get through.

Mr. CULLOM. Thereis no doubt about the fact that the sub-
ject is open to consideration by the conferees. The House added

the poll tax. The Senate took hold of the provision and struck
that out and put in another. The conferees can strike them both
out if they reconvene.

Mr, TILLMAN, They can strike the whole provision ont?

Mr. CULLOM. The whole provision as to taxes.

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well, if that is within your power. I
just wanted to find ont whether you could do it or not.

Mr, CULLOM. There can not beany doubt aboutthat, I think.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Illinois
yieid to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As I understand the parliamen-
tary situation, it is that the Senate passed a bill for the establish-

ment of a government in Hawaii. 1t went over to the House and
the House struck out the entire Senate bill and passed another bill,

Mr. CULLOM. [t passed another bill,

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, Thetwo bills are in disagreement
between the Senate and the House, and the conferees in their re-
port could bring in any bill that they chose, and an entirely new
one if they chose to do so,

Mr. CULLOM, Of course they could; but confining the con-
ference to this particular paragraph, we can agree fo either the
poll tax or to the property tax.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Or to no tax?

Mr. CULLOM. Or to no tax, just as we choose.

Mr, PETTIGREW. The power is unlimited in that respect.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me to make
a suggestion in regard to what the Senator from Connecticut jusé
now said, while I believe that what he said is technically true, I
think it is a violation of all reasonable parliamentary precedent.
I do not believe it was ever intended that the whole of a bill should

‘be stricken out and another bill brought in, similar in terms, so

as to leave the whole matter open. For instance, as I understand
this paragraph, as it went first from the Senate there was a pro-
vision that—

Prior to such registration have paid a poll tax of 1 for the current N
due by him to the government. pai e % e

That is printed in roman and the words “a poll tax of $1 for
the current year” are strickenout, I do notunderstand how that
was done,

Mr, CULLOM, That isthe Houseamendment., The conferees
struck it out.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The conferees struck that out?

Mr, CULLOM. The conferees struck it ont.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was in the bill then as it was

d by the House?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Then the Senate conferees wounld
have a C:'Ii?ht to agree to that House amendment and leaye that in?

Mr, CULLOM., Yes.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They would have a right to disagree
to it and to leave the whole out? .

Mr, CULLOM. Or substitute anything else. .

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that is trne as to that para-
graph, buf I do not believe that it is a fair parliamentary practice
to strike out a whole bill, and without reference to what was
passed in the Senate and to what was passed in the House, say
th_s::t';:g.;m entire subject is open for legislation in conference com-
mittee,

E ME. CULLOM. We have no right to criticise what the House
as done.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If hasbeen ruled so over and over
again. It may not be good practice, but it is in the parliamentary
power of the conferees.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I do not dispute that, but I say it is
bad practice.

Mr. COLLOM. I thought myself when itwas done that it was
not exactly the right thing to do in dealing with the bill, especially
as the greater part of the bill was retained by the Hounse. So it
embarrassed the whole situation as to the conduct of the proceed-
ingi But still we are trying to deal with it the best we can.

r. SPOONER. We do that every day.

Mr, CULLOM. We do it almost every day between the two
Houses, but it is not usually done on a billso Targe and so impor-
tant, I think.

I% I may be allowed to goon—I do not know exactly where I
quit.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You were on page 27 of the bill.

Mr.CULLOM. The sixth paragraph of thesection was stricken
out by the House and the conferces agreed to the same. That re-
fers to this same subject we have been discussing.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator say that was -
stricken ont?

Mr. CULLOM, The sixth E‘aragrs&:h.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I do not understand——

Mr. CULLOM, Ibelieve that isthe section we were discussing.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I have in my hands the print of the
18th, which is said to be—

Mr, CULLOM. You have the wrong bill. The 19th is the last

print.
t.hMIrét:{J ONES of Arkansas. Iknow the 19th is the last print, but

[

Mr. CULLOM. The 19th has the House amendments in it.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly; but I wanted to get the
proposition of the conferees.

r. CULLOM. Well, I shall have toread the conference report

to show that. What section is the Senator on?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was trying to find the section the
Senator was reading. I understood hewasreading the sixth para-
graph of section 60.
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Mr. CULLOM. The last paragraph I read was in reference to
the registration of voters, which we have been discussing.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The fifth paragraph.
= Mrt.‘lCULLOM. Yes; the fifth paragraph. Now I come to sec-

on 61,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I thought the Senator said the sixth
gg:;:graph of section 60 was stricken out. This bill does not show

th:yi- CULLOM.
nk.

Mr. PETTIGREW. A portion of it is stricken out, probably.
The gist of it remains.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I was referring to the sixth paragraph of
section 60, which reads:

Bixth. Be able to speak, read, and write the English and the Hawaiian lan-
guage.

Mr, PETTIGREW. Did the Senator say that was stricken out?

Mr. CULLOM. No.

Mr. SPOONER. The proviso is stricken out,

. ﬁ[r. CULLOM. The proviso is stricken out, and that reads as
ollows:

Provided, however, That the legislature of the Territory of Hawall may,
at any time after January 1, 1908, submit to the lawfully gualified voters of
such %e‘rri such changes and modifications in the nﬂ?ﬂmtions for elect-
ors as they 11 see fit; and the same being adop! by a maior_ltgi:ote.
]t::eninthemode prescribed by the legislature, shall be valid and binding as

That was stricken out, as it was not deemed necessary.

Mr. SPOONER. They have the power without it.

Mr. CULLOM. They have the power without it.

There was no change in section 61. Section 62 was amended so
as to read:

Sro. 62. That in order to ba qualified to vote for senators and for voting
in all other elections in the Territory of Hawaii a person must gosma all the
gualifications and be subject to all the conditions required by this act of
voters for representatives.

That was agreed to.

Section 63 provides: .

to vote who is in the Terri
mf:,% 3 h,{c?ﬁ;otge am‘hﬁlzﬁﬁgﬁ? re:l:gn of %gjns att.a?:had tom
in the service of the Unitog States.
In section 64 there is a slight change from the Senate bill.
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the Senator has skipped the pro-
vision in =ection 63, for instance,with regard to the board of regis-
tration. The bill as the Senate passed if, 1 think, provided—
Mr. CULLOM. The provision was stricken out which reqnired
them to be of different parties.
Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes: and the Hounse passed this provision:
¢ No more than two of whom shall be of the same political party.”
‘Why was that stricken out by the conferees?
Mr. CULLOM. That was stricken out by the conferees on the
theory that there were no parties in Hawaii, _
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inwhat section is that?
Mr, CULLOM. In lines 17 and 18, on page 29 of the bill, **no
more than two of whom shall be of the same political party.”
There was some discussion on that subject,which did not amount
to much, but the suggestion was made that there were no parties
in Hawaii; we did not want to suggest any, and did not think it
was necessary to insert such a provision in the bill,
There is no change in section 65, and there is no ch in sec-
tion 06 except that the House adopted an amendment that the
governor shall be a citizen of the Territory, and so on, which was
agreed to by the conferees,
In section 67 a provision was added, and agreed to by the con-
ferees, that mart'llx)al law or the suspension of the writ of habeas
corpus should not continue longer than until communication could
be with the President and s decision thereon made known.
That was added to the bill.
There is no change made in section 68, : -
. Mr. PETTIGREW. Unless the Senator objects to being inter-

rupted, I should like to ask why an exception was made in the
case of Hawaii, which requires that the governor shall be a resi-
dent of that Territory? i

Mr. CULLOM. Ee a citizen of Hawaii. .

Mr. PETTIGREW. Be a citizen, yes. None of the other Ter-
ritories of the United States have any such provision. A man
may be selected from anywhere to be tEow-u-nor of Arizona or New
Mexico or Alaska or Porto Rico, for that matter. Why shounld an
exception be made in Hawaii? )

My, CULLOM. Mr. President, I think the Senator himself has
been a stickler for what is called home rulein Territorial appoint-
ments; but not in that regard. The people of Hawaii, however,
are in a large degree a different class of people from those in the
United States; they are of mixed races and from different coun-
tries. It was the opinion of all the conferees, I may say, except
myself, that the provision requiring the appointee to be a citizen
of the Territory ought to be retained in the bill.

Mr. PETTIGREW, Was that because of their incompetence?

I did, That refers to some other section, I

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; it was becaunse of their competence;
and I desire to say, so far as that remark goes, that there are just
as able lawyers in Hawaii, jast as good merchants and business
men, as you can find in any State of the Union at the present

time.

Mr. PETTIGREW. But that istrue also of Porto Rico; it was
true of the Territory of Dakota: it is trne of Arizona and New
Mexico to-day, and 1t is true of Alaska, and yet there has never
been any such provision as that.

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that.

Mr, PETTIGREW. In all our Territories the governor can be
appointed from any part of the United States. Therefore the
Eo;asogd the Senator has given for this exception certainiy can not

ood,

1%1'. ULLOM. But that does not furnish any reason why it
should not be made, and therefore the conferees agreed to it.

Mr. TILLMAN, That is right, and the action in Porto Rico

was wroni.
1 Mr. CULLOM. I am notrunning Porto Rico now.

As to section 73, with reference to public lands, the Honse
amendment, on paﬁ 35, was stricken ont and the Senate provi-
sion reinstated with a s!ight amendment, which I think makes it
more definite as to the dates between which land transactions
were carried on, which were afterwards suspended by the Presi-
dent. The Senate knows the history of that matter, and it is not
necessary for me to take np time in discussing if. We put the

1;'cnrsigion back substantially, if not exactly, as it was passed by

e Senate. :

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., That is the proviso in section 73
which you put back—** That all sales, grants, leases,” etc.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; and ratifying the sale subject to the ap-
proval of the President. That is the substance of the provision.

In section 74 there was no change.

Section 75 of the bill relating to the apprtigriation of §15,000
was stricken out, and that was agreed to by the conferees. The
Senate section of the bill in relation to the superintendent of
public works was not changed. .

In section 76 there was no change as to the provision relatin
to public instruction alone; but there was an amendment whic
the Hounse passed providing for a commissioner of labor. The
conferees rejected a part of that amendment and provided that
the Commissioner of Labor of the United States should do all the
work that was proposed by the provision as put in by the House,
I think myself that was very wise action on the part of the con-
ferees, because there is no man who can dosuch work better than
can Mr. Wright, who has charge of all these matters.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. The printof the bill isconfusing. I
can not understand everything in it; but I nnderstand from the
two prints together that a provision in the print of the 19th which
was stricken out, marked section 76, went out of the bill in con-

ference.
Mr. CULLOM. The 315,00%provision?
es.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas,

Mr. CULLOM. All of that section goes out.

As I have stated, in section 76, relating to public instrmction,
there was no change from the section in the way it passed the
Senate; but the House added to it a paragraph providing for a
commissioner of labor to be appointed, who shounld report to the
legislature, etc. The Senate conferees thought that was an un-
necessary expenditure, and re-formed the section so that the work
gou,ld be earried out by the Commissioner of Labor of the United

tates.

No changes are made in sections 77, 78, and 70.

In section 80 there were no changes except to strike out the
words *‘commissioner of labor ™ where they were put in by the
House. Section 80 was also amended by the House, and that was
agreed ton!:ly the conferees, so as to provide that all officers ap-
pointed nnder the provisions of that section shonld be citizens of
the Territory, and further, that all persons holding office. except
as otherwise provided, shounld continue to hold their offices re-
spectively until their successorsshould beappointed and qualified,
but not beyond the first session of the senate of the Territory.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What section is that?

Mr. CULLOM. Section 80, at the end of the section. The gro-
vision placed in the bill by the House, providing that it shonld be
the duty of the surveyor to report annually to the Department of
Labor, was deemed by the conferees as unnecessary, and that pro-
vision was stricken out.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido notsuppose it will make any
difference in the acceptance of this report, but I think it is a very
great mistake to provide that all the officers to be appointed in
that Territory, or the officers provided for in this section, shall be
citizens of the Territory. 1 think weought to reserve that power
in the hands of the President. I donof think we ought to limit
him in his exercise of the appointing power. It may work well,
and it may work badly. There may a condition of things arisein
that Territory where it will be almost imperatively necessary, to
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establish and to maintain order and secure good ve'l:nment, that
persons other than citizens of that Territory be appointed to

official positions there, I confess that I am a little tired of hav-
ing the Congress of the United States dictated to by the people of
Hawaii in this and other respects, I think we ought to legislate
from this end and not from that end.

Mr. CULLOM, Well, Mr, President, that has been discussed
more or less heretofore. AllI can say in reply is that I have not
the least idea that it will work badly in that Territory; but, on
the contrary. I am very sure it will do no damage, but will prob-
ably work for the welfare of those people,

. PETTIGREW. Mr, President, unless the Senator desires
not to be interrupted. I wish to say someting in this connection.

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. I want this talked out,
go that we shall get a vote at some time.

Mr, PETTIGREW., As to all the other Territories of the
United States, we do not require that the appointees shall be cit-
izens and residents at the time of their appointment in order to
hold the positions of judges, governors, etc. Why, then, shonld we
make an exception as to Hawaii? I perceive no reason why this
shonld be done.

The character of the popnlation of Hawaii is certainly not a rea-
son. because there are only 8.000 people of American descent or
American blood upon the islands, and of those about 1,900 are males
of all ages. Therefore, the field from which to select these officers
is exceedingly small, unless we appoint them from among the Ha-
waiians; and of the native Hawaiians there are about 40.000; of
the Chinese and Japanese between sixty and seventy thousand,
and they are coming in constantly. Thereareabout 16,000 Portu-
guese there. Is that the kind of a population which entitles Ha-
waii to be specially favored over Arizona and over New Mexico,
where there are 100,000 Americans, and of the very best blood of
America also?

The fact of the matter is that these men—abont 19 Americans
out of 1,900 males—have established an oligarchy. They control
the sugar plantations and the sugar industry. They are men of
enormous wealth. Theyaretherecipientsof the§80,000,000 wehave
remitted in duties; and they want to control and manage the gov-
ernment. There has been a steady effort from the start to fix this
bill so that they may be able to manage the government. The
bill that came in here put it absolutely in their hands, and now it
is proposed to perpetuate it in their hands. The bill as amended
by the Senate released their grasp. They have their lobbyists
here to look after their interests. They have succeeded in getting
provisions in the bill that they think most essential, so far as they
could get them in, for a limitation of the suffrage, reguiring that
from their number shall be selected the officeholders of that coun-
iry,so that they can get control of the governor, of the courts, and
of the enormons veto power, 8o as torequire two-thirds of the mem-
bers of the legislature to overturn the veto, and so that they can
use the courts for other purposes.

In the bill also we have provided that a man may be imprizsoned
and put at labor under a taskmaster if he fails to pay his tax, even
his poll tax: and so far as possible we are undertaking to perpet-
nate this oligarchical government of a handful of enormously rich
men, made rich by the taxation of the c{)eople of the United States
in turning over to them the remitted duties. We have been try-
ing to hedge their power around, but now it is proposed that the
judges and the governor shall beselected from their ranks. Then
we are told what great men they are and what enormous ability
they have. Itissimply a sample of the tendencies of this Govern-
ment at the present time toward a plutocracy. We make one
thing for Porto Rico, another thing for Hawaii, and something
%I:% for the Philippines. I fail to find any reason why this should

one.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Senator knows just as well
as anybody else, when he compares the qualifications of the people
of Porto Rico as equal to those of Hawaii, that it is not true. A
large portion of the people of Hawaii are well qualified for gelf-
government; and the Senator knows that the Porto Ricans. so far
as we have any information about them, are not particularly well
gualified for self-governmant,

Mr. PETTIGREW. Whois it in Hawaii that is particalarly
well qualified. except simply the Americans?

Mr. CULLOM., The Americans, the Englishmen, the Germans,
the Portngunese, and many of the natives as well.

Mr. PETIIGREW. Mr, President—

Mr. CULLOM. I do not want to yield any longer.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ionlywanttoanswer one statement made
by the Senator. He says I know—

Mr. CULLOM, I think you do.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam on the Committee on Pacific Islands
and Porto Rico, and before the committee came men from Porto
Rico eqnal in intellect and ability to these Hawaiians, and I be-
lieve far exceeding them in character,

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator knows, I think, that the great body
of the people of Porto Rico can neither read nor write.

Mr. PETTIGREW. About 20 per cent of them.

Mr. CULLOM. He knows, I think, that nearly every man in
Hawaii can read and write.

Mr. PETTIGREW, That is true; butthis bill as it now stands
excludes them, even if they can read and write, from any partici-
pation in the Hawaiian government.

Mr, CULLOM, That is very easily said.

Mr. SPOONER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Sounth
Dakota—I ask him only for information—what warrant he has
when he makes the statement that under this bill or nnder the
law a man in Hawaii can.be imprisoned for failure to pay his
taxes? It may be true, but I have not noticed it.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Wehave not repealed this law of Hawaii:

SEec. 863. In case of personal taxes due and unpaid on the 1st day of Jan-
nary in each year,if no personal property can be found whereon to distrain,
the assessor may cause the arrest and detention of the person of such tax-
payer by and under a warrant issued and signed by the assessor or his dep-
uty, in substance in the form following, viz.

Then it gives the form of the warrant.

The next section provides that the officer receiving such war-
rant—

Mr, HOAR. Read the form of the warrant. That is a very
important part of it. , :

Mr. SPOONER. What is the warrant?

Mr, PETTIGREW, I will read the form of the warrant. I
did not think it was important. I thought what I read had cov-
ered the case pretty well. but I will read the last paragraph of
section 863 of the laws of Hawaii, giving the form of the warrant:

Territory of Hawaii, island of , district of
To , chief sheriff, or anf constable or police officer of the district of
island o , in the island of 5 lmving failed and neg-
lected to pay the sum of o upon him for personal taxzes
for the now due and unpaid, and no

or gem- property being found belong-
ing to the said whereon to levy by distress:

Therefore, by virtue of the authority in me vested by law, I hereby order
and command you to forthwith arrest and take said —— before ——, dis-
trict magistrate of , island of , to show eause, if any he has, why
he, the said , should not be sentenced by said te to be impris-
oned at hard labor notil he discharge the amount of tax and costs as by
 iEreor fali

fail not, but of this order, with your proceedings thereon, make
due return. Given under my hand this ¥ day of —.83\ D.——

Aszsessor of Division, Island of e

Then the law provides that a man shall be imprisoned at hard
labor until that tax 1s worked out.

Mr. SPOONER. Is that left in force?

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is left in force.

Mr. CULLOM. Are you sure about that?

Mr, PETTIGREW. I can not find it in the list of repealed sec-
tions, and I have examined in order to find it,

Mr, CULLOM. We havea ]sjroviaion in this bill which repeals
all laws in conflict with the bill we are considering.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I cannot find that this law of Hawaii is.
repealed. 1 may be mistaken, but I can not find any such repeal,
and I have been examining the matter very diligently.

Mr. HOAR. Before we pass from that, I should like to ask the
Senator if he understands it was the intention to repeal that por-
tion of the Hawaiian law, becanse I think if it shonld happen that
there is any doubt about the matter, such a declaration as the
Senator now makes would be very important.

Mr. CULLOM. The &u.rpoaa of the commission, in the first
lace, and then of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate, and it certainly has been my purpose, was to repeal all

provisions of the Hawaiian law which imprisoned any man for
debt, whatever the character of the debt might be.

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no doubt but what that law is
left in existence, so far as I can see.

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed now, I want to go on. I
believe I have got through with section 80.

My, TILLMAN, I have made a very careful examination of
the bill and the chapters of the law on pages 8, 4, 5, and 6, where

ou have repealed certain of the Hawaiian statutes, and I do not

d that these two are repealed.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can notf find them.

Mr, CULLOM. Isnppose the provisionsof the bill repeal them.

Mr. SPOONER. What provisions?

Mr, TILLMAN. What provision of the bill conld possibly re-
peal them? Thisisa le%al process for collecting taxes. It is not
an imprisonment for debt, although it actually amounts to that.

Mr. CULLOM. I have not had time to look up the statutes to
see exactly as to that.

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not been able to find it in the section
of the bill in which those two sections of the Hawaiian law have
bheen repealed.

Mr, CULLOM. I understand that.

In section 81 the House inserted the words ‘“circunit courts” in
addition to the supreme court, struck out the provision in regard
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to bills of exceptions, etc., and added at the end of the section the
following:
And nutil the legislature shall otherwise provide, the laws of Hawail here-

tolore in force concerning the several conrts and their ]j;rlsdictlon and pro-
cedure shall continue in force except as herein otherwise provided.

That section, perhaps, wounld be better understood if I should
read it. There is nothing in section 81, however, except torestore
the words ** circuit courts” in the section. The Senate, I believe,
had only provided that the President should aipoint the judges of
the snpreme court. The House provided that the President should
appoint both the supreme court and circunit court judges, and in
conference the Senate conferees consented to the President ap-
pointing the circuit judges as well as the supreme court judges,
and the conferees agreed accordingly on the section.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Is that section 80?7

Mr. CULLOM. No; section 81.

Mr, SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, does that section
leave in all cases the decisions of the supreme court of the Terri-
tory final, withont any right of appeal in any case to the Supreme
Court of the United States?

Mr. CULLOM. I think the section did not apply to that.

Mr, SPOONER. Yes; it did. There was a provision in the
Senate bill for an appeal from the supreme court of Hawaii to the
circuit court of appeals of the Ninth judicial circuif, and an ap-
peal on writ of error to the Supreme Court of the United States
upon any writ of habeas corpus involving a question of personal
freedom. Is that all stricken out of the bill?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From where was the Senator reading?

Mr. SPOONER. I was reading from page 43, section 81, of the
print of Aﬁril 19, ;

Mr, CULLOM. I think, if the Senate will allow me to go on
until we get entirely through with the court business, Senators
will probably be better able to understand what is in and what is
out of the bill.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wanted to ask the Senator a ques-
tion about something that has been passed; but if the Senator
prefers to conclude before I ask the gquestion, I shall wait.

Mr. CULLOM. Iam getting a little tired of standing so long.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. There are some questions that [ want
to ask the Senator, but I will ask them after he gets rested.

Mr. CULLOM., In section 81, as I stated, the House inserted a
provision that—

The laws of Hawaii heretofore in force concerning the several conrts and

their jurisdiction and procedure shall continue in force except as herein
otherwise provided.

Section 82 is amended so as to require that the judges of the
supreme court shall be citizens of the Territory of Hawaii; that
they shall be appointed by the President of the United States and
gon firmed by the Senate, and they may be removed by the Presi-

ent.

Section 83 is amended by the insertion, in line 21, on page 44, of
the word ‘““male,” and also the words “*and 21 years of age” are
inserted; so as to make the provision that no person shall be a
qualified juror unless he is a male citizen of the United States
and 21 years of age, etc.

In line 24 there is an amendment which provides that ““no per-
gon shall be convicted in any criminal case except by unanimous
verdict of the jury.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., Where is that?

Mr. CULLOM. In section83. That, of course, is making the
law conferm to the laws of the United States,

Mr. SPOONER. It will be found in lines 1 and 2, on page 45
of the last print.

Mr. CULLOM. Iwillsay thatthelawsof the Territoryallowed
averdict by two-thirds of the JUI{, Ithink, instead of unanimously.

On page 45 of the Senate bill there is an amendment referring to
grand jurors which was agreed to by the conferees, is now in the
conference bill, and included in the last part of section 83.

There is no amendment to section 84 of the Senate bill.

Referring to the Delegate in Congress, section 85 of the Senate
bill is amended so as to require that the Delegate shall possess the
qualifications necessary for membership of the house of repre-
sentatives of the legislature of Hawaii. and he is also to have a
seat in the House of Representatives with the right to debate, but
not to vote, the same as a Delegate from any of the other Territo-
ries who comes to Congress.

Section 86 was amended by the House, but the amendment was
receded from in conference, and the section standsin the confer-
ence bill as it was passed by the Senate.

Sections 87, 83, 89, and 90 were not changed.

Section 91 was amended by the House, and the conferees agreed
to the amendment, the purport of which is that all moneys in the
Hawaiian treasury, all the revenues and other property acquired
by the government of Hawaii since the cession, shall be and remain
the property of the Territory of Hawaii.

Section 92 provides for the salaries of certain officers appointed

by the President, namely, the %overnor. £5,000, and so on, giving
the salaries of the tive officers provided for in the bill.

As to the chief justice, I have forgotten whether the Senate bill
provided for a salary of $5,500 or $5,000, but I think it was only
$3,000, That is increased to $5,600, The salary of the associate
%t;sé‘l(‘}%es is $3,000 each and that of the secretary of the Territory

Section 92, providing for the payment of salaries to the gov-
ernor, the secretary, the chief justice, and the associate justices, is
amended as I have stated.

The House provided fcr the salaries of the circuit judges to be
paid by the Territory of Hawaii, but as we finally agreed that
those judges should be appointed by the President, the conferees
report the bill providin tgnt they shall be paid their salaries by
the Government of the United States.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are Territorial judges?

Mr. BATE. Territorial cirenit judges.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Is thatthe practicein the Territories
of the United States?

Mr, CULLOM. I think we pay all the officers in our Territories
where we provide for their appointment by the President. Insuch
cases 1 think they are paid from the United States Treasury,

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. These are simply temporary appoint-
ments until such time as the local government there shall be able
to administer affairs in its own way, is it not?

Mr. CULLOM. No,sir; the President is to continue to appoint
the judges. .

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.
point all of them?

Mr. CULLOM, Yes, sir.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I understand
we are compelled, under the conference report, if adopted, and if
the bill becomes a law, to select all of these officers from citizens
of Hawaii, and we are given the great privilege of payin ﬁ them
their salaries out of our own Treasury. Why does not Hawaii
sufﬂ_ort her own government?

. CULLOM. That is what the commission started in to re-
quire them to do; but under the direction in part of Congress, as
it has been manifested here, the judges are all to be appointed b
the President; and if they are appointed b% the President, 1 t
their salaries ought to be paid out of the Treasury of the United
States, as is the case with all of our other Territories.

Mr. TILLMAN., Why not let the President select them, just
a< he does for all other Territories—wherever he can find the best

The President is to confinue to ap-

ent?

Mr. CULLOM. That is a question I donot care to discuss any
further now.

The section as reported by the conference also provides for the
salary of the United States district judge at $5,000; the United
States marshal, two thousand five hundred; United States district
attorney, three thonsand. And the governor shall receive annu-
ally,in addition to his salary, the sum of $500 for stationery, post-
age, and incidentals, and also his traveling expenses while absent;
from the capitol on official business, and the sum of $2,000 annu-
ally for his private secretary.

Section 98 of the Senate bill was not amended.

Section 94 refers to the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, re-
quiring a report, etc., the House striking out the last four lines,
be%im:ing after the word ** fit,” on page 51, line 18, of the Senate
bill, being an appropriation of $5,000 for the purpose of examining
into the subject of fisheries surrounding that Territory.

Section 95 remains in the bill reported by the conferees as it
passed the Senate.

Section 96 was amended by the House striking ont ** shall”’ and
inserting ‘“may,"” and inserting ‘*such” between ‘“*in” and ‘*man-
ner,” and inserting after the word ‘ manner " the words ‘‘as may
be.” The intention was fo make it read moresmoothly, as the con-
ferees thought.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What section is that?

Mr, CULLOM. Section 96.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some of these prints have no section
96 in them.

Mr. CULLOM. You have fut hold of the wrong bill, I reckon,
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have both.
Mr. CULLOM. It will now read as follows:
That if such fishing right be established, the attorney-generalof the Terri-
tory of Hawaii may proceed, in such manner as may be provided by law, ete.
Section 97 was amended by striking out all the latter portion of
the section, requiring the United States to pay in part all the ex-
enses of the leper settlement on the island of Molokai and the
eper hospital at Kalihi, and the homes at which the children of
lepers are received, etce,
he people of the Territory, so far as I could learn, prefer to
pay the expenses of those settlements, and I thought it better to
allow them to do so, and so did the conferees and the commission,
Section 98 was amended by the House striking out ** on the 12th
day of August” and inserting ‘‘permanent or temporary, on
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August 12,” and also inserting the words® together withthe fol-
lowing-named vessels claiming Hawaiian register.” That refers
to the registration of a certain number of vessels which were in-
corporated in the bill, which are named and the names of which
I presented to the Senate when we considered the bill; but there
seemed to be some confusion as to what ought to go in, and I
asked to withdraw the amendment, and if was done. The House
put it in and the conferees agreed tfo it.

Mr. BACON, In this connectton the Senator will remember
that that was a provision which elicited considerable debate in
the Senate, and after that debate it was the judgment of the Sen-
ate that the ships should not be named as entitled to registration.
In other words, the judgment of the Senate was that the question
of registration should be determined by the class to which a ves-
sel belonged, and it should not be designated and taken ouf of a
class and given this special favor. The i‘ud ent of the Senate
was that the registration of those vessels shounld be limited to
those which at a certain date were in the class named,

Now, what I desire to ask the Senator is this: The Senator, of
course, is familiar with the reasons which were given in the Sen-
ate why the designation of particular ships as entitled to registra-
tion was not favored by the Senate and why the Senate decided
sgainst it; and in order that I maie be informed as to whether the
change should be made, I should like the Senator to inform us as
to the reasons—

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator does not recollect the exact facts
with reference to the matter as it occurred in the Senate. I my-
self introduced the amendment.

Mr. BACON. Yes; I remember,

Mr. CULLOM. It was given to me by a Senator, I think, and
I supposed there would be no objection to it. I infroduced it in
the Senate, and we had scarcely began to consider it before, I
think, my distinguished friend the Senator from Sonth Dakota
[Mr, PETTIGREW | proposed fo insert the names of a large number
of vessels about which nobody seemed to know anything except,
perhaps, the Senator himself. Rather than delay and indulge in
a long discussion abont it I withdrew the amendment. That is
the literal truth about it. The Senate really did not consider this
subject, oxceﬁt for a very few moments,

Mr. BACON. Is the Senator prepared to state now—my recol-
lection having been refreshed—why these vessels named, which
are admitted by thisamendment to registration, should be admitted
rather than other vessels?

Myr. CULLOM. The only reason I know is that as to these par-
ticular vessels everyone said that while there was a little question
about their being legally registered in Hawaii, because of the
change of government in the meantime, yet they were in fact en-
titled to registration, provided the government over there had had
such an existence as to give registration at all; and so far as I was
concerned as one of the conferees I allowed the provision to goin
as it is reported.

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Illinois made a remark
a few moments ago, saying I wanted to add the names of a lot of
other vessels.

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator did have a list of eight or
ten, he said.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I objected to addli:g the names of any
vessels, and I read a list of those which received Hawaiian
register since our flag went up. I protested against adding the
names of any ships, and the Senator decidedly misrepresents me
by any such statement.

Mr. CULLOM. I certainly did not mean to do so, if the Sena-
tor objected.

Mr, PETTIGREW, Iobjected to any being put in.

Mr, CULLOM. Irememberthe Senator lm(; a list of ten vessels,

Mr. PETTIGREW. I had a list from the records of Hawaii,
‘showing that they had registered eight or ten ships, perhaps, after
our flag went up there, as I believe, in violation of law, and I did
not think it ought to be ratified by our act. 1t was a lawless act
on their purt, and it ought not to be ratified on our part. I ob-
jected to adding any names and giving registration in this man-
ner. I want that distinctly understood.

Mr. CULLOM. I did not remember that the Senator made any
objection, but thou&rht that he wanted more ships added.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did object to those that were in and to
the adding of any more. A year ago I defeated a separate bill
brought in. here to give those ships a register by refusing to con-
sent to its consideration. 1 do not believe this amendment ought
to be ratified to give an American register to any such vessels.

Mr. CULLOM. Of conrse I do not desire fo misrepresent the
Senator from South Dakota. I was merely stating in his presence
what my recollection was. If he says that he first objected to all
of them, | withdraw it, of course.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not say I first objected to all of them.
I say I objected at all times to all of them, and I simply read an
additional list fo show what they were doing over there.

Mr, CULLOM. I remember when the Senator began to read
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the long list I concluded to withdraw the amendment, and did so
in order to get rid of the subject.

Mr. PETTIGREW. And they are all put back in conference?

Mr. CULLOM., The listof five are put back in conference.

Mr. PETTIGREW, So my protest, by showing an additional
list, succeeded in knocking it ont in the Senate and Ereven ting a
giscussion of this question; and then they are put back in con-

‘erence,

Mr. CULLOM. Iwithdrew the amendment without any refer-
ence to the question of the merits of the case, because I did not
want at that time to delay the bill by a long discussion as to what
vessels were entitled to registration and what were not.

Section 99 remains in the bill reported by the conferees sub-
stantially as in the Senate bill, except a different use of language
meaning the same thing.

Mr. TILLMAN, Before we pass from section 99, I see there is
an amendment here which limits or rather puts off for a year our
coasting laws. Why is that?

Mr. CULLOM. That was put in in the House and withdrawn
by the conferees.

Mr, TILLMAN. But it isin yet.

Mr, CULLOM. No; itisnot. I have said to the Senator sev-
eral times that the amendments of the conferees to the House bill
are not in this print, because the Senators desired to see just what
the difference was between the House and the Senate, and not be-
tween the Senate and the conferees.

Mr, TILLMAN. I have the wrong bill. It is pretty hard to
keep these babies from getting mixed up. It is very difficult to
tﬁall what is the conference report and what was passed by the

ouse,

- B':ilr. C‘-;ULLOM. If the Senator would follow it closely he wonld
nd out.

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam trying to follow it closely.

Mr. CULLOM. Section 101 was amended by the insertion of
an amendment providing that ‘‘all Chinese and other Asiatics
who came or were brought into Hawaii since August 12, 1898,
under contract, etc., shall depart therefrom and from the United
States within one year from the date of the taking effect of this
act.” That amendment was stricken out down to the proviso
after the word ‘“acts,” in the last part of the paragraph, and the
balance of thesection remains in the bill reported by the conferees.

Sections 101 and 102 were not amended by the House.

One hundred and four, the last section of the bill, was amended
by striking out * thirty ” and inserting ‘“*sixty ” by the House, but
the conferees struck out ‘‘sixty” and inserted ‘‘forty-five.” In
the second line of the section as appears in the conference bill the
words ‘‘ excepting only as to section 52, relating to appropriations,
which shall take effect npon such approval,” were inserted and
agreed to by the conferees. There was a mistake in the first con-
ference report. It referred to a section of the bill as 53 when it
ought to have been 52. That is all there was of that.

Mr. President, 1 desire to make a few general remarks, and then
I %Eopose to take my seat.

r. BACON. If the Senator will O}}ardon me before he begins
the general discussion, I was unavoidably out of the Chamber
when one amendment was passed about which I wished to ask
some questions. It may have been stated by the Senator, but I
notice that there is an amendment here by which Hawaii is made
a separate district and attached to the Ninth judicial circuit.

Mr. CULLOM. That is the bill verbatim et literatim as if
passed the Senate, I think.

Mr, BACON. Itisin italics here,

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, but it is—

Mr. BACON. If I recollectaright, the Senator from Wisconsin
succeeded when that was before the Senate in having it changed,
The Senator from Wisconsin took the position and arguoed it with
great earnestness upon authority that it would be an unconstitu-
tional court; that we had no right to establish a constitutional
court outside of the organized territory of States.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will remember that after quite a
discussion by himself and several other Senators, the provision as
it was in the original Senate bill was amended so as to make it a
legislative court in the estimation of the Senator from Wisconsin
and the Senator from Colorado and the Senator himself, as well as
the Senator {from Connecticut. The House bill had the original
provision in it as it was reported to the Senate, and it passed in
that way, but the conferees insisted npon restoring the provision
as it passed the Serate of the United States, and that was done.

Mr. BACON. I beg theSenator’s pardon, Iwas misled by the
printed copy of the bill as it came from the House,

Mr. CU M. Iunderstand.

Mr. BACON,. I supposed that was the status of the bill, but
the statement of the Senator, of course, shows I am in error.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will find by looking at the confer-
ence report that the Senate provision was restored.

Mr. BACON, The Senator will see how it was that I made the
mistake,
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My, CULLOM, Certainly.
Mr. BACON. I ?0"' hold of the wrong copy.
Mr. CULLOM. It only verifies what has been often stated,

that the action of the House in striking out all of the Senate bill
in the first place makes it veryembarrassing and difficult for any
Senator to follow it,

Mr. President, I shonld be unfaithful to my conception of duty
if I shonld fail to give to theSenate of the United States my views
in regard to the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands.

The incorporation of these provinces of the sea into our political
system, under the provisions of this bill, is the final great step
taken in fulfillment of our duty in extending the salutary influ-
ences of the American Republic over a peoEIe who have for years
offered to usa standing invitation to take them under our control.

It 1= true, Mr. President, that the events of a score of years have
tended towgrd this result, as a culmination which was certain to
come and which has been constantly foreseen. It is true, also,
Mr. President, that the nations and peoples which have inhabited
or controlled in large degree the oceanic provinces in both the
Atlantic and Pacific have, by the logic of the situation, become
rivals for the control and ownership of the wonderful commerce
of this portion of the semitropical world. This rivalry has been
a matter of growth, and not of choice, with the United States.
The extent and the ramification of this rivalry came naturally
and logically, and it was not initiated by the United States, asin
a race for territory or forspoils. We all remember when the eyes
of the civilized world were directed to the movements of the Ore-

on in her memorable trip half around the world. We all remem-
ger Santiago and San Juan, and we quickly recall Manila, and
the rest, where the fortunes of war gave victory to our arms,

But, Mr. President, we have acquired Hawaii in the peaceful
and proper way, as the logical and certain conclusion of great
principles which underlie our civilization, our growth. In the
early days of the century the American spirit of expansion car-
ried our ships and our commerce and our whalers and our mis-
sionaries, as exg]orers and advance agents of civilization, into the
far Pacific, and established agencies for the humanizing of the
native peoples. Now they are coming back to us, bringing golden
rewards to their mother country. They come back to us with a
wealth of education and prosperity and intelligence and ask us
confidently tobeallowed to join us as citizens of the United States,
They do not come as beggars or panpers, buf as a people whohave
not buried their talents in a napkin.

Mr. President, what dothey bring? What havethey got? What
will the United States realize as the return for the extension of
govereignty over Hawaii? 1

As preliminary to a general answer to these queries, I wish to
allnde to the visible commerce on th:lfmrt of Honolulu in Decem-
ber last pdst, the latest showing available. I learn from official
and reliable sources that in December, 1899, the largest amount
of imports ever recorded in a single month was received. Sixteen
foreign steamers and 48 sailing vessels arrived with cargoes. This
did not include the large number of United States transports
laden with stock or with quartermaster supplies. There were
40 general cargoes, with a total of 45.000 tons; 11 cargoes of coal,
with 23,000 tons, and 13 lnmber vessels, carrying nearly 10,000,000
feet of lnumber. The revenue from import duties alone in 1899
was $400,000 in excess of that of 1598,

This little statement shows in some e what is now follow-
ing the evolution of the rEOIioy of expansion as applied only to the
Hawaiian Islands in part. ]

I append here a few extracts from the report of the collector-
general of customs for the year 1880, These show an aggregate
commerce in tha%&aar amounting to nearly $42,000,000. Of this
amonnt, over §19,000,000 was imported from the United States and
twenty-two and one-half millions exported to the United States,

The value of the exports show an increase in 1809 over 1898 of
five and one-half million dollars in value.

COMMERCE OF HAWATL

I take from the report of the collector-general of customs of
Honolulu for the. year ended December 31, 1889, the following

Trade of Hawaii, by countries,in 1399,

Country. Imports. | Exports.

[ §22,517,758

22,628, 741

Total

Trade of Hawaif, articles, in 1809, with increase or decrease as com ed
- with 1595, <ai

IMPORTS.

Articles.

Ale, beer, cider, and porter
Animals birds

Conland coke .......oo.oeemnanea
Crockery, glassware, lamps, ete .. .........
Drugs, surgical instruments, and dental
material
Dry goods:
e T R R e A R I
T e S e S R N T
Silks ...

Fish, dryandsalt _.__...._.
Flour......

Groceries and provisions .
Guns, gun materials, and powder

Hardware, icnltural implements, and
iy ot oo (1 1
onse fornishings ........cccmmeeececnmcnes
Iron, steel, etc......... 259, 187
Jewelry. plate, and ¢ 60, 424
AR e L e T e S e 60, 604
o e
e e
Matches ... ... 2,[%:
Musical instruments._. 45,
Naval stores........... 140,
(jils (cocoanut, kerosene, ete.) ... 198,
Paints, paint oil, and turpentine........... 07,
Perfumery and toilet articles ... | 36,
Railroad material (rails, cars, ete.) 229
material =0

Saddlery. carriages, an
Sheathingmetal. ... . ... ...
Shooks, bags, and containers. .
s | R = S R SR
l:fatiouery and books......

I"Oea r—

Tin, tinware, and materils _

EaTERE

BB
EIE2UBRHBRCRERERRENE

Tobacco, ) P .l 835
Wineh, Baht s i e 1
Bundry personal and household effects____
Sundry merchandise, notincluded inabove 479,
Forty-six articles of import.
EXPORTS.
Bugar..... M I B B e A 21, 808, 100 | 85,283,568 |..ac.......
Rice. ... . A2 8881 C L $106, 716
O L i e e B e ey S e B ey 132, 47 18,408 1.0 = il
84 7,687

Sundry fruits -
AWE ioivenvaiaa
Bones and horn,
CHMMI08: < ac s ==

Canned pines.......
Honey ..

22,628,741 | 5,421,608

Twenty-nine articles of export.,

Mr, Sewall, United States special agent at Honolulu, incloses a
clipping from a local paper, which says, in part:
During the month of December, 1890, the largest amount of imports ever
m%ni;c%aenf?r o?o month in Hag%u]u uﬁq&a reoeired.ﬂ i o
oreign steamers an: 84 vesselsarrivedin t with cargoes.
This does not h;‘cluda the large number of United States tp?rrmaporm that en-
tered the harbor bringing stock and guartermaster B’n[;plieu.
There were mg.neml cargoes, amounting to a total of 45.000 tons; 11 eargoes
gg S‘ﬂ,’g }11&? Pot?l ing 22,850 tons; and 18 vessels brought in lnmber with a total
2 eet.,
The acquisition of these islands by the United States has given an impatus
to Honolula that has attracted thgymmmerd.nl interest of the world.paTha
and shipping to this ]ﬁt has grown with such rapidity that the in-
crease of trade in E)ecember. compared with December of a year ago, is
something phenomenal.

In evidence of the rity of the port, a walk along the water front will
show every availsble dock and berth oocupied by Vvessols Unloading cargoos
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of every description, and a large number anchored in the stream compelled
to wait for days before being able to , on mecount of the small ae-
commodations.

The revenue from import duties in 1899, adds Mr. Sewall, was
$400.000 in excess of that of 1898. d

The second column in the tables of ** Trade by articles™ gives the
increases in both imports and exports of Hawaii for 1899 over 1808,
which reach nearly all of the articles of trade.

It must be remembered that the duties collected upon this com-
mercs have all gone into the Hawaiian treasury. So it has been
with all moneys accumulating in the Hawaiian postal service u
to this time. But both the customs and the postal receipts :
after the passage of this bill, come to the United States Treasury.

Now let us look a little at the aphical situation of Hawaii
as related to other parts of the world, and especially to this coun-
try. I quote from the raPorts of the Hawaiian commission made
to the President and published by the Fifty-filth Congress:

The Hawaiian Islands are located in the Paciflc Ocean, about 2,100 miles
southwest from San Francisco, and are between 18° and 253° north latitude
angd 1564° and 161° west longitude. The latitade or distance from the equator
is about the same as that of Cuba. The climate would probably be the same
as that of Cuba were it not modified and equalized by the northeast trade
winds, which prevail for about nine months of the year, coming over thou-
sands of miles of ocean uncontaminated by impurities. The Japanese gulf
gtream is a broad current of cool water, flowing like a river across the Paciflc
Ocean, which lowers the temperature within its vidnitg materially.

There are othér somewhat permanent currents and winds which affect
temperature, and these great natural agencies tend constantly to neutralize
the tropical heat, which would otherwise seriously affect the temperature of

e islands, annual average of temperature at Honolulu is 72° or 78° F.
while the lowest is 55° and the highest 88°. Duri
th Beptembe:

ng the warmest month o

8 Year, r, the temperature, except for about two hours at mid-
day, stands at about 78°. There is never any frost or snow, excag: upon the
high mountain 8, where at the altitude of nearly 14,000 fect there are at

times considerable snowfalls.
AREA AND POPULATION.

The Hawaiian group numbers seven inhabited islands and eleven or twelve
small rocl? or sandy shoals or reefs, with a total area of 6,740 square miles.
They are described as follows:

Population, 180,
Hawail. area 4.210 nﬁu.nm I e e o e i e e 33, 285
Maui, 780 square mi R .= 17,728
R e e e

auai, 500 square miles (ric an az 1

Molokai, 270 square miles (agricultural maﬁ AZIDE).-.-neee 2,807
Lanali, 150 square miles (devoted to sheep r g) - .- 106
Niihan, 97 square miles (leased to sh § PR S R RS 164

Kahoolawe, 63 sqnare miles,

Molokini, small size.

Lehua, small gize,

Nihoa, 50 acres (about), precipitons rock, 400 feet high (244 miles northwest
Lamm 000 aonas (about) island, 1 d sandy, 30 feet high (800

ysan, 2,000 acres (a . BUaANo , low and sandy, e

miles northwest from Honolula), +
Gardeners Island, two innccessible rocks, 200 feet high, about 1,000 feet long

(607 miles northwest of E[molulu{.

Liscansky Island. 500 acres (about), low and sandy, 25 to50 feet high (920 miles
northwest from Honolulu),
OcEIan Ii-ﬂ?n;l, 500 mecres (about), low and sandy (1,800 miles northwest from
onoinla).
Necker Island, 400 acres (about), a precipitous rock, 300 feet high (400 miles
northwest from Honoluln).
Pulmyra Island, a cluster of low islets, about 10 miles in circumference, with
h n in center; has a few cocoanut trees (1,100 miles southwest of Hono-
uj,
Kanla, small, rocky island, a few miles sonthwest of Niihau.
French Frigate Shoal, scattered shoals or reefs.
THE INHABITANTS.

An important subject of onr investigation was that of the adaptability of
tha several races of the people who inhabit the islands for American citizen-
ship and their ability to sustain the obligations which attach to the right of

. The American idea of universal suffrage presupposes that the
body of citizens who are to exercise it in a free and independent manmer
have, by inheritance or education, such knowledge and appreciation of the

nsibilities of free suffrage and of a full participation in the sovereignty

of the coun as to be able to maintain a republican govermment,

The following different races and nationalities of people now occupy the
Hawniian Islands:
Hawalians and mixed BI00A . ccccocaaccnccciccoiciistisairsescsnenancsns a9, (00
AADPANEHE o oo e oo e 25,000
Chinese..... 21,500
Portuguese... 15, 000
Americans. ... 4,000
Britiah . - 250
Germans and other Europeans. .. 2,000
Polynesians and miscellaneons..... 1,230

1 S R e S S SR

The native Hawaiians are a kindly, affectionate people, confiding, friendly,
and Hberal, many of them childlike and easy in habits and manners, willing
to associate and inte r with the European or other races, obedient to
law and governmental authority., Many of the Japanese are contract labor-
ers, who are en d upon the sugar plantations. Others are employed as
day laborers. ‘here are some, however, who have become me ts and
mechanies, who condnet business for themselves, and who exhibit the national
characteristics of skill, thrift, and ability.

There are about 700 Chinese who have been naturalized into the Hawaiian
republic. Mavoy of the Chinese and Japanese on the islands are, or have
been, brought there under permits by that government, and contracts under
which they are bound to work for a term of years, and to return at the expi-
ration of the contract term of service. At the expiration of their terms they
are either returned to their native country, or renew their Iabor contracts,
or become dsz laborers.

Near1¥ all Cliinese laborers desire and expect to go back to China at death,
if not before. The Japanese are not so particnlar as to returning; but with
their accumulative habits they frequently attain a position and standing in
business which makes it desirable to them to remain in the islands,

The Americans, although in such a small minority.g:mt{call dominate
the governmental affairs of the country, and, with the British and Germans,

an iurrtf W constitnte the controlling ele-
ment in business. The Chi and

Ji do not now possess political
wer, nor have they any important relation to the body politie, except as
Knhorers. The P i s )

ese are largely immigrants from the islands and colo-
?iuorPoﬂusxlin and |

Atlantie, nnd have never been very closely tied to

heir mother country. With tho certain attrition which is bound to exist

between them and the Americans in Hawaii, and under the influence of the

existing public-school system, which makes the study of the English language

compulsory, they pro to become a good class of people for the growth of
ican ideas.

re; )] d

%wiﬂ. of course, be observed that this entire population of 110,000 is dumi-

nated, politically, fl cially, and e cially, by the American clement,
HAWAIL

Hawaii, the largest of the islands and from which the E‘O\l‘p takes its
name, contains nearly 2,600,000 acres of land, and has a population of nearly
24,000. Its principal town is Hilo, sitnated on Hilo Bay, at the month of the
Wail River. Hilo possesses several churches, a good hotel, and several
business houses. There are three lofty mountains on the island of Hawaii
una . and Hua! The two first are nearly 14,000
feet high and the other 800). Upon Mauns are two great volcanoes,
Kilauea, upon the side of the mountain, at an elevation of 4,000 feet, and the
other, Mokuaweoweo, at the top, or at about 13,500 feetelevation. These two
great voleanoes are stillalive, bunt not now in eruption.

We visited Kilauea and crossed its broad lava fields within the walls of its
original crater, and now about 500 feet below the rim or edge of tha wall. On
the southerly portion of this broad lava bed is a still deeper pit, or live cra-
ter, s&wently some 800 feet below the surface of the broad lava fleld before
mentioned, from the very bottom of which arises a whitish sulphurous smoke
8o dense as to hide full view the surface of the burning, mthin; H.q;:“id
far below. This fs what is called “ Halemsuman," **the house of fire," whon
the volcano is active and in eruption, but it is now very quiet and smoky.
Yet even now numerous cre are found, some of them 2 or 3 miles from
this pit or lake, from which smoke or steam constantly arises, and in which
sticks thrust down a few inches by us readily took fire. Around some of
these crevices an efMlorescence of sulphur was noticed, and on examination
we found deposits of pure native sulphur so hot from the subterranean foun-
tain, ‘fer‘hnpu 8 miles away, that it could not be handled. It must be remem-
bered that this description refers only to Kilauea, and not at all to the great
voleano itself at the topof the mountain, and called “* Mokuaweoweo,” which
during theagesand ages past haaﬁured thelava over the island mnn%times.

The magnitude of monn is hardly believed at first sight, but the
distance is not less than 60 miles from th
from the erater of Kilauea,on the side of Mauna Loa, to the crater of Mokus-
weoweo, at the top of the same mountain, is about 25 miles. The side
of these great mountains com’ practically all the agricultural land u

island. This can nearly all be caltival after it is cleared from its Iux-
vegetation. Some of it, however, has snch o rank growth of tree
bananas, and all sorts of tropical trees and vines as torequirea
coat of from $20 to £60 per acre to clear it. There are great fields of sngar
cane on this island, the best of which yields under favorable conditions from
b to 6 or more tons of sugar per acre.

MAUL

Mani is believed to be one of the oldest voleanic islands. Much of the lava
of which it is composed has become decomposed and available for easy culti-
vation, while the use of artesian water for irrigation has made the sngar
lands the most profitable known. This island has u it the Eraat volcano
of Haleakala, now and for centuries entirely quiet, but which is the largest
nse_xi‘.inlt:::_f voleano in the world. This crater is half a mile deep and 20 miles in
circumferance, :

On ,this island artesian water is pumped in q(umtitleh of 6,000,000 gallons
daily to the height of 400 feet, for sugar irrigation. The lands on the south
and west sides of the island are mostly cattle ranches and pasture lan
whila on the north and east the numerous streams furnish abundanee
water for rous plantations of s and coffee. This island was once
akingdom. The town of Lahaina was its capital and contained the
of thaé:[l'ﬁg. I;Ignm oc;t ‘gl: antations ‘?1% this ishudtwera visited h‘y&us atid
were o5 uty. They evidenced great enterprise, an ield
large pronytsprrom the pentrcmm o% sugar, = Ly

EAUAT.

Knuai, the most northwesterly of the grouap, is naa% circular in form
and about 25 miles in diameter, hnvln&:n area of about ) square miles. It

helieved to be one of the oldest of Hawalian Islands; has u deeper soil
and & greater pro on of naturally arable land. It seems to have been
originally formed by eruptions of Mount Waialeale, the great central peak
G010 feet in height, a voleano which has been extinet from time immemorial.
There are several mountain streams flowing from an elevated natural res-
ervoir, or lake, in the central plateau.

The valleys between the mountain ranges, which radiate from the interior,
are broad and deep, having large areasof rich bottom lands, very productive
under the influence of irrigation, which is largely in use for the sugar plan-
tations. Kaunai was, in the remote a kingdom imd.t] and the stories
of kings and chiefs and warriors of Kauai are the traditional histories of the
jsland. Lihue, the chief settlement, has about 3,500 inhabitants. The Falls
of Wailua are romantically sitnated in the midst of a luxuriunt forest, the
R il iz krs growi et The bttt Sl i aae o
other nctsare grown o take m
Dride I their fortile lands, =+ R

OAHU,

Oahu, upon which is situated Honolulu, the capital city, is the most popu-
lous of the islands, having over 40,000 inhabitants. It is devoted largely to
pasturage and agriculture. Beveral very profitable sugar plantations are
now operated on this island, and the full development of the artesian water
supply for the irrigation of growing sugar cane is here exhibited. D
the past two years the yield of sugar upon one of the favorably situated plan-
tations has exceeded expectation, amounting to from Dﬂ to 114 tons of sngar
‘pe;i 5.1‘:“- Honolulu Hn.rbor._altléuugb ng:r large ignoalg taha:.-fomm égt a
A ¥ growing commerce, is a deep-wa ning thron e coral reefs
at the mouth :lF the Nuuanu Valley, in fronhmhe city of Honolnlun,

PEARL HARBOR.

A few miles away is Pearl Harbor, a naturally excavated harbor. covering
8 or 10 square miles of water surface and ranging from 20 to 80 feet deep.

It i= exmd that by a small appropriation a coral reef. which bars the
ce the ocean for large vessels, will be removed by the Govern-
ment of the United States, whereupon this will furnish the best harbor on
the Puciflc. Bome of the most beantiful and enchanting residence sites to be
found are at Honoluln. A railway 565 miles in length connects Honolulu with
‘Wainlua and several intervening points. Several v prmggms business
enterprises are established at Honolulu, and, al her, the location, for
many reasons, is a most desirable one for commercial and shipping facilities.
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MOLOKAIL
. Molokal is a long, narrow island, about 40 miles in length and less than 10
miles in width. o eastern half of Molokai has some very wild mountain
scenery and in some places a loxuriant vegetation. Recently much atten-
tion has been given to irrigation from artesian water, and a large area is ex-
cted soon to be brought under profitable culture. Still, most of the island
devoted to pasturage. Quite a large number of deer have their haunts on
this island.
NITHAU.

Niihau isan island of nearly 100 square miles, the most of the land upon
which has been leased to sheep raisers, There are about 100 native inhabit-
ants, who adhere in manners and style of living to the customs of their earlier
ancestors. The handiwork of the natives in the making of a kind of mats is
known all over the islands. They are called ** Niihau mats,” and bring large
pricea from the collectors of curios. A part of this island consists of a coral
reef, u?lift.ad by some convulsion of nature, but now largely covered by
vol ¢ material washed down from the mountains,
LANAT.

Lanai comprises about 100,000 acres, devoted almost wholly to sheep rais-
ing and the production of wool It has only about 100 inhabitants, and is
rarely visited except by persons interested in the sheep-raising or wool-
.growing industry.

RATNFALL.

There is a great diversity in the amount of rainfall in different localities,
but it is thought that about 50 inches Ser annum is the average over the
qu . On the windward (northeast) side of some of the islands at certain
ow altitudes the rainfall reaches 150 inches, as at Hilo, or even 200 inches, as
at the voleano of Kilauea, while on the leeward side, at the sea level, very
little rain falls, but up the mountain sides there is usually abundant mois-
ture. The climate is particularly healthy, both in the dry or wet localities,
it being claimed even that the frequent showers in some places do not satu-
rate the air with moisture, There is vm—g seldom much humidity in the
atmosphere, and even in damp or marshy districts there is seldom any ma-
laria or fever germs.

Temperature and rainfall at Honolhwlu for the twelve months from July, 1556,
to June, 1597, inclusive,

Gen-
Month. lijsgg Lsgg ta.m. |2p m. |9p.m. feralav- %:in‘f‘

erage.

8 . 9 o Ly L Tnches.

87 69 74 82 7 w 3.55

88 68 il 78 8 3.71

88 68 3 82 YLl ik 64

80 ] 71 81 T8 76 3.57

85 &5 69 80 % T 3.46

83 [ 66 (i S 72 6.70

81 55 69 7w . 70 70 2.90

82 62 6 (K 72 72 2.15

81 63 T8 78 2 Kt Lo

82 64 70 ki 73 73 1.48

B4 67 70 80 T4 T4 1.95

84 68 7 81 ] 75 174

A For the year..... 88 55 71 80 = 74 30.75

verage for pastseven
ey P PR e 90 it 71 80 73 T4 | 88.80

FOR THE YEAR 1807,

On the island of Hawaii the rainfall at two stations, Eaumana and Olaa,
WAS, ively, 136 and 146 inches, For the entire island the average rain-
fall was 65 inches. On the island of Maui the average was 27} inches. On
Kauai the average was 46 inches.

NEWSPAPERS AND PERTODICALS,
The following daily papers are printed in Honolulu: Pacific Commercial
, English; {)nﬂ Bulletin, English; Hawaiian Star, English; Inde-
Advertiser, ‘?51 .{i i

gﬁdeut, }Eng ; Aloha Aina, native; native; Hawaiian
y ese,
mmpothaa ollo semiweeklies: Hawaiian Gazette, English; Shim Nipon,

apanese; Yamato Shimbun, Japanese.
H rlsothe following weeklies: Weekly Hawaiian Star, English; The Kuokoa,
native; O Luso, Portuguese; O Directo, Portuguese; Hawaiian Chinese
News, Chinese; i(thmﬁla Times, Chinese; Chinese Chronicle, Chinese; Ka
Makaainana, native.

And the following monthlies: Al Boas Novas, Portuguese (sectarian); The
Paradise of the Pacific, English; The Planters' Monthly, English; The Friend,
English: Anglican Church Chronicle, English.

d the following quarterlies: The Honolulu Diocesan Magazine, English;
The Young Men’s C| ian Association Review, English. i

The Hilo Tribune, weekly, and the Hawaii He weekly, are published

in English at Hilo, on the island of Hawaii.
CHURCHES IN HONOLULU,

Central Union Church (Congregational).
Methodist Episcopal Church.
The Christian Church.
::g: g&lﬂsg&n Chinese Church.
ion Army.

St. And‘:::w?s Cathg:iml (Episcopal); first and second congregations and
Chinese con, tion.

Bt

on, uguese.

J:gnnasonglllﬁou Chureh, cggnected with Hawaiian Board of Missions,

Japanese Chu:

Knp:aihao Church, Go%gzegationn!. native.

Kaumahapili Church, gregational, native.

THE PUBLIC HEALTH.

The Hawaiian government has devoted its most earnest efforts to the pro-
tection of the inhabitants against the introduction of dangerous contagious
and infectious diseases, and a strict guarantine is maintained at points
where ships from infected ports might call. E

The board of health is one of the most important agencies in the islands
for the preservation and promotion of the public health, and is given almost

lenary powers under the law. Ordinary malarial fevers are quite rare.
ere are, however, oceasional cases of typhoid fever, especially among the
United States troops recently stationed at Honolulu, eére have been oc-
casional epidemics of various diseases at times during the past one hundred
years.

Under present health regulations, with the experience gained, the -
ment can, it is thought, cope with epidemic diseases better than tha%ogf ak
most any other country.

Live stock, including cattle, sheep, and swine, are raised to some extent.
It is stated that the value of live stock produced ranks third in amount of all
the agricultural products of the islands. .

THE PRISON BYSTEM,

The Hawaiian Islands maintain a prison system, the principal penal insti-
tution corresponding to the State prisons of the various States of the Union,
while on each of the larger islands a prison for the use of their respective
local offenders is provided. In addition there is in each district a lockup or
detention calaboose, in some of which are detained small gangs held for
minor off and sent d for short terms to perform strect or road labor.
Where possible the plan of placing but one prisoner to a cell is adhered to,
The Honolulu prison is under the charge of n?ailor and several prison guards,
the whole system suliect to the suggrvision of the marshal of the islands,
who is responsible to the board of prison inspectors appointed Ly the minister
of the interior.

The foregoing gives briefly a description of the principal fea-
tures of the country. It is now about eighteen months since the
Stars and Stripes were formally raised over the country. and dur-
ing that period, although the extension of the laws of the United
States has been held in abeyance until the further action of Con-
gress, yet the business of Hawaii has experienced the greatest
prosperity, and every material interest of the people and the coun- -
try has participated in the general welfare.

r. President, I am more than ﬁleased that the labors of the
Hawaiian Commission, in which I had the honor of participating,
now bid fair to result in the establishment of Territorial govern-
ment as a part of the United States. I am highly gratified to
think that the new Territory of Hawaii, which has come to us
willingly and peacefully in the progress of the nation’s evolution,
will doubtless stand as a bright monument marking alinost the
starting point of American expansion over the island provinces of
the Pacific. No citizen of the Uuited States need ever feel any
doubt as to the intellectual, moral, or financial standing of the peo-
ple who inhabit Hawaii, They bring to us a splendid educational
system, a prosperous and profitable agricultural establishment,
yielding large profits to the sugar planters and the coffee and rice
growers.

Mr. President, it has been suggested to me and to the Senate
that there are one or two Provi&ions in the bill which are not sat-
isfactory to the Senate. 1 do nof know whether a majority of the
Senate are for the provisions that have been controverted, but 1
desire to say that at the present moment the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. LopGg] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mog-
GAN], conferees on the bill, are absent. The Senator from Ala-
bama, I understand, isill. He has not been out for two or three
days, at least. So if the bill should go back to the conferees, there
could be nothing done with it until one or the other of the con-
ferees of the Senate, both of whom are absent, can be secured to
give attention to the subject.

Mr. HOAR. Put on other conferees.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Alabama is in town, but he
has been ill for several days. The Senator from Massachusetts
has been called to New York or somewhere East. I should like
very much to get the re ratified and out of the way, but I want
to be entirely fair and k, as I think I have been in connection
with the subject to-day in trying to uncover every fact connected
with it, so that Senators would not be misled.

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator a question, in
view of his expressed desire that the report shall be ratified. In
the bill as agreed npon by the conference committee, the fifth
subdivision of section 60 reads as follows:

Fifth. Prior to such registration having paid, on or before the 3ist day of
March next preceding the date of registration, all taxes due by him to the
government.

I wish to in(g:ire of the Senator whether he agrees with the state-
ment that if the conference report is agreed to and this becomes a
law that that date, being fixed. necessarily will limit the persons
who can be this year registered and this year 'Fart‘icipate in the
election which will select the officers for this Territory to those
who have heretofore been on the registration list, because the date
has passed. That number, I understand, is less than 3,000. So,
instead 14,000 men, which it was stated when the bill was in the
Senate before wounld be the number of those who would be enfran-
chised and entitled to participate in this election, there will be less
than 8,000. I want to ask the Senator if he recognizes the correct-
ness of that, and if he does so recognike it., if he himself would

nally favor the enactment of a bill into a law which would
ve that effect?

Mr. CULLOM. I would not. H .

Mr. BACON, Does not the Senator agree that that must neces-
sarily be the effect of it?

Mr. CULLOM. I have been in doubt about it. I was going to
suggest that I would ask the Senate to postpone the further cons
sideration of the report to-day, so that I may learn whether the
Senator from Alabama, one of the conferees, can be present to-
mMOrrow.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the course which
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I should like to have pursued is this: If the conference‘report can
be disagreed to, the Senate could then accept the House amend-
ment without more, which I believe is a proper amendment.

My, CULLOM. TheSenator is mistaken, Ithink, astothe regu-
lar order,

Mr. BACON. Possibly.

Mr, CULLOM. The conference report, as I understand gar-
liamentary law, must either be rejected as a whole or ratified or
confirmed as a whole.

Mr. BACON. Certainly; the Senator is undoubtedly correct;
but he does not nnderstand what I said.

Mr. CULLOM. Itisnotin the power of the Senate to makeany
amendment to it, and natuorally it would have to go back to the
conferees.

Mr, BACON. The Senator is correct in part. We of course
can not amend the conference report, but when we reject the con-
ference report it is perfectly competent for the Senate to adopt the
House amendment, which was in conference,

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I think not.

Mr. BACON. Weare not obliged to send it back to the confer-
ence committee at all. We may accept the entire House amend-
ment after that and agree to it.

5 M]:'. SPOONER. e have to agree to it or reject it and send it
ack, iz

Mr. BACON. Rejecting it is not sending it back; it is failing
to agree to if.

Mr. CULLOM. Ishounld like to hear the Presiding Officer on
that point.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The matter in disagreement be-
tween the Senate and the House is npon one amendment of the
House, which is an entire bill. That is what is in disagreement
between the Senate and the Hounse. It is the Senate bill as it left
the Senate; it is the House amendment as the House adopted it;
and that is one amendment, and covers the whole ground.

Mr. BACON. I admit that the Senator from Connecticut is
correct. That view of it had not snggested itself to me.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, one other word. If we re-
ject it, we are at liberty then, I think, though I am not sure about
that, to accept the entire House amendment, but we can not change
it in one particular. :

Mr, BACON. The Senator is wrong in that, I respectfully sub-
mit. Whenever a bill passes the Senate and goes to the House
and eomes back to the Senate with an amendment, while we can
not amend any part of the bill which we sent to them, we can
amend any of their amendments, and we could amend the entire
bill, which is an amendment,in any one particular that we saw
proper, upon the general proposition that we can always amend
an amendment of the House. Of course that wounld presuppose
the fact that the conference committee reports the other way.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is true, until the matter has
gone to a conference., This has been to a conference. It comes
back here. The question and the only question is, Will the Senate
agree to the report of the conference committee? Then, as I
understand it, the only question after that is whether we will
agree to the entire amendment of the House, or whether we will

‘insist npon our disagreement and send the entire amendment

back to the conference committee. I have never understood
that we could, after rejecting the report of a conference commit-
tee, proceed to make amendments to the House amendment.

Mr. HOAR. T ask the Senator from Connecticut if we can not
recede now from our disagreement to the House amendment?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes.

Mr, HOAR. Or disagree to the amendment of the House and
agree to it with an amendment?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not, Mr. President.

Mr. HOAR. Isnpposed we could.

Mr. BACON, Oh, yes; nndoubtedly.

Mr. PETTIGREW. The conference report is still in our pos-
session. T think we can.

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think so.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the
report of the committee of conference?

r. TILLMAN. Mr, President——

Mr. CULLOM. I began to state that I myself was inclined to
postpone the further consideration of the conference report to-day,
8o that the conferees on the part of the Senate might have time
to consult, 1f the conference report is likely to be rejected. I
would rather withdraw it and make such amendments to it by
another conference as would be necessary to fairly satisfy the
Senate, if we conld do it.

5 Lﬁ’i'g‘.‘,ELI‘ER‘ I suggest to the Senator whether be can with-
raw it? .

Mr. CULLOM. I domnot know whether I can or not. If I can
I'Nz:tt' t.t:ere is only one thing to do, and that is to agree to it or re-
ject it.

Mr, TELLER. We can dispose of it either by accepting it or
rejecting it, If we want a further conference, we will reject it.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me also that this matter
can only go back to a conference by the action of the Senate.
The conferees have met, the report is made and signed, and it can
not go back to conference except by order of the Senate. Besides,
the conferees ought to have the action of the Senate when they
go into conference again o show the state of mind of the Senate,
the objections that are made to the different amendments, and the
reasons why the Senate will not agree to the conference report.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

Mr. CCLLOM. Mr. President, it seems to me, if the Senafte
consents, that T have a right to ask that the report be postponed
for the time being.

Mr. TELLER. What is the use of postponing it?

Mr, CULLOM. Because I want to consult the other conferees
before taking action.

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator’s consultation amount to
anything if he has not the power to changeit, and can not change
it until he gets it out of the Senate?

Mr., CULLOM. Of course we may consent to take the vote
and let the report be agreed to or rejected. But I do not think it
is exactl{ofair to press a disposition of it at this moment unless I
consent to it. .

Mr. TELLER. If seems to me we might just as well dispose
of it, I do not think under the parliamentary law the Benator
can gain anything by taking a recess and consulting his colleagues
on the conference committee, We must either accept the report
or reject it. Now, if we are ready, if debate has gone on as far
as it need to go, why not vote on it? I do not know whether any
Senator desires to speak on it further, but I will say to the Sena-
tor I do not believe the Senate is very likely to accept the report
with that provision in it. The Senator himself says that he does
not think it onght to be in there.

Mr. CULLOM. Iagree— ' :

Mr. TELLER. He says that it may have been an oversight on
the part of the conference committee, The orderly way is for us
to reject the report and let the Senator take it back into confer-
ence, There may be other things in it that are objectionable. I
do not know whether other Senators may not have other objec-
tions, but that is certainly a fatal objection.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to call attention to another objec-
tion.

Mr, CULLOM. I simply made the suggestion in perfect good
faith that I shonld like to have the report go over for to-day so
that I could consult with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mog-
@GaAN], who is interested in it and who is present in town, but not
able to be here to-day. I think it is not unreasonable for me to
ask that privilege.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Iseenoreason why the Senator from
Illinois shonld not be gratified in this matter.

Mr, CULLOM. I have been perfectly square with the Senate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The reportisin the hands of the Sen-
ate. The Senate can do with it what it chooses.

Mr. CULLOM, Certainly.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, If the Senator from Illinois wants
the report to go over to another day for consideration or for any
reason, he has charge of it, and it seems to me perfectly reason-
able that he should have his reqnest complied with.

Mr. CULLOM. Iwant to make one more remark before it goes
over, if it does, and that is that since I sat down I have this note,
which answers the first question that was made:

All the subjects of the monarchy wera made citizens of the republic by

cxgass rovision of the constitution of the republic. Those who wished to
vote under the republic were required to take the oath.

Mr. BACON. That is all right, then,

Mr. SPOONER. I wish, if this matter is to go over, that the
Senator from Illinois, who is more familiar with this subject than
I am and than most of us are, would give attention to the ques-
tion whether under the bill as it would stand if it passes the law
of Hawaii punishing a man by imprisonment and hard labor for
failing to pay his poll tax would remain in force, -

Mr. CULLOM, I shall certainly do so.

Mr, TILLMAN. That is a special objection.

_Mr. SPOONER. I myself would not vote for any such provi-
sion.

Mr. TILLMAN. Sections 863 and 864 of the Hawaiian code
are the points we want absolute certainty on, as to whether those
statutes are repealed or not,

Mr. CULLOM, Very well.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I want to call the attention
of the Senator from Illinois to the provision on page 9. We pro-
vide with regard to contract laborers— ;

That no suit or proceedings shall be maintained for the specific perform-
ance of any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for personal labor

or service, nor shall any remedy exist or be enforced for breach of any such
contract, except in a civil suit or proceeding instituted solely to recover

damages for such
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Then we provide further— Mr,. HOAR. Until when?
That the provisions of this section shall not apply to merchant seamen. Mr. CULLOM. Until—
Mr. SPOONER. That was not in the Senate bill. The PRESDENT pro tempore. The request was that it shonld
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where is the Senator reading? DGL]ESI oned. 1 i
Mr, PETTIGREW. On page 9of the last print. . CULLOM. 1 said until to-morrow.
. JONES of Arkansas. 8!’ what print—the 19th? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Notice has been given that—

Mr

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; the print of the 19th of April. I do
not know whether they have a law with regard to seamen or nof
in Hawaii. I have looked at the code or this print of the laws of
Hawaii, and I can not find it, but T have had only a brief time to
examine it. However, under ounr law the Supreme Court have
held that seamen can be imprisoned and returned to the ship and
compelled to complete their contract. Butin 1890 we amended the
law so that the provisions with regard to enforced service did not
apply to seamen who had contracted for service in the domestic
trade, the coast trade.

Now,'it seems to me that we ought not to do more in Hawaii
than extend the provisions of our own laws. Idonot believe that
in the foreign service a man shonld be compelled to finish his con-
tract if he did not want to do it. I think there should be some
other remedy besides enforced service. But I dooebject to extend-
ing to Hawaii the provisions of any law that are more stringent
than ours. Therefore I am desirous of knowing whether they
have a law with regard to enforcing contracts with seamen for
service, and what it is, and where it is.

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care totake up time now in discussing
the bill any further, except to say that one of my reasons for ask-
ing for the postponement of the consideration of the rh until
to-morrow, or some other day, is for the p e of seeing in the
RECoRD the exact points of criticism of the bill, so that if it has
to go back to conference we will know what has been said about
it and be more ready to dispose of it.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to say that the Senator, in
going over the bill in a hasty sort of way, referring to sections and
saying they had been or had not been amended, etc., a nmnber of
times saying fo the Senate that he was fatigued and intimating
he did not want to be interrupted, has prevented a number of us
from asking questions and getting an explanation about matters
in the conference report that are not satisfactory to me as they
are now. I regret that all these Erovisions have not been gone
over and understood. I should like to ask the Senator ome gues-
tion that 1 wanted to ask while he was going through with the
report; and that is the parliamentary condition as to two lines on
page 42 of the print of the 19th, lines 8 and 9, that—

All officers appointed under the provisions of this section shall be citizens

of the Territory of Hawaii.

This ]i]ﬁ.nt is in italies in the print of the 19th, and, as I under-
stand, that was agreed to in the conference; it was proposed as
an amendment in conference,

Mr, CULLOM. On page 44?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 42, lines 8 and 9.

Mr, CULLOM. ‘*All persons ap&ointed under the provisions of
this section shall be citizens of the Terri of Hawaii.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I want to know the parlia-
mentary status of that provision.

Mr. CULLOM, That was in the conference report.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, That was agreed to in conference?

Mr. CULLOM. It was agreed to in conference.
Mr, JONES of Arkansas, Was it a conference amendment?
Mr. CULLOM, No; it was a House amendment.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And the Senate conferees receded
from theuc_}%mement of the Senate?

Mr. C M. The Senate receded from its disagreement and

eed to it.

The PRESIDENT Ero tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks
unanimons consent that the further consideration of the report
may be Eolla;%)oned? Is there objection?

IZr. P IGREW. Mr. President, I want to call the attention
of the Senator to one other provision,and that is with r to
the income tax. I notice that there is an amendment in the bill,
apparently made in conference, which seems not to repeal the in-
come tax heretofore in force in Hawaii.

Mr. CULLOM. I do not recollect certainly whether that is in
or out of the conference bill. Where does the Senator find it?

Mr, PETTIGREW. I merely wish to call the Senator’s atten-
tion to it. I do not care to—

Mr. CULLOM. I think it appears in some other class,

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think you will find it on page 4 of the

Mr. CULLOM. Iseeit. My impression is that it is in again,
Mr. PETTIGREW. Somewhere else?

Mr. CULLOM. Somewhere else.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I just wished to call attention to that fact

now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to postpon-
ing the further consideration of the conference report?
Chair hears none, and it is postponed.

he

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to interfere with the order of busi-
ness by a mere trifling suggestion, but I remember once, in the
other House, making a point that a conference report could not be
indefinitely postponed under the peculiar rules that apply to that
order of business, and it was sustained by Mr. § er Blaine,
who held that it must be postponed to a fixed time,

Mr. CULLOM. Ithinkitshould be postponed until to-morrow,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It certainly can not be post-
poned indefinitelyv.

Mr, HOAR. T suggest, therefore, that it be postponed until
to-morrow.

Mr. CULLOM. 1 simply ask that it be postponed until to-
g;zrrptw or to suif the convenience largely of the Senate before we

e it up.
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withont objection, the report
is postponed until to-morrow.

PROPOSED CONSIDERATION OF PEKSION BILLS.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee
‘Mr. BATE] proposes to address himself to, I think, the Alaska
ill, and I find that thereis a special order for 4.30, Irise torequest
that if there be any time remaining after the Senator from Ten-
nessee concludes his remarks, before the special order is taken
up, that we may proceed to the Pension Calendar and consider
unobjected cases for fifteen or twenty minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire asks unanimouns consent that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of unobjected pension cases after the Senator from Ten-
nessee has concluded his remarks, not interfering, however, with
the special order at half past 4. Is there objection? The Chair
Xears none,

CIVIL. GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA,

Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished
business be temporarily laid aside and that the Alaska bill be
taken np for consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished bnsiness be tempo-
rarily laid aside and that the bill known as the Alaska bill be laid
before the Senate. Without objection, it is before the Senate.

CAROLINE WEINHEIMER,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate the bill (3. 3436) granting a pension to Catharine Weinheimer,
returned to the Senate in compliance with its request.

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to reconsider the votes by which the
bill was ordered to a third reading and passed.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 think the word  Catharine” is to be
stricken out and ‘* Caroline ” inserted in the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I move to strike out *‘ Catharine,” in
line 11, and insert *‘ Caroline.” -

The PRESIDENT protempore. Wherever it occurs in the bill?
It occurs in another place.

Mr. COCKRELL. No. This is the case where the dependent
and helpless child of a pensioned mother is to be pensioned, and
this gives to the mother the additional pension,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Missouri
proposes an amendment, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 11, after the word *f of,” strike ont the
word * Catharine * and insert ** Caroline.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ment to be proposed?

Mr, C RELL. That is all.

The bill was ordered io be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

VISITORS TO WEST POINT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed My, CARTER and Mr,
Harris members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen-
ate to attend the annual examination of the cadets at the United
States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y.

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA.

The Senate, as in Committes of the Whole, resumed the consid-
eration of the bill (8. 3419) making further provision for the civil
government of Alaska, and for other purposes.

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Nevada has a short paper which
he wishes to have read.

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Tennessee, who is about to
speak, gives way that I may ask to bave the paper which I send
to the desk read. Itisan affidavit in connection with this matter.

Is there any further amend-

R R,
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
paper will be read.
he Secretary read as follows:

Districr oF COLUMBIA, City of Washington, ss!

John A. Dexter, being duly sworn, g:}p;.\aesand says: That Iam an Ameri-
can citizen; 45 years of age; and was in Richmond, Va, 1 have resided
in AJnska for the past ten years. This s the first time] have lafs there dur-
ing that time. My business in Alaska has been merchand__sjzis. having sta-
tions along the coast of Bering Sea, at St. Michgel, Unalaklik, Norton Sound,
Golofnin Bay, Cape Nome, and Fort Clarence. I established trading posts at
these places with the Indians to buy furs. Ihave native agents at each of
these places. I visited all of these points five or_six times each winter in the
course of my business. It was known from the first that there wasgold along
the shores of Bering Sea at various points, but it was not known t it was
in sufficient quantities to pay for working until within the last two years.

There were several parties of pros; out at my store who went
up and down the coast, but none of them found mines which they located

vious to the fall of 1808. The first locators were Eric O. Lindblom,

ine, and Jaf Lindenburg. They got their supplies at my store and they

told me they were going up the const prospecting. After these three men went
there first and made r locations they returned for more supplies.
shortly afterwards went back, taking with them Dr. A. N. Kiitel Gabrie
W, Price,and a I;jpluder. Jo Hahn, who had declared his intention in April,
1808, before United States Commissioner Shepherd, to become an can
citizen. These six men organized o
ulatious in compliance wit :
well, They were all citizens of the United States e t the Laplander, who
had in g\nog' faith declared his intention to become such before a United States
commissioner. They all made my stations their headquarters, and I knew
all the Laplanders well. They were industrious, sober men, and said that
they had come to make that country their home.

I'wentto Nomein November, 1888 and made some locations myself. Every-

g was procecding orderly, and Dr. Kittelsen was the duly clected re-
corder. A large number of people came during_that winter and
located claims. My, Price, one of the original locators and r3 of the
district, who went there with the first party, notified the people of Couneil
City, about 80 miles from Nome, that good ngs had beenstruck at Nome.
Large numbers of people soon came over from Council City. Some of the
emigration during the winter located claims for lves and some jumped
clalms that had been located by the original parties who discovered the mines,
on all sorts of pretexts, viz, that the notices were defective, the claims were
not in proper shape or size, etc. There was nothi said for a long time
about any of the original locators being aliens, Nearly all the jumpers were
men who had been dealing with me for some time. Many who came toAlaska
represented English and other foreign companies.

George Gardner was the agent of the English company, and as such -
staked many of the jumpers at Ca; % no work on

th rs were in possession and would not
allow them to enter on the claims, They simply recorded them in the re-
corder's office. I have seen the petition or memorial of the so-called “Law
and Order Leagne" of Council City. Nearly all the signers are Council City
men, and most of them beloug to companies sent out from London, C 0y
San Francisco, and other places to locate claims. I know that some of the
signers of the so-called memorinl belong to the English company repre-
sented by Gardner, and that many of them were foreigners who had de-
clared their intention to become American citizens before the United States
commissioner, Judge Shepherd, the same officer before whom some of the
Laplanders made r declarations. Iknow these facts of my own knowl-
edge, and have seen the grn! contracts between Gardner, agent of the
alien company or syndicate, and the jumpers. A large number of the signers
of the memorial or petition are aliens. there wasa* law and order league '
in existence at Council City. Alaska, I never heard of it beforel came to this

do know that no such ever existed at Cape Nome or ever assisted
in maintaining the laws in Alaska. When navigation opened in the spring,
about the last of June or the 1st of July, about two or three thousand people
came into Nome. They declared that everything that had been done was
illegal. They were a turbulent set of men, not miners, but many had the
reputation of being professional agitators. They called a meeting to chan
the mining laws, after they had stationed men all over thed.ixl(l‘rgict to relo-
cate the claims after the meeting had nbrogated e locations., After
the meeting assembled and its utenant Spaul-
ily have led to
bloodshed 1f 'gersisted in, because it was well known that the miners wounld
not give up their claims without a fight. Lieutenant SBpaulding told them
that they most wait until the courts decided in their favor before they took
possession of claims which other people had located.
JOHN A DEXTER.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th da&)f April, 1900.
[sEAL] HARVEY ‘:F WINFIELD,
Notary Public.

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I thought I would have nothing to
gay in regard to the pending amendment because others who belong
to the Committee on Territories, one of our largest committees,
from which it has come, would address the Senate in regard to it
and make such criticism qun this dangerouns and forceful amend-
ment as it deserves at the hands of one of our committee. I was
particularly anxious that my friend the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. Ross], who had, by assignment, immediate charge of these
sections, wonld discuss it. But it seems in the progress of the
discussion that not a single member of this Committee on Ter-
ritories, to which I belong, has seen fit to say a word about this
matter except the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], who has
the bill in charge and who now advocates this amendment.

Not a word has been said by any other member of the committee
in regard toit. 1 apprehend that some Senators who are to vote
upon this vital amendment may take up the idea that we approve
and acquiesce in what has been said and done touching it by the
Senator who has it in charge. Therefore it is that I am induced,
at the request of some of my fellow-members of the committee, to
say something of our course in the committee room touching the
consideration of these two sections, 72 and 73, as well as others in
the Alaska code bill,

I differ in toto with the Senator from Montana in regard to this
amendment. I deem if those cf us who differ with him as to this
amendment to speak of our counrse in the committee room. While
in the committee all these matters were freely discussed, as were
all matters pertaining to this bill. I heard nothing whatever—
and I do not know whether any of the others of the committee
heard anything—adverse to the rights of aliens as embodied in
sections 72 and 73 relating to the mining laws. Sections 72 and
73 of the bill were commented npon, no doubt, as other sections
were, in our committee, and those gections were under the imine-
diate supervision, correction, and direction of the able and distin-
guished lawyer and Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ross].

After nndergoing his special attention and criticism, they, as
the othér sections, were taken up by the committee seriatim and
examined very thoroughlyand criticised. There was no objection
whatever, as I can now recall, made to them, and I was as much
surprised as other members of the committee when an amend-
ment came in the Senate doing away with sections 72 and 73 for
the p\:u:fose alleged in the amendments now under consideration.

In order to understand it properly, Mr. President, let me tell
you in a few words that this ka code bill was composed of
more than 600 typewritten pages. If seemsthat it had been pre-

sared by the commission for codifying th%vpaual laws of the

nited States, composed of Messrs. Botkin, Watson, and Culber-
son, and was understood to have been taken, as far as &r&cﬂmble,
from the code of the State of Oregon. When before the commit-
tee it was divided into four parts. The first to Senator CARTER,
who now has it in charge; the second 150 pages to me; the third
to Senator BEVERIDGE; the fourth, in which are these sections 72
and 73, was assigned to Senator Ross.

AsIsaid, if there was any objection raised to these sections, I can
not recall it. The first attempt to amend this mining-law pro-
vision was by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH],
and it applied only to section 73; but, by way of further securify
a t alien miners, the Senator from Montana, who had charge
of the bill in the committee room, as he has here, offered an amend-
ment and then substituted for it the one now under consideration,
including both sections 72 and 73.

This amendment proposed as a substitute to the sections by the
Senator from Montana is very comprehensively and adroitly
written and presents a very attractive and innocent look; but
when penetrated and read between the lines, ngly and dangerous
features appear. There is, Mr. President, a serpent coiled be-
neath that rose; a dagger behind that smile. e ought tovote
down these amendments and not encourage that unhappy influ-
ence which is calcunlated to destroy the rights of these interested
parties, and not only of these parties, but the rights of other par-
ties over this country.

It is true that in one sense this does not apply to the general do-
main of this country, but only to Alaska; but it is the principle
involved in it which is so dangerous. The United States Congress
has passed an act which gives all therights that might be required
by any miner in locating his claim or by any person in locating
land: but in the law passed in 1897—and there is the rub—as late
as 1807 this Congress has taken action. and it has given all the
rights required by any party, native or alien. I will read that act
first, and then I will read the amendment or substitute to show
why we ought not to make this change.

In 1897, on March 3, Congress passed in regard to these mining
claims a law of this kind:

This act shall not be construed to vent an raons not citizens
L T e
Rny of the Territories of the United States R e st

That act has been referred to very frequentlyin this discussion.
It is an act limiting the power to enter these lands. There is an
expression there that it not apply to mining districts. There-
fore, as the matter stands, many of us believe that these two sec-
tions of the bill ought to remain intact, and we are perfectly
satisfled with them as they are. But this is an attempt to eal
that law; not only to render it nugatory, but to repeal itrggso-
lutely in terms, and it is in substance, at least, propozed to be re-
pealed by this amendment. What does this amendment say? I
will first read section 72 as it stands in the bill and agreed to by
the committee:

SEc. 2. Any alien ma ire i

interest SMru_¥n, by pmﬁn'?a‘.‘%e \'iﬁrhﬁméin?{ 1?::1 ﬁ:ﬂ%ﬁﬁ-‘%’%"t‘:
o Bia Beire: and .l Casas suct: Inads shall be Heb. G pered, Tortoaaon.
or devised, or shall d d _in like and with like effect, as if such
alien were a native citizen of the district or of the United States, etc.
. That issection 72, and that in conjunction with the other section
is now sought to be repealed by this amendment. This amend-
ment has evidently been drafted by some fine Italian hand, It
comes in here for consideration, and at first blush seems to be all
right, but when you go to the botfom of it you find how destructive
it would be to the rights of these miners.
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Section 78, which is the one sogght to be disposed of by the
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota, and which was
approved by the whole committee, including the Senator from
Montana, reads: .

Sno. T8. The title to any lands heretofore conveyed shall not be guestioned
nor in any manner affected by reason of the alienage of any person from or
through whom such title may have been derived.

Mr. President, those are the sections that passed our committee
without objection and withont other than favorable eriticism, so
far as I know., We all assumed that they were correct and we
relied npon their containing nothing contrary to the statute of
the United States and the interest of the country generally, and
we heard nothing to the contrary until the proposition to amend
was introduced. I suppose the Senator from North Dakota wi'l
tell us when he comes to speak on the amendment the reasons for
its introduction. But it seems some influence has been at work
seeking to have these statutes repealed and to establish this substi-
tute in lien thereof that was unknown to the Committee on
Territories, .

Mr, HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PETTUS in the chair), Does
ihe Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from North Da-

ota?

Mr. BATE. Certainly, sir.

Mr, HANSBROUGH. What is the information the Senator
from Tennessee desires?

Mr. BATE. TheSenator can tell exactly how this came abont.
He presented it; if is his own bantling,

r. HANSBROUGH., The Senator seems tobe naming it, how-
ever,

Mr. BATE. Ihave named it in a certain way as your bantling,
and I think it deserves the characterization I have given it; but I
know the Senator will make an explanation here, which no doubt
will be satisfactory to him if not to the Senate. I assume so, at
least, from the character and ability of the Senator; and I will
give way now to the Senatorif he wishes to explain how this came
about, for it reverses in toto the unanimous action of the com-

mittee.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ithink the Senator will be satisfied with
my explanation when I make it.

r. BATE. Ihope I may be, because I am not satisfied with
the situation now, and I am opposed to this attempt toreverse the
unanimous action of the committee npon what I regard the most
vital point in the bill touching the interest of Alaska.

Here is an amendment, written, as I have said, by some fine
Italian hand, which comesin here for the purpose of destroying
these two sections. This is the second or third one that has come
in. The one now pending is an amendment to the amendment of
the Senator from IPTorth Dakota, as I understand it, in lien of the
one formerly presented by the Senator from Montana. It pro-
vides—

That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as changing the ex-
isting mining laws of the United States—

That is very good and satisfactory. Then it proceeds:

but in any suit, action, or proceeding hereafter commenced involving the
validity of an unpatented mining location on the public domain any party
alleging an interest in the subject-matter may put the competency of the
locator in issue, and the court shall determine whether the locator was a
citizen or had declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States
at the time the location was made.

Mr. President, that amendment, were it to become law, would
take away the property from any man who has come to this coun-
try and not declared his intention to become a citizen of the
United States, althongh he might have lived here twenty-five or
thirty years of his life. His rights are to be disregarded and his
property confiscated. That is what this means the disregard of
rights and the confiscation of the property of foreigners.

t has been stated here, and truly stated, that, as the law now
is, no one but the (Government can interggse in these matters,
This invites suits b ange:nd every one. here a foreigner has
sold his claim, as 1 nnderstand if, not only by the statutes but
also by the decisions of the courts, he has the right to transfer
title, It seems to have been the policy of the Government, and a
wise one, to encourage alien miners to come here—men who are
of a hardy, adventurous spirit—that they might find these mines,
locst}e them, delve in them, and bring out the yellow and white
metals.

That seems to have been the policy of the Government, and we
have legislated to that effect and sought to do so in this bill. In
1807 there was a culmination of that progressive legislation favor-
able to miners in the statute which I read a few moments since.
That statute shows that any foreigner can come here and locate
and work mines without molestation. Let mesayin this connec-
tion, that if this amendment is passed it will take right away
and destroy the rivile&es of the mirer, not only in the future,
but also divest him of those rights which have already accrued.

I assume, Mr. President, that under existing laws when miners,
native or alien, locate and work their claims they become vested
rights and should not be disturbed by legislation. The effect,
if not the design, of these amendments will be to disturb. if not
destroy, all such holdings and rights under them as have been
shown by testimony in certaif cases referred tc in this discns-
sion. Through the court, under order of the Government, is the
only way to interfere with these rights already accrued and in
possession of these parties, and that is done by directing the
Attorney-General o proceed to bring his suit in the name and by
the anthority of the Government against the parties, and when
that is done it opens up the question of title and forces the man
who either was a locator or the occupant or holder to derai
his title, and in doing so go back to the original locator. Thisthe
Government does not do, and hence the locator and worker of a
mining claim is safe in his holding and title as the law is now.
As T have said, this amendment, then, is intended to allow any per-
son to sue and put the holder to the test of title, and if the holder
of the claim in its beginning or subsequent was an alien it would
void the title,

This amendment is, Mr. President [Mr. PETTUS in the chair],

what you, as a lawyer, know is in the nature of a demurrer, a
feperal fault-finder, and reaches back even to the original defect.
1t is a kind of pleading which takes away the rights of the orig-
inal locator of the mine and destroys them. That is one of the
objections to this amendment. If you propose to passa provision
on this subject, it should be prospective, and not retrospective
and retroactive—not looking to the past, but to the future.
In that case, it would meet with some approbation, perhaps,
and then the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] might sustain
himeelf more consistently and with better reasons in the very in-
flammatory and enthusiastic speech he made here yesterday even-
ing in a tirade against foreigners. There might then be some
plausibility in it. Not while it is in its present form, retroactive,
is it entitled to earnest consideration, and, I think, should be
promptly defeated by the Senate. These rights are vested rights,
and this amendment is a mere demurrer, seeking to reach back,
and disturbs titles instead of quieting them. We should knock it
out of Senatorial court, so to speak, and let the law remain as it
is and as it has been indorsed and reported by this committee.

Of course there are some inducements—honorable inducements,
I mean to say—that have been brought to bear in this Senate to
have these amendments made, but it was not a question that was
discussed or even thought of in the committee, and it has sprung
up since the bill was reported. At any rate, it is here before us
and we have to deal with it, and, in doing so0, in my judgment,
reviewing this case as briefly as I shall, is to let the bill remain
as it was reported by the committee, as it was approved by the
committee, and as it wasapproved by the Senator in charge of the
bill who is now fightingit. He was instructed by the committee,
so far as I know—I believe I was not present on that particular
occasion—but I nnderstand he was instructed to return the bill
as the sense of the committee, and it has been so returned, and
these two sections are in it, and I wanttomaintain them. I think
it is right that we should.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the very section under consid-
eration—section 73—was, I believe, a part of the work assigned to
the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr, BATE. No, sir.

Mr, CARTER. If was not?

Mr. BATE. No; as I stated a while ago, it was assigned to the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ross].

Mr. CARTER. I will ask the Senator from Tennessee, then,
since the matter was not discussed in committee and attention
was not ealled to it, if he believes that Congress should affirm-
atively ratify all the questionable titles in Alaska?

Mr. BATE. I do not think so.

Mr. CARTER. Section 73 does that very thing,

Mr. BATE. I do notthink it could possibly have that effect,
and conld not have then been so regarded without attracting the
attention of the committee,

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Montana does not mean to
say that that section would confirm all questionable titles in
Alaska, does he? i

Mr. CARTER. As to the alienage of the party holding the
title?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BATE. Well, Mr. President, thisis an omninm gathernm.
It was so covertly written and so plausibly presented that I do
not know exactly what it does contain. 1t seems to sweep all
around, but, anyway, it strikes at these rights and strikes them
down. So much, Mr. President, for the amendments. :

A remarkable protest was presented here yesterday eveninf or
the day before—it is not very long since, but I get mixed in these
dates—it was rather surprising, and I must say it rather shocked
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me, It shows a condition ap there that onght not to be per-
mitted, I thought it was bringing a very severe criticism upon
the commanding officer who was there, Lientenant Spaulding.

There has been handed to me, however, by the Senator from
Nevada, a paper which has just been read, which contains the
statement of a Richmond gentleman, as I understand, who has
been in business and is still engaged in business in Alaska; but
he has been in Richmond recently, and came here yesterday and
heard of the proceedings in regard to this matter. EBeing right
from Cape Nome, he made the facts known. He knew some of
these parties. He came to a Senator here, and hence this docu-
ment was shown to me and read by the Clerk. He, Mr. Dexter,
being vouched for as a reliable gentleman, his statement has re-
buked into silence that remarkable protest.

‘We have heard talk aboutlobbyists here, Mr. President. Ihave
seen none myself, and I assume that there have been none, except
the men who have come here on business, and who had a right to
da so, and we have had their assistance in the frarm'ng of this bill
and in the correction of it. In this work we have had the assist-
ance of two or three gentlemen of high character who live in
Alaska. One of them, Mr. R. L. Lewis, I remember distinctly,
and there were others here for the purpose of giving information
as to the condition of things in their country, and they didsoin a
very lucid and very conclusive manner, and in many instances we
have adopted their suggestions. I know 1 did myself in the part

of the bill assigned to me.

That you may know the history of the bill I will say that it con-
sists of over 600 pages of printed matter. That was divided, as I
have said, by the chairman into four parts, There were four
lawyers who happened to be upon that commiftee, and it was
divided among them. I had a part, the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. Ross] had a part; the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVER-
IDGE], who is not now present, had a part, and the Senator from
Montana [Mr. C.m'mmfhad the first part. In that way the bill
was divided amongst us.. We entered upon the work, and we
thought we had corrected and rearranged the bill as well as it
could be done. We had no lobbyists about the committee. The
governor of Alaska was there by our invitation, and the other
gentlemen to whom 1 have referred were also there upon our in-
vitation, and they gave us a good deal of valuable information
which we used to advantage.

I beg to further state,in regard to the memorial which was pre-
sented here yesterday, that it is a remarkable document signed by
many men—

Mr. SPOONER. It was only signed by two men.

Mr, BATE, Of course at first blush we would say there was
something wrong there and that these men, not knowing anything
about them, were all right and that we should respect their ntter-
ances; but the gentleman to whom I have referred was here this
morning. and he gives an explanation as tothat. Those memorial-
ists do not pretend to state anything upon their own knowledge,
as I understand it. Here is the conclusion of what Mr. Dexter
says, this gentleman who has made affidavits since some of these
matters have been stated in the Senate, He says:

I have seen the petition or memorial of the so-called “Law and Order
League " of Council City.

That is the one read yesterday.

Nearly all the signers are Council City men, and most of them belong to
companies sent out from London, Chieago, S8an Francisco, and other places
to locate claims. I know that some of the signers of the so-called memorial
belong to the English ocmgany represented by Gardner, and that many of
them were foreigners who had declared their intention to become Ame
citizens before the United States commissioner, Judge Shepherd, the same
officer before whom some of the Laplanders made their deelarations. Iknow
these facts of my own knowledge, and have seen the grub-stake contracts—

That is a new term to me, Grub-stake contracts—
between Gardner, agent of the alien company or eyndicate, and the jumpers.

I understand what ““claim jumper” means. He had seen the
contract between the jumpers and these men.

A large number of the signers of the memorial or petition are aliens. If
there was o **law and order league" in existence at Council City, Alaska, I
never heard of it before [ came to this city.

I do know that no such leagne ever existed at Cape Nome or ever assisted
in maintaining the laws in Alaska. When mwigation opened in the spring,
about the last of June or the 1st of July, about two or three thousand people
came into Nome. They declared that everything that had n done was
illegal. They were a turbulent set of men. not miners, but many had the
reputation of being fmfesslonal agitators, They called s meeting to chan,
the mining laws, after they had stationed men all over the district to relo-
cate the claims after the meeting had abrogated existing locations.

They had their men out ready to locate claims at once, as I
understand it.

After the meeting assembled and its purpose was made known Lieutenant
Spaulding, of the Army. dispersed it to avoid what would necessarily have
led to bloodshed if persisted in, because it was well known that the miners
would not give up their claims without a fight. Lieutenant Spaulding told
them that they must wait until the courts decided in their favor before they
took possession of claims which other people had located.

Mr, President, that is a very clear exposition of this matter, and
it seems to me it thoroughly and effectively contradicts the memo-
rial which was read here yesterday. [ was myself very much
surprised when the memorial was introduced. I was demoralized
a little, so far as my prior convictions were concerned; but when
I came to look at if, and see who were the people who had signed
it, and fonnd that they did not profess to state any of these thin
upon their own knowledge, 1 saw that it did not amount to much,
and I came to the conclusion that we ought not to regard it.

But it was very shrewd upon the part of my fellow-Senators,
with all respect to them, in managing their case. when they saw
how the law had been presented here by the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART],
both old miners and familiar with the mining laws, as well as
with the miners’ cnstoms and how they get along generally under
such circumstances; when that had been explained they should
have allowed the matter to drop, for it put their case out of conrt.
They seem to have felt that it was time to throw out a tub to the
whale; and this memorial was sprung here yesterday as a tub to
the whale to divert the attention of the Senate from the fact that
retroactive legislation was here being urged. We have destroyed
that tub by this affidavit of Mr. Dexter, if by nothing else.

Now, they say that these foreigners did not discover this gold.
This man, whose affidavit has just been read here, states that these
men were doing business with him. He had five or six stations,
where he kept merchandise supplies along Bering Sea,and, among
others, one at Cape Nome and at other places, Ee suid that some
men came to one of his trading stations and made known the fact
that gold had been discovered in the Cape Nome district. when
there was organized a force of six men, who went down there for
the purpose of locating, and he gives the names of those; and
without, I suppose, knowing anything about this memorial as it
came here yesterday, the names he gives correspond exactly with
the names of those given by Dr. Kittelsen, whose affidavit was
read yesterday by the Senator from Nevada and who gives a clear
:ta;position of this whole matter and gives the namesof all the par-

ies,

He, Dr. Kittelsen, is the man who was chosen in that camp as
their recorder. and he did record all the claims of all these parties
and those of the jumpers also. When those men came there, he
was required to record their claims, and he did it.

This shows that six men went there, and Dr. Kittelsen, in his
statement which was read here, also shows that six men went
there. I believe two were Norwegians and one was a Laplander.
They had all filed their intentions to becoine citizens of the United
States, with one exception, before the same man, Sheppard, who
was the commissioner who has been alluded to in this discussion,
and before whom these applications were made at Couneil Citg.
These foreigners had all ap})lied to him, believing he had the right
to take their declarations of intention to become citizens. Those
Laplanders believed they had the right to go before him and take
the oath of allegiance, and were so informed.

These men went there, made application, and took the prelimi-
nary ster to be made citizens of this conntry. That was the con-
dition of the men who went there when they made locations.
Before that they organized what is known as a miners’ camp, of
which you have heard much here, and if I nnderstand it, prac-
tically the way theylocate these claims—I do not know that Tam
correct in this, but such is my belief—one of them wants to locate
a claim, whether a citizen or a foreigner, goes and drives down a
stake at this and that corner, unless he has had it surveyed, and
in the center sometimes a stake is driven down, and to that a piece
of wood is attached, nupon which he writes his name, and lets it
be known that that is his location.

That was the condition of things there, and tnese, Mr. President,
are the men who did this and whose claims were recorded. Even
after two or three hundred more came there during the winter,
there was no interference with or disturbance of what had been
done, and there was no disturbance at all until long after, when
two or three thousand more came in and wanted to regulate mat-
ters. Then this emeunte sprang up, when this officer came in and
suppressed it. So everything had been going on there in a guiet,
lawful, and orderly way to secure the titles of these men.

Their locations had been worked according to the laws of the
country, Some of them had turned out to be very fine locations,
and two, three, or four had yielded an immense amount of gold;
one, I understand, got as much as thirty or forty thonsand dol-
lars in one season, and another got a little more than $40.000, So
it went on until presently the mine became so valuable that two
or three men who had money to invest in such things, who led
that character of life and were good judges of mines and mining
claims, staked their money on their judgment, proposed to buy,
and finally did buy up a part of these claims at a very high price.

A letter was read here at the opening of this discussion by the
Senator from Nevada from one of the parties in interest, which
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shows that there has been about $80,000 paid there by one indi-
vidual; and now a hundred thousand dollars or more is being used
to carry machinery for the purpose of gefting water over to the
mines on the creeks. So you see what a hardship the adoption of
these amendments would be to these men, and they would apply
alike to all such in Alaska.

Meantime, Mr. President, Mr. A comes along as a locator; he
is a foreigner, if you please; he locates some of these claims.
There, then, is the recorder, Mr. B, and he records them. So far it
is all right. Then, another man comes along, Mr. C, who has
money, and he wants fo buy. He proposes to purchase. He
makes terms with Mr. A to buy at gnite an advanced rate. That
man then holds the title. Thatman is an old miner and he knows
very well, as well as these other old miners here do, that no one
but the Government can touch the claim of a foreigner, and the
Government has never yet done it, so far as I have heard, and
the statements here are all to that effect.

Therefore the purchaser felf secure in his title, even though a
foreigner had located it, for he eﬁelicitly relied upon the law as it
then existed dnd the decisions of the courts being carried out. He
had no anticipation that there would be an effort made by anyone
to come into the Congress of the United States and ask legislation
which would upturn his rights and deprive him of his claim.

This man, Mr. C, purchased the property, and meanwhile this
crowd of men came in. Then three lIawyers appeared, one, 1 be-
lieve, of the name of Hubbard, of the firm of Hubbard, Beeman
& Hume. They went there, and it seems assoon as they got there
trouble began. They began to look into titles. They claimed
that the locations of the foreigners were invalid, and then the
jumpers proceeded to pounce upon those claims and attempted to
sell them tosomebody else. Theyare a character of e justly
amenable to criticism and censure. They are aiders and abettors
of jumpers and are as bad as the jumpers themselves,

Who are these jumpers? “Jumpers”isa bad term anyhow.
You know how we all despise men of that character. My friends
on the other side know how they despised the bounty jumpers
during the war between the States. Theword * jumpers ” is asso-
ciated with advanm%taking and disreputable acts.

Mr. RAWLINS. . President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
gee yield to the Senator from Utah?

r. BATE, Certainly.

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator has evidently given much con-
sideration to this question. He alludes to the question of jump-
ers. I desire toput a cénesﬁon to the Senator. Assuming that
the laws of the United States make it a condition to a valid loca-
tion of a mining claim that the locator be a citizen of the United
States, or that he have declared his intention to become a citizen;
if he does not comply with that condition his location is invalid
and the land is the same as if it had not been located. Any citi-
zen of the United States or person having declared his intention
to become a citizen is, therefore, under the laws of the United
States, entitled to make a valid location, because the first is wholly
invalid. Now, does the Senator mean to characterize a person in
the last situation 1 have mentioned as a jumper?

Mr. BATE. In the first place, I think the Senator’s assumption
is wrong, and I differ with him in to that title, I think
the alien gets a temporary title, and 1t can be made a permanent
title. This has been shown in this discussion where suits have
been brought against foreigners to escheat their lands or mining
claims, the Government declining to disturb the title and giving
the alien the right to file his intention to become a citizen after
suit is brought, and at any time before final decree, and upon such
filing thaproceedinga aredi . The statute opens the courts
to the foreigner and gives him the privilege, up to the last hour
before the money is paid, of declaring his intention and making
permanent his title.

Let me answer that.

Mr. STEWART.

Mr. BATE. Let me get throngh, I will answer it further in
a moment. I understand a jumper is a man who seeks to inter-
fere with the title of the man with the pick and spade who has
been there in the dust and cold, under the blasts of winter, in
order to establish a claim. He is a man who lias done no work
whatever and goes there for the purpose of jumping a claim,
That is the way I understand it.

Mr. RAWLINS, If the Senator will allow me, having lived all
my life in the midst of a mining country, I will give him what I
understand to be the definition of a jumper accepted among min-
ers. A man has made a valid location; he is entitled to make it
under ,the law, and he is doing what he can to maintain it; he is
complying with the law. A corporation or a combination of men
enter npon ﬁsaemon of his mining claim by force, di him
of it, drive him away from it, 'gmceed to operate it as if they had
a right to it, contrary to law. Those are jumpers; but a man who
enters lawfnlly—makes a location—never is a jumper.

I desire, further, fo state that I understood the Senator from

Nevada, and I did not quite understand the Senator from Col-
orado, to maintain that an alien could make a valid mining loca-
tion. I have found no case in which it has been held that an alien
can make a valid location. I called npon the Senator from Nevada
to give me such a case, as I understood him to make such a state-
ment. He referred me to a case in my own State. I want to call
attention to the nature of the case in my own State,

Mr, STEWART. Igim lﬁmﬁ to say what a jumper is.

tTl:_g PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada is out

of order.

Mr. BATE. 1 yield to the Senator from Nevada to define a

jumper.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada is out
of order. He can not speak without the recognition of the Chair,

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
see yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. BATE, 1 'F'ald for him to define a jumper.

Mr. STEWART. A jumper is a man who enters upon a claim
of another in his possession. I do not care whether he is a for-
eigner or whether he is an American. If he has located a claim
and is working if and is in ion of if, the man who enters
?on it to take it from him is a jumper, and is treated as such.

obody has a right to take it from him, if he is a foreigner, ex-
cept the Government of the United States, and according to the
aftidavit of Mr. Hubbard his clients are jumpers. He says that
they went there and located these claims which had previously,
been located, and brought suit. Of course they were jumpers.

Mr, BATE. Mr, President,the Senators who are familiar with
mining and mining operations can better define jum than a
layman like myself, but I will give my definition of it, the com-
mon-sense view of it. I look upon a jumper as a man trying to
get something for nothing, who wants to interfere with the rights
of the man with the pick and spade amidst the dust and blasts up
there in the Arctic Circle, who is trying to make a living.

. A jumper is a man who tries to oust him by coming in there and
saying, ** Your title is no Pay me so much money or I will
bring suit against you and yon wﬂf jump out.” He is trying to
get something for nothing by a species of blackmailing, Sir, i
the animal kingdom we see that very frequently,and I
jumpers might well be likened to the jackal. The jackal follows
in the wake of the lion to get his prey. The lion destroys the
%ame and the jackal comes along for the purpose of devouring it.
hat jackal is a jumper.

See an illustration that is perhaps more forcible, afforded in
ornithology. Look at the cuckoo bird. Did anybody ever hear
of the cuckoo making its own nest? No, sir. But whenever an-
other bird makes a nest, the cuckoo bird comes along, takes the
nest, lays its eggs, and hatches its young., That is an illustration
of it, and that cuckoo is a jumper.

Mr,. STEWART, That is good.

Mr. BATE. I have not va? much time, and there are some
things I wish to say. Ishall have to yield the floor at half past
4 by prearrangement. This question of jumping has gotten to be
avery serious one, They havea jumper on theside of thisamend-
ment, as the Senator from Nevada just told you. This man has
jum four or five thousand miles, all the way from Cape Nome,
and litdown into the committee room of my friend the Senator from
North Dakota; for the pur of doing what? Why, of helping
those jumpers who are at C go Nome to take that which does not
belong to them and put out the man with the pick and the )
and set tq’lrfor themselves there and make a fortune out of his
interest. That is a long jump and an adroit one.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Tennessee
yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. BATE. Certainly.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understood the Senator a while ago
11:,?e say that he had an interview with a gentleman by the name of

wis.
RMr. BATE. Yes, in the committee room, sir; and Senator

085——

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr, Lewis informed me that he himself
had p: most of this eivil-code bill, and that he was here in
the interest of the parties who had taken an option on the claims
alleged to have been located by these parties. Mr, Lewis is an
attorney, and he is here on behalf of the other interest. -

_Mr. BATE. Yes,sir. He is here, and is an attorney by profes-

sion.

Mr. HANSBROUGH, I do not dispute his right to be here,

Mr. BATE. Nor L. .

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Or to talk with the Senator,

Mr. BATE. Nor do I dispute the right of Mr. Hubbard to talk
with you, butnevertheless I say he isa jumper, a good jumper, be-
cause he jumped four or five thousand miles in an incredibly short
time and found himself in the committee room of a United States




1900.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

4475

Senator. Buf Mr, Lewis is a good man. He is a good lawyer.
He snbmitted a brief, and sent it to me the second day of this dis-
cussion, and that brief contains everything in the way of legal
reference I have heard in regard to mining. He did it in two or
three short pages. ; -

Tsvo or three of the leading cases referred to and analyzed with
the facts. He is a fine lawyer and a modest, cultivated gentle-
man. We all were glad to have his suggestions in the committee
room, which were given only when invited.

These foreigners are the parties who first found the gold there.
They were the adventurers. What was the condition of thin
at Cape Nome when gold was discovered there? We knew noth-
ing about it.

%t is said here in a part of the proof touching this matter that
a few months before they learned of this discovery it had been
told somebody in confidence, and they had made it known; had
violated their confidence. It was, however, lost and forgotten;
at least, no effort had been made to develop it. - This was in the
spring when, as Mr. Dexter states, the company was to go and
organize a camp in the fall, and uﬂeto that time nothing had
been done to establish a camp or make slocation. It atoog just
in that relation. And these gix men organized the firstcamp and
made the first location of mining claims there, If ever claimed
by anyone else, the claims had been abandoned. .

Mr, President, I believe that it is said that the Norsemen dis-
covered America before Columbus did; but Columbus really dis-
covered it. He is the man to whom we are indebted for it. His
discovery brought practical benefit with it. The Norsemen may
have seen it first on the coast of Iceland, but it was not followed
uF. and was lost and forgotten. So these people may have heard
of Cape Nome and the gold, yet they paid no attention to it; but
months after that here comes these men with the pick and spade,
and they go over and find it and they locate and develop it. It
belongs to them, and it wonld be an outrage upon the part of the
Government of the United States to take it away from them or
from those who hold under them.

I have gone somewhat over this matter. There are a great
many more points in if, but I do not intend to detain the Senate
to-day after half past 4. I desire the ceremonies to begin then
as we have agreed, But I want to say that as a member of this
committee I have looked at this a little more narrowly, perhaps,
than if I had not been a member of the committee, for I felt a
frida naturally that our committee shonld do what is right, and

know, furthermore, that Senators rely upon committeemen for
information coming under their investigation more than upon
their own observation and their own examination in matters that
come before the Senate. I felf that there was a moral obligation
resting upon me as a member of the Committee on Territories to
ﬂﬁe my ideas about this and fo do the best I could touching this

This is a large bill, a very remarkable bill, and it has been con-
ducted on this floor by the manager who has had it in charge with
very marked ability and success. He has not only shown astute-
ness and adroitness in this matter, but he has shown eloquence
wkhen it was necessary to denounce foreigners. I think I could
afford to do it as an ex-Confederate—yon and I, Mr, President

. PETTUS in the chair]. Buf when one-third of the men shoot-

us down in our late war were foreigners, I do not think those
who enlisted them to do it onght to abuse them. 1 think they
ought to take care of those who fonght with them to sustain the
Fggeral Government and to overcome us Confederates in the fight.
I think the Senator from Montana should not indulge his bikter
tirade upon them to such an extent.

Mr. President, this amendment destroys therights of those who
have gone to Cape Nome in good faith, made their locations ac-
cording to law, and have sold the locations in good faith; and
others have invested a large amount of money , and when
you pass this amendment, destroying these two sections, you de-
stroy their groperty: you take it away from them. It amounts
to nothing but confiscation upon the part of the Government of
the United States, and I am against that kind of a p ing,

I am against it in morals as well asin law., The law is on the
gide of our contention. The morals are npon that side. The man
who located it sold it. Amnother man bought it in good faith.
Now he holds it and is trying to better it, and to money

* there to add to it and help this country, and he is doing it on a
liberal scale,

The foreigners found the gold at Cape Nome. What was the
condition of things? To me it looks almost like an apparition, a
wonderful thing 1n itself. Two yearsago there was a cold, bleak,
barren, uninhabited, and unattractive country at Cape Nome,
Not a sail fluttered in its borean blasts; not a steam stack belched
forth its cloud of smoke. No commerce, no trade; naught to be
seen buf a shipless sea and the rock-ribbed mountains frowning
upon it. Now we see thrift and trade in season, and active,
thrifty, stirring population, with pick and spade, digging, evenin

thesandsof thesea, forgold. How comes this goldin theocean? I
have beenracking my brain to see whatis the most plansible theory.

How corae these gold nuggets in the ocean, down in the sands,
wwhere the water has been washing over them for centuries? Itis
said, I believe, that the most plausible idea is that the intense in-
ternal fires have made the gold of some coarser material and cast
it up along with the rock, the upheaval of which makes the
mountains.

We must look at time not as we have it in the Bible—I do nof
dispute the Bible—but as of thonsands and perhaps millions of
years. Thisabrasion, the beating of the sea against this gold-bear-
ing mountain, has been going on and on. These waters have been
beating a.fninst these rock-ribbed hills, now and then washing
ont these little particles of gold, and they have dropped into the
sands, where the miners find them. That was the condition when
these foreigners went there, these enterprising men from Lapland.

I think thatwas fortunate, and if is the first time I ever thonght
it a good investment for the Government to send for the Lap-
landers and pay the amount of money we had topay. They have
come, and with their energy they have gone to Cape*Nome and
they have discovered these mines, and now you see how if is work-
ing, and the amouunt of gold it is bringing forth. They came with
their reindeer. They are adapted fo that climate. So is the rein-
deer. Nature is beautiful in its adaptabilitﬁ. The reindeer is
adapted to that cold, unproductive climate. He feeds and fattens
upon the native moss. is skin is thicker, his hair is longer and
softer, and there is a little fine wool next to his skin to keep him
warm. They use his skin for garments to keep warm the inhabi-
tants of that bleak and uncongenial climate.

Another thing occurs to me in this connection. The finest and
most costly material known to the Gobelin looms or to handmade
Eroduct comes from the arctic regions. It is the down of the eider

uck., Nature is adaptable, and it prepares these things to suif
the necessity. So those Lapps came to Alaska, promising, before
the&y came, to become citizens of the United States. They came
and did the very best they could to become citizens. Twenty-
seven of them filed their affidavits of first intention in Port Town-
send, The others made application when they went up there
before authorities whom they thought were authorized to give
certificates of citizenship.

Now, I am glad those men came with their reindeer. They
may develop a useful industry up there; I do not know; but one
thing is certain, that these Laplanders can live there and live
there successfully, where our people could not survive—a place
where the sun is never vertical, but gives its horizontal rays in
long days and cold and darkness in long and dreary nights. No
warmth to melt the ice-bound brook and the snow-covered vale
gll; to bring forth fresh and green vegetation or to give blush to

@ rose.

These Laplanders, Swedes, and Norwegians are peculiarl
adapted to that country, and they can bring it into a rich devel-
opment. They can e a useful country of it when we could
not, Our people go there merely to stay three months, and are as
'migmtor{ss the cranes who fly over us, going forward and back-
ward with the seasons, That is the character of our people who
go there,

They would go there in the summer time for three months,
while these Lapps can stay there all the time and they can de-
velop the resources of the country and pour any amount of gold
into the pockets of our people. Therefore, we ought to encourage
them instead of turning them out npon a cold tecgnicalit.y of law.
‘We ought to let them have their equities; and this case i1s full of
equities. It would be unfair, unjust, illiberal, and, I think, in-

nitable for us to put this amendmentin lieu of the two sections -
w'i‘:et; I have read and which have been agreed upon by the com-
mi .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PETTUS in the chair).
hour of half past 4 o'clock has arrived.

Mr, BATE. Iam nof through, but I will quit.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE DANFORD,

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions
from the House of Representatives on the death of the late Repre-
sentative DANFORD may now be laid before the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate
the resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be

The

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows:

Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 20, 1900,

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that -
nity may be given for tributes to the mamoriy of the Hon. LORENZO DANFORD,
late a member of the Honse of Representatives from the State of Ohjo.

Resolved, That ss a particular mark of r 't to the memory of the de-
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a dia!inzrzhed public
aennnﬂ:ﬁm House, at the lusion of these ial proceedings, shall
stand ourned.
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mnaaolmd. That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the family of
(1] -
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate.

Mr, FORAKER, Mr, President, I offer the resolutions which
I send to the desk and ask for their present consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read.

The resolutions were read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep and profound sorrow of the
ﬂ%th of Hon. LOREXZO DAXFORD, late a Representative from the State of

(s
Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that
ming tribute may be paid to his eminent public services and high personal
racter.
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House
of Representatives.

Mr, FORAKER. Mr. President, it is the custom to take formal
note of the decease of our colleagnes, and it is usual in such con-
nection to speak only words of eulogy.

The circumstances of death and the proprieties of such occasions
are calculated to restrain and qualify all that may be said.

For this reason our tributes too frequently have less weight and
make less impression than they should. It is not necessary to
have any such thoughts in this instance, Theunrestrained truth
is in this case the highest eulogy; and if it were not so, he whom
we honor to-day would, if able to have a wish, infinitely prefer it
to any false compliments.

LoRrENzO DANFORD was born on a farm in Belmont County,
Ohio, October 18, 1820, At the age of 25 years he had attended
the common schools, s&)ent two years at college, graduated in the
lnw_.dand been admitted to its practice, where his advancement was
rapid.

n the six years following he had acquired a clientage, attracted
the favorable attention of the public, been twice chosen prosecut-
ing attorney of his county, and had turned his back on all the
bright prospects that thus attended him to enlist as a private
soldier in the Union Army,

His service was at the front, where he made a record for gal-
lantry in battle that brought its reward in one promotion after an-
other, until finally he was made a commissioned officer, and later
attained to the rank of captain.

At the close of the war he resumed the practice of his profession,
in which he soon became so distingnished that he was tendered
employment in almost every case of importance in his judicial dis-
tri His great success was due to the fact that, in addition to
being well %roundad in the law and having great power as an ad-
vocate, he had preeminent good common sense and a familiar
knowledge of human nature, He seemed to comprehend intui-
tively the motives of men, and thus was able to unravel transac-
tions and discover and establish the truth.

He lived in a Congressional district that had given to the public
service such men #s Edwin M. Stanton and John A. Bingham.
Mr, Bingham wasthen representing that districtin Congress. He
was popular with his constituency not only because of the dis-
tinction he has conferred upon them by his congpicnous public
services, but also because he was one of the most affable and lov-
able of men., Only a strong man intellectually, morally, and in a
popular sense could succeed such a man to such an honor, But
this distinetion fell to Captain DANFORD when, in 1872, he was first
elected to the House of Representatives. He was soon recognized
in that body and throughout the country as worthy to follow his
distinguished predecessor.

His habits of thorough study, his sound judgment, and his long
and varied experience at the bar made him ready and forceful in
debate, and at once, almost, he took his place as one of the strong
men of the House, After three terms of service he voluntarily
guit public life, that he might devote himself to the practice of
his profession, in which he again had the most brilliant success.
He was reelected to the House in 1894 and reelected in 1896 and
1898, but died at his home in the county of his birth in 1899, before
the Fifty-sixth Congress had convened.

His whole life was a struggle. Asa boy with poverty and to
acquire an education; later to gualify himself for the practice of
the law; as a soldier in the civil war to contribute his full share
to the preservation of the Union: as a man to discharge with fidel-
ity the duties of the high positions to which he was called.

He was strong and rugged, both physically and mentally. He
was an earnest and constant exemplification of truth and sincer-
ity. He was in all his conduct plain, practical, and straightfor-
ward. He relied on his own powers, his own efforts, his own
i‘udgmenh. his own_abilities, his own sense of right and justice.

n person he was tall and gracetul, with a handsome face, a frank,
manly countenance, and a polite and attractive address. He had
the genius of common sense, and the briiliance of sound judg-
ment and sincere purposes. He was not an orator who dealt in
ima.iery. but he was an easy, Io%ical. eloquent, and forceful
speaker, who marshalled facts and presented them with com-
manding power. :

He surmounted all difficulties and attained a high measure of
success in all the fields of his labors and efforts. -

He was a faithful friend, a devoted husband, a loving father, a
splendid type of the American citizen, and an inspiring example
for the American youth. His work is done. In the House, where
he served so long and so ably, fitting testimony has been given by
his colleagues of the nprightness of his life and worth of his serv-
ices. They have spoken admiringly, tenderly, beautifully, but in
it all there has been no insincerity or exaggeration. He was
worthy of all that has been said. I can speak no higher praise,

Mr. ident, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The %naaﬁon ig, Shall the reso-
Intions submitted by the Senator from Ohio be adopted?

The resolutions were unanimonsly agreed to.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, as a further mark of esteem
to the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was unanimously agreed to: and (at 4 o'clock and
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur-
day, April 21, 1900, at 12.o'clock meridian,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FripaAy, April 20, 1900.

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev,
Hexry N, Covpes, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

NICARAGUAN CANAL,

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, some time ago the ma-
jority of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce filed
a report upon the subject of the Nicaraguan Canal, and the com-
mittee agreed that I might file on behalf of the minority a report,
which I now ask to file by unanimous consent and have it consid-
ered as pending with the majority report.

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks nnanimouns
congent to file a minority report on what is known as the Nicara-
guan Canal bill, and that the same may be printed. Is there objec-
tion? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none, and that order is
accordingly made.

ORDER OF BUBINESS,

Mr, FOSS. Mryr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the W hole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill,

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. The gentleman
fnilI:n Iﬂii%% %wa& that:lthe House resolve iﬁu_ﬁ o

T. . arliamentary inquiry, Mr. er,

The SPEAKER. ghe gentleman wal wait untllpfhe Chair puts
the motion. The gentleman from [llinois moves that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation
bill. The Chair will now hear the parliamentary inquiry of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MAHON. Before that motion can be put, Mr. Speaker,
Rule XXIV, which provides for order of business, says that the
daily order of business shall be as follows: First, prayer by the
Chaplain; second, reading and approval of the Journal; third,
corrections of reference of public bills; fourth, disposal of busi-
ness on the Speaker’s table; fifth, unfinished business; sixth, the
morning hour for the consideration of bills called up by commit-
tees, I want to ask if this order of business must not be finished
before a motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union i8 in order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the rules this
motion is in order at all times; it is highly privileged, and the
gueation as between the two committeeson Claims and War Claims

oes not come up at this time. When that question comes up, the
Chair will upon it.
mMr. MAHON. Then,Mr. Speaker, I would like toask the Honse

ve us another day in place of this.
he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of

the gentleman from Illinois to go into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the naval appropriation bill.

Mr. MAHON. I ask the House to vote this motion down, Itis
in vour power to do it if you want to consider hills.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
MamON) there were—51 ayes and 53 noes,

Mr. FOSS. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, -

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 96,
answered ** present” 16, not voting 134; as follows:

YEAS—104
Adams, Cummings, Hopkins, O'Grady,
Alexander, Curtis, Jenkins, - Olmsted,
Allen, Me. Cushman, Jones, Wash. Payne,
BaXer, Dalzell, Kerr, Ray,
Barber, Davidson, Kitchin, Reeder,
Barham, Dayton, Knox, Roberts,
Bingbam, Diecl, Lacey, Rodenberg,
Bishop, Dolliver, Lawrence, Smith, H. C.
Boreing, Driggs, Lim:eg. Bmith, Bamuel W.
Boutell, 1L Eddy, Littletield, Smith, Wm. Alden
Brick, Faris. g Southard,
Bromwell, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Sperry,
Brosins, Fordney, Lybrand, Hteele,
Brown Foss, McCleary, Bulloway,
Bull, Garduer, M. J. McPherson, ate,
Burke, 8. Dak Gill, McRae, Tawney,
Burleigh, Graham, Marsh, Tayler, Ohio
Burton, Greene, Mass, Mercer, Vandiver,
Butler, Grosvenor, Mesick, Van Voorhis,
Cn]dcrﬁsad. Grout, Meyer, La Wadsworth,
Cannon, Hamilton, Miiler, Wanger,
Capron, Heatwole, Moody, Mass. ‘Warner,
Clarke, N. H. Hepburn, Morris, Waters,
Corlisa, Hill, Mudd, Weaks,
Cousins, Hitt, - Needham, ‘Wheeler, Ky.
Crumpacker, Hoffecker, Norton, Ohio Wise.
NAYS—040
Adamson, Elliott, Maddox, Small,
Allen, Ky, Emerson, Mahon, Snod
Atwater, Finley, Mann, 8 2,
Ball, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Meekison, Sparkman,
Bell, Fitzpatrick, Mondell, -3&‘1{;11?..
Berry. Gaston, Moomn, Stark,
Brantley, Glynn, Naville, :EWEhena. Tex
Breazeale, Green, Pa. Newlands, Stokes,
Barleson, Gri BY, Bulzer,
Caldwell, Hedge, Pierce, Tenn. Sutherland,
Clark. Mo. Henry, Miss. Pearre, Swanson,
Clayton, Ala. Jack, Rhea, Ky. Talbert,
Clayton, N. Y. Johnston, Richardson, Terry,
Connell, Jones, Va. Riordan, Thomas, N. O.
Cooney, Kleberg, Robinson, Ind Underwood,
Cox, Kluttz, Rucker. Wachter,
Davenport, 8. A, Lamh, Ryan, N. Y. ‘Williams, J. R.
Davenport, 5. W. Lanham, Shafroth, Williams, W. E.
vis, Latimer, Bhelden, Wil
De Graffenreid, Lewis, Sheppard, ‘Wilson, Idaho
De Vries, Little, Sherman, Wilson, N. Y,
Denny. Livingston, Bhowalter, lson, 8 C
Dinsmore, McAleer, Bims, or,
Dougherty, McDowell. Slayden, Ziegler.
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—I16.
Allen. Miss, Carmack, Graif, Norton. 8.0
Bartlett, Esch, Hull, Ransdell,
Burkett, Gai Miers. Ind. Rixe {
Burnett, Gillet, N. ¥. Mulier, Shackleford.
NOT VOTING—134
Acheson, Davey, Lentz, Robertson. La.
Aldrich, De Armond, Lester, Rohinson, Nebr.
Leock, Dovener, Levy. Ruppert,
iley. %m giriscoll. s :}tminw. %v.aauseli:“L
Bailey, Tex. tzgerald, Masa oy Yan,
Bankhead, Fleming, Lorimer, Salmon,
Barthaid Fowler Lovest Bt
owler, wvering, attue,
Bellamy, ox, M 1, Sibley,
ton, Freer, McClellan, Bmith, [L
Boutalle, Me. Gamble, McCulloch, Smith, Ky.
we! S Gardner, Mich,  MecLain, S}gﬂ 8,
Bradley, Gayle, Ay, Stallings,
Brenner, Gibson, Metealf, Stevens, Minn.
Brewer, Gilbert, Minor, Stewart, N. J.
Broussard, Gillett, Mass, Moody, Oreg itewart, N. Y.
Brownlow, Gordon, organ, tewart,
Brundid Griffith, Nayphen, [aylor, Ala.
Burke, Tex. Grow, Noonan, Thayer,
Campbell, Hall, Otjen, Thomas, lowa
Catchings, Haugen, Overstreet, Thropp,
Chanler, Hawley, Packer, Pa. Tompkins,
Cochran, Mo, Hay, Parker, N. Tongue,
Cochrane, N. Y. Hemenway, Pearce, Mo. Turner,
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Conn, Phillips, Underhill,
Cooper, Wis. Henry. Tex. Polk, resland,
Cowherd, Howard, Powers, Watson,
Crawford, Howell, Prince, Weaver,
Cromer, Jett, Pugh, Weymouth,
Crowley, Fq&; narles, W bito.
Crump, Kahn, EEVes, Wright,
Cusack, Ketcham, Rhea, Va. Young.
Dahle, Wis. Landis, Ridgely.
Daly, N. J. Lane, obhb,

Fo the motion to go into Committee of the Whole for the further
consideration of the naval appropriation bill was agreed to.

Before the result of the vote was stated the following an-
nouncements were made:

Mr. COONEY. Mr, Speaker, I would like fo change my vote.
I answered * present” when my name was called, but I wish to
yote **no.”

The name of Mr, COONEY was again called, and he answered in
the negative.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I am paired with my colleague, Mr,
Hewesway. I wish to withdraw my vote and be recorded pres-
ent. g

The name of Mr. MiErs of Indiana being again called, he an-
swered, ** Present.”

Mr. GAINES. Iam paired with the genfleman from Massa-
chusetts, Mr. McCarLr, I wish, therefore, to withdraw my vote,
which was cast in the negative, and answer, ** Present.”

g‘rha name of Mr., (GAINES was again called, and he answered,
‘s mnt_. ” L

My, HULL, I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia,
Mr. Hay. As he did not vote, I desire to withdraw my vote and
to be recorded ‘‘present.”

The name of Mr. HULL was again called, and he answered,
* Present.”

Mr. BARTLETT. On this gquestion I have voted “no,” but I
wish to withdraw my vote on account of being paired with the
gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. FOWLER, who has not answered
on the roll call,

Mr., JOHNSTON, Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirmative, but
I desire to change my vote and be recorded in the negative.

The name of Mr. JOHNSTON was again called, and he answered
in the negative.

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, Irisefoa parliamentary inquiry.
If the House refuses to go into Committee of the Whole for the
further consideration of the naval bill, which of the Committees
on Claims will be entitled to the day?

The SPEAKER. That question is not properly at issue at this
time, but the Chair will say to the gentleman that it will be the
Committee on Claims.

: Mr. ROBERTS, Then I desire to change my vote from “no”
o' ayﬁ.”

The name of Mr. ROBERTS was again called, and he answered in
the affirmative.

Mr, GILLET of New York. Mr, § er, I wish to withdraw
gy vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr.

AYLE.

Mr. RANSDELL. Iam paired with the gentleman from Indi-
ana, Mr‘; STEELE. I wish to inquire whether I am recorded as
present

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is so recorded.

Mr. RANSDELL. That is right.

Mr. ADAMS. 1 wish to change my vote from “no” to “aye.”

The ntzilme of Mr. ApaMms was again called, and he voted in the

ve.

Mr. TATE. Mr. S&eaker, I wish to vote.

The SPEAKER. as the gentieman present and listening for
his name when it was called?

Mr. TATE. 1 was on the last roll call.
bear me out that he did not call my name.
hear it.

The name of Mr, TATE was again called, and he voted in the
affirmative.

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky, Iam paired with the gentle-
man from California, Mr, METCALF, my colleague on the commit-
tee. But I shall permit my vote to stand, as [ am quite sure that
ig he were present he would vote as I have done, in the affirma-

ive.

The following pairs were announced:

For this session:

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HaLL,

Mr. METcALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky.

Mr. HonL with Mr, Hay. .

Mr. PAcKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. PoLK.

Tntil further notice:

Mr. DOVENER with Mr, CATCHINGS,

Mr. GRAFF with Mr. BRUNDIDGE.

Mr. BarLeEy of Kansas with Mr. HOWARD.

Mr. FowLER with Mr, BARTLETT.

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi,

Mr. KanxN with Mr. RUPPERT.

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio with Mr, Fox.

Mr. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. CocuraN of Missouri.

Mr. GiLLETT of Massachusetts with Mr, THAYER.

Mr, HawLEY with Mr, CooPER of Texas.

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD.

Mr, BurgETT with Mr. BURKE of Texas.

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. GRIFFITH.

Mr. Joy with Mr, SHACKLEFORD,

Mr: Mivor with Mr. Rixey.

Mr. Esca with Mr, BAILEY of Texas,

Mr, CocarANE of New York with Mr. CROWLEY,

Mr. Grow with Mr, Lroybp.

Mr. RusseLL with Mr, McCLELLAN,

Mr. Manox with Mr. OTEY.

Mr. GiLLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE,

Mr, BROWNLOW with Mr, CARMACK, for one week, from April 14,
" Myl. lg}\'ER,STnEI-:T with Mr. StaLLINGgs, for one week, from

pri .

1 think the Clerk will
If he did, I conld not
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Mr. GAMBLE with Mr, ROBERTSON of Louisiana, for one week,
from April 19.

Mr. Saarruc with Mr. BREWER, for one week, from April 19.

Mr. Laxe with Mr. SricuT, for one week, from April 20,

Mr. McCaLL with Mr. Gaings, for one week, from April 12,

Mr. Gissox with Mr. TATE, for one week, from April 16,

Mr, LoriMER with Mr. CusAcK, for two weeks from April 14,
AM;'I. 2lt;c:)m\‘(} of Pennsylvania with Mr. BExTox, from April 14 to

ril 26,
Ir. PowERs with Mr, BANKHEAD, from April 14 to April 28,

Mr. RANSDELL with Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from April 14
to May 1 (on all questions except contested-election cases).

AMr. STEWART of New York with Mr. May, for two weeks from
ril 5.
r. OraEN with Mr. BRENNER, until April 20, inclusive,

Mr. ALpRrICH with Mr. BURNETT, until April 29,

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. NorTON of South Carolina,
until Saturday week.

Mr, Keronay with Mr. MULLER, until April 24,

Mr. HowEeLL with Mr. DALY of New Jersey, until Tuesday next.

Mr, LoveERiNG with Mr, FirzGERALD of Massachusetts, until
Tuesday next.

Mz, ]:{ENBY of Connecticut with Mr. Gorpox, until April 29,

Ar. MIERS of Indiana with Mr. HEMENWAY, until May 1.

Mr. SPRAGUE with My, HENRY of Texas, until Monday next.

For this day:

Mr. LiTTAUER with Mr. CHANLER.

Mr. Warsox with Mr. McCULLOCH,

Mr. AosesoN with Mr, LexTz,

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. NAPHEN,

Mr. REEVES with Mr, JETT.

Mr, ToNGUE with Mr. DAVEY.

Mr. Loup with Mr, NOONAN.

Mr. CoorEr of Wisconsin with Mr. SCUDDER.

Mr. Bascock with Mr, COWHERD.

Mr. STEwART of New Jersey with Mr. DE ARMOND,

Mr, PargER of New J e‘rse{ with Mr. BRADLEY,

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from
Tennessee, Mr. GiesoN, I understand that if he were present
he would vote ““aye,” and therefore I have taken the liberty fo
vote ““aye.”

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I see by the announcement of
the pairs that I am paired with the gentleman from Texas, Mr.
Burge. I did not know that, and not knowing of the arrange-
ment of that pair I voted “*aye.” If the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BurkE] did not vote, I wish to withdraw my vote.

The SP. . The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Burkg] did
not vote,

Mr, BURKETT, Then I will withdraw my vote.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done.

Mr. ESCH. I notice that I am paired with the gentleman from
Texas, Mr. BarLry. He is not present, and therefore 1 wish to
withdraw my vote.

The SPE R. Withount objection, the gentleman's vote will

be withdrawn,

Mr. GRAFF. I voted, butI find that I am paired with the gen-
tleman from Arkansas, Mr. BRUNDIDGE. So I ask leave to with-
draw my vote.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will
be withdrawn.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Iam paired with the gentleman from
Missouri, Mr. Joy. I voted in the negative on this question, but
I desire to withdraw my vote, as Mr. Joy is not present.

The SPEAKER., Without objection, the gentleman’s vote will
be withdrawn.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr, PAYNE in the chair.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose, and Mr. Vax VoorHis having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Sen-
ate, by Mr, PLATT, one of its clerks, annonn that the Senate
had passed bills and a joint resolution of the following titles; in
which the concurrence of the House was requested:

S. 4197, An act to provide for the construetion of a revenue
cutter for use at Philadelphia, Pa. :

S. 4051. An act to anthorize the Ohio Valley Electric Railway
Company to construct a bridge over the Big Sandy River from
EKenova, W. Va., to Catlettsburg, Ky. .

S. R. 116. Joint resolution to provide for the administration
of civil affairs 1n Porto Rico pending the appointment and gunali-
fication of the civil officers provided for in the act approved April
12, 1900, entitled **An act temporarily to provide revenues and a
¢ivil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes.”

8. 8200. An act to provide for the establishment of a port of de-
livery at Worcester, Mass.; and

S. 2359, An act anthorizing the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue to redeem or make allowance for internal-revenue stamps.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments the bill (H. R. 8366) to amend section 953 of the
Revised Statutes, had asked a conference with the House of Rep-
resentatives on said bill and amendments, and had ordered that
Mr. Hoar, Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, and Mr. Bacox act as the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the amendments
of the Senate numbered 3 and 4 to the bill (H. R. 10449) making
appropriations to Hgﬂy additional urﬁent deficiencies in the ap-
propriations for tlfe fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other
purposes,

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

Mr. CANNON. Before the Clerk proceeds with the reading of
the bill, I ask unanimous consent to adopt the following amend-
ment in lien of the substitute that was adolited yesterday touch-
ing the Naval Academy, and to take the place of all the provi-
sions ?£9r the Naval Academy down to and including line 13, on
page 33,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposed substi-
tute, after which the Chair will ask nnanimons consent,

The Clerk read as follows:

Buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: Toward the construction of build-
ings and for other nece improvements at the Naval Academy, Annap-
olis, Md., $350,000: Provided, t before any sum is expended

of this
by the Becretary of the Navy

complete plans shall be prepared and approv
improvements at the Naval

covering all contemplated new buildings and

Academy and for each and every purpose connected therewith; which plans
shall involve a total expenditure of

not more than $6,000,000, including the
sum of $1,220.000 heretofore appropriated and the sum herein appropristed
for gaid buildings and improvements: Provided further, That after the prep-
aration and approval of the herein provided for, the Eecretary of the
N viy is anthorized to enter into contract or contracts for any part or all of
the improvements and buildings herein authorized, within said limit of
cost, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law.

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that this be
substituted for the substitute adopted yesterday, and also for the
language of the bill from line 24, on page 33, down to and includ-
ing line 9, on page 34, Is there objection?

i!r. MUDD. My, Chairman—

Mr, TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
as this is a time when considerable stress is put upon the matter
of char.ginf minds so suddenly, or having them changed by some-
body else, 1 should just like to know from the gentleman from
Illinois what is his reason for wantin% this nhmge? He made a
noble fight yesterday in which I stood by him, as did other tle-
men here, and he was successful. I shounld like to know whether
the gentleman is giving up any of the fruits of his victory.

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro-
lina that there is no change in my mind nor is there any change
in this proposition. Itis in complete harmony with the amend-
ment, or the substitute that was adopted to the first paragraph
uuder the head of the Naval Academy. Now,unanimous consent
is asked that this provision just read shall be in lien of what the
committee did yesterday and in lien of all other provisions for the
Naval Academy, and in substance it limits the cost of all the im-
Egovements there to $6,000,000, and provides that no money shall

expended until the plans are perfected within that limit of
cost, and then it a%}ves &ower to the Becretary of the Navy to con-
tract for any or all of the bunildings after the &!nm are approved
within the limit. In other words, it a.pE].ias @ contract provi-
sion, the same as is done on other large buildings, river and har-
bor works, and so forth. Ii is very desirable from the standpoint
of economy, and results in harmonions and systematic work.

Mr. TALBERT. It does not increase the appropriation over
your other amendment?

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no,

Mr, TALBERT. That is what I wanted to know.
not increase the appropriation, I have no objection.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Does that interfere with
the contract that has already been made for the building of the
sea wall and the piling, dredging, and filling in which are already
contracted for and in progress?

Mr, CANNON. If any contracts have been made, I suppose
they would be lawful and would proceed.

hfr. FITZGERALD of New York. Iunderstand thatatpresent
such work is in progress under a contract made for that purpose,
and yon are eliminatinﬁatha appropriation to continue that work.
If it has that effect, I shall have to object.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I do not eliminate any appropriation.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Why, yes; the gentleman

If it does
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substitutes in the place of an appropriation of £200,000 to continue
that work a proposition—

Mr. C ON. Oh, no; this §350,000 is in addition to all that
has been appropriated, and gives authority to contract for the
whole thing B:gides as soon as the plans are completed within the
§6,000,000 limit. .

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, Yes; but the gentleman's
snbstitute must certainly eliminate this provision for the continu-
ing of the work which is now under construction.

. MOODY of Massachusetts. The substitute offered by the
gentleman from Illinois, as I understand i, as stated by the C{mm—‘
man, only goes down to line 9, It doesnot tonch that subsequent
matter.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Oh, yes; it takes inall that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that it only included line
9, page 34; but he is corrected by the Clerk, who statesthat it goes
down 1o and includes line 13, page 35.

Mr. CANNON. That is correct—line 13, page 35. In other

words——
The CHAIRMAN. TUnanimons consent is asked that this lan-
age be substituted for the bill as amended yesterday, from line
E;lon page 33 down to and including line 13 on page 35.

Mr. CANNON. That is right. In other words, if this pro-
vision is made under this substitute, nothing further will be done
toward the erection of any additional buildi or making addi-
tional improvements until the plans are made for all the build-
ings and all the improvements in addition to those that have been
made, where contracts have been let, so that all the buildings and
improvements will not cost to exceed $6,000,000.

. FITZGERALD of New York, Well, I call the attention
of the gentleman to the fact that there is work under way there
now under contract for the building of the sea wall and the piling,
dredging, and filling in. There is an appropriation made in the
bill as it now stands to continue that work.

. Mr. CANNON. Well, I will gay fo my friend now that there
can not be any work under way there that is in excess of $1,200,-
000, because there was no power to confract except for money ap-
propriated; so that there is no contract in existence in excess of
}noney that is already appropriated, and could nof be under the

AW,

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I understand that while a
contract for a certain amount has been anthorized and made, the
money to carry out the contract has not been appropriated.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; that could not be the case.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I thinkI can explain this provision
to the satisfaction of the gentlemen. This $200,000 is not for the
purpose of carrying ont any contract already made. There is no
contract made for that. X

Mr. CANNON. That is n%ht.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Itis simply to carry out a plan, not

& contract,

Mr. BERRY. MayIask the gentleman from Illinois a question?

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. BERRY, Has the Secretary of the Navy approved of the
plans furnished by Mr, Flagg which have heretofore been pre-
gented to this House?

Mr. CANNON. Under no law has he approved the plans.

Mr. BERRY. This House of Representatives has approved the
plans and has algpro riated money under them.

Mr. CANNON. Not at all.

Mr. BERRY. I think the United States is committed to Mr,
Flagg for the 5 ger cent, whether he does the work or not.

Mr. CANNON. Not at all.

Mr. BERRY. I think the gentleman will find that to be the
case when the time comes.

Mr. CANNON. I have examined the case, and he has no claim,

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection?

Mr, MUDD. Reserving the right to object, I would like to be
heard for two or three minutes. .

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
Maryland will proceed for three minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr, MUDD. Mr. Chairman, if this proposition is the whole of
the damage that is contemplated by the gentleman from Illinois,
I am not sure that, in view of the amendment adopted by the
House yesterday evening, I wonld object. I would like to have
gome assurance from the gentleman from Illinois that this is all
}he damage that he contemplates to inflict on the State of Mary-

an

d,

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my excellent friend that thisisa
fr_o?iaion, if adopted, that will be written into the law, so far as
he House is concerned, covering the Naval Academy and its com-
plete construction and to complete all the constructions, if this
ghould be enacted into law, just as soon as the plans can be mads
and the Secretary will construct them. Notonly is all the money
that has been apgropriated available for that construction, but I
am so desirous of seeing this work done that this provision pro-

vides for a contract up to $6,000,000, less what has been appropri-
ated. Now, then, I have no desire to do any harm to Maryland.
Maryland is nof concerned any more in this than is Illinois,

My, MUDD. That is all right.

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. She is in the Union.

Mr. CANNON. So is Ilinois in the Union.

Mr. MUDD. My, Chairman, I think I have the floor.

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentlemaw® this question.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the gentleman
from land has the floor,

Mr. BARTLETT. Iknow,and I ask permiesion of the Chair
to ask the gentleman a question.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield
to the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr, MUDD. I will yield always to Georgia, becanse I think
Georgia is generally with Margls.nd.

Mr, BARTLETT. Iam with the gentleman from Maryland in
this case. I want to know of the gentleman from Maryland, if
the House puts this proposition in the bill by unanimous consent,
if that will not prevent the Honse, when we go into the House
from the Committee of the Whole, from having a separate voteon
the amendment; in other words, if he by unanimous consent lets
this amendment be i ed on this bill which isoffered as asub-
stitnte by the gentleman from Illinois for that which had already
been agreed to, if the gentleman from Maryland will be permitted
when we go back into the House to have a separate vote, as he
gave notice on yesterday evening?

Mr. MUDD. That will not prevent us from getﬁng a vote.
This is a small expiation in the morning or atonement of the gen-
tleman from Illincis for the damage inflicted in the evening
[langhter]; and if I can understand that this will be the limit of
the ge the gentleman from Illinois purposes to do, I should
not make any objection here.

Mr. CANNON, This represents the opinion of the gentleman
from I[llineis that there should not be to exceed $6,000,000 spent
in rebuilding the Naval Academy at Annapolis, That is my
judgment, that is my voice, and that was the action substantially
of the committee,

Mr. MUDD. I have the floor. I have heard that voice and
that ju ent before.

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and that is all.

Mr. MUDD. And if I ean be heard [ will be heard here.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman can be heard if there is no
objection to it. His time has expired.

Mr. MUDD. I wounld like to hear from the gentleman from
Tllinois if this will represent all the voice and all the harm which
Einois px%oposes to inflict on the State of Maryland and the Naval

cademy’

Mr. CANNON, This represents, if qdb:&ated. in my opinion, all
the money that shonld go from the United States Treasury into a
great public improvement,

Mr. MUDD. Then this is all that the gentleman from Illinois
wants?

Mr. CANNON. I believe that this is ample and sufficient, and
I believe any more would be extravagance.

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman give bond and security that
he will not go any further after this amendment shall have been
accepted? 1 would like to know that, I apprehend, however,
from the extent to which the gentleman from Illinois has already
gone, that this will perhaps be the extent and limit of the dama,
that he pmg)oaeﬂ to inflict upon the State of Maryland and the
country, and if that be the fact, as his purpose this morning is no
worse than he has already inflicted, I shonld not make objection,
thongh, of course. I will contend against the proposition in any
form and in any shape and any place that I shall have an oppor-
tunity to do so.

But I take it for granted, Mr. Chairman, that is about the limit
to which the gentleman from Illinois E:lrpoees to go. Itake it for
granted from his expression that this brings the proposition of the
rebuilding of the Naval Academy down to about thelevel of parsi-
mony of the gentleman from Illinois; and if the gentleman from
Iilinois is to be regarded as the exponent of the views and wishes
of the House up to the present time and in the committee, I shall
not make objection against his proposition, if Icould have any

sort of assurance that this is the limit to which he pro to go.
The CHATRMAN, Thegentleman'stimehasexpired. Isthere
objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois? [Aftera

panse.] The Chair hears none.
My, CANNON. Did that consent adopt the amendment?
The CHAIRMAN. It does.
Mr, CANNON. All right.
TheClerk, proceeding with thereading of the bill, read as follows:

The active list of surgeons shall hereafter counsist of 55, and thatof passed
istant and assistant surgeons of 110, stant surgeons shall rank with
assistant surgeons in the Army: Provided, That the assistant surgeons al)-
pointed for temporary service during the war with Spain, having creditable
records, who are now in the Navy may be given permanent commissions as
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such without limitation as to ge: And provided further, That section 13of the
act approved March 3, 1800, entitled **An act to reorganize and increase the effi-
ciency of the personnel of the Navy and Mavine Corps of the United States,”
be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to provide that nothing therein
contained shall operate to reduce the pay which, but for the passage of said
act, wonld have been received by any commissioned officer at the time of its
passage or thereafter.

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr, Chairman, a point of order on this par-
agraph. Thisis manifestly new legislation, and I think the poi.
of order ought to be made on the pu.ragrayh. [ will reserve it to
hear from the chairman of the committee 1n reference to it. Ido
not want to do anything which shall cripple the service, but I see
no reason why the assistant surgeons, provided for by this para-
graph, should come into the service as junior lieutenants, Ido
not see why they should not go through the first grade and rank
as other officers are reqnired to do, as do officers of the line. If
there is any reason why it should be done, I would be glad to hear
it. I do not think it ought to be done myself.

Mr, FOSS. In reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, I be,
leave to read what Surgeon-General Van Reypen says, on page
of the hearing before the committee:

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If you incnaén your number, how do you oxpect to
get the places filled?

Surgeon-General VAN REYPEN. By putting the assistant surgeons in the
Navy upon the same footing as those in the Army. That is not the case now,
The Army has no trouble whatever in filling their corps. We can hardly get
any. AndI have asked the question very often, * Why is it that we can not
get men to go into the Navy, when the Arm{‘ha.s no trouble in getting as
many as they wanti"' The auswer is, they will not come into the Navy be
cause they have better pay and better rank in the Army, and because in the
Navy they go in the steerage. They get better rank and better pay in the
Army, as they have more independent tions, and our assistant surgeons
at the prasan{thna are the only staff officers that have to go in the steerage.

For that reason it is impossible to get the young men, doctors
and surgeons, to enter the Navy, because they have to go in the
steerage. Now, by giving them a relative rank of those in the
Army, they will not go into the steerage, but into the wardroom
or mess room with other officers. That is the only reason given
by the Surgeon-General before the committee, and he regards it
as a very important one for this provision.

Mr. DINSMORE, It is important that the service should have
doctors; but it seems to me, and perhaps I should not put my
opinion against the opinion of the Surgeon-General, that with the
great number of young men who are anxious to get into public
service, particularly in the Army and Navy, there should not be
any difficulty in getting young doctors to enter the service.

There is a disposition on the part of each one of the different
o of the service to advance themselves as much in rank as pos-
sible. Of course thatis the natural desire; every man likes toget
as much position and everyman is pleased to obtain as much rank

as he can. Ican not understand why the members of the Med-
ical Corps should not be willing to go thmgh the lower grades of
rank as other officers do. They are relieved from the rank of en-
signs, who have to take their timein the steerage. I have known
oticers of the Medical and Pay Corps take theirs in the steerage,
and I can not see why they should object to it.

Mr. MUDD. There is no grade of ensignin the surﬁons’ corps.

Mr. DINSMORE. They have the relative grade. e is not an
ensign, of course. Heis an assistant surgeon. I understand that.
Now, there has been for many years a conflict going on in the dif-
ferent branches of the naval service, a bitter controversy between

_ the staff and the line., It was thought by the line that the staff
had acquired more rank than they were entitled to, relatively—
that they had advantages over the line. The line had to come in
from the beginning, go through the Academy, be prepared for the
service, Waell, they did get some advantages, but in the last Con-
gress we passed the personnel bill, with a view to increasing the
efficiency of the service, and we were gratified at the opportunity
to settle an old controversy between the line and the staff. We
balanced matters up, and they all seemed comparatively contented.

Now. here is manifested again a disposition for one corps to
creep along at the expense of some other corps. I do not mean to
deprive the other corps of any advantage it now has, except they
obtain for themselves the right of precedence on board ship when
living in confined quarters. These assistant surgeons will take
precedence of the ensigns in the service. It seems to me it is un-
warranted and unjustified by the reasons assigned by the Surgeon-
General. I believe there are plenty of ambitious young men who
will be glad to receive a commission in the naval service and take
their course as other officers have done.

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, there is a much
stronger reason than any which has been suggested why this prop-
osition should be adogted by the committee. The comparison
suggested by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DiNsMORE] between
the position of a medical officer of the Navy and that of a pay-
master or junior officer of the line is not altogether logical. An
assistant paymaster upon entering his corps does so with the rank
of ensign; but he is not eligible 1f more than 26 years of age. His
education need not be of the highest academic order. He must be

a good

accountant, a man of good intelligence and fair attain-

ments only. An ensign of the line, coming in from the Naval
Academy, is appointed to the Academy at an age ranging from
16 to 20, and graduates at the age of 20 to 24. He becomes an en-
sign atabout 22 f025. But an assistant surgeon in the Navy, with
the same rank, may be 80 years of age when appointed. Heissub-
jectto a strict professional examination and a careful examination
a8 to his general education before admission; and unless he shall
have passed through a thorough academic course and subsequently
graduated at some first-class medical college he can not become a
medical officer of the Navy,

Now, I take issne with my friend when he states that there are
numerous aspiring {onng surgeons who would be delighted to
get into the Medical Corps of the Navy. The experience of the
Department indicates otherwise. I know that in my own city,
New Orleans, where we have a fine medical school, graduating
yearly a large number of young men, I have been unable to in-
duce any of the gradunates to enter the naval service. although I
have solicited them time and again to do so. They know that if
they enter the service they do so at a disadvantage as compared
with their brethren who go into the Army, both as to pay, work,
and position.

The Surgeon-General of the Navy, in his statement before the
Naval Committee, explains the situation explicitly.

He informs us that it is impracticable to fill the vacancies exist-
ing in the corps because of the conditions I have stated, and also
because junior medical officers in the Navy must go into the steer-
age. Our assistant surgeons at the present time are the only staff
officers that have to go in the steerage. The change proposed
would give them the privilege of the wardroom.

By giving them the same rank as the assistant surgeons in the
Army, we can get good men to come into the corps; mow there is
the utmost difﬁcnlgin attracting caaﬁn.ble and desirable material.

The warrant for the proposed legislation is more fully explained
in the following letter, addressed to the Secretary of the Navy:

WasHINGTON, D. C., January 10, 1000,

81r: I have the honor to transmit herewith a pro; tion for the improve-
ment of the cendition of the Medical Corps of the Navy, with a request that
it be transmitted to the naval committees of Congress to be incorporated in
the naval appropriation bill or otherwise enacte .

1t is proy to add 5 surgeons to the list, making the number 55 instead
of 50, as now allowed b{ law. Thiswounld give promotion, without, however
any present increase of rank or paty. to 5 of the senior assistants, and
accord soﬁ;m*hat to the increase of rank of officers in the line, caused by the
personne .

1t is also proposed to transfer to the regular service the 15 mmnining vol-
unteer assistant surgeons who were in service during the war with Spain
and who still remain in serviee by authority of the act m.nldnf a; pro‘i)riﬂn
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year end June 80, Bﬂ’i} and for
other purposes, approved May 4, 1808, All of the other volunteer medical
officers, 46 in number, have been m! out of service. The 15 who re-
main are desirous of being transferred to the regular service, but 9 of them
are beyond the ;ga limit Ggseacrlhed the present law, which limits the age
of admission to The eldest of the I5 is 37, and the youngeat 24; 0 of them
are now at sea. None of them can ever be promoted if they retain their
present status, whereas if they were transferred to the regular service the
would be in the line of promotion, w! deserve for their intelligen
service and honorable record du and since the war 8 i

The transfer of these officers would partly fill the increase asked for, which
is 5 surgeons and 20 passed assistant and assistant surigeons. There are now
5 vacancies in the regular service, which, with the 10 additional vacancies
made by the m}mﬂncrmof e corps, would make 15 vacancies in the
list of assistant suﬁeo 8.

The Bureau would despair of ever filling these vacancies unless the assist-
ant su ns in the Navy were put on the same footing as assistant surgeons
in the Army, as provided for in the accompanying proposition. Assistant
surgeons are now the only staff officers assigned to the junior officers’ quar-
ters. Assistant paymasters are always alone on board ship, and, as the lma(l
of a department, occupy quarters in the ward room. Assistant engineers
have been transferred tothe line by the personnel bill. Ihavemade repeated
inguiry of medical students and civil practitioners as to the reason why we
can not get candidates to appear for examination for appointment as assist-
ant surgeons in the Navy, and the almost universal reply is, * Because they
bave to go in the steerage.” If tant sur, in the Navy were given
the rank of junior lientenant, corresponding to the rank of first lieutenant
in the Army, the rank given to assistant surgeons in the Army on entran

this marked ineguality and disparagement would not exist, and we woul
;atn.nd an equal oh?mcet;ith the Army of getting well qmr.liﬂed men to fill the
ower grade.

The increase of numbers in the lower es asked for is imperativel
necessary in view of the large addition to the enlisted force of the Navy an
the esta ent of hospitals and sick quarters in the Philippines, Porto
Rico, Guam, and Habana. It is simply imé:osmhle with the present foree to
provide adequate medieal attendance. Ships and stations are left without
assistant surgeons, and the Medical Degmrt.ment, of the Navy can not be con-
ducted in the efficlent condition that it is the desire of the Bureau to main-

tain. 5
Very respectfully, W. K. VAN REYPEN,
Surgeon-General,

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.

The act also proposes opportunity to embrace the 15 remaining
volunteer surgeons who served patriotically and efficiently in the
war with Spain in the permanent service. These are now well
trained and competent and are much needed.

The health of the personnel, so vital to the efficiency of our Navy,
is dependent upon a thoroughgoing, accomplished, and capable
corps of surgeons, and I trust that the gentleman from Arkansas
1E_l‘\nlr. DiNsMORE], whose zeal for the welfare of the Navy is well

own and whose services for its ﬁrogreas and efficiency are not

surpassed by any member of this House, will not insist upon his
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point of order, but allow the House to consider the matters in-
volved upon their merits,

Mr, DINSMORE, Mr, Chairman, I have no desire to cripple
any branch of the service; but it would secem bﬁ the statement
of my friend from Liouisiana [Mr. MEuyER] that the object of the
provision in the bill is to offer an inducement to these officers to
enter the naval service. Sir, the time will never come when offi-
cers of the line and staff will not be not only willing but anxions
to get promotion. We all know that persons in the Government
service are looking out for this all the time, I am willing that
these officers should be promoted when they dessrve it; but I do
not think it right, by a general provision in an appropriation bill,
to provide that a ?articular corps of the service shall be filled by
men in advance of the rank at which they have hitherto come in.
As stated by my friend from Louisiana, the inducement is rank
and pay. My friend says that young men can not be induced to
enter this service. I shonld like to have the opportunity to fur-
nish some from my district.

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist on the
point of order?

Mr, DINSMORE. I think I shall haye to do so.

Mr. FOSS. 1 will state that this is a new provision of law.

'gh?, CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on the point of
order?

Mr. DINSMORE. These gentlemen are members of the com-
mittee and more familiar with this matter than Iam. If they will
tell me that the service will be crippled if this point of order be
insisted npon—that it will prevent this corps from being filled
up—I am willing to defer to their judgment.

Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably we can not build up this serv-
ice unless some provision be made that will place the surgeons on
the same rank as officers of corresponding rank in the Army.

Mr. DINSMORE, Although I am apprehensive that we may
have as a result of this action a repetition of the same experience
that we had prior to the personnel bill, 1 withdraw the point of
order, Iwarn gentlemen that other corps will be here making a
similar demand.

Mr. MAHON. I move to amend by inserting after the word
““surgeons,” in line 2, page 88, the words “undsr the age of 50

ears;” and also by striking out after the word ** commissions,” in
ne 4 of the same page, the words * as such without limitation as
to age; ™ o that the clause will read:
1 ]
B S
wlo are now in the Navy, may be given permanent ons.

Mr, FOSS. I reserve a poinf of order on that,

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Illinois that the amendment is not subject to a point of order, It
is germane to the pending paragraph.

Mr. MAHON. My reason for oifering the amendment is this:
In my view no man now in the service who is over 50 yearsof age
shonld be given a permanent position whereby he may very soon
be placed on the retired list. I do not know that it is a fact, but
it strikes me that the provision as it now stands has been worded
£0 as to cover some gentleman who has reached that age.

Now, in theact passed in the last Congress we limit the appoint-
ment to 50 years. That is to say, that no man who has passed 50
years is eligible and could be put into the permanent service so as
to allow a year or two of service and then get on the retired list.

I make the amendment, Mr. Chairman, because we must watch
this retired list carefully and not allow it to grow too long. Itis
& liberal amendment and ought to prevail.

My, FOSS. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee, we ac-
cept the amendment.

he amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS.

Provisions, Navy: For provisions and commuted rations for the seamen
and marines, wh.l’c.‘!;: commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes in
cases of death or desertion, upon orders of the commanding officer, com-
muted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officars of
the line, medical and pay corps and chief warrant officers) and naval endets,
and commuted rations BWmd on account of sick in hospital and credited to
the naval hospital fund, subsistence of ofiicers and men unavoidably detained
or absent from vessels to which attached under orders (during which sub-
sistence rations to be stopped on board ship and no eredit for commutation
therefor to he given). labor in general storehouses and paymastars’ offiezs in
navy-yards, including naval siations maintained in island possessions ander
the control of the United Btates, and expenses in handling stores purchased
under the naval-supply fund; one chemist, at §2,50 per annum, and two chem-
ists, at §2,000 each per annum, $2,500,000,

Mr. BUTLER. 3Mr. Chairman, I desire fomove an amendment
to the paragraph just read. On conference with the chairman of
the Committee on Naval Affairs, I think the suggestion 1 make is
acceptable to him. A

1 miove, on page 38, line 20, to strike out the words ‘ warrant
officers” in that line and substitute therefor the words *‘chief
boatewains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief carpenters;”
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so that that provision of the bill included within the parenthesis
points may read:

Other than commissioned officers of the line, medical and pay corps and
chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief carpenters.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The amendment was again read as stated by Mr. BUTLER.

Mr, FOSS, I accept the amendment.

Mr, CUMMINGS. I would like some explanation of the neces-
sity for the amendment, Whatdifference wouldit make? These
are warrant officers now.

Mr. BUTLER. The amendment applies only the rank given to
these officers by the Navy Department.

Mr. SOUTHARD, They are not commissioned officers,

Mr, CUMMINGS. All right; I see no objection to it.

The amendment was considered and agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent. Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: For freight and express
ch gg}: books and blanks, stationery, advertising, furniture for general

storehouses and pay offices in navy-yards, expenses of naval clothin, tory
nnd machinery for same, postage, telegrams, telephones, tolls, fe:

yeoman's stores, iron safes, newaps‘pura, ice, transportation of stores pur-
chased under the naval-supply fund, and other incidental expenses, $150,000.

ME. GAINES. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

This provision makes an apﬂropriation for the of a
naval clothing factory and machinery for the same. e find the
Government going into the business of making naval clothing, of
course for our naval officers, and from what I have read as to the
enterprise it has proven to be successful so far.

Without taking up the time of the committee for a statement
on that subject, 1desire the privilege, without reading it, to insert
in the RECORD a shortarticle I have in my hand, on the subject of
the manufacture of armor plate. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to continue his remarks in the RECORD by inserting
a certain document relating to the manufacture of armor plate.
Is there objection?

Mr. MERCER. Wae could not hear the request, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. MUDD. Will the Chair please state it again?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan-
imous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorD by inserting
an article relative to armor-plate manufacture which he presents,
Is there objection?

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. GAINES. Then, Mr. Chairman, while I did not desire to
take up the time of the committee, I will read the article myself.

During the reading the followin t;n'acee«ijngs tool place:

My, MILLER. Mr, Chairman, I desire to withdraw the objec-
tion 1 have made to print the document referred to by the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

The CHATRMAN. Isthere further objection? The Chair hears
none.

Mr. MAHON. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects,

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania is too late. Consent has been given.

’ Tlée_: C?AIRBL&N. The Chair thinks the gentleman had a right
0 object.

Mr. GAINES. Very well, Mr. Chairman. I will continue the
reading. I was going to read it, and the gentleman might just as
well allow its®insertion in the REcorRDp, My only desire was to
save time.

Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear what the gentleman is read-

ing.
Mr. GAINES. I can state to the gentlerhan that it is evident
they do not desire to hear what I am reading, but, Mr. Chairman,

I will proceed with the reading.
Mr, MILLER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield for a
question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield?

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, 1 decline to yield.

Mr. MILLER. Then I desire to raise the point of order
- The Cﬁmm. The time of the gentleman from Tennessea

as .

Mr. GAINES., Then I move fo strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending amendment.

Mr. GAINES. Then I move to strike out the next two words,

fm& MILLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point
of order—

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr, GAINES
wriél suspend. The gentleman from Kansas rises to a point o
order.

Mr, MILLER. My point of order is that the article which the
gentleman from Tennessee is reading is not germane to the para-
grag.l; under consideration.

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is well taken,
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Mr. GAINFES, Isay it is germane, for the simple reason—

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot germsane to this paragraph.

Mr. GAINES. It is germane for the simple reason that we are
appropriating money here to establish a Government factory——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
(GaiNEs] is cut of order. The Chair has already ruled.

Mr. GAINES. Very well.

The CHAIRMAN. Is the formal amendment withdrawn?

Mr. GAINES. I withdraw it.

The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill.

Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fromn Tennessee moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. GAINES then proceeded with the reading of the article,
which is given in full below.

Mr. MAHON. Imauke the point of order that the gentleman is
not addressing himself to the paragraph of the bill under consid-

eration.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes
the point of order that the article is not germane to the para-
graph. The Chair sustains the point of order.

r. GAINES. Will the Chair let me finish this paragraph?

The CHAIRMAN. [t is not within the power of the Chair so
t(; d?-;i the gentleman from Pennsylvania having made the point
of erder,

Mr. GAINES, I hope the House will let me rinish this para-

graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has already been de-
cided, and it is not in the power of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania so to do.

Mr. GAINES. Mr, Chairman, I ask nnanimous consent that I
may insert this whole article in the REcorp for the information
of the House. It is a very able article, written on the subject of
the making of armor plate and the building of ships by the Gov-
ernment. The author of it is well known to me, and deserves
great credit for what he has accomplished,

I have known him from boyhood, and there was never a prize
offered in any class {from the time he left the common schools in
my city until he graduated at Annapolis, and still later in Europe
in a like school, gmt he did not take first prize. [e is now one
of the most distingnished members connected with our Navy.

I ask that this be inserted in the RECORD, not only for its merit
but in compliment to this young author, a man who differs with
me in polities, but who is distinguished in his profession—a credis
to himself and an honor to his conntry. I withho!d his name.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to inserf this article in the REcorDp, Is there ob-
jection? There was no objection.

The article is as follows:

MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR,

The United States Government ks at present no shops nor appliances for
the manufacture of armor. .

‘When an armored ship isappropriated for the contract for the ship proper
is let to some shipbuilding firin. and the contract for the armor proper is lep
tn some armor-making firm. The result is the builder of the ship has no au-
thority over the guestion of the method of manufacture or of the time of
delivery of the armor.

The ship contractor furnishes drawings and models to the armor con-
tractor, who in turn manufactures the armor subject to Government in!_?:.\uv
tion, and ships the same to the ship contractor, who fits the armor in place

on the ship. The manufacture of armor, being rather a limited industry, is
practically in the hands of a few concerns, and the Government is practically
at their mercy as re time of delivery arnd cost.

Moreover, there always have been, and probably always will be under this

m, cases where the ship contractor blames the armor contractor for
owness in delivery of armor, and the armor contractor blames the ship con-
tractor for slowness in furnishing such data as is necessary tocomplete the
armor. The Governmerit acts as a sort of go-between in such cases, and in-
variably so far hassuffered from long delaﬁi in the comg}etion of the ships.
and has been put to great expense for the claims of the ship contractors that
they are entitled to fees for the care and preservation of ships because the
ships are readsx;anﬁ the armor is not. - :

'Ft‘nm could be obviated in either of two ways: First, the contract to be let
for the ship and armor as a whole, the ship contractor being therefore made
responaible for the prompt delivery and completion of both ship and armor.
Second, the Government to establish its own armor plant and build its own
ships in its navy-yards.

‘Pﬁo existence of a Government armor plant would be advisable for the
following reasoens:

Whatever haste might be considered necasqariin the completion of armor
could be obtained, as there would be no work other than that of making ar-
mor, while in the present armor plants there is always a good deal of work
besides Government work going on, and it may safely be said that Govern-
ment work is alwnfs put to one side and outside work given preference, the
contractor depending on political infinence to avoid any penalty that might
be imposed by his contract with the Government.

The initial cost of an armor plant would not be excessive in view of the
large saving in the price of the armor to be effected; in view of the fact that
officers, in any case on the pay roll, would superintend such plant: in view
of the decreased cost of vesselsand the decrease in time required before they
are ready for sea: in view of the fact that the existence of such armor plant
would szi!;c employment to a large number of men thoroughly familiar with

- the work, who would form a standing force for any other work of a similar
nature that might be required, the blacksmiths, forgers, and mac ts em-
ployed is an armor plant being men eapable of doing almost any kind of ship
work, and in view of the fact that in cases of emergency the Government is
not at the mercy of contractors who may have other work on hand that they

prefer to finish, but that the Government with its own armor plant could
expedite its work as might be found desirable.
. SHIPBUILDING.

‘When a ship is appropriated for by Congress, advertissments for bids for
the constroction of such ship are issned by the Navy Department, and the
contract for the ship is awarded to the lowest bidder. Such contract usu-
ally includes the ship and engines oomplate. other contracts being let for the
armor, while the arn ip® scell yus fittings, boats, ete.,
are e by the Government.

%, ship’s
It is necessary at each of the works where Government ships are being
built to detail & number of officers with large office forces composed of
draftsmen. special mechanics, ete., to interpret the specifications for the con-
tractors, see that the work is done properly. to work out details, and to make
finished plans and ealculations for the ships, it often happening that the naval
officers so detailed virtually get up all the details for the construction of the

skip.

?:l the case of a large shipbuilding programme it is ad visable for the general
interest of the Government that eertain of the work go to private firms, but
it is also essential that in all cases certain of the ships should be built in the
Government navy-yards.

The plants of the yarious navy-yards are t&dn{ not in the condition and
efficiency of a first-class shipbuilding yard, but with comparatively slight ex-
penditure, each one of the important yards could readily be fitted to build
as :atﬂcientl{: ship as any shipyard in the country. Thecost of building the
ship would be no greater than the amount paid by the Government to the
coutractors, as in contract pricesthere isn.lwafy's acertain profit; any changes
that the Governmont might desire to make atter the contract has once been
let have to Le paid for, and a large amount has to be spent for superintend-
ence and inspection.

Moreover, in case each of the important navy-yards had a certain number
of shkiFs building, there wonld always be at work in the yard a large number
of skiilful, competent mechanics, forming a steady nan;-gard force; and
whenever it became necessary to make urgent repairs to iga forming the
ficet, these steady employees wonld be a ble for such work.

Repairs of necessity have to be made in a navy-yard where the people are
familiar with the fittings and details of men-of- and with the require-
ments of the service, and it is often a serions question to obtain good men for
this work, as under present conditions no large number of men can be em-
ployed continnously, as repair work does not last long, and men are not will-
ing to take employment where it may only be for a few weeks or at most
for a few months. With asteady force that would beemployed on new shipa,
men could be drafted therefrom as on demanded for repair work, and
when Eurﬂ] repair work was completed these men could be returned to the
new work. = ”

Also, the Government doing its own work, much of the present difficul
in making any slight change that might be found desirable would be avoid
anid the Government would be sure of good results.

The tendency of a contractor of any kind is to do his work as chaapl( as
possible, although. of course, many, in fact most, of them are desirous of do-
mng work. With work done in a navy-yvard it wonld be to the interest
of everyone concerned to have the work done as well as le.

Navy-yards are anecessity. as the na?y’l-{ard is the ba=e of a fleet. where
supplies are kept and repairs are made. e Navy has also a skilled corps
of officers, who have bean educated at great expense in the varions branches
necessary for a successiul shipbmilder. The efficiency of the Navy in this
respect is shown by the efficient condition of all of its vessels during the late
war, all of which wera built under the supervision of the Navy and repaired
and fitted out in the navy-yards.

All the sea powers of Europe maintain large naval stations where, in addi-
tion to the furnishing of sn¥plies and the m%ﬂ:}f of ships, the ‘building of
new ships is done. The United States alone owed its navy-yards to be
practically deserted as far as new construction is concerned.

The Clerk read as follows:

In all, civil establishment, Burem;l. of Steam Engineering, $13.200; and no
other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such service.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment as
a separate paragraﬁh to come in after line 13, page 50.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois offers anamend-
ment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after line 13, page 5, the following:
“That section 422 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to read

as follows:
! 'The:,‘hiet of the Bureau of Engineering shall be appointed from the line
of officers of the Navy, not below the e of lisutenant-commander, and

shall be a skilled engineer.'"

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, RIXEY. I desire to offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert as a separate pamgngr , after line 13, page 50, the following:

“That the Secretary of the nvg’ is hereby authorized to consolidata the
three Bureaus of Construction and Repair, Steam Engineering. and Equip-
ment into one bureau, to be known as the burean of ships, the consolidation
to take effect at such time as the Secretary of the Navy shall designate.”

Mr. FOSS. I reserve the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemuan from Illinois ressrves the
point of order.
Mr. RIXEY., The reasons for that amendment are so well

stated—
_Mr. MAHON. Imake the point direct that this is new legisla-

tion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes
th;igoint of order that this is new legislation.

. RIXEY. Will not the gentleman withhold the point of

order until I can state some of the reasons

Mr. MAHON. Iinsist on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman insists on the point of order,
and the Chair sustains the point of order. The Chair has no doubt
that it is new legislation, The Clerk will read.
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Tho Clerk read as follows:

KAVAL ACADEMY.

Pay of professorsand others, Naval Academy: For 1 professor of mathe-
maties, 1 of chemistry, 1 of physics, and 1 of English, at 82500 each; 7 profes-
sors, numely, 1 of English, | of French and Spanish, 8 of French, | of Spauish,
and 1 of drawing. at §2,200 each; 1 sword master, at 81 500, and 2 assistants. at

J0each: linstructor in gymnastics, at$1.200; 1 assistant librarian, at §1.8500;

gecretary to the Naval Academy, at 31.80; 2 clerks to the Superintendent,
at $1,200 each; 1 clerk to the commandant of cadets, at §1,200: 1 clerk to the
paymaster, at §L.200; 1dentist,at $1,600; 1 baker, at $600: 1 mechanic in de; .
ment of physics, at §730: 1 cook, at §125.50; 1 messenger to the Superintendent,
at $800; 1 armorer, at $649.50; 1 chief gunner's mate, at §520.50; | gquarter gun-
ner,at $468.50; 1 cockswain. at §169.50; 1 seaman in the ﬂ:&ﬂ.ﬂ.mﬁnt of seaman-
ship, at $307.60; 1 attendant in the &e{mrtmant of navigation and 1 in the
department of physics, at ¥ each; 6 sttendants at recitation rooms, library,
store, chapel. and offices, at $300 each; 1 bandmaster, at $1US0; 21 first-class
musicians, at $£20 each: 7 second-viass m at each; services of
organist at chapel. $300; in all, W.WI._

Mr, FO3S. Mr. Chairman, T desire to offer an amendment. I
will say that this amendment reduces the number of professors
andigin accord with the wishes of the new Superintendent, Captain
Wainwright.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 50 strikke put all in line 18, after the word “each™ and all in line
10 to the word **and.’’ at the end of the line, and insert in lieu thereof the
following: *four professors, namely, one of English, two of French:" and
gl{ﬁl:“!dber the word *each,” in line 20, ** one assistant professor of Spanish at

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:
t

INUREASE OF THE NAVY,
That for the %1 of further increasing the naval establishment of the
United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by
contract two seagoing battle ahirpa carrying the heaviest armor and most
powerful ordnance for vessels of their class, upon a trial dispiacement of
about 13,500 tons, and to have the highest practicable speed and great ralins
of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding
£3,600,000 each; three armored cruisers of about 13,00 tons trial displace-
ment, carrving the heaviest armor and most powerful ordnance for vessels
of their class, and to have the highest practicable speed and great radins of
on, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceedlnﬁﬂ.:&’w.uxl
each; and three protected crui=ers of about 8,000 tons trial dispiacement,
carrying the most powerful ordnance for vessels of their class and to have
the highest s compatible with good er qualities, and great radins
of action, and to cost. exclusive of armament, not exceeding £2.500.000 ench:
and the contract for the construction of each of said vessels shall be awarded
by the Becretary of the Navy to the lowest best responsible bidder, having
in view the best results and most expeditious delive‘riy: and not more than
two of the vessels herein provided for shall be built" in one yard or by one
contracting party: and in the construction of all said vessels all the Jsro-
visious of the act of March 3, 1899, entitled **An act making appropriations
for the naval service for the fiscal zyesu- ending June 80, 1000, and for other
urposes.” shall be observed and followed; and subject to the provisions
Eereinafber made two and not more than twoof the aforecaid vessels shall
be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean. or in the waters connecting
therewith: Provided, That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Presi-
dent from the biddings for such contracts, when the same nre opened and
e ed by him. that said vessels, or any of them, can not be constructed
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean at a cost not exceeding ¢ per cent
above the lowest accepted bid for the other vessels provided for in this sot,
he shall authorize the construction of said vessels, or either of them, else-
whe‘si% ircal the United States, subject to the limnitations as to cost hereinberore
provided.

Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the following amend-

ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 63, line 4, after the word “each,” insert “and six light-draft
composite gunboats of about 000 tons displacement, to be fixed by the Secre-
tary of the Navy, and no one of which shall cost more than ¥230,000, or in all
for said six mmgoats £1,380,000, exclusive of aArmament, and no more than two
of said gunboats shall be built in one yard or by one contracting party, and
in each c¢ase the contract shall be awarded by the Becretury of the Navy to
the lowest and best responsible bidder.*

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Secretary of the Navy in his report
asked for the construction of 12 of these small gunboats. 1t does
seem to me that his recommendation ought to have been recog-
nized by the committee to the extent of authorizing the consirae-
tion of at least half that number, and as the committee has not
seen fit to recommend the construction of any, that the Honse
shonld take the matter into its own hands and add to the Navy at
least six more of these composite gunboats.

Mr. SNODGRASS, Mr, Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle-
man, does not your amendment limit the competition, inasmuch
as vou say that the Secretary of the Navy shall nof permit more
than two of these shipsto be constructed in any one yard?

Mr. CUMMINGS. I take the language proposed in the provi-
sion that was submitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs and
voted down.

Mr. SNODGRASS. But when one of them gets a contract,
then that eliminates him from competing with any other firm.

Mr. CUMMINGS. We provide that no more than two can be
constructed in any one yard. When the Secretary came before
the committee and was questioned in regard to the construction
of these gunboats, Mr. DavToN said:

I do not like the idea of building small crafts until we get thm:ﬁhly
equipped vessels of the crniser and battle-ship class. Do you think those
are preferable to the battle ships?

Seecretary Loxa. Ishould think that at present these ‘boats of 900 and
1,060 tons are perhaps the most useful vessels we could have. In the Philip-

ines at the present time a battle ship has very little to do; the work is done
Ey the smaller boats.

NV

Mr. DAYTON. We have a good many of those small boats on hand now,
have we not? Understand I am notspeakingof the cruisers, but the guestion
was in regard to these small gunboars.

Secretary Long. They are very useful tons. Take the torpedo hoats: we
havea ver{gooﬂ showing of tho=e,. but torpedo boatsare not useful in peace.
A torpedo boat is not useful in ordinary times; it is only a fighting boat.

He was questioned further, and the Secretary referred the com-
mittee to Admiral Dewey. Admiral Dewey, in reply to questions
put to him concerning the gunboats, said that we had acquired by
purchase twelve or thirteen Spanish gunboats, inclunding those
that had been wrecked and raised from the bottom after the battle
g; Mflni]?al]?fay Further along he said, in reply to a question of

dr. Met 7

Admiral DEwry. I think the Secratary ot the Navy could answer you; ha
knows the condition perhaps of these gunboats, and although perhaps we
may have u large number on the list, many of them may count for nothing,

Aam not pre]gnmd to speai.

Mr. Muop. Did 1 understand you would recommend gunboats as an alter-
native pr:fnmtionr
.. Admiral Dewey. No; that is another thing. We have just bought 14 gun-
s .

Mr. D I x.dI just simply took the Naval Register on page 170 there, if T

oned—

iral Dewey. Does not that include some auxiliary vessels we bought?
r. DayTos. Now, under tho third rate, here is the Benninglon, the Con-
d, the Yorltowan—those are larger. Coming down here are the Machias,
e Don Juan de Austria, the fsla de Luzon,

Becretary LoNG. We captured those.
Mr. DayTON. Then we have the Alert, the Ranger, the Annapolis, the
Vicksburg, the Wheeling. the Marietta, the Newport, and Princeton, of 1,000

ns.

Secretary Loxa. Those are new boats, :

Mr. DAYTON. Then we go down to the Petrel, which is 892 fons, which is
abont the size you are asking ior, and the Scorpion, the Fern, and the Ban-
croft.

. v Loxa. Then you are getting to vessels which are auxiliary ves-
sels. c

Mr. DavyTOoN. Then eomes the Fizen and the Gloucester.

Hecrotary Loxg. Those are the convorted yachts which we purchased dur-

ing the war.
r. DAYTON. Then comes the Wasp, the Frolic, the Dorotheo, the El Cano,

the Pinfa, the Stranger, the Peovia, Lthe Hist, the Fagle, the Hornel, ete.
Secretary LoNo. A great many of those are big tugboats and yachts.
Mr. DayTon. Ieonld not tell anything about them, but I note
the head of gunboats, and that we had sixty and something.
‘Hecretary LoNG. Many of them have been turned over to the States for
their naval reserves.
Mr. DayTos. I hope you will not misunderstand me. 1 do not oppose the
building of small v 1s where ry. but I am very anxious to get this
r and stronger and more substantial part of tha N n\&y built up.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Have you now nny;ﬁun‘i._mam building?
Becretary Loxa. No; the gunboats are all finished. They are very u=eful
for patrolling, ete.

Now, Mr. Chairman, Admiral Dewey acknowledged that the
Secretary knew more about the necessity of these gunboats than
he did, and as the Secretary, in his examination before the com-
mittee, did not see fit to withdraw his request for the building of
12 new gunboats, I think that justice requires that we shonld give
him at least one-half of what he asked for.

Mr. KITCHIN., Mr. Chairman, is it the desire of the committee
to dispose of this particn!ar amendment before we enter into con-
sideration of any other item there?

Mr. FOSS. 1 think that it will be better to dispose of this item

first.

Mr. KITCHIN. I will then speak to this item. It seems to
me, from Admiral Dewey's testimony in the statement that my
friend from New York has just read and the immense amount of
money that we are already expending for the Navy, that we can
well do without these gunboats.

If the members of the Naval Committee will remember, the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary of the Navy were made some time
in the fall, and Admiral Dewey was before the committee on Feb-
ruary 28, probably three or fonr months afier the Navy Depart-
ment had made out their estimates. Admiral Dewey said in that
hearing that General Otishad just recently—a few days before, as I
understood—turned over 3 gunboats to our Navy in the Philip-
pines; and Admiral Dewey told us also that we had recently bonght
14 Spanish gunboats that were in good condition in the Philippine
Islands. I understand. therefore, there are 17 more gunboats now
in the Navy than were in the Navy when the Secretary of the Navy
made his report asking for 12, this being the number, as I recall,
first recommended.

Mr. FOSS. That isit.

Mr. KITCHIN. The Secretary of the Navy asked for 12 in the
fall, and since that time we have acquired 17—I14 and 3. Sowe
now have more than the Fecretary asked. Another thing. I
think Admiral Dewey expressed the opinion—I will not take time
to read his testimony, althongh I have it in my hand—that the
kind of ships we want in war are cruisers and {a.ttle ships, and

them under

that we can make out very well at present without the gnnboats.

While the gunboats themselves are not very expensive, every
gentleman in this House 1s aware that the Navy is expensive. and
wherever we can save the money of the Treasury without harm-
ing the American Navy I think we ought to make that saving. I
feel that every member of the House would be fully justified in

voting against this amendment.
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Letme call the gentleman’s attention tothe
words of Admiral Dewey:

Mr. MercALy. Thequestion [asked was, if the committee of the House wonld
authorize the construction of three additional battle ships at this particular
time, would you then recommend the construction of gunboats; that is, sup-
posing we could get both?

Admiral DEWEY. I think the Secretary of the Navy could answer you; he
knows the condition, perhaps, of these gunboats, and although ?hn.%n. we
may have a large number on the list, many of them may count for no hing,
so [ am not prepared to speak,

Mr. KITCHIN. From what page is the gentleman reading?

Mr. dCUMMIN GS. The Secretary of the Navy maintained his
attituade—

Mr. KITCHIN, I think that Admiral Dewey thinks the gun-
boats purchased from Spain are first-class,

Mr, CUMMINGS. Oh, no.

Mr, PEARCE of Missouri. No.

Mr, KITCHIN. Let us see. Iread from the testimony before
the committee:

Mr. METCcALF. Bupposa the committee shonld authorize the construction:
of three battle ships in addition to the construction of the armored cruisers,
ete., do you then recommend the construction of the 12 %}mbua T

Adm/ DEwEY. No. That is tosay, I would not. I, however, would not
want to givean opinion upon that because I am not familiar with the workings
of the Department; but in view of what Mr. DAYTON says that we havin
something over 50 and the purchases we have recently made—I see Gener
Otis has just turned over t:gree more of the Spanish gunboats—I think the
gunboats had better wait for the htmg ships.

Mr. DayToN. That is, you would build them, but after the battle ships?

Admiral DEWEY. Yes. :

Mr. MeETCALF. The question [ asked was if the committee of the House
wonld authorize the construetion of three additional battle ships at this par-
ticular time would yon then recommend the construction of gunboats; fgat
is, snpposing we conld tﬁet both?

Admiral DEwEY. I think the Secretary of the Navy could answer you; he
knows the condition, perhaps, of these gunboats, and although perhaps we
may have a large number on the list many of them may count for nothing,
g0 1 am not ‘pregamd to speak.

Mr. M!:m_n‘uid ;undarstmd you would recommend gunboats as an alter-

on

T DEWEY. No; that is another thing. 'We have just bought 14 gun-
OfL

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from North
Carolina has expired.

Mr., CUMMINGS. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the tleman have five minutes more,

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, right there. I find a list of the gun-
boats, with those captured from the Spanish Government. On
Eeaga 42 of the report on the naval bill I find this. Instead of

ing first-class boats of 900 tons, as the Secretary asked for, 1 find
that three of them are of 106 tons displacement, steel; three, 208
tons, steel; three of 151 tons, irom; six of 83 tons, wood. Now,
some of them are not as large as an Erie Canal Loat.

Mr. KITCHIN. What was the date of that report?

Mr, CUMMINGS. That is on page 42 of the report on the na-
val appropriation bill.

Mr, CHIN. Does that include the boats that Admiral
Dewey referred to?

Mr. CUMMINGS. It says **boats purchased by the War De-
partment.”

Mr. KITCHIN. How many of them?

Mr. CUMMINGS. Nineteen. :

Mr, KITCHIN. Thegentleman willremember we bought other
gunboats: I think many others.

Mr. CUMMINGS. B8ix of them were captured from Spain, and
that leaves 13 purchased.

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, let me read further from Admiral
Dewey’s testimony., He says, on pages 8 and 8 of the hearings:

Mr. Rixey. I would like to ask the Secretary, in view of the statement
made by the Admiral that we have recently purchased guite a nomber of

nboats through General Otis to be turned over to the Government, does

e think in view of that fact it wounld be necessary to build these dozen gun-

ts recommended?

Secretary Loxg. I can not answer you vegj- clearly about that, because I
do not know much about these gunboats which have been turned over, in
what condition they arein. Have you any information om that, Admiral?

Admiral Dewey. I know these last ones which bave been turned over in
the last week. One of them—the Alava—is about 600 tons and is a fine ship.
They are very good in the Philippines.

Secretary E.o:m. I should cemlniy think if we get the three additional
ships from the Army which the Army has given to us, that would certainly
modify the necessity of increasing the gunboats in your bill; I should cer-
tainly think so; but I can not answer very definitely, use [ do not know
what the ships are and what condition they are in.

Mr. R1xey. You would utilize those three gunboats?

Secretary LoxaG. Ishould be glad to. You gentlemen must bear in mind
in making the recommendation it never occurred to me that Congresawould
give us three battle ships, costing $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 apiece, and also three
cruisers costing a great deal of money, and three protected cruisers of 800
tons, also costing a great deal.

Secretary Long says that if we get three additional ships that
would remove the necessity of increasing the gunboats. That
refers to the three that General Otis had just turned over.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Buf those three are only 105 fons burden.

Mr. KITCHIN. What page is the gentleman reading from?

Mr. CUMMINGS, Page 42 of the report.

Mr, EITCHIN. Is that ship, the Alava, that Admiral Dewey
mentions in your list?
AIML CUMMINGS. The Alvarado is in this list, but not the

ava.

Mr, KITCHIN. No; the Alave is a 600-ton ship, and Admiral
Dewey says she is a fine ship.

MrOOI:g:ARCE of Missouri. What kind of ashipis it—iron, steel,
or Wi

Mr. EITCHIN. He does not state.

Mr. CUMMINGS. 8Six of these ships captured from the Span-
iards are 'Bractica]]y Erie Canal boats—only 93 tons.

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not think we bought any ships of that
kind; we mi?t have captured some.

Mr. RIXEY. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to page
8 of this hearing, where Secretary Long says: :
th&hflﬁ are about 35 of those which are vessels of 500 tons or less; some lesa

The CHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman from North Caro-
lina has expired.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I sénd
an amendment to the Clerk’s desk as an amendment to that offered
by the gentleman from New York.

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr, Chairman, are we through with the de-
bate on this amendment?

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; we are not.

Mr. KITCHIN, I asked if it was proper to offer another amend-
ment to this section, and the chairman of the committee said he
would prefer to get through with this amendment before another
was offered.

Mr, FOSS,. I would prefer to have this settled first.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I believe I have the
floor. After I have occupied my five minutes I will cheerfully
zive way to gentlemen on either side to make any agreement that
they may think proper.

Mr. KITCHIN. would like to offer my amendment before
any other amendment is offered.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr,
KirrcHiN| was entitled to the floor. His time expired, and he sa$
dgwn.ttlz he Chair then recognized the gentleman from Massa~
chusetts.

Mr. KITCHIN. 1 thought the Chair understood what passed
between the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] and myself;
and, understanding that, I did not think he would recognize an-
other gentleman to offer an amendment until the seitlement of
the first amendment, as we understood.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could not presume that the gen-
tleman from North Carolina was holding the floor without the
consent of the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusstts. I am entitled to my
rights on the floor. There is no objection to the gentleman from
North Carolina offering an amendment after I get through.

Mr. KITCHIN, Verywell; goahead. I will not insist onany-

ng.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sent to
the desk by the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike ont all of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. ComMIxgs] alter the words “exclusive of armament™ and insert
in lieu thereof the following: * these gunboats to be built under the direc-
tion and snpervision of the Becretary of the Navyin such Government navy-
yards as are best suited for this purpose, the selection to be made by the Sec-

retary of the Navy.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Imake apoint of order against that
amendment that it changes existing law. :

Mr. FOSS, Ialsomakea point of order against the amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. ill the gentlemen be
kind enough to reserve the point of order until I have spoken? I
have not occupied any time on this bill. I wish they would re-
sere the 8&111; of order until I have occupied my five minutes,

L{Kr. FOSS. I reservethe pointof order until the gentleman hag
spoken, :

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts will

proceed.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr, Chairman, I have
listened very carefully to the arguments which have been made
by those opposed to the building of some of our war ships in
Government yards, and I am still strongly of the opinion that it
is the duty of the Government to give this matter a trial at least,
and if this is done I feel confident that in a short time it will be
shown that ships can be built more cheaply and better constructed
than in private yards. The Charlestown Navy-Yard is situated
in my district. 1am fully acquainted with its possibilities in this
direction, and I think it is only fair that Congress should afford
:};1' oppotétunity for the construction of one or more war ships in

is yard.

‘Within the last three or four years millions of dollars have been
spent to put this yard in proper shape, so as to enable it to repair
and reconstruct almost every kind of ship in the United States
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Navy. At the present time a dry dock, to cost more than a mil-
lion dollars, is being completed, and Government buildings con-
taining the most modern shipbnilding machinery are being built.
Within a radius of 10 miles of the Charlestown Navy-Yard live
more than 1,000,000 people, and amongst this vast number may be
found the best mechanics in the world. 1t is inconceivable to me
that the United States Government should spend millions of dol-
lars in fitting up Government plants at thisand other navy-yards
and not at the same time undertake to build as well asrepair Gov-
ernment vessels,

Arguments have been adduced on this floor citing the case of
the fonr vessels built in the Government yards, viz, the battle
ships Texas and Maine and the cruisers Raleigh and Cincinnati,

and it has been pointed out that these vessels cost a much larger
sum than that for which they could have been built in private
yards. This statement has, however, been disputed, and I think
it was Constructor Bowles who made the statement at one of the
hearings before the Naval Committee that a great deal of this ad-
ditional cost was due to the delay of the Government in providing
plans, armor, and armament, and that Messrs. Cramp & Co., who
were building vessels about the same time, have a claim now be-
fore Congress amouuting to over $400,000, which, if allowed, would
make this vessel, the Indiana, I believe, cost as much as the Texas.

The figures which I submit below show the difference between
contract and actual cost and give a fair idea of conditions prevail-
ing when these vessels were built years ago.

8hip without stores, ammunition, or
Hull and machinery. P i e ey
Date of lay- | Date of first Weight with-
Name. mgkeel.y commission. | oot cepumang| Welghtof | Costper ton | Final cost of ough stores, C?:lt'ggr
maint| alend | oflad | et | amna
L o 3 boilers. vessel.
Tons. Tons.
-} Oet. 17,1888 | Sept. 17,1805 * 3,805, 400. 87 1, 836, 920 $361.47 | &4,677,788.7H 5,436.35 $800. 48
June 1,188) | Aug. 15, 1885 * 2,040, 549.12 3, 585, 620 826, 4,202, 121. 49 5,124,680 819,91
Jan, —1 June 16, 1804 #* 1,985, 773.30 2,453,183 846, 81 2,871, 904, 52 2,675.92 884, 38
Apr. 17,1804 * 1,889, 965.23 2,858, 183 780,24 2,199, 729. 80 2,601.00 817.43
Dee. 13,1804 + 2,690, 000, 00 5, 816, 760 482.45 3, 840, 996 44 6,161.20 024,87
Nov. 20,1805 + 8,063, 000. 00 5, 601, 100 538. 20 5,983,871, 98 8,843. 30 660, (3
1890 | July 20, 1508 + 612, 500. 00 1,449,650 | 412,52 1, 253, (59, 90 1, 660,00 740,11
* Amount expended In navy-yards. . t Contract price.
Comparison of contract price with total cost of certain ships.
Monterey. | Olympia. | S8RTTan: | orop,, | Massachu- | yngigng
Payments on account of contract - . ...ee e i cieicenrcm e naeeaa | S1, 047, T28.64 | $1,796,000.00 | §1,423,231.50 | $3,272,403.90 | $3,045,576.48 $3,065,272.39
Extra to contractors for anthorized R e e ] 107, 093. (2 108, 831. 30 L1899, 04 265, 862, 171,111 12 149, 860, 43
Work done by Govermmnent, plans, inspection, eto . 78, 588. 03 70, 878.67 , 540,006 248,165.7 , 203. 52 257,082, 19
Fal epnay . =t e e e L s Y R R e e e m e sl an: 823, 468,34 828, 020,74 837, B84. 62
Armor for gun protection. . ... . o ..o 100, 534. 38 M Eas .1 1,020,501 42 1, 050, 051. 58 977, 184. 03
%md DR I I o Lt oy o s S S ek s e s s S o o e 5 800, 000, 00 100, 000, 00 175, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 88, 500. 00
R O PERBRE. L e i e e St 11, 547.42 39,260, 09 25, 446.32 22,013.890 16, 882.73 17, 024, 41
and preservation, INSUTANCE, BL0 .o ce oo caeagm e semn e man anas [snenes Fo . TLEETD | e i s i aaa
2,268,281.75 | 2,480.027.54 | 1,788,257.82 | 5,014,021.90 | 5,401,844.97 5,333, 708, 05
seemmrresamemesnnn==as| 1,004, 530,80 1, 706, 000. 00 1,428, 000. 00 3,301, 510,00 3,000, 000, 00 8, 090, 000, 00
509,442,156 688, 027, 54 810,257.82 | 2,612,511.90 | 2,311,844.07 2,243,708.03

Every member of Congress knows the condition in which the
Norfolk and Brooklyn navy-yards were at the time of the building
of these vessels, Members of the House must realize that neither
of those yards was in a condition to build Government vessels in
competition with private yards. Neither yard had tools or ma-
chinery at that time compared to what can be found there now,.
and it is not fair argnment to make comparisons in the cost of
vessels built ab these navy-yards at that time and the cost of doing
similar work there now. When members of this House declaim
against the building of Government vessels at our navy-yards
they make unwarranted charges against the efficiency of onr
whole system of navy-yard construction and repair now in vogue
at the different navy-yards in the country.

‘Who are the men that recommend the construction of Govern-
ment vessels in our navy-yards? The chief constructor of the
Navy, Admiral Hichborn, and he is sustained, I think, by every
naval constructor in the country. These men, or nearly all of
them, are graduates of onr Annapolis Naval Academy, and are
therefore the best fitted and best trained men in the world to-day
in this class of work, Under the system of civil service in opera-
tion at the navy-yards, mechanics and laborers are given employ-
ment and retained in the service in accordance with their fitness
for their duties, and it is a well-established fact that during the
last seven or eight years the navy-yards of the country have been
operated upon as economical a scale as are the private shipyards.

Claim has been made here that while the employees of private
shipﬁards work ten hours a day those engaged in Government
work are only compelled to work eight hours a day, This differ-
ence in time, however, can not exist long. The sentiment of the
country, and I might say the sentiment of the entire world, is, in
my opinion, for a working day of eight hours,and I think it is the
duty of this Congress in making appropriations for the ships that
are to be built in private yards to insist, as can be done in the
present bill, that in the construction of all Government vessels in
private yards the mechanics and laborers employed on these ves-
gels should not be allowed to work more than eight hours per day,

I am surprised that large shipbuilding concerns should exact
any longer service than this, as it is generally admitted that the
average mechanic can accomplish as much in eight hours as he
can in ten, and inasmuch as a great many of the trades in this

country to-day are on an eight-hour basis, and practically all ona
nine-hour basis, it seems to me almost criminal on the part of this
Government to allow any of the Government vessels to be built
in private yards on a ten-hounr basis. All the other governments
of the world have instituted this Emctice and find it a profitable
one, otherwise the amount of shipbuilding which other countries
have given to their own government yards during the last year
would never have been authorized.

I will present at this time some of the statements which were
made by the differentnaval construetors who appeared before the
committee at the hearings on this matter. Mr, Bowles, speakin
generally, said the advantages to be gained by the building o
ships in Government yards were as follows:

1. Maintains efficiency of force and plant. A

2. Renders repair work economieal and rapid.

3. reduce the amount of repair work by removing the necessity for

maintenance of force.
4. Maintains a standard of workmanship and design on basis of practical

ex'ge‘rlcnm.

Provides training
6. No profit to be mad
7. The indireczcha.rgﬁ‘ain commercial practice which make a large per-

centage of cost are not included, because they are alrendy provided and are

maintained for other purposes, viz: Interest on plant. taxes, insurance, de-

preciation and eare of property, large proportion of office and tion

for those who must inspect contractors’ work.
e.

expense,
~ 8. Cost of inspection is saved,
9. Cost of trial trip is saved.

Mr, Bowles also sgaid:

The English Government has shown that a government ean build ships in
competition with outsideshipyards. Nobody can say we can not do it, because
we_can, It iz only a matter of the means, the regulation, and the methods
and the men. And it can be done, and it can be done very quickly; if you
want to do it very quickly there is no question about it.

There is just one sentence more, and that is, I believe in time
gone by, when we had a wooden navy, the greater portion of our
ehips were built aqceﬁtably in the Government yards., At one
time ships were built here in the Washington yard.

Mr. Bowles also said, in answer to a question of Mr. DAYTON as
to the capability of the navy-yards for doing Government work:

I believe that the principal navy-yards of the United States are eapable
to-day of beginning the construction of a modern vessel and carrying it on

successfully.
Mr. Dayrox. Without detriment to the repair work?
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Mr. BowrLes. Not only without detriment, but with great advantage to
the repair work.

In answer to the question as to whether by the building of ves-
gels in navy-yards the number of officers on shore duty would nof
be increased, Mr. Bowles said:

There are more people inspecting the ships buildingat Ne rt News than
a?ironld take to build the same number of ships in the New York Navy-Yard
ay.

Mr. Baxter, the constructor at the Boston Navy-Yard, 2 man
who in my judgment is one of the foremost men in the world in
his line of business, summed up the matter admirably when he
gave his opinion on this guestion in the following language:

Mr. BaxTeR. When I went to the Mare Island Navy-Yard, ‘nenﬂﬁ 8ix years
ngo now. to take charge of the work, there was a bare, empty hull there, It
is now the monitor Monadnock, which has made considerable fame for her-
self by her trip to Manila. We started in there with ﬁactically nothing.
With the exception of this empty hull, everything had to be done at the Mare
Islaud yard. That enabled us to get a plant together and to train the men.
Then we went along. Congress in its wisdom ordered the rebuilding of the
Havtford, t went along from year to year. Then there were two tugs
Built on special appropristions, and each one of these is an absolutely sepa-
rate, definite appropriation, so I conld use my best judgment.

If the current yearly np%lmprhrlons were running siack, or if there were
no ships to be repaired at the yard, I'would switch my men off from one thing
to another and keep my good men all the time. The result was, when the
Spanish war came on us we did a great deal out there, although you did not
hear about it in the East. I had at hand there a set of men that knew every-
thing alout the 'Shmt., and those men worked faithfully fourteen hours a
day straight ahead for four or five months. That state of eould not
have existed, in my opinion, if there had not been this jumping back and
forth, if I ad not had this enntinuons work to keep those peéople going. and
thba value to the Government of being able to do that work was quickly seen
when the war eame upon ns, because we are very isolated out there ina great
many ways. and we can not get men from Baltimore or New York or Fhila-
delphia. "We have to take the men we have.and those men have to be trained
up to do what we want them to do, and if they can not get work in Califor-
nﬂ! they have to come back here; they can not stay there; and the cost of
work on the construetion work pure and simple was paid for ten times over
by the efficiency with which the work for the Spanish war was rendered.

In another portion of his testimony he made the following state-
ment: .

Mr. BAXTER. Yes, sir. For instance, in repairs to a ship there are a great
many different trades required. It ht possibly be that we would be
simply relpalring—sny. the woodwork of the decks orsomething of that kind—
that would be the general line of the work, and therefore most of the men
would boe that style of mechanice. They would not be ship fitters or iron
workers. In caseanother ship needed to be repaired—a ship that has been in
collision, perhaps, and had a hole stove in her—a different set of men would
be required, and none of those people working on the first ship mentioned
wonld be needed. Whereas if you are building a ship you have those people
there all the time, and it is simply taking a man out of this work and putting
him into some ather work.

Naval Constructor Stahl, of the Norfolk Navy-Yard, gaveequally
strong testimony in favor of this Government building one or
more of the new vessels in the Government yards, and stated that
the work could be done after a little while better and more eco-
nomically than in the private yards. .

Admiral Hichborn, the chief constructor of our Navy, who is
recognized throughout the known world as one of the greatest
authorities on shipbnilding, in his annual reports has favored this
method of constructing war vessels. e ’

Let us see what the practice of foreign governments is in this
direction, and 1 will (}uo'ga the figures for the year 1889. Before
doing this, however, I will give the status of the different navies
compiled up to and including 1898:

Completed. ] Under construction.
-

2 &

. b 8 b 5

EAR E 3 + &l |5
A B
8 E g 2188 =28|3|8 |5
5] [ SR |= [HECH i =2
Battle ships ... ccecenmenee- 52|21(13| 9|15 6|3 B|5|2|8| 3
Armored cruisers . 18| 9|10 8| 3] 2|1 1]812]..:] &
tected cruisers... 95(80] 8| 7|15 |14 |10 3!18|8|1| 8
Unprotected cruisers 16(16| 3|21| 1(/10]|8|. R SOR S S o ¢
Coast-defense ships 15|14 |15 |19 [....[*20 | 8 |. A1 A=
Torpedo vessels..... B|13 |17 2|15 1] = S i B
Ships for speetal pur < e e A < T g W WL LA Ol T R T S T S
Torpedo-boat destroyers_.| 50 |.._.| 1| . l....l....l... 28 |1|1#20] 8
Torpedo boats -.__......... s isu I114 113 Eu.z 18 |44 | |oj2i=le

|

# [nclnding 6 donble turret monitors, 13 old single-turret monitors,and the
yam Katahdin. The 13 old monitors would hardly be included in com?uttng
the strength of the Navy on the usual basis of age, speed, ete. (0. N. L)

4 Torpedo boats completed, 13; under construction, 13, (0. N. L)

War ships built in Uniled States navy-pards since 1883,

3 Num- | Total ton-
E Clsas: ber. nage.
Becond-class battle ship TeXas.ccccecorimecccmca s e e o 1
Becond-class battle ship Maine.............. i 1
Protected cruisers Raleigh and Cincinnati. ... 2
OTRRE BOEAL - . . ..o s s rve mnem i i e 4

War ships building in English dockyards in 1599,

Num- | Total ton-
Class, Hap: nage. Total cost.
11 150, 850 | 855, 482, 514
3 93,700 | 11,859, 464
2 22,000 | 5,820,807
z 2 11,600 | 2,921,148
Third-class protected cruisers .......... 3 6,585 | 2,082,289
Sloops sheathied with wood and copper. 6 6,060 | 2,248, 703
Roye)yaokit vt s S T e T ) 4,700 | 2,112,068
Hrand total . e i 2 241,545 | 82,805,847
War ships building in English private yards in 1859,
Num- | Total ton-
Class. e nage. Total cost.
Battle shipis . i G o s e 7 94,850 | 333,273,641
Armored criisers ..o oo erioamaras b 61,900 | 21,610,790
Armored cruisers sheathed with wood and
(e g s A S R e (] 72,000 | 22,681,767
First-class tected cruisers, sheathed with
wood amg DA S 2 22,000 5,542,358
Second-class protected cruisers, sheathed with
wnod and copper. .. .- .o.oc.ceoneaan S 3 16, 800 4,501,470
Third-class protected cruisers........ a3 6,405 2,017,513
Bloops sheathed with wood and coppe 3 1, 060 669, K24
Gunboats ... _......._. 4 2,800 1,048, 728
Torpedo-boat destro 40 u, (*)
Torpedo boats. ....... 2 *)
Grand total. exclusive of cost for tor-
pedo-boat destroyersand torpedoboats. T 283,005 | 91,236, 300
* Cost not on recori.
Reeapitulation of war ghips building in England in 1309.
|
Where building. Nam- | Total ton-| Total cost.
R e T R T e 28 241,845 84T
In priviate Yuras ...ccceemecenecceamemeremnanenn 74 , (65 %% 300
Grand total._.... : el 102 534, 410 | 174,042,237
War ships b!'n’J'dl'ng in French dockyards in 1509,
Class. I_{:‘iﬁl' Total t{m- Total cost.
Battleships. ..o oocooeaeaaae [ 67, 553 521,338
Battloship.. o 1 2,723 930
Armored cruisers 8 78,618 | 80,172,551
Fast cruiser ... . 1 4,000 , T4, 198
Third-class protect 1 2,452 1,011,079
First-class sloop.... 1 1,243 580, 731
Torpedogunboats 2 1,792 1,183,818
Gunboats.._...... 2 1,201 574,461
Snbmarine boats 8 1,078 1,008, 172
POrDEG O DORIN . o o e s e rp s e e e S -6 616 601, 230
Do % Tyt R SR I S S 5 108,171 | 67,357,508
War ships building in French private yards in 1899,
Num- | Total ton-
Class. B, nage, Total cost.
Armored Croisors. ..o cicesocesarasscmsmsnss ] 53,045 | $23, 705, 087
LT g by W O A A S S e e 3 20,205 , 714,860
Becond-class protected cruiser. e 1 4,055 D4, 048
Third-class protected cruoiser.. P 1 2,452 042, 106
Torpedo cruisers. . ....... e 10 2,582 3,245, 758
Seagoing torpedo boats - .coveeeeneeecemecnmaeas 11 1,72 2,22 004
Firat-class torpedo boats e 2 1,34 1,88, T4
Torpedo boits - ceeee ccenen e yik 990 95,
Bmall torpedo boats ____ .. ... [ 00 143,
Arandtotalo- s o n i TN i BT, 435 | 42, 309, K36
Recapitwlation of war ships building in France in 1859,
: Num- | Total ton:
Where building. S nage. Total cost.
J Rockyards e e a5 166,171 | $47,357, 508
In private yards.... S mn 435 | 42,590, 838
Grand total. ... oo s mm = 106 258,606 | 109,757, 434
War ships building in German dockyards in 1899,
[Total cost not on record.]
Num- | Total ton-
Claes. ber. | nage.
4 43, 060
4 B, 582
8 52,243
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War ships building in German private yards in 1599,

P Num- | Total ton-

a ber. nage.

o 5= T et e e A O AT B S L e Sy 2 22,860

L e e e 6 20,495

Torpedo-boat destroyers. . oo cmecmvimcemaneee e s amnan 16 2,730
Lovy TR L e S = 4 45, 635

Recapitulation of war ships building in Germany in 1599,

fail to go on record in favor of making this innovation at the
present time.

In order that the members of this House may realize the vast
ax%onses that the Government is assuming in connection with the

uilding of our Navy, and in order to draw the attention of the

ouse to the vast payments that are being made for public works
in the navy-yards where vessels are to be repaired, not constructed,
I quote the following smtementa from the Naval Affairs Commit-
tee report of the present year

Comparative statement of present cost of Navy,

= = Bupple-
‘Where building. Ij(btelrm Tnnta;lg?n mental es- T"tt‘ﬂ De; Proposed | 4
: s timatesas| PATHRCRS | appropria- [ £ PRIOBL-
perH.Doc.| ®SESS | tions, ot |
BB 17 g 8 562,242 398, '
I PR YA e e i G e e b 45, 1135
_________________________________ 877 | Buy of the Navy........... 412,810,807, 00412, 810, 897, 00813, 500, 171. 00
G T AT A i ST7 | Pay, miscellancons .-.... B00,000.00" 500, 000,00 500, 030 00
e b inelud‘l g 510, 000, 520, 000. 10, 000. 00
War ships building in Russian dockyards in 1859. CMETZENCY - oooeoeaman , 000. , 000, , 000,
e siiamndadinondnis cdn ol Bureau of b?avigauon.. : 463,925,001 565,425,001 505, 125.00
[Total cost not on record.] Bureau of Ordnance. .. 2,508,124.000 2,388 124 8,143,124.00
gurmm of : uiapr:‘:rilent .a. 3, bit, 062, 3, 464, 062, 2, 765, 4565. 10
- L urean ol 8 an
Class. | o w0 | Doeks .oxoc.. T59,82.65  008,490.83  453,442.23
Publie works, yards and
................................ 13,768, 674.52) 7,797,467, 5,465, 286. 50
T R ey ] AN Sl A T e M e, 5 50,772 Pablie. worke, Naval
Coast defense .. : 4 1 4, 126 Academy and Ubserva-
Cruisers.. ......... 6 5, 020 to 2,051, 500, 00, 890, 000. T30, 000, 00
Grand total 12 87,018 230), 000, 00 220,000, 192, 500. 00
: BAccou ?C&E&t' S 10, 800. 3,201, 232.08) 2,731,282 8,220,432, 03
War ships buildi i Russian private yards in 1809, urean o ruction
sttt i 2 and Repair——_..._..._._| 500,000.06 6,705,524.25 6,235,824.25 5,273, 407.00
Nurn- | Total bon- Bumn of Steam Engi-
Class. b nage S"‘Hﬂfﬂm 2,774,200, 1,200, 200, 00
i = 207,813, 199, 885. 4, 195 153. 45
ggs-n.r 27[28"02" 25“71-1
ﬂtﬂo ’“é ip:&iéé ............................................. ; 65, &13 8, 990, 699. 00, 10, 392, 402. 00
ivianbad s| o250 1,632, 597 ae{ 09, 885, 634, 67| 61, 209, 916. 67 43, 099, 969. 53
Grand total— e e e s 9 95,918
PUBLIC WORKS,
Recapitulation of war ships building in Russia in 1859, Estimates, | Carried by | Appropri-
_ 1901, bill, ated, 1000
Where building. bl g
2 PO BN o Siace via s s a R e $002,000.00 | £361,000.00 | §306,000,00
Boston .......... 1,798,300.00 | "866,300,00 | 379, 000,00
3 Lt n ! e e et S R e L e 13 B7.018 | New London,Conn 50,000.00 |. ... _...... 25,000, 00
In private yards ... Ly y 9 95,916 | New York 1,977,000.00 | 1,300, 200. 00 812, 062, 00
Torpedo-hoat destro dis & 1,963, 092, 00 ), 500, 00 800, 767,00
and private yards ......... 2 14, 066 Washington 875,017.82 414,102,532 205, 000, 00
To 0 boats distribnted a Norfolk..... 1, 649, 000, GO , 500, (00 645, 657, 50
ynrdn ....................................................... 18 2,500 Port%oyal %%% :ﬁé’;‘ E!mnlflﬁ f ﬁg'%gg
oy Wesf » DOG, 6 FLLLEA )
GERRA EORRY . i e e g 200,400 | Ban Juan........ &2, ). 00 52, 000, 00 i
Pensacols ceea ... 20, 500. 00 X
S . PR - Algiers...... ce 145, 000. 00
War ships building in Ialian dockyards in 1899, Island 1,152, 700. 00
Puget Bound.._.._...._._. 224, 065. 00
{ntel opatrioton reeard.) Dredging. D 500, 000,00
> Num- | Total ton Hnmba;a.mkmv """ g}."ﬁ' gg:]g
ber. nage. Four dry docks._ .-::.- 1 900, 000. 00
Repairs and preservation. 450, 000, 00
e e S e T semeseseasee = & ﬂgg G o PR 13,768, 674.82 | 7,707,467.32 | B, 485, 256,60
R I
L Wk : The ty for incre appropriations in this important branch of the
Grand total .. s 17 a7.183 | naval eambltshme t has been set forth in the able report of the Secretary of
8 the Navy, on page 41, in which he says:
= tlmtTiga operations of thet\'nétt':[ous t];:ﬁreaus 112 the yarﬁg gdn.r[ng tthia wn:'d show
: very many respects the public works were no uate
War ships butlding in Ztalian private yards in 1506, for the promptand proper conduct of the work of repairi‘::q :nd{'nttmi!out
Num- | Totaiton vessels of war. Evenin snch navy-vards as New York, I\soﬂ’o , and
Class. e Ialand tho heet uipped in the conntry, many deficiencies were found to
. nege. exist. s a experienm of every bureau, and the importance of
lr.lng tbe n w{ -yard plants, erecting new storehouses and shops, pro-
Battleship .ooooccoeeeea 1 a5 adequate d ﬁ facilities, and thereby enabling the yards to meet
ArRarodl Craisera, ) 3 23'193 tha E'rmt increased requirements of the Navy was strongly impressed upon
%‘gﬁg‘jﬂgwﬁ c}:es'c.r - § "ﬁ‘? ’I‘he toliowei,:g table shows the value of the real e-state. dmttels, and ma-
chinery plants at the varicus yards and stations June 30, 1509
GRADA BOEAL o e e 13 38, 788 Statement showing the value of veal estate and chatiels and machinery plant at
- the several yards and stations June Su, 1859, as per appraisal under Depart-
Recapitulation of war ships building in Haly in 1399, menta clreular No. G
Num- | Total ton- 2 Real estate | Machine:
Where building. evipi Navy-yards and stations. i b brai phnt.ry
In dockyards.... 1% 87,883 | Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H
In private yards 13 m 788 | Navy-yard, Boston, Mass . _....
Naval War Colle, lhaw;r.nort. BRI
Grand bRl = e e 30 76,171 Nnvnl trsini&:g station. Newport, R. 1

These figures conclusiveif
found it profitable to buil

show that other governments have
a portion of their war fleet in their

own yards, and I can not see any reason why this House should

val torpedo station, Newport, R. 1.
Nawal station, New Londonf&mn AR
Navy-yard, New York, N, ¥.........
gtwy ard, Lea ef.nlsnd Pm

Na val.&udemy,mmapolh,a i
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Statement showing the value of real estate and chatlels, ete.—Continued.

4 : Real patate | Machinery
Navy-yards and stations. Srid CHattals: plant
Naval Obsemtmjy.Washingtan,D.C e S b 0,048.77
Navy-yard, Washington. D.C ...._... 4, 875,001, 61
Marine han.dl\gmters. Washington, D 23), 93, 50
Navy-yard, Norfolk, V& - ...caceeaes 5,840, 554.87
Naval pruving[gronnd,ﬁd ............ 273,084.00
Naval station, Port Royal 8.C. oo ceeeeee 906, 630, 75
Navnl station, Key Wept, Fia.. 407,837,581
Navy-yard, Pensacola, i*'iﬂ.. el 1, 710, 821. 00
Navy-yard, Mare 1sland.Cal .. 4,127,611.48
Nawval training station, Cal......... e I8, (23, 50
Naval station, Puget Sound, Wash. ... ... .. 708, 650, 56
Naval station,SanJuan, P. R occooommeaaeae 193,143.53 A
Naval station, Honolalu, H. Lo ciiiiiaaiaicana. B, 1088 | et
N o e e A N S A e e § A A e 59,719,004, 82 | 4,425,061.31

The above indicates the magnitude of these yards and stations. It is here
that the ships are taken for repzair and fully equi for her service,
and as the number of ships increases a correspon rovement in onr

and stations follows as a necessary sequence in order that they may be

able to meet the requirements of a growing navy. The two mustgo hand in
hand. While the committes has not seen fit to recommend what has been
asked for to the full extent, yet they have made provision for that amount of
publie works which can be judiciously carried on during the coming fiscal
ear. Under the head of public works is that of the eompletion of the dry
ocles which are now being built at Portsmouth, Boston, League Island, Mare
Island, and the floating dock at Algiers, La., requniring an ngproprmt.]ou of
41,560,000, There has already been n;l:u&roprint for these docks §l, L
making a total of £3,259,000, and §1,800, more will be required to cﬂmp'le:e

Tigis bill also provides for the beginning of construction of two more stone
dry docks, one at New Yorkand the other at Norfolk,Va. These areurgently
demanded by the Department in view of the importance of these two yards,
that of New York being the largest and most important and that of Norfolk
next, Atthe present time we have no docks at either place large enongh to
take in our largest battle ships with safety.

Let us consider for a moment, Mr, Chairman, the false economy
we are practicing when the Government, with navy-yard property
to the value of $65,000,000, refuses to build part of its own fleet in
these yards.

Statistics are available which prove that in the matter of the
construction of battle ships and some other kinds of government
vessels the work is done more cheaply at the government yards in
England than in the private yards. In France the case is about
the same. When one considera that there is no charge against the
Government for taxes, for interest, for insurance, for plant de-
preciation in the building of vessels in the navy-yards, and no
profits expected, it is simply incomprehensible to me, under the
excellent system of labor employment now in vogue in the navy-

ards of the country, that the work of building vessels can not be
Eone more cheaply there than in private yards.

The Charlestown Navy-Yard for years, in its equipment depart-
ment, has been manufacturing the cordage for the Navy, both
hemp and wire, and it has held its own with private corporations.
The smaller boats of the Navy are being built now at this yard,
and the price compares favorably with that demanded by ountside
contractors.

The navy-yard at Charlestown is nnequaled in the matter of
water and rail transportation, Boston Harbor, where the yard is
located, is one of the best, if not the best, barbor on the Atlantic
Ocean. It has a magnificent system of fortifications, and, being
the wealthiest and most populous city in New England, the Na-
tional Government can always be depended npon to furnish proper

rotection to the portand therefore to the navy-yard. The harbor
is accessible at all stages of the tide to Government vessels of the
heaviest draft. Skilled labor in iron-ship building and mazine en-
gineering is to be found in ample supply, and if, therefore, a selec-
tion is to be made among the different navy«fards for the initi-
ation of this work, the advantages of the Charlestown Navy-Yard
must not be overlooked. ’ N

The maintenance of our naval establishments in proper manner
is the best guaranty we have for peace. Two ends are accom-
plished by this practice. .

First and most important is the preservation of peace without
the sacrifice of honor and principle, and the second is that we
may be prepared for war, Our ability to attain the first end is
in proportion to our readiness to maintain our rights; hence it is
necessary that we should at all times be independent of private
shipbuilding establishments in the matter of ship construction.
This work can not be earried forward any too soon,

We should have a settled policy. It will be wise economy to
authorize the building of one or more ships in every navy-yard.
There will be no pulling and hauling then for different appropria-
tions for different classes of work at differenf navy-yards. All
yards will be fitted up with the most modern tools and g&aphanoes,
a system of construction and repair will be inangurated in all of
them, thousands of mechanics will be employed with living hours
and living wages, and the Government will have embarked on a
career of profound wisdom and economy in the building of its
war ships, EA lause. | )

Mr. IﬁTC I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will
withdraw his amendment and allow another to be offered.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. My, Chairman, T desire
to withdraw the amendment which I have presented, so that the
point of order may not be made against it now, my object being
that another amendment may be presented upon another portior.
of the bill for the construction of some of the protected cruisers
at the Government navy-yards,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment fo the amendment of the gentleman from New York,
which I send to the desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the amendment proposed by Mr. CouMings, of New York, by add-
ing theretothe following: ** Provided further, That two of such gunboats shall

be constructed on or near the coast of the Pucific Ocean, or in the waters con-
nected therewith."

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Chairman—

Mr. FOSS. Iunderstand theamendment of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. F1TZGERALD] to have been withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN. It has been withdrawn for the present.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Now, Mr, Chairman, if the gun-
boats Erov:ded for here are to be constructed at all,it seems to me
that they shounld be constructed in as many different yards as pos-
sible, not only giving encouragement to the development of the
{ards themselves, throughout the country, but also allowing these
roats, when constructed, to be in a position where they are most
likely to be needed. Many of these vessels would probably be
needed in the Philippine Islands, and the nearest point to the
Philippines where we could build them is on the Pacific coast;
and if constructed there, we would save considerable expense in
taking them around for service in the Philippines. 4

Furthermore, we have about three yards on the Pacific coast
that are able to construnet naval ships of the various kinds, and
the finest vessel we have in the Navy to-day, the Oregon, was con-
structed at San Francisco, as well as several torpedo boats, while
others have been constructed, one at Seattle and one at Port-
land, Oreg. Under the amendment of the gentleman from New
York all of these must be constructed, or all of these may be cons
structed at least, in one yard if the bids are low enough, unless we
adopt a {}rovision of this kind.

r. CUMMINGS. Oh, no; it provides that not more than two
shall be constructed in one yard.

Mr, JONES of Washington., Then in three yards you would
be able to construct the whole of them on the Atlantic coast. In
other words, three yards will alone be available for the construc-
tion of them if the amendment isadopted, and it seems to me.that
anything that tends to enconrage the building up of the yards all
over the country, diversifying the construnction of our vessels and
adding new facilities to such construction, is a great benefit to the
people at large, and hence I ask the adoption of the amendment
that I have pro d.

A MEMBER, hat is the amendment?

Mr, JONES of Washington. If the gunboats are provided for,
that two of them shall be constructed in the waters of the Pacific

coast.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do you limit the extra cost of the
two which ggu Ogr%?osa to construct there?

Mr. JON ashington. 1 have notdone so in this amend-
ment——
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Becauseif these vessels were required

to be constructed on that coagf, and no limit as to cost were made,
there is no knowing how munch the Government might have to Fa.y.

Mr. JONES of Washington. But there will be at least three
competitors for their construction.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do you not think it better to ask that
the amendment be withdrawn and the guestion of.competitive
construction be determined hereafter?

Mr. JONESof Washington. Iam entirely willing that the com-
petition be extended to the shipyards on our coast,

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Because your amendment applies to
the gunboats, and not only to the gunboats but to the cruisers and
battle ships as well.

My, JONES of Washington. You have provided already that
two of the cruisers and battle ships may be constructed on or near
the coast of the Pacitic Ocean under a differential of 4 per cent.

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Baut it provides that the cost shall
not exceed 4 per cent above the lowest bids for vessels provided
for in this act,

Mr. JONES of Washington, Yes: butif the amendment of the
gentleman from New York should prevail, only two vessels wonld
be constructed, and these two might Le gunboats, while all of the
battle ships and cruisers might be constructed on the Atlantio
coast,

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, The nmendment of the gentleman
from New York is a provision made after the word **each,” in line
4, a3 the gentleman will find, and adds a proviso according to
which two of these vessels may be constructed on the Pacific coast
if the bids are satisfactory. That will apply to the gunboats, if
they are put in, as well as to the battle ships. So the amendment
is nnnecessary,
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Mr. JONES of Washington. ¥es; but it will not provide for
the building of two gunboats as well as two of the other ships.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes; there is no limit as to the num-

ber.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.
Only two are to be constructed on the Pacific coast.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Nof more than two in one yard.

Mr, JONES of Washington. The gentleman will see that, be-
ginning in line 15, it says:

And subject to the provisions hereinafter made two and not more than

two of the aforesaid vessels shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific
Ocean, or in the waters connecting therewith.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Ibeg your pardon. That is correct.
I was mistaken,

Mr. DAYTON. I suggest that the gentleman withdraw his
amendment, and if the gunboats are provided for then line16 can
be amended so as fo provide that two of the battle ships and two
of the gunboats may be constructed on the Pacific coast. That
will accomplish what the gentleman desires.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That will be satisfactory to me.

Mr. DAYTON. Isuggest that as the better thing to do.

Mr, JONES of Washington. That would be all right, Iwith-
draw my amendment, Mr. Chairman, with the understanding that
I may reach the subject in the other way.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, as I nnderstand it, the proposition
which is pending before the House is the amendment of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. CoMmINGs], authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Navy to contract for 6 gunboats.

In the Secretary’s report to Congress this year he recommended
a naval programme consisting of 3 armored cruisers, 3 protected
cruisers, and 12 gunboats; but when we had the Secretary before
the committee. Admiral Dewey b?liﬁ there at the same time, it
was discovered that General Otis purchased, 1 think, 14 gun-
boats of just about the size which the Secretary had recom-
mended in his ri:{)ort; and not only that, but we had raised 3 of
the Spanish guntoats and added those to the Navy, making in all
17 gunboats; and it was decided by the committee that it would
be wise to leave out the gunboats this year, in consequence of
that fact, and in their place to bmild 2 battle ships. That
seemed to meet with the approval of the Admiral and the Secre-

tary of the Navy at that time, and that is the recommendation-

of the committee in this bill,

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, there is no propo-
sition in this whole bill which I more heartily support than I do
the proposition contained in the amendment of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. ComminGs|. These gunboats are of the
most useful type of boatin the United States Navy. We have
but 6 of them in the entire Navy to-day.

Mr. CUMMINGS. And they are all at Manila, too.

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Yes, Ifind on examination of the
roster of the English navy that Great Britain has two and a half
of these boats for every batile ship in the English navy. These
boats will pay for themselves in two years'time in the saving of
maintenance and cost of the larger vessels, which have fo be used
if they are not constructed.

They are useful for a great many purposes, for ordinary cruis-
ing and for patrol duty. and their complement is comparatively
small. If we had had them during the Spanish war in cruising
the waters of the West Indies, we should have saved hundreds
and hundreds of thousands of dollars. The boats purchased by
General Otis in the Philippine Islands are of exceedingly light
draft and entirely nnseaworthy. Not one of those would have
been obtainable by the United States if they could have crossed
the ocean. They are good for nothing except the navigation of
the quiet waters surronnding those islands, and are of compara-
tively little use for the general purposes of the United States
Navy. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment will be
adopted by the unanimous voice of the committee,

r. FOSS. I call for a vote, Mr. Chairman.

The CHATRMAN, The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr, Cummeakﬁ_

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Coa-
MINGs) there were—ayes 28, noes 52.

Mr. CUMMINGS, 1 ask for tellers.

Tellers were refused, 19 members, not a sufficient number, ris-
ing in support of the demand therefor,

Accordingly the amendment was rejected,

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I offer the amendment which I send
to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * Provided,” in line 2, page 6f, insort:

“That the contracts for the construetion of the sald battle shipsand of each
clags of cruisers shall contain provisions to the effect that the contractors
gunrantee that when complets
preseribed by the Navy Department tha battle ships shall exhibit a speed of
at least 19 knots an hour under natural draft and that the cruisers of both
classes shall exhibit a speed of at lenst 23 knots an honr nnder natural draft.
And of the two Lattle ships herebyanthorized to be constructed the Secretar
of the Navy is hereby n.uzhorimd topay to the contractor of the one that

develop the greatest speed the sum of $50,000 for every one-half knot in excess
of the speed of the other, £~ ol

and tested for spesd under conditions to ba ’

“And the Secretary of the Navms hmbﬁ authorized tgegay to the con-
tractor for the building of any cruiser in each class aunthori to be built by
this act that shall exhibit a greater than either of the other two in the

same class the sum of $50.000 for every one-fourth knot in excess of the great-

est speed exhibited by either of the other two in the same clasa.”

Mr. FO38. I make the point of order against that amendment
that it is new legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasno doubt that it is new legis-
lation, and accordingly sustains the poeint of order.

Mr. MAHON, I offer the following amendment:

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out, on 62, line 10, the word "two™ and insert the
word “one;" strike out, in line 16, the word *three™ and insert instead the
P_rto;z‘l] :“ two;" strike out, in line 22, the word “three™ and insert the word

Mr. KITCHIN. I would like to offer an amendment to that
amendment, beginning at the word “two.” in line 10, striking
ont lines 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and down to the word ** three,” in line
IlJﬁ‘t aind hthat will leave his amendment applying to just the two

attle ships.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to
the amendment.

Mr. KITCHIN. Myamendment istoamend the amendment of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, so that his amendment shall
read as follows: Strike out on page 62, beginning at the word
““two,” in line 10, and then lines 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and down to
the word * three,” in line 16, and the effect of that will be tostrike
out onl¥ after the two battle ships.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amendment
of the gentleman from North Carolina.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike ont all after the word “contract,” in line 10, page (2, down to and
including the word *“each,” in line 10 of the same page.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment
Pro by the gentleman from Pennsylvania changes the orig-
inal text, and therefore will first be in order, because it will bean
amendment to the original text.

Mr. MAHON. AMr. Chairman, I have no disposition to inter-
fere with the committee's bill. We have three ships now on the
docks, and they have been waiting for armor for a considerable
length of time, and through the action of this Congress, if this
bill is passed, allowing §5343 a ton—and it can not Le had for less—
wiill resnlt in a net loss to this Government of nearly 400,000, and
the tontractors and owners of these shipyards who have them in
their docks will be found in the Court of Claims, and properly
there, claiming heavy damages for delay in the finishing of these
ships. If T understand correctly, the other day we were short in
naval officers—and I want to be corrected if I am wrong—some
1,400 officers. We have not the men to man the ships that we
have, and this bill makes no provision to provide for the officers
and the men for the great ships that we have already built, and
the Secretary of the Navy was compelled for lack of men to take
them ont of service and to put them in your League Island an-
chorage or some other place.

Now, Mr, Chairman, if we build, according to my amendment,
1 battle ship, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 protected cruisers, we
would have appropriated, if this bill passes, $17,700,000, and if
this amendment of mine prevails and is adopted by the House, wo
E'ill reduce this bill $10,680,000. I am satisfied from the condi-

on——

Mr, FOS8. If the gentleman will permit me to interrnpt him
amoment, he does not mean that we will reduce this bill $10,000,000,
becanse the gentleman must know that if these ships are author-
ized it takes about a year to thrash out the plans before the ships
can be put under contract.

Mr. MAHON. We had better not thrash out too much.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We must get the thing in shape to
thrash first.

Mr. MAHON. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that 1 battle ship
and 4 cruisers are sufficient for each Congress to provide for.
Now, you see how much this bill will earry over, from $58,000,000
to $61,000,000; and when you count the cost of these ships, 1 be-
lieve this House ought to make this reduction. It isareasonable
reduction, and | battle ship, 2 armored cruisers, and 2 protected
cruisers will be provided for.

Another thing, Mr. Chairman: The material and labor have gone
away up to abouf double the price; and if you go on and puf these
vessels under contract, there is no telling what the Government
will have to pay for them with the prices of iron as high as they
are at present. Now, the question is, Do we need them? The
Navy is not provided with a sufficient numnber of officers and men
for the ships already in the service and going into the service. I
believe there are some five or six battle ships and cruisers that will
be ready for the service that have never been in it before, and
therefore I ask the adoption of this amendment.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I am certainly sur-
prised at the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I am
sure he does not voice the sentiment either of Congress or of the
people of this country, I am of the opinion that they are almost a
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unit in their desire to increase the efficiency of onr Navy. All
the maritime powers of the world ars increasing in all directions,
and it has been but a short time since we were called npon in this
Hall to vote an emergency fund of $50,000,000 to make more effi-
cient our Navy,

I do not believe that the American Congress or the American
g:ople want to repeat that action. These vessels, if anthorized in

is Lill, can not be contracted for at this time. The plans for
them must be prepared, and it will take from six to nine months
for the Department to prepare these pians; andif we delay action
in this matter of anthorization, we must certainly delay the ulti-
mate finishing of these vessels, and we must also delay having
them as vessels of war to defend us.

I am of the opinion, Mr. Chairman, that this House and this
country will approve of the action of the committee in regard to
the increase of the Navy, and I sincerely hope the amendment of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not prevail, but that the
action of this Congress at this session and at all futore sessions
will be to gradually build up the Navy each and every year, so
that at all times we may have in our sguadron thehighest efficiency
that man can produce,

Mr. WACHIIr'rER. Will the gentleman allow me a guestion?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes.

. Mr. WACHTER. How long will it take to build a ship after
the plan has been made?

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Three or four years.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words on
the amendment I offered, to strike out the two battle ships, which
is pending and is to come np later for a vote. I believe it will
meet the desires of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have no
doubt that he has already read the reports, and after thoroughly
hearing the facts we hope he will be with us on this matter. The
minority report says nothing about these battle ships, One mem-
ber of the minority favors this section as it stands, as we under-
gtand, The others agree that the two battle ships ought to be
omitted.

Another thing I call the attention of the chairman of the com-
mittee to, and the attention of the committee, is that when the
Secretary of the Navy made his annual report, as the gentleman
from New Jersey knows, he did not recommend the building of
any battle ships, but he recommended the building of 3 armored
cruisers and 3 protected cruisers, for which this bill provides.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. May I interrapt the gentleman?

Mr. KITCHIN., You may.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Did not the Secretary of the Navy in
his testimony before the committee say that he desired the battle
ships, and did he not give a reason for omitﬁn%them in his report?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; I will read it, and I think the reasons he
gave are the strongest reasons in the world why we should stand
by his first report. He said that the board had thought about
recommending more than they did recommend—that is, the 6
cru'sers—and that there were 3 battle ships considered, but they
were omitted for fear they were asking foo much. In view
of the fact that there are 3 battle ships authorized and not be-

un, and this, too, is well known to the gentleman from New
ersey, that we have 3 battle ships aunthorized for which no con-
tract has been made, the Secretary of the Navy himself, know-
ing the extravagance of this Congress, said the reason he did not

recommiend some battle ships was because he thought it would be |

asking too much and he could not get it.

Now, on page 9, the Secretary said this, in response to a ques-
tion by Mr. RIXEY:

Mr. Rrxey. You would utilize those 8 gunboats?

Secretary Loxg. | shonld be glad to. Yon gentlemen must bear in mind
in making the recommendation, it never ocenrred to me that Congress would
give us B%mttle ships, costing three ions or four millions apiece, and also
 ernisers, costing a great deal of money, and 3 protected cruisers of 5,000 tons,
also costing a great deal

And, then, Secretary Long, lower down on the same page, says:
1 think you will come to it, of conrse, in future years.

And he reiterates it that he had noidea that this Congress wounld
give him, in addition to the 6 cruisers, 3 battle ships.

Mr. CUMMINGS. And nogunboats.

Mr. EITCHIN. He did recommend 12 gunboats. Secretary
Long, as I understand, never insisted u{)on it. Admiral Dewey,
who was examined on the same day, as 1 recollect his testimony,
said that he preferred armored cruisers to any other class of ships,
and he agreed with Secretary Long abont the immense naval pro-
gramme involved in this bill.

Now, let me say this: I called attention the other day, when
the distingnished gentleman from New York [Mr. CuaMiNGs| and
the distinguizhed acting chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss

were flaunting in onr faces the great German programme, I calle

attention to the fact that if we only adopted the German pro-
gramme we would have to cut our number of proposed war ves-
sels in two, becanse in sixteen years the German navy will add
499 000 tons to their navy, while at the rate of increase last year
and this year we shall add more than 1,400,000 to our Navy in that

time. 1 believe inincreasingour Navy, but I believe we should in-
crease it gradually. I believe in putting the best ship to sea
whenever one goes to sea, but I believe it is absolutely unneces-
sary to increase the Navy at the rate of 90,000 tons a year.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from North
Carolina has expired,

Mr. KITCH I should like five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [Af-
ter a paunse.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. KITCHIN. The tonnage in last year's bill was 91,000 tons,
according to my calenlation, and I went over it very carefully.
The tonnage in this bill is 83,000 tons. Now, if we keep up this
rate for sixteen years we shall have a Navy not only eqnal to Ger-
many, but double that of Germany at that time and ejual to that
of England now. I will now hear what the gentleman from New
Jersey has 1o ask.

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. I know the gentleman desires to state
the facts in the case. :

Mr. KITCHIN. I certainly do.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. f want to call the gentleman’s atten-
tion to Se-::retar;ir Long’s statement, on page 4, in answer to the
gentleman’s position when he says it was never the intention of
the Secretary to build battle ships, In reply to a guestion by Mr,
WHEELER of Kentucky, the Secretary says that it was his original
idea to build three battle ships.

Mr. KEITCHIN. That is true.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Andbelowthat, on the same page, in
Admiral Dewey’s testimony, the Secretary says he would be very
glad if we gave them the battle ships and the cruisers.

Mr. KITCHIN., I have stated nothing contrary to that. I

uoted the Admiral's testimony, and stated that the Secretary of
the Navy said that he wan*ed to ask the committee for the battle
ships, but he did not doso because he thought that Congress would
not authorize them.

Now, let me call attention to the fact that the construction of
the battle ships and other ships authorized in this bill will impose
upon the United States an obligation of about $50,000,000—328,-
000,000 for hulls and machinery; and 1 estimate it will take at least
twenty or twenty-five million dollars tosupply the armor, the fur-
niture, and the ordnance, etc. The vessels anthorized in the bill
of last year, in my opinion, imposed upon the Government an
obligation to the amount of forty-five or fifty million dollars.

Sixty-two million dollars of the obligations authorized for ships
heretofore have not yet been appropriated, as 1 understand, but
must hereafter be paid by the Government. To-day we have, in-
cluding the obligations carried by this bill, more than $100,000,000
of ohligations imposed upon the United States, none of which is

rovided for in this bill, but all of which must be met hereafter
or naval purposes.

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, Will it not be ten years before all
that money will be required to be expended?

Mr, KITCHIN. That is perhaps true, but what I am object-
ing to is adding to our obligations at the rate of $50,000.000 a year
for the next ten years, making an additional $500,000,000 for -the
Navyin that time. I amin favor of standing by the recommenda-
tions of the Secretary of the Navy and allowing the provision for
these six eruisers to stayin this bill; but I think we ought to strike
out the provision for the battle ships and proceed to build up our
Navy gradually. There is no use of incurring a debt of fifty,
sixty, or seventy-five million dollars a year for ships in the build-
ing up of this Navy. 3

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman believe in
that policy because this Government can not afford to buy battle

ships?

Mr. KITCHIN. No,sir., But because this Government can if
it chooses tax the people to death, that is no reason why we shonld
do go.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentileman believe that it
is not necessary to enlarge our Navy, because the German Gov-
ernment is not making similar progress?

Mr, KITCHIN. If the gentleman had been here the other day
he wonld know that that was one of the strongest arzuments in
the speeches made here at that time for an ircrease in our Navy,

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It did not appeal to me in that
way. 1 understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] to
make the com&mrison for the purpose of strengthening the Amer-
ican Navy and not to limit it.

Mr. KITCHIN. I understood the gentleman to speak in praise
of the great German programme, and | have shown that the last
two bills of this House indicate three times the increase that Ger-
many proposes.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, Your argument has no force with
me. Wearea greater nation than Germany, and should have a
Navy large encugh to meetf all emergencies.

Mr. KITCHIN. No matter abont that; I take the position that
to-day we have a navy larger than that of Germany, and we have
not the same necessity for a vast navy that Germany has. I also
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believe we should have a navy sufficient to meet emergencies, and
say that we have one that has so far successfully met them.

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. OurNavy is none toolarge for the
United States now, and it takes time to build the new ships, and
they should be authorized each year, thus building up the Navy
steadily and strongly.

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman must have heard me say not
more than two or three minutesagzo that I was in favor of increas-
ing our Navy, but not at theexorbitantrate that this bill indicates.

As for the position of Germany, she stands in the midst of other

werlul nations surrounding her, Ifaly, Russia, her old enemy,

rance, and England., Nations so sitnated, with various colonial
ossessions throughout the world, require larger navies than the
United States. I admit that this Government having, under the
present Administration, entered upon a policy ol imperialism,
will need a larger navy than it wounld have needed otherwise,
This requires an increase of the Navy, although I am not in favor
*of imperialism or colonialism, and I'do not favor such enormous
strides annnally in aunthorizing war vessels and entailing such
heavy expenditures as this naval increase represents, because 1 do
not believe there is any necessity for it. :

Mr. Chairman, we do not nced a navy such as Italy, Germany,
and such other nations need which stand side by side, with hun-
dreds of thousands of men in arms in time of peace, always ex-
pectinhg war and always standing with swords drawn against their
neighbors.

I therefore think we ought to strike ont the two battle shigs,
but leave the cruisers in the bill, thus following the recommenda-
tion of the Secretary of the Navy in his report.

[Here the hammer fell,

Mr. DAYTON. Mpr. Chairman, just a word in this connection.

This bill provides for two battle ships. When we had our war
with Spain we traveled all over the world trying to buy a battle
ship and could not purchase one. Itis absolutely impossible to
obtain by purchase that class of ships, and if is the bulwark of
onr defense in a naval conflict.

‘What is the condition of our Navy to-day?

We have and will have only sixteen when all anthorized are
provided for, cor, rather, when all are completed. England has
seventy. The Committee on Naval Affairs has year after year
gradually added to this class of ships—the most im%z:lant, the one
that constitutes the fighting line—and they have gradually
added to. as I have said, by the committee.

Now, I submit to the jndgment of the Honse on both sides that
it is reasonable and right for us to carry out the programme that
has been carried on with unanimity for years past by adding two
or three battle ships each year until our Navy is commensurate
with our importance and requirements.

Mr. FO3S. Mr, Chairman, I move to close debate npon this
part of the bill,

nMr. RIXEY, I want five minutes, if the gentleman would
allow me,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate upon the
pending amendment is exhausted.

Mr. RIXEY. I hopethe gentleman from Illinois will not close
the debate now. I have stated, if my colleagne will permit me,
that I desired five minutes at least.

Mr, fj‘s‘OSE.. Then I move that debate be closed at the end of ten
minn

Mr, RIXEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, he will remem-
ber the other day that it was generally nnderstood and, I think,
agreed upon that when we came to this part of the bill general
discussion should be had for at least sixty minutes on a side if if
was desired.

Mr, FOSS, There was no understanding or agreement, if the
gentleman will remember. Objection was made.

Mr. RIXEY. That is true, but it wasthe general talk thatsuch
wou'd be allowed.

Mr, FOSS. The general talk was that when we came to that
part of the bill whic ¥rovided for the building of the navy-yards
the debate might run for a reasonable time.

Several Meserrs. Regular order, Mr. Chairman!

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for, which is the
vote on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Penn-
gylvania | Mr. Manox].

Mr. RIXEY. I understood the motion was to close debate in
ten minutes.

The CHATRMAN. But the regnlar order was demanded, and
that is the vote on the amendment of the gentieman from Penn-
sylvania.

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The questionnow recurson theamendment
proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. RIXEY. Mr, Chairman ’

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Eil;ginia d‘:hat a motion would now be in order to strike out the

Wor:

Mr, RIXEY. I acceptthesnggestion of the Chair, and move to
strike out the last word.

Mr, Chairman, I agree with much that was stated by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania in regard to the propriety of reducing
the number of vessels anthorized, and was glad that the motion to
rednce the number of ships authorized by the bill came from that
side ‘of the Honse.

So far as I am concerned, sir, I shall vote every dollar that seems
necessary to provide a good Navy; but it does seem to me, in mat-
ters of this kind, if we follow the recommendation of the Secre-
tary of the Navy it would be sufficient, and we ought not to be
expected to go beyond that. The consideration of this matter is
largely intrusted to him, and if we follow his recommendation it
is sufficient.

In the last bill we authorized the construction of three battle
ships and three armored cruisers, which are battle ships in every-
thing except name, none of which have as yet been contracted
for. Six battle ships, therefore, have been aunthorized, but no con-
tract has yet been made for their construction. Admiral O'Neil
tells us that it will be six or eight months before the confract is
made for them. In view of this condition why shonld we author-
ize two more battle ships, when the Secretary of the Navy does
not ask for them?

Secretary Long, in his festimony or statement before the com-
mittee in response to a question of the utilization of certain gun-
boats, said:

You gentlemen must bear in mind in making the recommendation it never
occurred to me that Congress would give us three battle ships, costing £,000,-
000 or 4,000,000 apiece, and also three cruisers, costing & great deal of money,
and three protected cruisers of 8000 tons, also costing n great deal.

Mr. DAYTON. Looking at the world's naval progress and advance in the
face, I want you to state whether yon regard an increase of three battle ships
and cruisers as an unwarrantable one? .

Secretary LoNG. Not at all. I think you will come to it, of course,in
future years. If I were on the Naval Committee I should be inclined tosay
that with three battle ships already authorized and construction not yet be-
gm:l. if you will give us three big cruisers and three emaller cruisers we will

ave enough large ships to go to the country with this present year.

1 say, therefore, that this proposition to bnild two battle ahé]:ﬁ
is not in pursuance of the recommendation of the Secretary of the
Navy;and it seems to me that with six battle ships already author-
ized, but not contracted for, we have enough to wait until the
assembling of Congress in December. The proposition of the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KiTcHIN] to strike out the
two battle ships should prevail. p

Mr, BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman, one of the first votes which
I cast in Congress after I became a member of it,in the Fifty-
fourth Congress, was a vote for four new battle ships, I think,
however we have now arrived at a stage in our history when, for
a while -at least, we onght to call a halt, until we can see our way
clear to have officers enough to man those we already have in
commission and expect soon tohave in commission. Shipsshould
not be built just to aﬂ)end the people’s money nor to aid in making
us appear as a * world power ” among the nations of the earth,

Mr. DAYTON. Will my friend allow me?

Mr, BARTLETT. Yes; certainly.

Mr. DAYTON. I want to call the gentleman’sattention to the
fact that by this bill and the provisions that have already been
passed we have provided for the extra officers.

Mr, BARTLETT. The Secretary of the Navy, in Senate Docu-
ment 168, this session, in reporting to the Senate upon the resolu-
tion of ingniry relative to what ships are in commission, or soon
would be, and the number of men necessary to officer them, has
reported the number of vessels in commission, or which soon will
be, and the number of officers required, and has stated that 867
officers will be needed on additional ships under construction and
under repair.. Experience in the late war has demonstrated that
the eruiser, with her 8-inch guns. is more effective than the large
battle ship, with her 13-inch guns. The battles of Manila and
Santiago Bay were won by the cruisers and the 8-inch guns.

Now, we propose to go on with this bill, the largest naval ap-
propriation bill that we have ever had in the history of this coun-
try. in a time of profound peace—and it is even suggested in the
report of the majority that it is almost egual to disloyalty to op-
pose some of the provisions of this bill—and spend $28,000,000 for
new ships, exclusive of armor and armament.

For myself. bir. Chairman, I am ready, whenever this country
needs battle ships or needs men in time of war. to give them fo the
utmost limit of our Treasury and to the furthest limits of tax-
ation; but in the past few years we have progressed, from being
the fifteenth nation in the werld in sea power to where we stand,
founrth, and are able to compete with the other nations of the
world certainly in the management of our Navy, in tiie defense of
our own coasts and our own commerce. Therefore Isee nothing in
the necessities pressing npon this conntry to demand such an ex-
travagant expenditure of money in increasing the Navy by two
battle ships, and these three aldditional armored cruoisers, and the
protected cruisers provided for in this bill,

I have a great admiration for the Navy of the United States. 1
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am ready at all times to vote money to sustain it, but I say this
increase of two battle ships, three armored cruisers, and four pro-
tected cruisers provided for in this bill is unnecessary at this
time, Why should we go on increasing our Navy to such an ex-
tent? Are we at war or in prospect of war with anyone? Isit
ted that in the near future it will be necessary for us o pa-
rade our Navy or our Army in order to incite war? I remember,
Mr. Chairman, when it was announced two years ago that Russia
had appropriated §70,000,000 to increase her navy, it startled the
world, u.m? we all looked upon it as an evidence of the fact that
she was preparing herself for an aggressive and an offensive war
with her enemies, the other great powers of the earth. .
To-day we, who are a people of peace, who have builded this
Republic upon the theories and principles of the founders of it,
who proposed to establish for all time to come a republican gov-
ernment which should not interfere with the affairs of foreign
nations by carrying offensive war into other climes and lands, but
to protect our own peoh}ﬂa and our own coasts; we, a peace-loving
people, who have established liberty upon this continent, and who
expect all the peoples of the world to look to us as lovers of lib-
erty in a republic to live forever and for aye, are appropriating
nearly $70,000,000 to increase our Navy, that we may attract at-
tention as a warlike people, and vie with the other powers of the
earth in extravagant expenditures for our military and naval
establishments. For one, in the behalf of the taxpayers, I protest,
and shall vote to strike out the provision for new battle ships.
Here the hammer fell. |
r. FOSS, Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote upon the pending
amendment.
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman form North Carolina [Mr. K1TCHIN].
Mr. FOSS. I call for the reading of the amendment,
_The Clerk read as follows:

On page 62 strike out all after the word “ contract,” in line 10, down toand
inclnding the word ““each,” in line 18, the part proposed to be stricken out

hetn;ﬁ the following:a

“Two seagoing battle ships, carrying the heaviest armor and most power-

%&“’mm;‘” e e i P BT amoat 5ol Kok Tafies o a
tons, an ve tke ost practicable s; and grea us of ac-

ﬁwiﬂnd cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $5,600,000

eac!

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the
¢‘noes ” appeared to have it.

On 6% division (demanded by Mr. KiTcHIN) there were—ayes 50,
noes 68,

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Ioffer the following amend-

ment,
The Clerk read as follows: '
Amend by inserting before the word “three," in line 22, page 02, the fol-

O bo cotmtructed tnaer the supervision and direction of the Secretary
% t?:{ Navy insuch of the navy-yards of the United States asare best adapted
erefor.”

Mr, FOSS. I make the point of order against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. It seems to me, Mr. Chair-
man, very clear that the point of order does nof lie. This is a

aph authorizing the increase of the Navy, and by providing
that the vessels shall be built by contract it places a limitation
upon the power of the President. This amendment is merely a
further limitation on his power or discretion in regard to the con-
struction of certain vessels, It does not change existing law.
There is no existing law aunthorizing the building of these vessels,
This bill authorizes the construction of certain vessels, and this
amendment proposes the manner in which some of them shall be
. built.

If the bill merely provided that the President of the United States
shall have constructed certain vessels, it would be in order to limit
his power and diseretion by providing that he must build them by
contract, as it is in fact done; and it is equally in order to further
limit his diseretion by providing that a certain number of these
vessels shall be constructed in some other way than by contract.
It is proper to provide some other method or means or place where
these vessels anthorized by the bill shall be constructed. I think
it is very clear that the amendment is in order and nof obnoxious
to the rule.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I beg to state that there is a special
act under which ships authorized by eachnaval appropriation bill,

ar by year, are contracted for. That act was passed in 18806.
%nder that act there were some vessels anthorized. Section 5 of
that act states—

That tho Secretary of the Navy shall cause one or more of the new vessels
herein provided for to be constructed, by one or more contractors, tobe com-

leted in one or more of the navy-yardsof the United States, and if he shall
unable to coatract with responsible partics—

This is the language which I especially call fo the attention of
the Chair—

And if he shall be unable to contract with responsible parties to construct
reasonable pricesall or any

and build at of the vessels hereinbefore provided

for, he shall cause the same to be constructed or completed in such of tha
navy-yards of the United States as may be best adap thereto.

Under this particular act of 1886 it is discretionary with the
Secretary of the Navy, in case he shonld be nnable to contract for
vessels at reasonable prices, to have them built in the navy-yards
of the United States, at such navy-yards as he may designate.

M:-.QFITZGERALD of New York. Will the gentleman yield
to me?

Mr. FOSS. Ido not care to be interrupted when discussing a
point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, The gentleman has not
stated the facts there.

_i;ge CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois declines to
yield.

Mr, FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire fo conneet this bill
with the law of 1886, On line 9, page 63, are these words:

And in the construction of all said vessels all the provisions of the act of
March 3, 1890, entitled “An act making appropriations for the naval service
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1lllf nmffor other purposzes,” shall be ob-
served and followed.

Now, that refers to the naval bill, the naval appropriation act
of last year. In the naval appropriation act of last year—that is,
for the construction of the vessels authorized last year—*‘all of
the provisions of the act of May 4, 1898, entitled *An act making
appropriations for the naval establishment for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1809, and for other purposes,’ ghall be observed and
followed.” That is the act of last year, which refers back to the
previous year. In each substantially the same languﬁe is used,
relating back to the act of the year previous to that. Now, what
do we find in the act of March 3, 1897, which was passed March
3, 1807, but to which this act related back from other acts?

And in the construction of said torpedo boats all the provisions of the act
of August 3, 1886—

The act, the s
which all v
moments ago:

And in the construction of said 0 boats all the provisions of the act
of .&umt& 1886, entitled **An act to increase the naval establishment,” as to
mate for said vessels, their engines, boflers, and machinery, the con-
tracts under which they are built, except as to premiums, which are not to
be offered, the notice of als for the same, the plans, drawings, and
specifications therefor, and the method of executin d contracts, 1l be
obeserved and followed, and said vessels shall be built in compliance with the
terms of said act, and in sll their parts shall be of domestic manufacture.

That act, Mr. Chairman, refers back to the special and specific
act of 1886, which is the permanent law to-day on the subject of
contracting for the construction of thesenaval vessels, Thatact
which is the permanent law to-day, leaves it to the discretion of
the Secretary of the Navy, in casehe should nof beable to contract
for these ships at a reasonable price, to build them in the navy-
yards of our country. But, sir, the amendment of the gentleman
from New York makes it mandatory upon the Secretary of the
Navy to build these ships in the Government navy-yards, and be-
cause that amendment is mandatory, and because the permanent
act itself is discretionary, therefore the pointof order, in my judg-
ment, should be sustained.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York., Mr, Chairman, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss] has hardly stated the facts correctly
in connection with the act of Augnst 3, 1836, If the amendment
be not in order, it must be obnoxious to the rule legistating or
making a change in existing law upon appropriation bills. The
act of Angust 3, 1886, was an act providing for the building or
construction of certain vessels pamed therein., In that act there
was a provision, inserted in the House, providing that certain ves-
sels should be built in the navy-yard and that other vessels shonld
be built by contract, and that those to be built by contract shonld
be built in the navy-yard if favorable contracts could not be made.
That act was a law unto itself; it only applied to the vessels that
were provided for in that bill.

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. An appropriation bill?

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. No;it was not an appro-

riation bill. The point was made in the House by Mr. Reed, of

aine, and Mr. BouTELLE of Maine, that the proper place to pro-
vide for the construction of vesselswas in the naval appropriation
bill. Thiswas a law to construct certain vessels, and it provided
in that law for the method of construeting them.

‘The appropriation bill for this year providas, under the head of
** Increase of the Navy,” that the President of the United States
‘‘ghall have constructed by contract’ certain vessels; and if this
House has the power to limit the construction of vessels by con-
tract, it has the furtherpower to limitthediscretion and to provide
for the construction of someof them in some otherway., I1tconld
bring in a bill authorizing the building of vessels alone by the
President of the United States, and then he could build them nn{-—
where he liked., It does not do that. It limits hispower to build
them to contract, and this amendment further limits that power.

There is no existing law which says that every vessel or new
ship to be built shall be bunilt by contract. The act of 1886 merely
provides that the vessels mentioned in that act shall be built in a
certain way, and it does not seem possible to construe that law as

cial act, which to-day is in operation and nnder
are built, the section which I read buta few




.

1500.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4493

to affect any other authorization for an increase of the Navy.
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] has not even stated the
ground upon which he belicves this amendment to be out of
order; he has not stated npon which clanse of the rnle he hangs
his objection. He has made a statement about the act of 1885,
which merely anthorizes certain vessels and provides for the
methods and the places in which they should be constructed.
It can not affect the provisions of this bill

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the argument that was made
to the Chair the other day on the ‘*emergency fund ” would seem
to imply that the point of order in this case would not be sns-
taineg; and for this reason I understood it was argued, and met
the Chair's approval, that the ‘‘emergency fund” was for the
maintenance of the Navy, and if enacted for the benefit of the
naval establishment then, under several decisions heretofore made
on appropriation bills, it would be in order on this bill. I believe
the irman himself cited instances where they had put new
;}ﬁpﬂ upon appropriation bills because it was to maintain the

avy.

Now, what is the purpose of this amendment? In the opinion
of those who introduced it, it is for the benefit of the Navy. I
take if this is true: Thatif the Naval Committee had inserted this
provision in the bill, and a point of order had been raised against
it, and the point of order could not have been sustained, then the
point of order can not now lie against this amendment when
offered to this bill, If that is true, if you conld not strike this
provision from the bill on account of its being a change of law,
then certainly the amendment itself, when proposed to be put on
ﬁe bill, conld not be resisted on the ground that it is a change of

W.

For instance, we put on certain ships here and we insert the
words * by contract.” The Chair would have no hesitation in
holding the words ‘‘by contract * were for the purposes of main-
taining the Nm?', and, following the ruling of the other day, the
Chair would hold that the point of order against the words “by
contract ” could not be sustained.

If the words “ by contract” could remain in the bill against the

int of order, certainly a provision saying that three ships shall

e built in the navy-yards would remainin the bill. If the com-
mittee would have the right in the first instance of putting in this
bill that three ships were to be built in three different navy-yards,
then you can find no precedent for throwing out this amendment
on a point of order?

As I said, if it would be sustained if it were now in the bill
against a point of order, it certainly should not be rejected, when
being cffered as an amendment, on the same point of order,

Mr. DRIGGS, Mr, Chairman, I only desire to be heard one
moment on the point of order. I wonld like to ask the Chair to
take into consideration the fact that the act of 1886, which pro-
vided for an increase of the Navy, was not in the regular appro-

rintion bill. I have read the debate most carefully, I have it
ore me in volume 81, records of Forty-ninth Congress, in the
first session.

At the opening of the day's session Mr. Randall arose and de-
manded the regular order. There was considerable debate over
it, and Mr. Herbert moved that the House go into Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con-
sidering bill 6664, to increase the naval establishment. There was
a great deal of debate over that bill.

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOoUTELLE] made an exceed-
ingly strong and partisan speech against the bill, in which he said
the Naval Committee itself should have brought that in at the
time they reported the naval bill, The gentleman from Maine
also, Mr. Reed, as my colleague has stated, also made an exceed-
ingly strong speech, parts of it in opposition to the policy of con-
sidering the increase of the Navy in that special hiE, contendin
that it should have been done in the regular bill of the Nav
Committee. The bill went along without debate as far as that
was concerned, and no point of order was raised. I have looked
up the records to ascertain when it was, and how it was, and
why it was that the increase of the Navy was placed in the naval
appropriation bill.

It was done two Congresses later in order that matters might be
facilitated. I believe it was when the Republican party won con-
trol of this House, They brought in these appropriations, I can
not find that therse was any point of order raised upon the pro;
sition for the increase of the Navy under Republican rule or by
the minority at that time,

In the report upon that bill, Mr, Herbert, then chairman of the
Committee on Naval Affairs, distinctly said:

I read now an r ext f ho t as the i-
B e e o e oo o g et e i et
mechanical genins of the country, we have given the Secretary a discretion-
ary power over these contracts,

Now, in consideration of the fact that this was a te bill
at the time the increase in the Navy was started, I insist that the
point of order can not hold good against the amendment of the
gentleman from New York,

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York., I wish simply to call the
attention of the Chair to a part of the recommendationof the Sec-
retary of the Navy for this year. In his report, under the head
**Inerease of the Navy,” I find this language, showing that there
can be no existing law in regard to the building of vessels which
gives him discretionary power:

Tha same board are also of the opinion that if any of the !'orc-mg vessols
ara authorized the law should provide that in case satisfactory can not
be obtained for their construction by contract the Department shall have
authority to construct the same in the navy-yards.

1 enbmit that this langnage shows clearly that the Secretary of
the Navy, nnder the law as it stands at present, hias no discretion-
ary power to build these vessels where he pleasecs, notwithstand-
ing the contention of the chairman of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. If appears to the Chair that the natural
intar%’etation of the language just read by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. FirzGErRALD]| is that under the construction of
the present law by the Secretary of the Navy there is no law for
building any of these vessels in the navy-yards, but that legisla-
tion would be neceesary in order to authorize that. This is the
interpretation the Chair would put npon the langnage which the
gentleman has just read.

Asgide from that, however, the question now before the Commit-
tee of the Whole is whether this provision is new legislation or
whether it is a limitation of the anropriation. There are several
decisions to which the attention of the Chair has been called. One
of them reads in this way:

Provisions that bids for the construction of naval vessels should be limited
to bidders having adeguate plants and not h&vhgﬁ: over a specified number of
vessels under construction were held to be in the nature of legislation and
not o limitation.

That decision would seem to throw a good deal of light npon
the guestion of order on this amendment, which provides that the
Secretary of the Navy shall construct these vessels * in snch navy-
yards of the United States as are at present established therefor.”
'This would seem to be a parallel case. The Chair therefore, fol-
lowing the decision made in the Fifty-fifth Congress, sustains the
point of order.

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. Iappeal from the decision
of the Chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the
Chair stand as the judgment of the Committee of the Whole?

The question being taken, there were—ayes 80, noes 58.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call for tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Foss and Mr. FITZGERALD of
New York were appointed.

Thg ‘;1uoslionwas again taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 83,
noes 74,

Ho the decision of the Chair was sustained.

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York, I offer the amendment
which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding, after the word *‘each,” in line 4, page S3ltha following:

**The three Iast-mentioned vessels to be constructed, under the supervision
and direction of the Seeretary of the Navy, in such of the navy-yards of the
United States as are best adapted therefor.™

Mr. FOSS. Imake %Eoint of order on that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair sustains the point of order, The
Clerk will continue the reading of the bill.,

The Clerk read as follows:

Construction and mnchinorr: On account of the hullsand ontfits of vessels
B

and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, §12,740,600,
x l{k.r VANDIVER., I offer the amendment which I send to the
esk.
The Clerk read as follows:

After the word ' dollars," at the end of line 6, page 64, insert the following:

** That the sum of §,000,000 be, and the same is aro'h{; ap riasted, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise “?, ropriated, for the erection

suitable buildings and the purchase of enitable machinery and other ma-
terials uocsasar{afor the establishment and maintenance of a plant for fur-
nishing armor plate for the use of the Navy.

“8EC, 2. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby anthorized to agpoint a
bonrd to consist of three officers of the Navy, who shall examine and report
what, in their cpinion, is the most suitable sitefor the erection of the plant pro-
vided for in the 1 oing section of thisact; and no money shall be expended
nNntii t.l‘m point so selected shall have been approved by the Secretary of the

avy.'

Mr. DAYTON. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order that
this ?roposition is not germane to the section, and also that it is
new e_gmlntion.

Mr. VANDIVER. I want toaskthe gentleman from West Vir-
ginia if he will not consent to withhold the point of order—

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is made that the propo-
sition is not germane to the section and that it is new legislation.

My, VANDIVER. I would like fo ask the gentleman if by the
latter partof the point of order he means us to understand also
that he will make the point of order if the amendment is offered
to the next aragragh?

Mr, DAYTON. nl:%uaationably.

Mr. VANDIVER. Then I ask the gentleman if he will not eon-
senf, in view of the understanding arrived at on Wednesday
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afternoon, to withheld the point of order until some discussion
can be had upon this part of the bill, or npon the amendments,
and that we may have some opportunity of presenting amend-
ments to it? If I nnderstand if, the chairman of the committee
on Wednesday afternoon consented that when this paragraph
"shounld be reached in the discussion, under the five-igpinute rule,
time won!d be allowed for the presentation of amendments then
to be offered for debate and action upon them; and under that
agreement I think the chairman of the committee has consented
to allow the matter to be so discussed. I would like to ask, there-
fore, if the gentleman will not withhold the point of order for
that purpose?

Mr. DAYTON. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to
the fact that there is a misunderstanding as to baving time for
debate on the armor-plate guestion under the five-minute rule.
There was an agreement, which was carried out, that there should
be an hour’s general debate on both sides touching the question of
the Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Mr. VANDIVER. I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact
that the other agreement was made at the same time.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Whether the gentleman from
West Virginia was present or not, it was consented to.

Mr. Fog‘ 3. There was no agreement.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, But there was a tacit under-
standing to that effect.

Mr, FO3S, It was understood generally without any agree-
ment that there shounld be some debate on this portion of the hill
when the time came. The fact of the matter is, gentlemen, that
we have exhausted now nearly five days in the discussion of this
and other proimsit:ions connected with the naval appropriation.

Mr. VANDIVER. This progoaition has received no attention
under the opportunity to amend.

Mr, FOSS. And I am anxious that the bill shonld be reported
out of the committee this evening.

Mr. VANDIVER. Ishould not undertake to obstruct that.

Mr, FOSS (continuing). Gentlemen know that to-morrow is
set apart for eulogies, and I think we ought to be able to fully
censider this proposition to-night and close the general debate in
a very brief time.

Mr. WHEELER of Eentucky. I wonld like to ask the gentle-
man from Missouri what is the use of presenting an amendment
that would be likely to be ruled ount?

Mr, FOSS, How much time does the gentleman from Missouri
want?

Mr. VANDIVER. For myself, only a short time.
I can not speak for other gentlemen.

Mr. DAYTON. Will a half hour be enough? We will not
want any time on this side, or very little.

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, I am not prepared to say as to that.

Mr. DAYTON. Well, say twenty minutes on your side and ten
on this,

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. But what is the use of making
a speech cn an amendment in view of the remarkable ruling
which we have just had? P

Mr. VANDIVER. We have no intention on this side of trying
to delay the passage of the bill. 1t would be fair and reasonable
to consent to an hour or an honr and a half on this question.

Mr, DAYTON. Will the gentleman state how long he desires
to debate the proposition, and we may be able to arrive at some
conclusion?

Mr. VANDIVER. I have no disposition tounnecessarily delay
the consideration of the bill. ;

Mr. DAYTON. There is just an hour and ten minuntes of the
session left of to day, and we want to get throngh with the bill
this afternoon.

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, there is but oneproposition after this
likely to lead to any discussion. ;

Mr. DAYTON. Let ussay, then, that we have twenty minutes
on a side.

Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, that wounld be too short a time.

Mr. DAYTON, Then you can take thirty minutes on your
gide, and we have twenty on this.

Mr. VANDIVER. So far as I am personally concerned, I
should not object. But other gentlemen mag desire to he heard.

Mr. DAYTON. Then I reserve the pointof order for fifty min-
ntes, Mr. Chairman, with the nnderstanding that thirty minutes
of the time shall be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Vanpiver| and twenty minutes on this side.

The CHAIR The gentleman from West Virginia re-
gerves the point of order.

Mr, MAHON. 1 renew it .

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania re-
news it.

Mr, VANDIVER. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania if he would not be willing for the chairman of the
comm’ ttee to arrive at some understanding?

Of course,

Mr, MAHON, This question has been thrashed over and over
again, and I insist upon the point of order.

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania if he will not consent that the chairman of the
committee may make arrangements by which the bill will be dis-
posed of this afternoon?

Mr, MAHON. No, sir.

Mr, VANDIVER. Well, then, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. MAHON. If we can take a vote on the bill at 5 o'clock, I
will withdraw my objection.

Mr. VANDIVER, I shall not undertake to prolong the debate
beyond 5 o'clock.

Mr. MAHON., Well, make your agreement.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish tosay that any agreement of that
kind on a proposition of thissort is absurd. 1 shall address myself
to theproposition of the gentleman from [llinois [ Mr. Foss]. Here
is a proposition which has involved the whole naval establishment
of the United States for the last five years, which has delayed the
construction of at least three battle ships, which are now unpro-
vided with armor. It is a question to which this Congress has
devoted hours in the past, and which very nearly defeated the last
naval bill, becanse of inability to agree on the proposition in con-
ference. And yet, with this most important item in “he entire
bill, the item that has brought about more discussion and mors
difficulty in the passage of the naval apgropriat‘ion bill than any
other item that we have had in it for five years, the gentleman
comes before this House and says the House must decide this
question without a reasonable discussion.

Now, to say that there shall be twenty minutes in which to dis-
cuss a question that involves the facts and figures that this does,
and to say that it must be disposed of in twenty minutes, is prac-
tically the same as to say that the tleman proposes to lead this
House to the desk there like a bull with a ring in his nose and
force the House to vote on party lines, withont any due consider-
ation of this great business question.

Mr. DAYTON. In view of that statement, I insist on the point
of order now. I have tried to arr: it. -

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is insisted upon, and
the Chair is ready to decide.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman——

'ghe CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to decide the point of
order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask to be heard on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman for ten
minutes on the point of order,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to state that the Chair has no
right to limit a member of this House in that way.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that
discussion on a point of order is entirely within the discretion of
the Chair. The Chair may decide it without any discussion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. rtainly.

The CHAIRMAN, Thatisthe reason the Chair made the limi-
tation.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, in all good temper
and in good faith, I wish to say this to the Chair: I desire to be
heard on this point of order. I desire to be heard fully. 1 think
that the importance of this matter entitles members on this side
to be heard fully; but if the Chair says that he is not willing to
rive that hearing here, I submit to the power that is vested in the
Chair, and I shall then ask for an appeal from the ruling of the
Chair, but I am unwilling to take the floor unless I can have a
reasonable hearing, If the Chair wishes to strangle debate and
prevent a hearing on this—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the
point, if the gentleman desires to be heard.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Well, that is all I desire, Mr. Chairman,
but I do not consent to start out with the idea that I must make
my argument within ten minutes,

%‘ha CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not change that statement
in theleast. If the gentleman desires to discuss the point of order
within the ten minutes, the Chair will hear him. a Chair does
not wish to hear the %entlaman on some other subject.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to argue
the question within ten minntes, particularly if the Chair inti-
mates that his mind is made up; andunless 1 can have a reasonable
time in which to make a full statement of the case, I will not ac-
cept any such terms. but I ask the Chair to recognize me in the
usual way to discuss this question of order, and I ask whether——

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to recognize the gentle-
man otherwise than he has already recognized him.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the Chair's recognition is with the
limitation stated. .

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. The gentleman understands it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I appeal from the
ruling of the Chair on that proposition.

Mr. STEELE. I submit that the Chair has not decided yet.

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair has not decided.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to appeal from the authority of
the Chair to limit the debate on this.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman wishes to appeal from a
matter of recognition. The Chair declines to entertain such an

appeal.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West
Virginia [Mr. DAvTON]| made his point of order, and after learn-
ing from the chairman of the committes [Mr. Foss| that some
agreement had been made or some understanding had, he con-
sented to withhold the point of order. Then the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] renewed the point of order and after-
wards withdrew it under a statement from me that I had no in-
tention to prolong the debate unreasonably.

Now, Mr. Chairman, snbsequent to that statement the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania wit.hgrew his point of order, and the gen-
tleman from Alabama made a statement which seemed to be
somewhat irritating to the gentleman from West Virginia; where-
upon he announces that in view of the statement of the gentleman
from Alabama, he renews the point of order. Now, I ask him if
he is going to allow petulancy like that, coming from any gentle-
man on the floor, to interfere with the understanding that existed
between members of the committee in regard to this matter?

Mr. DAYTON. Why, if the gentleman wiil pardon me, there
is no petulaney, no temper; you and I know we can agree. Unani-
mous consent wasasked, and his remarks indicated that he would
not consent to apything of the kind, and there was nothing for me
to do but to renew the point of order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinoisindicated the
other day that when this question came up we should have two
hours’ debate on this proposition. {

Mr. VANDIVER. It was the general understanding that we
would have two hours' debate.

Mr. DAYTON, The gentleman has misunderstood the gentle-
man from Illinois. The agreement was to have two hours’debate
tt); the Coast and Geodetic Survey. There was no time fixed as to

is.

Mr. VANDIVER. Isayon myr sibility as a member of
this Honse that the gentleinan is mistaken and misstates the facts.

The CHAIRMAN. This discussion is entirely out of order.
Any gentleman in the committee has the right to raise the point
of order and insist that it shall be finally decided. This discus-
sion is on another matter.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iwould like to makea statement.

Mr. VANDIVER. 1 yield temporarily to the gentleman from
Kentucky. :

Mr. WE[EELER of Eentucky. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN, Does the gentleman Eiald the floor?

Mr. VANDIVER. I yield the floor, Mr. Chairman, to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky if it is understood that I could be heard
upon the point of order also.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has already consumed his
time on the point of order.

Mr, VANDIVER. Well, I agreed to yield to him for a short
time only. I desire to be heard on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very glad to hear the
gentleman on the point of order,

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr, Chairman, the offering of the
amendment at this particular point, to this B&m&mph of the bill,
was, I say, frankly premeditated. - T think that the amendment is
germane to this particular paragraph, perhaps more so than it
would be to the succeeding paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman that
if this amendment is in order to the bill, it would be in order as
anew {)raArlaqgra h at this point.

Mr. DIVER. Well, that is why I have offered it.

The CHAIRMAN. So far as the germaneness of the amend-
ment is concerned, the Chair does not attach much importance to
that. The Chair would rather hear the gentleman on the ques-
tion of whether it is new legislation.

Mr. VANDIVER. The amendment is offered as a new para-
graph to the paragraph on construction and machinery. This
paragraph on construction and machinery provides ‘‘ on account
of the hulls and outfits of vessels and steam machinery of vessels
heretofore anthorized, $12,736,099 ” shall be appropriated. 1 eall
the attention of the Chair to the fact that that paragraph opens
with the word  construction.” This amendment proposes to
“construct” a factory for the purpose of manufacturing armor
flate, to carry out the provisions of the different parts of this bill,

think it is certainly germane to the paragraph. After providing
that we shall construct vessels, we shall then proceed a step fur-
ther and provide the means by which those vessels shall be con-
structed.

I think that if it were necessary to go to that point, we might
assume that conditions might possibly arise whereby it would be
absolutely impossible for the Government to construct these ves-
sels and complete them according to the provisions of this bill
without such a factory. Suppose, for instance, that the armor-

late factories of the world have entered into combinations—as

have no doubt they have—by which the price of armor plate is
to be fixed by an agreement among them; and suppose, further-
more, that exercising their absolute control over the market price
of armor plate, they shonld put it clearly out of the reach of the
Government of the United States; then I want to ask how it
would be possible for the Secretary of the Navy to carry out this
provision of this bill for the constrnction of any vessels unless he
were authorized to make this armor plate for the Government?
~ M;. GAINES., Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges-

on

Mr, VANDIVER, I yield now to the gentleman.

Mr. GAINES. Secretary Herbert in his report found that
after the Bethlehem Company and the Carnegie Company had
furnished the Russian Government armor plate at $249 a ton,
they, together with all the armor-plate manutacturers of this
country and Europe, put up the price of plate to $565 a ton.

Mr, VANDIVER. There is no doubt about that. Now, Mr.
Chairman, in all fairness and candor and good faith this amend-
ment is offered. And I want tosay that it was the understanding
of the minority of this committee that they should have time for
the offering of this amendment and its consideration at this time.
Iam sorry as well as surprised that the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia at this late hour should undertake to interfere with the un-

erstanding by raismg the pointof order. If the gentleman from
West Virginia, Mr. Chairman, had served his country as well as
he serves the manufacturing and protected interests, and espe-
cially the armor-plate factories, he would certainly be entitled to
more credif for his service on this floor.

Mr. BUTLER. I raise the pomnt of order, not as a member of
the committee but as a member of the House, that the gentleman
is nof talking to the point of order.

Mr. VANDIVER. 1am talking to the point of order. If the
Chair should hold—and I want to call attention to this particnlar
gointf——:f the Chair should hold that this amendment is not in or-

er and thus rule it out, and give this House no opportunity to
vote upon it, the result might be, and not unreasonably may be,
that the armor-plate factories of this couniry, holding absolute
power over the subject, could: hold up this Government worse
even than they have done, and put it out of the power of the Sec-
retary of the Navy to increase the Navy and build the battle ships
herein provided for,

I think, if the Chairman of the committee will consider for a
moment what may be and probably will be the consequences of
such a ruling. he will at least hesitate before surrendering this
Government to the dictation of the armor trust which now con-
trols the price of armor throughout the world.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VANDIVER. I notify the gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr. DavyTox] that if he insists npon his point of order he will
gain no time by it, for I shall offer it as a resolution to recommit
the bill with instructions to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Itis the privilege of the Chair to hear dis-
cussion upon any point of order; but it is no hardship upon the
House or the committee if he declines, because the committee can
indulge in debate on an appeal from the decision of the Chair to
any extent it wishes, The Chair thinks the rule is a wis> one,
leaving it in the discretion of the Chair to hear discussion or
pt.h;arw‘iae. For that reason the Chair enforced the rule in this
instance.

Now, the question is—
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is stating a ruling,

Mr, VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman wait until the Chair
finishes his ruling?

Mr. VANDIVER. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I understood the
Chair to say that he had made the ruling.

_The CHAIRMAN., The Chairis making the ruling. The ques-
tion is whether this amendment authorizing the building of a
P] ant for any purpose in the way of making armor plate is new
legislation on an appropriation bill. It is not a question of build-
ing new buildings in place of old ones, the replacing of bnildings
already made; it is not a question like those which were decided
in reference to the Naval Academy. There it was held that the
Government already had a work in progress, the naval school, in
the langnage of the decision of Mr. Cos in the West Point Acad-
emy case, and they conld build a new building there for that pur-

ose. Thisis not that question. The Government hasnever gone
into the armor-plate business; it has always bought what isneeded
by contract. It has never made any, never had any plant for the
construction of armor plate, and therefore it seems to the Chair
to be most clearly new legislation. Itisin line with all the deci-

gions, even the decisions made in the West Point case and the
Annapolis case in former Congresses, and the Chair therefore
oint of order.

WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make an appeal from

sustains the
Mr, UND.
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the rnling of the Chair, and on the appeal I desire to say a word.
I find on pa%a 4227 of the REcenrD that the chairman, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr, Foss], when the question was np as to the
length of debate on thisquestion, said that he was willing to agree
to this, that the understandinz when the armor-plate guestion
was reached——

My, HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I make thepointof order that
the gentleman is not discussing the appeal.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am discussing theappeal.

Iam stating
the

ound why it is necessary for us to overrule the decision of
the Chair in this instance, and I am stating the parliamentary
situation, the agreement that was a.tl:emptoﬁ to be entered into.
Theunderstanding was that when we reached the armor-plate—

Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the gentleman is not discussing the alt)Eeal.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido not see, Mr. Chairman, how, when
I have only uttered one sentence, the Chair or the gentleman
from Iowa can say that I am not discussing the appeal. I am
entitled to state the proposition under discussion. But if the
Chair does not want me to go at it in that way, I can probably
ghow wherein the proposition comes in a different way. I will
read, when it is more clear to the Chair that this is within the
discussion.

Mr. Chairman, when this bill was before the committee two
years ago a provision was put in the bill providing that unless
armor g te could be purchased at $300 a ton the Secretary of the
Navy should purchase no further armor: It also provided that
unless he was able to purchase the armor at $300 a ton he shounld
not go on with the construction of the battle ships provided for
in that bill,

Now, the situation that presents itself to us on this point of
order is not the same as stated by the Chaiz, not the same condi-
tions that existed when Mr. Sherman two years ago rendered his
decision, but we are confronted, as I desired to say to the Chair,
but was unable to say—we are confronted by a new condition.
We have three battle ships the construction of which are provided
far by the law of the land to-day. They are necessary to the com-
pletion of our naval establishment. We have made what Con-
gress believes to be a reasonable appropriation for the furnishing
of the armor plate for these vessels, and the Secrefary of the Navy
has offered to purchase this armor at those figures. There is no-
tody, no armor-plate factory, no contractor, that is willing to
furnish armor plate to the United States Government,

Now, that is the condition that confronts us. That is the law
of the land to-day. The Government has provided the money and
appropriated the money to build these three battle ships, and asa
necessary part of building these batt!e ships we must have armor

ate.
ler. BARBER. Has not the Government already bought 400
tons of armor plate during the past year?

Mr. UN DEEFWOOD. Yes; but that was for ships of the Ala-
bama type. )

Mr. ERRBER. They can get the same for any other type.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentieman did not understand my
argument, 1 state that the ships of the Maine type are unpro-
vided for; the ships of the Alabama class are provided for; buf we
have now three ships that we can not gef armor for under the
existing law.

Mr. BARBER. Yes, we can, if we take the kind of armor we
have been getting heretofore.

Mr. UNEER OOD. My friend evidently does not go with me
in my argument. Iam discussing the question from the stand-
point of the law as it exists to-day. I say we can not get the
armor under existing law; not that we can not get armor if we
pay $1,000 a ton for it, or if we change the law; but the propo-
gition, as it confronts this House, is what we can do under exist-
inglaw, and under existing law we can not buy any armor. There
is nobody who would furnish us with any armor, and yet we must
build these battle sh‘?s.

Mr. MADDOX., hat is the existing law? What was it we
agreed to pay for this armor?

Mr. UN%ERWOOD, ‘We agreed to pay $300 a ton for armor;
and the bill provided that unless we could purchase it at $300 a
ton no armor shonld be made for these three ships—that the con-
tract shounld be de]a%’ed until the armor was purchased.

Mr. MADDOX, hat does this bill provide?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This bill, in a subsequent section, at-
tempts to strike out all that and provide for paying a higher price.

Mr. MADDOX, What price?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Five hundred and forfy-five dollars a ton.

Mr. MADDOX, Why is not that a change of existing law?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Itis; and when we reach that section, if
th:kgq}::t of order be not made by somebody else, I propose to
make i

Mr, BARBER. One question further: Does not the Secretary
of the Nayy say that the difficulty is that he can notf obtain armor

of a suitable quality for 8300 a ton; not that he can not obtain
grmor, tbgl; that the quality of the armor obtainable is not what

e wants?

3| r{thTDERWOOD. I do not think the Secretary of the Navy
says that.

Mr. BARBER. [ will refer the gentleman to his letter—

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow ine a minute
I will answer his question. I shall have to gointosome facts a.mi
figures on the question.

Mr. BARBER. I simply refer the gentleman——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1know what the Secretary of the Navy
gaid. 1 have his report here.

Mr. BARBER. He gives the reason he has not contracted for
armor—that he could not obtain it of suitable quality at the price

ed.

Mr. GAINES, That he could not obtain that which the:
claim to be the best guality—the Krupp armor; but we conten
that the harveyized armor is just as good.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Iwill say fo the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania that the question is not whether the Secretary of the
Navy can get the armor, but whether it can be got at a suitable
figure, Now, to answer the gentleman’s question fully itis neces-
sary for me to go into some facts and figures in reference to the
cost of this armor, and whether it can be gotten in any other way,
in order to build these battle ships and carry out existing law.

1 find, Mr, Chairman, that the materials consnmed in the manu-
facture of a ton of armor plate cost only $56.75; that the entire
labor cost for a ton of armor plate is only $43.65; that the cost of
keeping the plant ready for use is §9.80 a ton; that shop expenses
are $2.58 a ton; office expenses and contingencies, $3.34 a ton;
ggp%g.m:ntal work, $1.67 a ton; administration and engineering,

21.40 a ton.

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that the gentleman is not
discussing the question of order.

Mr. U1§I?ER 00D. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asked
me a question

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well faken. The gen-
tleman will confine himself o the question of order.

Mr. UONDERWOOD. Mr, Chairman, I submit that the ques-

tion of a‘i)peal to this House as to whether this is in line with the
ru'es and precedents of the House and as to whether it is neces-

-sary to carry out existing law involves the question as to whether

there is any other way of providing for this material; and that is
just what I am talking about. :

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will confine himself to the
question of order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will endeavor to do so.

Mr, HEPBURN. I make the point that when a gentleman has
been called to order and when the Chair has sustained the point
of order, it is his duty to take his seat——

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct—

Mr. HEPBURN. And that he can then only proceed by the
consent of the House—

A MEMEER. Ugon motion.,

Mr. HEPBURN. Upon motion. I insiston the rule.

Mr. GAINES. That is a technieal rale, which is insisted on
now for the first time in this debate.’

Mr, BARTLETT. In answer to that point of order, I insist
that the Chair did not raise it, but directed the gentleman from
Alabama to proceed in order, without a motion; and I submit that
it is now too late, after the Chair has directed—

The CHAIRMAN. After the Chair had directed the gentleman
from Alabama to tzl'fcmeed in order, the gentleman from lowa [Mr,
HEereURN| made the point of order that the gentleman from Ala-
bama should take his seat under the rule when the point of order
is made and nntil it is decided.

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the gen-
tleman from Alabama ba permitted to proceed in order.

Mr. HEPBURN. And, Mr. Chairman, prior to that, I insist
that the gentleman from Alabama should resume his seat.

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed his seat.

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to lay the appeal
from the decision of the Chair on the table.

Mr. BARTLETT. There isno tablein Committee of the Whole,
[Laughter and agg}mme.] I

The CHAIRMAN. Ths motion of the gentleman from Iowa i3
not in order. [Derisive langhter on the Democratic side, ]

Mr. DALZELL. I move to close the debate on the appeal.

Mr, McRAE, Mr, Chairman, is not the only motion before the
committee now the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.,
BARTLETT], that the gentleman from Alabama proceed under the
rule?

Mr. DALZELL. The motion I have made is not debatable.

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary ine

uiry.
i Tga CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky., Did not the Chair recognize
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the gentleman from Georgia and permit him to make his motion
befor]q, recognizing the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, DAL~
ZELL]?

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Georgia made the
point of order that the Chair had directed the gentleman to pro-
ceed in order——

Mr. BARTLETT. No, Mr. Chairman; not that.

The CHAIRMAN (continm‘ngil. The gentleman from Geor.
made the point that the Chair had already directed the gentle-
man from Alabama to proceed in order. The gentleman from
Iowva made the point of order that the gentleman from Alabama
must first take his seat before any decision conld be made on the
point of order.

The Chair ruled that the gentleman from Alabama shounld take
his geat. The gentleman from Alabama did not do so, and the
gentleman from Towa then made the point of order that the gen-
tleman from Alabama must fake hisseat, and the gentleman from
Alabama therenpon resnmed hisseat. The %tleman from Iowa
then rose, and the gentleman from Georgia, both standing at the
same time, and both making their motions, the gentleman from
Georgia moving that the gentleman from Alabama should pro-
ceed in order, and the gentleman from Iowa moving that the ap-
peal be laid npon the table. The Chair ruled the latter motion to
be out of order; whereupon the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. DALZELL] rose, addressed the Chair, and was recognized to

submit his motion.

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Chair to permit
me just a moment. I know the Chair wonld not wish to make a
misstatement as to what actually occurred.

Mr. DALZELL. Isnot the motion that I have made in order,
Mpr. Chairman, and not debatable?

G;l;he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
rgia.

Mr. BARTLETT. The Chair is mistaken, I was abount to say,
as to the statement of fact; and if necessary, I appeal to the ste-
nographer’s notes to show that, before the gentleman from Iowa
asked the gentleman from Alabama to take his seat, I had made
the motion that the rfentleman should be permitted to proceed in
order., That was prior to either the recognition of the gentleman
from Towa or the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Now, if that is
true, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Chair does not desire to do
any injustice, and I appeal to the Official Reporter’s notes to sus-
tﬁain the statement I make with reference to the occurrence in the

onse,

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the trouble about the state-
ment made by the gentleman from Georgia is that the gentleman
made his motion before the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woobp] had taken his seat, and his motion, therefore, when made,
was not, under the rule, in order.

Mr. BARTLETT. And yet, Mr. Chairman, I made the motion,
and the Chair had recognized me, and up to this time I have
never——

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order.

Mr. BARTLETT., Up to this time I have still remained upon
my feet for that purpose, and, the Chair having recognized me, I
submit to the Chair that it is unfair vo me and unfair to the House
and unfair to the gentleman from Alabama thus to cut off the
motion that I had made and was preparing to make, and there is
no rule of the House, except an arbifrary and brutal motion to
strangle debate—

The CHAIRMAN., Notwithstanding the last statement of the
gentleman from Georgia, the Chair will state that the Chair has
1o desire to do any injustice to any member of the committee or
of the House. The Chair understood the gentleman from Geor-
gia to make the point' as stated by the Chair. Now the gentle-
man from (ieorgia states that he made the motion that the gen-
tleman from Alabama be permitted to proceed in order. The
l{)h;ir will entertain that motion, which must be decided without
Aebate.

The guestion being taken, the Chairman anunounced that the
noes appeared to have if.

Mr. BARTLETT demanded a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 78.

The CHAIRMAN., The ayes have it, and the gentleman will
proceed, nnder the rule, to explain.

lc\ilr. UNDERWOOD. Ihope, Mr. Chairman, that I may have
order,

The CHATRMAN. The committee will be in order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition
comes to the point where 1 was interrupted by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, and I sought to answer a question of his when
I was called to order,

I will return to the proposition that I was discussing when I
was interrnpted, and that is that, these battle ships being provided
for and there being no way by which we can provide armor under
the bill, it is in order for us now to provide a way.

As the Chair has stated, it has been held by previous Congresses
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that the creation of an entirely new battle ship, where there had
been no previons a Raropriation, is in order and not in contraven-
tion of the rule. t has been repeatedly held. It has further
been held and decided here, not longer ago than yesterday, that
in order fo carry on and build up a naval establishment in the
United States it was in order to erect an entirely new building at
the Academy at Annapolis.

The same thing has been held with reference to the building of
a building at West Point in order to maintain and build up the
Army of the United States. They have gone further than that,
This House has sustained the ruling of the Chair that it is in
order, upon a general appropriation bill, to provide for the main-
tenance and the education of seamen necessary to man the Navy,
to pass special legislation with reference to seamen to man the
Navy, although there was no general law, and the Chair is famil-
iar with that decision, althongh there was no law s({)ecial]y author-
izing it previously; yet that new legislation providing for it on an
appropriation bill was in order, because it was necessary to build
up the general naval establishment of the country.

Now, to return to the proposition before the House. Here we
have le tion directing the Secretary of the Navy to build three
armored war ships of the United States, He is directed to pur-
chase that armor, if he can do it, within a certain figure, but if he
can not he is prohibited from purchasing the armor.

That is the law as it stands on the statnute books to-day. The
Secretary of the Navy has advertised for bids. The armor-plate
factories of this conntry refuse to furnish the armor at the price
that the Congress of the United States has said was a reasonable
price. Now, we must build up this naval establishment——

Mr. DAYTON. I make the point of order that the gentleman
is not discussing the question.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am discussing the point of order, Mr,
Chairman.,

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is well taken.

Mr, UspERWOOD took his seat.,
er. DALZELL. I move that debate on the appeal be now

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, surely the
Chair did not hear the gentleman from Alabama. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that debate be now closed.

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the
ayes appeared to have if.

Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 79,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
DarzeLry] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]
will act as tellers.

The commitiee again divided.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentncky., Mr. Chairman, a question of
privilege. Irequestthatthe pairs be announced before the tellers
announce the result of this vote.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think pairs should be
announced in Committee of the Whole. It is an unprecedented
thing: and the Chair does not think it can be done,

Mr. WHEELER of Eentucky. I understand that it can be
asked for as a matter of privilege at the request of a member,
unless there is objection. The pairs will show how gentlemen
who are I]{mmed are voting on the floor.

The CHATRMAN, The Chair does not think pairs can be an-
nounced. On this question tellers report—ayes 96, noes 82. De-
bate is therefore closed, and the guesiion is, Shall the decision of
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division,

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 84,

Mr. ONDERWOOD, Telers.

Tellers were ordered,

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama [Mr, UNDER-
woob] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] will
please take their places as tellers.

Thgacommittee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 97,
noes 83,

The CHATRMAN. The ayes have it, and the decision of the
Chair therefore becomes the judgment of the commiitee, The
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Armor and armament: Toward thearmament and armor of domestic man-
ufacture for the vessels authorized by the act of March 2, 1805; for those au-
thorized by the act of June 10, 1888; for those anthorized bw the sct of March
3, 1897; for those authorized by the act of May 4, 1808; for those authorized by
the act of March 3, 1899, and for those authorized by this act, §4,000,000: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by
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contract armor of the best quality for the battle ships Maine, Ohio, and Mis-
souri, authorized by the act of May 4, 1808, at & cost not to exceed kilﬁa ton
of 2,240 pounds, iucl‘l'lding royalties.

Mr. VANDIVER. 1 desire, Mr. Chairman—

Mr. KITCHIN., Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point of
order before debate be%:ms.

Mr. VANDIVER. That is what I am going to do.

Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the words * five
hundred and forty-five dollars,” contained in the twentieth and
tw;;mty—ﬁrst lines, change existing law, and are therefore out of
order.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. VANDIVER. I1desire to be heard upon the pointof order,
Mr, Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the
Tlinois first, and afterwards the gentleman from

Mr, VANDIVER, All right.

Mr. FOSS. %yield to the gentleman from West Virginia.

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want simply to say that, in
my judgment, that point of order is not well taken, and I refer
the Chair to the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, page
3482 of the RECORD, where it was held that a distinction existed
between a limitation upon the present appropriation bill and a
future provision making new law; and in the third session of the
Fifty-fifth Congress, on page 2190 of the RECORD, the same iden-
ticaly uestion came up, and the Chair sustained the point of order
against this limitation referring to the future, and when these
words were struck out overruled it; so that I refer to two prece-
dents in the past to show that this point of order is not well
taken. That was a limitation apon that appropriation bill. I
want to call the Chair's attention fo the further fact that this
limitation is a new provision npon this legislative act.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, by the act of March 19, I
think it was, 1898, the price of armor plate was limited to $400

r ton.
paThe CHATRMAN. Has the gentleman that act?

Mr. VANDIVER. I have notit here with me,
of the exact date, but I know it was in 1898,

AMr. UNDERWOOD. I wounld suggest to the gentleman from
Missouri that that act is contained in the next paragraph.

Mr. VANDIVER. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the act of
March 3, 1899, limits the price which the Secretary of the Navy
may pay for armor plate to 5300 per ton. Now, we may suppose at
least, ]!gr. Chairman, that that law of 1809 holds good until it is
repea'ed. It is the law to-day. The Secretary of the Navy has
himself stated that he was unable to purchase armor plate be-
canse that isthe law now. 1f that be thelaw, this provision here,
which increases the price to 8545 per ton, evidently changes exist-
ing law, and therefore, according to the precedent that the Chair
has just established, and which is a long-standing precedent in
fact, this particular paragraph is obnoxious to existing law, and
subject to the point of order.

1 desire further to call the attention of the Chair to the ruling
just a few minutes ago, made on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York | Mr. FITzGERALD] providing that the
three armored cruisers should be constructed in the Government
navy-yards. That the Chair ruled was a change of existing law;
and now, in a few minutes afterwards, comes in this proposition
that the gentleman from West Virginia makes objection to, and
tries to show that it is not a change of existing law. Now, I sub-
mit, Mr. Chairman, that if the Secretary of the Nayy is nof now
able to purchase this armor plate because this is the law, then this
increase of the price does change existing law, and is subject to
the point of order. r ]

Furthermore, as I am reminded by my friend from Georgia
[Mr. MappOX], the gentleman in charge of the bill finds it neces-
sary by the next paragraph of the bill to repeal the existing law.

Now, then, perhaps the gentleman will claim that the next par-
agraph will repeal it, but I want to ask what right has he to as-
snme that it is going to be repealed? That very paragraph itself
would be subject to a point of order, The fact that the next par-
agraph repeals that law is of sufficient evidence that, in the judg-
ment of the committee that framed this bill, this would change
existing law. L

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to unnecessarily consume
the time of the committee. 1 think it is certainly clear, and must
be clear to the Chair, that this would be a change of existing law.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle-
man from Missouri to the change in the limitation of $545. He
calls attention to the fact thatthe ships provided for in this para-
graph are ships constructed under the law of 1898. Now, the lan-
guage on the following page is:

“And provided further, That no contract for the armor for any vessels au-
thorized by this act—

That is, the act of 1899, and not the act of 1898—

ghall be made at an average rate exceeding $300 ton of 2,240 pounds, in-
cluding royalties, and in no case shall a_contract be made for the construc-
tion of the hull of any vessel authorized by this act until a contract has been
made for the armor of such vessels," is hereby removed.

entleman from
issouri.

I am not sare

The gentleman stated that there was some limitation in the act
of 1898, and the Chair asked what, and the gentleman from Ala-
bama responded that it was on the following page, and the lan-
guage on the following page is from the act of 1809, Th

Mr. VANDIVER. If the Chair will pardon me, the act of 1898
provided for $400 and the law of 1899 provided for $300 a ton.

The CHAIRMAN, The law of 1898 the Chair has before him,
and it refers to the battle ships authorized by thelawof 1806:

Provided, That the total cost of armor, according to the ﬂggs and specifl-
cations nlreaﬂsi:ﬁpraved for the three battle ships author! by the act of
June 10, 1506, not exceed $3,210,000, including all costs of nickel, ete.

That is the only limitation the Chair finds.

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, if the Chair will allow me, I call his
attention to the fact that in line 10 and in the first part of line 11,
of this page 6i4, these vessels are authorized by the act of June—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen-
tleman still further to the langunage: 1 '

And no contract for armor plate shall be made at an average rate of not
exceeding $400 per ton of 2,240 pounds, including nickel, as aforesaid.

That probably is the lan%uage the gentleman refers to.

Mr, VANDIVER. I call the Chair’s attention to the fact that
the vessels authorized by the act of 1896 are the very ones men-
tioned in this paragraph and for which the armor is to be pur-
chased at $545 a ton.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the vessels pro-
vided for in 1896 are spoken of here. It says:

The Becretary of the Navy is authorized to procure armor plate of the
has%?mﬂ.ity for the battle ships Maine, Okio, and Missouri, authorized by the
act of May 4, 1803, at a cost, etc.

Mr. VANDIVER. But just before that in the bill now under
consideration—

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). And the Provi.so only refers
to the battle ships anthorized under the law of 1808,

Mr. VANDIVER. 1begthe Chair'spardon. Itappliesto both,

fIlilsrs.mWILI.JI.&MS of Mississippi. It expressly recites the act
0 2

Mr. VANDIVER. And refers to vessels under that act as well
as the other.

The CHAIRMAN, Itsays:

Toward the armament and armor of domestic manufacture for the vessela
authorized by the act of March 2, 1805; for those authorized by the act of
June 10, 1896; for those anthorized by the act of March 8, 1897; for those au-
thorized by the act of May 4, 1808; for those authorized by the act of - March
8, 1890, and for those anthorized by this act, $1,000,000: Provided, That the
Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to proeure by contract armor of

the best quality for the battle ships Maine, Ohio, and Missouri, anthorized b
the act of May 4, 1808, at a cost not to exceed $545 a ton of 2,240 pounds, includ-

ing royalties. !

Now, this limitation only applies to the three battle ships con-
structed under the law of 15895,

Mr. VANDIVER. Even on that supposition this very act here
increases the price to $545—increases the price of those provided
for in the act of 1898, the law of which limited the price to $100.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Will the gentleman from Missouri allow
me to interrupt him?

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes. .

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of the
gentleman from Missouri, I desire to make this snggestion to the
Chair: The building of the battle ships Maine, Ohio, and Missouri
was provided for by the law of 1803, The armor that was pro-
videg for these battle ships was provided for by the act of March
8, 1809, which this bill seeks to repeal.

The CHAIRMAN. In asubsequent paragraph,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In a subsequent paragraph. It repeals
it here; repeals the law that authorized the armor for these par-
ticular vessels under the act of March 3, 1809, That is the law
to-day in reference to the Maine, Ohio, and Missouri.

The CHAIRMAN. That is the guestion under that construe-
tion of that lansga.ge—whethar it is or not—

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The naval appropriation bill of last year
carried this provision for those ships, because all other ships of
the Navy np to the time of the authorization of these had their
armor already provided for. :

The CHATRMAN. In other words, that was the interpretation
of the Deﬂpartment at that time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1t did not involve any interpretation of
the Department. The Department reported that those ships
needed armor at that time. That will be found to be the fact if
the Chair will refer to the report. And the law is based on that
fact—that those ships needed this armor,

Mr, VANDIVER. Allow me to suggest that under either rul-
ing of the Department these words change existing law; because
if the Department should hold that the armor for these vessels
shonld be purchased under the act of 1803 it would be limited to
$400 a ton, and if the armor was to be purchased under the act of
1809 the Department would be limited to £300 a ton. But this
provision raises the price which may be paid to $5345; so that in
either case there is a change of existing law.
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Mr. DAYTON. The language fixing the price is a limitation
upon that year's appropriation and expired with it.

Mr, WH%J ELER of Kentucky., Why repeal it, then, by this act?

Mr. DAYTON. Wae are not proposing to repeal it.

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayrox] that the guestion is whether
that language is limited to that appropriation or whether it is
general language covering all armor plate to be purchased. That
is the very question, and that depends upon the interpretation
of thelangunage. It seems that the Department has held that
this limitation applied to armor plate for these very vessels; and
still that might have been a limitation on that appropriation of

.000,000.
Mr. DAYTON, Therefore that appropriation has mot been
unsed. But here is a new appropriation. That is the point to
which I desire to call the attention of the Chair, This appropria-
tion is under the control of this Honse. The price of a thing may
change. It would be impossible to finish that work already com-
meuced if the Departinent were to be limited in that way.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sug%esta to the gentleman that
one gquestion is whether the previous law has limited the amonnt
for which armor plate should be bought for these vessels. inde-

ndently of the appropriation. The Chair must say that the

anguage seems to him involved, and there is room for difference
of interpretation as to whether the limitation should applysimply
to that appropriation or should apply generally fo the purchase
of armor plate in the future.

Mr. VANDIVER. Does the Chair hold that my point of order
is sustained?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled yet on that sub-
ject. The Chair is suggesting a doubt as to the interpretation of
the language itself—as to whether it applied to that appropriation
simply as a limitation, or whether it was a (fosiﬁve and general
provision of law that no armor plate should be purchased at a
price exceetiing that specified.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will sugg]eat to the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiaMs] that the further question wonld
then arise as to whether this limitation applied to those vessels.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That 1s just the point upon
which I want to be heard.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the act of 1899 provided armor for those
ships that had not had armor provided for them by previous acts.
Those ships were the Maine, the Ohio, and the Missouri; and so
glain was that construction of the act that the Secretary of the

avy has held that he was not able to furnish armor for the Maine,
the Ohio, and the Missouri because—

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair interrupt the gentleman
right there—because nunder that provision, whether it be taken as
& limitation upon the appropriation itself or a general provision
of law, the Secretary of the Navy could not use the appropriation.

“So the holding of the Secretary of the Navy does not seem to
throw much light upon the question snggested by the Chair.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi., What 1 was going to say was
this: The Secretary of the Navy has properly held that he can not
go ahead and get the armor for these three ships because, by the
existing law of 1899, he is limited to thefpﬂ'ce of $300 a tonasa
matter of law and becaunse, as a matter of fact, he counld not buy
armor at that price.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman that
there would be the same difficulty on the part of the Secretary of
the Navy if the limitation applied only to the appropriation itself,
becanse if he were limited in expending that appropriation to $300
aton, he could not expend the money; and he had no money avail-
able, even if there was no change of law.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But, Mr. Chairman, the very
lasw which limited the Secretary to $300 a ton for this armor was
the law with reference to these very vessels. It was not merelya
Jimitation. but was a law declaring that the Secretary of the
Navy should pay only a certain price in the purchase of armor;
in other words, that he shouid not bny armor except at the price
named or below it—thaf is to say, that any armor which he had
to buyv for the purposes then existing should not exceed that sum—
and some of the purposes so existing are found embodied in the
bill; that is to say, the armor for these very ships.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Will the gentleman permit a
suggrestion?

Mr., WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will yield to the gentleman

from Kentucky,
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Can I have the attention of the
Mr. Chairman, I yield to a

Chair for 2 moment? :

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky. y

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call
the attention of the Chair to this fact, in line with the difficulty

which seems to be present in his mind in connection with the
point of order, that the limitation of the price to $300 a ton for

this armor plate did not apply in the act of 1899 to the specific
appropriation made in the bill of that year, but was a general
limitation.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippl. Yes; it was a general limita-
tion upon the armor to be purcgased for any purpose, and not a
specific limitation upon the purchases for that particular year.

The CHAIRMAN. The language, the Chair will state, is pre-
cisely this:

;I’lnﬁ no contract for the armor for any of the vessels authorized by this
act.

And so forth.

Now, what does that mean? Does it mean armor for the vessels
authorized by the act of 1889, or does it extend to the purchase of
all armor for all purposes? In other words, is the question appli-
cable to the armor aunthorized by the act for all purposes, or only
for either or all of the vessels—the three vessels? That is the dis-
tinetion that occurs tothe Chair; and the difficulty is in the inter-
pretation of the language.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I think if the Chair wonld read
the entire seztion he would have no difficulty in arriving at the
same understanding of the law that we have reached. I says
that armor purchased shall be purchased at a certain price. Read
the exact language of the law of March 3, 1509:

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic
mannfacture for the vessels anthorized by the act of July 26, 18M, of the
vessels anthorized under the act of March 2, 1805, of those authorized by the
act of June 10, 1898, of thoze anthorized by the act of March 3, 1897, of those
authorized by the act of May 4, 1898, and of those authorized by this act,
£4.000,000: Provided, That in procuring armor for the seagoing coast-line bat-
tle ships and the harbor defense vessels of the monitor ?e authorized b;
the act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal yvear end-
ing June 30, 1889, and for other pu approved May 4, 1898, the Secretar
of the Nuvy may contract for suitable armor for said vessels under the -
tations as to price for the same as fixed by this act.

Now, as we all well understand, these vessels, the Maine, Ohio,
and Missouri, were authorized under the act of May 4, 1808,

And provided further, That no contracts for the armor for any vessals au-
thorized by this act shall be made at an average rate exceeding §00 per ton
of 2,210 pounds, iqclndin%roramee. and in no case shall a contract be made
for the construction of the hull of any vessel anthorized by this act untila
contract has made for the armor of such vessel.

The Chair will observe that the langnage used applies to the
vessels anthorized by the act of 1898. There is no question of
that; and it goes on to say that the price for armor plate shall be
the price in that act; and in the next provisoof that act the price
is fixed at $300 a ton.

That is the construction of the Navy Department itself. They
refused to go beyond that given price, and finally refused to act
at all in reference to the armor plate for these vessels because by
the limitation of price they could not get the best kind of armor
for the sum named.

Now, that construction having been presented to the country
through the report of the Secretary of the Navy, and having been
acted on by the entire Naval Committee, the committee put in
this provision in the bill. Unless this construction is correct, why
the necessity of this provision that the Secretary is authorized to
buy the armor at $545 a ton?

s that the law now? 1f so, this provision is an absurdity; and
I quote from the majority report here. It says:
Your committee recommend that this restriction—

Of $300 per ton—

be removed and that contracts be authorized, so that the construction of the
hulls of these vessels may go un without further delay.

That shows that they were recognizing the $300-a-ton limitation
as law, and if everybody had not so understood it this provision
wounld not have been in here. If it is now the law to pay 8545 per
ton for this armor, then it is an absurd provision to put in this
bill. Bat, however the Chair may rule npon this (because it seems
to me the more I have tried fo convinee the Chair this week the
less I have succeeded), it seems to me it onght to be well known to
every one here that there is no law to-day by which youn can buy
this armor af any price in excess of $300 per ton.

Therefore the Navy Department resorts to the committee and
the commitfee resorts to the Honse with this bill changing existing
law, which limits it to $300 per ton, changes it to apply to these
three battle ships. All this was well considered in the committee,
I will say. If this does notchange existing law, thenit is another
instance in which I do not understand this rule. Butto my judg-
ment it is clear that this provision is contrary to section 2 of Rule
XXI, and the point of order made against it should be sustained.

Mr. LACEY. I call the attention of the Chair to clause 2 of
Rule XXI. Now, it appears that this is an appropriation of 8515
a ton in order to continue a public work. 'Fhe completion of a
naval vessel, although the work has long been interrnpted, has
been held to be the continunation of a public work. The construe-
tion of a new vessel in the Navy is also a continuation of a public

work.
Mr. KITCHIN. May I interrupt the gentleman?
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Mr. LACEY. Inamoment. Now,the provisionas to continu-
ing a pullic work and as to changing existing law is found in the
second paragraph of Rule XXI. The limitation of the first part of
the paragraph is the one that we are really called upon to meet.
Can it be claimed that when an appropriation is made and a price
of material fixed, after a building has been aunthorized, that we
can not meet a subsequent rise in the price by anincreased appro-
priation because the original a}»propriation was based on a lower
price? If so, the earlier part of the rule would be entirely inop-
erative.

Now, take the rule by its four corners and examine it as a
whole. Here we have a public work authorized by existing law.
The proposition now is to appropriate money. They say if yon
appropriate the money at more than $300 a ton it changes exist-
ing law. That may be true, but it also carries on a work already
begun, and therefore the other part of the rule comes in, and a
fair construction of the whole rule dces not render this House
powerless to go on and complete a public building partly con-
structed or to complete a steel-clad vessel partly constructed.
Now, it seems to me, by taking this as a whole—

The CHAIRMAN. hat becomes of the last clause of the rule?

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order on any general
appropriation bwor any amendment thereto.

Mr. LACEY. Now, the existing law applies only to these par-
ticular ships, and they are covered in the other part of the rule,
which refers to a continuation of public worksalready in progress.
Consequently you can change existing law as o a building or
public work already started by an appropriation bill, and that of
necessity must be the rule. If that were not the rule we shounld
be powerless, because of a rule of the House, to complete a struc-
ture that had been started, where even the national defense was
involved in its completion. 5

Suppose a light-house is contracted for when iron is worth so
much a ton,and we put a limitation in the appropriation bill that
this light-house shall not cost more than s0 much a fon. It has
already been anthorized by existinglaw. Itispartly built. Now,
the other part of the rule comes in and provides that you may
make appropriations, although not authorized by the terms of ex-
isting law, although changing the existing law, if it is to continue
a public work already in progress, already in process of execution.

r. MOODY of Massachusetts, The ground that the gentle-
man takes is so much broader than the necessities of the case re-
quire, and touches upon matters so general, that I should like to
ask the gentleman if he understands the rule to be, in case a pub-
lic building of any kind is anthorized, and a limit is fixed in the
act anthorizing that public building, that if is in order on a gen-
eral appropriation bill to appropriate in excess of that limit of

cost?

Mr, LACEY., Supposethatitwasaunthorized,and subsequently
there is a provision that we shall not pay over $6 a thousand for
brick. The work is in process of construction. BSubsequent to
the provision for that particular work that provision is inserted.
I say you may change existing law as to a public work that is al-
ready in process of construction.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. This is a matter of the very
greatest importance, because almost every public building that
was authorized in the last Congress, or a great many of them, can
not be constructed within the limit Congress prescribed; and the
question comes to.the Committee on Appropriations, for instance,
and is there to-day, whether without legislative action by Congress
appropriations in excess of the limit prescribed by Congress may
be made. With all due respect to the gentleman from Iowa, I
doubtif we can. Ithink that the rnle limits us. Ithinkthat the
provigion is obnoxious to the other part of Rule XXI, and it must
go ont on a point of order. If it changes existing law, it must io
out on a point of order, even if in continuance of a public work.

Mr. LACEY. An appropriation not anthorized by law always
changes existing law, gecause the existing law is that there is no
law on the subject. Now, when the rule expressly provides that
after a public building is started that then yon may make an ap-
propriation, notwithstanding the general law, it is intended to
meet such a case as you have already suggested. If you had
started a public building that was to cost 350,000, and you find
that you can not construet it for that money, yon must lose what

ou have expended or may have to spend $75,000 instead; and
imng commenced the work, you must go on and complete it,
because it is authorized by existing law.

Mr. COWHERD. The question was ruled on by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL] when presiding over the Com-
mittee of the Who!e this session, and he ruled just contrary to the
suggestion of the gentieman.

Mr. LACEY. Yon will find rulings on every side of every ques-
tion in Committee of the Whole. I am trying to get a correct
ruling on this )‘}articular question. [Cries of * Rule! ]

Mr, VANDIVER. Mr, Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule.

Mr, VANDIVER. I desire to submit one observation.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is-readyto rule.
tion here is whether it changes existing law.

Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. This provision—

Il{rl V’ANDIVER. Now let me make a suggestion. [Criss of
““Rule! '[

'%‘he MAN. The gentleman will permit the Chair to
rule.

The Chair has been referred to the law of 1800, “‘armor and ar-
mament.” The paragraph of that law—the whole paragraph—
relates to the armament; to armor and armament. of domestic
manufacture for the vessels anthorized by the different acts from
1894 to 1898, inclusive, with the proviso:

Provided, That in procaring armor for the seagoing coast-line battle ships
and the harbor-defense vessels of the monitor fﬂpa anthorized by the act
making apsropriat.ianu for the naval service for tivm fiscal year end?;ag Juna
80, 1889, and for other purposes, approved May 4, 1808, the Becretary of the
Navy may contract for suitable armor for said vessels undoer the limitations
as to price for the same as fixed by this act: And provided further, That no
contracts for tiho armor of an ‘mlﬁ:}““}“gﬁfl by - ?Ctlls‘:ﬁ“ be mm!iu at
an average rate éxceeding per tonof I, unds, jal
and in m;m case shall a contract be made for the copz‘xustrucl.iéls'::o‘} tl?eshl;ﬁ :f ngsf
stse! I;vmthorll‘zedl by this act until & contract has n made for the armor
of such vesse

Now, the Chair thinks, taking the whole paragraph, that the
intention of Congress in passing that law, and the intention of
the law, was to apply to the armor for all of those vessels, and
that it was not a limitation npon the appropriation, but was posi-
tively a legislative limif on the price of armor plate of $300 per ton;
and, of course, to fix a limit at a greater price in this bill would
be a change of existing law. Therefore the Chair sustains the
point of order. [Applause on the Democratic side'{his

Mr. MAHON. [ want to offer an amendment to section.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the sum of §1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is here

ted, o mone Treasury
S i le (e Bancsray of The Tavs b B & s g ey tﬁﬁ?ﬁg
Allister system of built-up armor plating; and the Secretary of the Navy is
hereby directed to canse such tests to be made asmay, in his opinion, demon-
strate its efficiency as compared with the solid armor plating now in use.

Mr. FOSS. I make the point of order against the amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move fo strike out the last
word, and [ make that motion simply to submit to the committea
a statement which will take but a minute. In the debate of April
17 the honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] made
a statement with reference to a clipping he had made from the
New York World, and which he stated he did not know whether
it v;'ps true or not, but further said it seemed to have some author=
ization.

Mr, DRIGGS. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is not in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwas not paying attention to what
the gentleman from Pennsylvania said. If the committee will be
in order, the Chair will try to hear what is said. ;

Mr. WHEELER of Eentucky. I hope the gentleman will be
permitted to proceed.

Mr. DRIGGS. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Kentucky said:

I have in my pocket here a little clipping that I got out of a paper a few
days ago, and whether troe or not I can not say; but here is a statement
taken from the New York World, which I will not take up the time of the
House to read, but still perhaps I may be permitted to state its contents. It
is n declaration, appearing to be authoritative, that the Cramp shipyards and
the Carnegie SBteel Company have combined, for what purpose will be ap-
parent to the House.

Now, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Cramp is president of the William
Cramp & Sons Company of shipbuilders, which is a corporation,
He is an esteemed constituent of mine, and inasmuch as this be-
comes a matter which will go into the permanent REcorp, in
view of the gentleman’s statement, Mr. Cramp has anthorized me
to say that a counter statement should be made, and that neither
on the part of the Carnegie Company nor the William Cramp &
Sons Company has there ever been a proposition for combination
with reference to armor plate.

That is all I desire tostate; and I know that Mr. Cramp’s words
will be taken by this House, for he is a truthful man and correct
in every particular,

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire
on earth to question the credibility of Mr. Cramp. I know him,
and 1 have no question but that he is an honorable gentleman. I
did not charge this fact to be true. I notice that the gentleman
qualifies his statement somewhat in this matter, He says that no
prggom tion had been made from the Cramps for a combination.

. BINGHAM. Or from the Carnegie Company. There was
none from the Carnegie Company to the Cramps, or from the
Cramps to the Carnegie Company.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky.
from either side?

Mr. BINGHAM, Nonewhatever.
World is incorrect,

The only ques-

And by no person authorized
The whole statement in the
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Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I did not charge it to be.true.
I only took my authority from the New York World.

Mr. BINGHAM. My proposition was only to let it run on all
fours with the gentleman’s statement.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the hour of 5.30 having
arrived, I move that the committee do now rise.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that motion will be voted
down,

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
UxpERWOOD) there were 71 ayes and 102 noes.

So the committee refused to rise.

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. I desire to inake a statement in order to define
the correct position of this side of the House, as I nnderstand it.,
In regard to the point of order that has just beenraised. I wish to
say that the minority of the Committee on Naval Affairs and most
of this side of the House really have no objection to the section
that is stricken ount, but we desire to take the sense of the House
on the proposition to construct an armor-plate factory.

The acting chairman of the committee [ Mr. Foss] will remem-
ber that I told him that if an opportunity was given for the
House to vote on this gquestion no point of order would be raised,
but unless there was an opportunity we would raise the point of
order in the hope of being able to test the sense cf the representa-
tives of the American people on the question. I say this in defer-
ence to the position we occupy on this side of the House, We
really are not opposed to the section stricken ounf, but resort to
the point of order becanse we have been driven to it by what we
consider unfair tacties.

Let me gqualify my statement a little further. Ido not wish, as
suggested by my colleague near by, to be nnderstood as commit-
ting this side of the House to paying willingly $545 per ton for
armor plate; but we would pay that rather than to allow the
three battle ships to rust on the stocks. What we desire particu-
larly is that the representatives of the E)eople may have an oppor-
tunity to provide for the future supply of armor at reasonable

ces.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill.

Mr, RIDGELY, My, Chairman, I move to sirike out the entire
paragraph.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair-
man. What paragraph does the tleman allude to?

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk is reading the paragraph in re-
lation to armor plate. .

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER.: I thought that was out.

Mr, RIDGELY, Do I understand that all that part from line
15 has been been stricken out on page 647

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman from
Kansas that that section has not been read, and the amendment
is out of order.

Mr. RIDGELY. Let me ask where the Clerk is reading.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk began to read on line 23, page
64. and read two lines when he was interrupted.

The Clerk read as followa:

The following restriction under the heading *Armor and armament" in
the a.ctv:lapmvetl March 3, 1899, entitled “An act making appropriations for
the nayal service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1800, and for other pur-
e Ly 1y: *“And pr fedd further, That no contract for the armor for
any vessels authorized by this act shall be made at an average rate exceed-
ing 00 per ton of 2,240 pounds, including royalties, and in no case shalla
contract be made for the construction of the hull of any vessel authorized b
this act until a contract has been made for the armor of such vessels,” is
hereby removed, and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized. upon the pas-
sage of this act, fo let the contracts for the vessels therein referred to, sub-

ect to all other requirements relating to the same as contained in said act of
arch 8, 1809, except as to sheathing and coppering, which is hereby made
discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of
order on this*paragraph also.

The CHAIRMAN., The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

ipment: Toward the completio: 3
Teeig?s eretofore authorized, szgj.mn SESE Suiplomt oURl: of Wt xhoe

Mr, VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out the last word. I make this motion for the purpose of giving
notice that when this bill shall have been reported to the House,
I shall move a resolntion to recommit it with instructions to the
committee to bring in the following amendment:

That the sum of 2,000,000 be, and the zame is hereby, appro]
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for
suitable buildings and the purchase of suitable machinery and other mate-
rials necessary for the establishment and maintenance of a plant for furnish-
ing armor plate for the use of the Navy.

BEC 2. The Becretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to appoint a board,
to consist of three officers of the Navy, who shall examine and report what
in their opinion is the mest suitable site for the erection of the plant provided
for in the foregoing section of this act; and no money shall be expended until

riated, out of
@ erection of

the point so selected shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Navy.
Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word. I think I may safely

sa y  —
iIr. KITCHIN., Will the gentleman allow an interruption?

Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly.

Mr, KITCHIN. Iwonld ask the gentleman whether the minor-
ity has consented to that specific motion of recommittal?

Mr. VANDIVER. No, sir,

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, I hope the gentleman will not undertake
to commit us on that goint until we have had some consuitation.

Mr. VANDIVER. have an nnderstanding with other gentle-
men sbout that which will be satisfactory to the gentleman from
North Carolina.

Mr. KITCHIN. We donot want to be committed to that spe-
cial amendment.

Mr. VANDIVER. I donot yield for the purpose of discussion.

Mr. KITCHIN. I hope the Chair will recognize me immedi-
ately after the gentleman from Missouri has concluded.

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman. I desire simply to say
that there are three propositions which I thinkare undisputed and
can not be successfully disputed: First. That so far as we have
any special information before this committtee, the actual cost of
material and labor in a ton of armor plate is not in excess of §250.
What amount should be added to that for the maintenance of
plant and the profit on investment, I shall not undertake to say
except this much: That the committee of Congress which investi-
gated this snbject in 1807 reported nnanimously that these addi-
tions to that cost ought not to bring the price of armor plate above
$300 per ton. Secondly. We have the report of a committee ap-
pointed by Congress to investigate the guestion of the cost of
establishing an armor-plate factory——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VANDIVER. I ask unanimous consenttooceupy just two
minuntes more.

Mr. FOSS and others objected.

The CHAIRMAN. Ob’ection is made.

Mr, FOSS. I move to close debate npon the pending paragraph.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg to state that at the sug-
gestion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] we passed
an item with reference to dredging, I think, at the Dry Tortugas.

The CHAIRMAN, The several paragraphs heretofore passed
over and reserved will be read.

The Clerk read the paragraph beginning with line 16, on page
24, in relation to depots for coal.

Mr. McCRAE, That is not the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph begin-
ning at line 24, page 24, which was passed over.

The Clerk read as follows:

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass : Ship fitters® shop, to cost not more than 2200.-
0k}, for which coutract is hereby authorized, $§100.000; rebuilding building 42,
$75.0004 mﬁtﬁnﬁﬁnd im%roving machine shop No. 1, building 42, to cost not
more than §100,000, for which econtract is hereby anthorized, 250,000; trusses
under pattevn-shop floor. building 42, $10,(00; extension of building 40, equip-
ment o‘i)a. $100,000; chain and anchor-storage shed for equipment, $90,000;
yards and docks shop building, $80,000; new piers and wharves, £0,000; pav-
n:iz, £206,000; railroad and platform scales, $5,300; crane scow, $20,000; wharf-
}11 lar erane, $6,000; d; ng, $30,000; new caisson for stone dry dock, to be

mmediately available, $40.000, and the unexpended appropriation for swing-

ing gates in the act of March 3, 1807, is hereby realpproprinted for caisgon;
machine tools for yards and docks shops, $5,000; electric elevators, §10,000;
smithery for construction and repair, to cost not more than 200,000, for
which contract is hereby authorized, $100,000; fire-protection system, §60,000;
in all, navy-yard, Boston, $866.300.

Mr. ROBERTS, Mr, Chairman, I understand this paragraph
was passed over by unanimous consent upon the request of my
;:glle;g:ll(a. I desire now 1o offer the amendment which I send to

e desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 25, after the word “dollars,” in line 3, insert “metal workers®
:?gftb%.o‘?o“ not more than 200,000, for which contract is hereby authorized,

On 28 strike out, in line 2, the word **eight™ rt inlien th
thawggf?‘nin 8 o 02 ght ™ and inse en thereof

"
&,

Mr. ROBERTS, Mr, Chairman, I do not purpose to take much
of the time of the committee in the presentation of this amend-
ment, but I do desire to present a few facts and one or two reasons
in support of the amendment, which I think will be conclusive

-upon the members of this body.

t must be known to all—it certainly is to the members of the
Committee on Naval Affairs and should be to the members of this
committee—that the navy-yard at Boston, Mass., is the second

ard, in value of its real estate and chattels, in the country. It
is only exceeded in that respect by the navy-yard in New York,
and has more than double the real estate and chattels of any other
yard outside of the one I have mentioned in New . York,

I wish to say also that in pointof value of machinery it stands
third among the repair yards of the country. ' The great navy-
vard at New York has only about $5,000 more of machinery than
the Boston yard.

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman from Massachusetts
for a suggestion?

Mr. ROBERTS. Certainly.

‘Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that the committee
have carefully looked over the provision in question, and since the




Mr. UNDERWOOD, I make the point of order that there isno
quorum present.

The SPEAKER (having counted the Honse). Onehundred and
gseventy-four gentlemen are present—notf a quornm.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. FOSS. I make the point of order that that is dilatory.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is not dilatory, as it
is demonstrated that a quorum is not present in the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not so clear about it not being
dilatory, but will submit the motion to the House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 68, nays 105,
answered ** present” 18, not voting 159, as follows:

YEAS—#68..
Adamson, D Vries, Little, Bnodgrass,
Allen, Ky. Dinsmore, MeCulloch, Spight,
Atwater, Dougherty, McDowell, Stark,
Ball, Elliott, McLain, Htaghens, Tex.
Bell, Finlay, McRae, Btokes
Bradley, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Maddox, 5u1.her'land,
Brautley, Fitzpatrick, Nevilie, Swanson,
Breazeale, Foster, Newlands, lalbert,
Burleson, Glynn, Otey, Terry,
Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss, Rhen, Va. Thomas, N. C.
Clayton, Ala. Howard, Richardson, Turner,
Clayton, N. Y. Jett, Robb, Underwood,
Coonoy, Jones, Va. Robinson, Nebr. Vandiver,
Davenport, 8. W. Kitchin, Rucker, Williams, J.
Davis, Kleberg, Ryan, N. Y. Willinms, W. E.
De Armond, Kluttz, heppard, Williams, Miss.
De Graffenreid, Lawrence, Zemor.

So the motion to adjourn was rejecied.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iam paired with the gentleman from
Mississippi. Mr. Fox, and desire to Le recorded as ** present.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.
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c?mntlitteeth:;e igve:;:igabeddl hs;lva received aletter from the con- £ NAYS—105,
structor a e Boston yard, who seems very anxious that this | Adams, Curtis, Jenkins, Pearce
shop should be built; smf while there has been no action taken by | Alexander, Cushman, Johnsrtlrsm. Pearre, =
;ﬁg committee h.i: the pre im:.t.ion and the reporting of this bill on | fLck: Me: Daklec wis. ey e Bodder,
is appropriation, yet if I may in any manner for the committee, | Barber, Davenp A. Lace} :
I will be pleased to accept the amendment. [Cries of * Vote!” | Bingham, ‘)::?d?o%x:t' £ :?iry é‘ﬂ";ﬁ'é‘;‘f""
“Vote! ™ gownrsmk, Dayton, Littlefield, Bhowalter,
Mr. ROBERTS. Then I ask a vote on the amendment. sty th S ]f_,u 3 “‘“g'
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. Brown, Driscoll, Loudenslager,  Smith, H. O
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next paragraph of | Bull, o Eddy, Lybrand, Southard,
the bill which was d Burke, 8. Dak. Esch, cCleary, Bpalding,
The Clok soad as totiomar . et Barleigh i e . Br
2 urleigh, 08a, Mahon, Steele,
3 line 9% Burton, Gardner, Mich. Mercer, Stewart, N. Y
= Dgrzgéiug?my Tortugss, Florida: Dredging channel §1,000.™ gxltéghead. g?lll;gggr Zoke %g!ﬂgf "La. Th:l?lig: Iowa
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order against | Gannon, it Miller, Van YVoorhis,
that when the bill was under consideration. I am now satisfied, | (finen N, & e Jongas !
from an examination of the papers before the Committee on Ap- | Connell, | Hamilton llmdy: o;?.' w.;“ﬁﬂﬁf-"
propriations, that the appropriation ought to be made and there- | Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Morris, Warner,
fore withdraw the point of e Hepburn, Noedham, Wate
: of arder. Cousins, Hill Norton,Ohio  Wise,
The CHAIRMAN. This concludes the reading of the bill. Cromer, Hoffecker, 0'Grad) o,
Mr. FOSS, Imove that the committee now rise and report the | Crump, Hog‘kina. Olmsted,
gﬂl with amendments and with favorable recommendation to the | CWmmings, Jack, Payne,
ouse, ANSWERED “PRESENT"—14
%he motion was agreed to, %352;;‘4 ‘é’l{f“‘ Mass. ;gnxfn' ST %tﬂi. ot
he commiftee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- Sy Cong o, Fack: Lo
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the Bgaré‘ggt.t 13&}, e I R vone T 5
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- | Gaines, Mann, Smith, Wm. Alden
sideration the naval approgriation bill, had directed him toreport NOT VOTING—159,
the same to the House with sundry amendments, with the recom- | Acheson, Dovener, Lentz, Ruppert,
mendation that the amendments be adopted and the bill as | Aldrich, Emerson, Lester, Russell,
ameniid Aa Allen, Miss. Faris, Lewis, Ryan, Pa.
s pass. . 3 Babeock, Fitzgerald, Mass. Littauner, mon,
b_llidr. I&OSS. er. Stspetsket:, élxlz:iwe the previous question upon the gaa}}ey. %ms, :lelgi,ng, Li:vm ton, Scudder,
11l and amendmen 01 passage. ey, X ‘nr ney, LOY Bhacklef
Mr. VANDIVER. I gave notice, Mg: Speaker, of & motion to | Barbam, poer, kil Ehadron,
recommit the bill. Would it be now in order? Bartholdt, Freer, MoAloer, Sherman
The SPEAKER. It would not. Bellamy, Gamble, M Slayden, '
Mr. VANDIVER. When would it be in order? i saaacon, poctan, s B
The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the question at the | Bienap, Gibson, oy, Smith, Samael W
proper time. It is not now in order. chhif. Gillet, N. Y. Meckison, Sparkman, :
The question now is on the motion of the gent!emah from Ili- | Boutel, 1L Siely S - D Syrage,
nois for the previous question on the bill and amendments to its Bmi.,,‘?; G%ﬁ_ Pa. m;ﬁﬁ-‘, . ng;‘:,fmm
final passage. Brewer, Greene,Mass.  Moon, Stewart, N. J.
The previous question was ordered. Rk, St Mo Stewart, Wis.
Thed SPE&&KE . Is there a separate vote demanded on any | Brownlow. u:é.‘;,%&m, ﬁﬂuﬁ;‘ E:%‘,,,‘;‘:“-
‘amendment: 3rund.idge. Grow, oonan, Taylor‘. Ala.
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr, Speaker— Burke, Tex. Otjen, Thayer,
The SPEAKER. If there is not, the Chair will submit the ques- | Saiavell Faagen, Ay i i)
tion on the amendments in gross. Car 4 Hay, Parker, N. J. Tongue,
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr, Speaker, I demand a separate vote on | Catchings, Heatwole, Pierce, Tenn. Underhill,
each amendment, A o iy Lot o Wadswarth,
The SPEAKER. A separate vote being demanded, the Clerk | Cochrang, X' ¥. g??y: Tex. Powers, Weaver,
- A x" 1
m’rhfa ‘?erk r:adrg.s‘}?lfgw:en gorpfgrﬁ‘e ggﬁeu' §€§? w:e:eouth'
OX, 3 s
line 9, g " A “ Crawford, Toy, d Wilson, Idah
A et oa ki |l SO — L B, o
Sl : : Knox, aves, .
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment just read. :umﬁ‘.mk Landis, Rbea, Ky. Wrigt:lt.
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. | Daly, N. I Lane, idgely, Young
UxDERWOOD) there were—ayes 113, noes 22, &,‘;g’; anham, Boraele ) - ABAT,

] L am paired with the gentlemen
from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, and desire to be recorded as ** pres-

nt.
Mr. BARTLETT. 1 desire to withdraw my vote’and to be re-

corded as ‘“‘ present.”

Mr.ROB

I voted ‘““aye.”
Laskleave of absence for my colleagne. Mr. LLoYD,

for five days, on acconunt of serionsiliness in his family.

The SP.

‘| ceedings,
Mr, BANKHEAD.

I desire to withdraw my vote.

ER. That can not be done at this stage of the pro-

Iam paired

with the gentleman from Vermont, M1, Powers.

Mr. EAHN.
Mr. NAPHEN

with the

Mr. LAMB.

I desire to withdraw my vole.
the gentleman from New Yorl, Mr. Rurrrnr.
I desire to withdraw iy vote.
ntleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WEaAVE:R:.

1 desire to withdraw my vote. * I am paired with

the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Laxpis.
The Clerk annonnced the following additienal pairs:
For the session:
Mr. W, ALpEN SyrTH with Mr, WiLsox of South Carolina.
Until further notice:
Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN,
Mr. Laxpis with Mr, Layxs,
Mr, JETT with Mr., MANN,
Mr, PogH with Mr, TaAvLor of Alabama.

I am pairad with

I am paired
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Until April 27: y

Mr. GrosvENOR with Mr, Ropinsox of Indiana,

Until Tuesday next:

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr, SULZER.

Mr. LovERING with Mr, FitzGERALD of Massachusetts,

Until next Thursday evening:

Mr. SuLLOWAY with Mr. SALMON,

For this day:

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr, UNDERHILL.

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. RIORDAN,

Mr, WarsoxNy with Mr, MCALEER.

Mr. BouTELL of Illinois with Mr. GrIGGS,

For the remainder of the day:

Mr. Mupbp with Mr, WiLsoN of New York.

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr, LEWIs.

The resnlt of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the House to be in order,
s0 that business may be transacted.

Mr, FOSS, I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is onagreeing to the first amend-

ment. .

Mr. VANDIVER. Did the gentleman withdraw the motion to
adjourn?

Mr. HOPKINS. We have just voted on that.

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Diyision.

The House divided; and thers were—ayes 108, noes 12,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. )

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Alabamamakes the point
of order that no quorum has voted. .

Mr. FOSS. I make the point of order that that is dilatory.

Mr, DALZELL. The roll call has just displayed the presence

of a quornm.

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been a vote since that.

The SPEAKER. Althoughin grave doubt,thinking it ought to
be ruled out as dilatory while the last roll call displayed a quorum,
g‘entlemen are very apt to have left at this honr, and therefore the
Chair will count. [After counting.] One hundred and sixty-
seven gentlemen—not a quorum present.

Mr, FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-
jonrn,

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will submit the fol-

- lowing requests:

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 appro-
priate committees as indicated below: .

8. 4197. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue cut-
ter for use at Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce, :

8, 3206. An act to provide for the establishment of a port of de-
livery at Worcester, Mass.—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8. 2559. An act authorizing the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue to redeem or make allowance for internal-revenue stamps—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

S. R. 116, Joint resolution to provide for the administration of
civil affairs in Porto Rico pending the appointment and gualifi-
cation of the civil officers prcm'deﬁ for in the act approved April
12, 1900, entitled ‘*An act temporarily to provide revenues and a
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes "—to the
Committee on Insular Affairs,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 235) authorizing the exhibit of Government relics at
the New York Printing Exposition from May 2 to June 2, 1900;
when the Speaker signed the same,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE,

B{ unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
discharged from the further consideration of the hill (8. 3534)
granting a pension to Helen G. Heiner, and it was referred to
the Committee on Pensions,

WITHDRAWAL OF REPORT.

By nnanimous consent, Mr. ADAMSON obtained leave to with-
draw the report No. 1082 on the bill (H. R. 9924) to authorize
the construction of a bridge across the Tallahatchee River, Mis-
sissippi,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimsns consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. HOFFECKER, for three days, on account of important
business. _

To Mr, LrLoYp, indefinitely, on account of death and illness in

ily.
To Mr. McRAE, balance of day, on account of important busi-

* mess.

To Mr. MAHON, for five days, on account of important business,

To Mr. Laxpis, for one week, on account of important business.

To Mr, WaTsoN, for two weeks, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. SaLMON, for three days, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. Bricg, for ten days, on account of important business.

To Mr. TaYLOR of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of impor-
tant business,

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS,

By unanimous consent, Mr. RosinsoN of Indiana obtained
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving
copies, the ({mpers in the case of George Alcott, Fifty-fifth Con-
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon.

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at
6 o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
?iﬁaﬁons were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as

0l1OWS:

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting & copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of
the schooner Adam, Stephen Brown, master, against the United
States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of
the sloop Almena, John Smith, master, against the United States—
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
?’fi Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein nafhed, as

OlLiOWS:

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10840) providing com-
pensation to United States commissioners in Chinese d?ort_ation
cases, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re-
port (No. 1096); which said bill and report were referred tothe
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal connecting
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, submitted the views
of the minority, accompanied by a report (No, 351, part 2); which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 10557) to authorize the Ohio Valley Electric
Railway Company to construct a bridge over the Big Ffandy River
from Kenova, W. Va., to Catlettsburg, Ky., reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1087); which said
bill and re%ort were referred to the Honse Calendar.

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, from the Committee on In-
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
9083) to anthorize the Commissioner of the General Land Offics to
dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi and to make
appropriation for executing act of Congress approved June 28,
1898, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 1098); which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.5273) to require
street railway companies operating electric cars, cable, or other
cars propelled by steam, cable, or electricity, in the District of
Columbia to protect certain of their employees from the inclem-
ency of the weather during certain months of the year, and pro-
viding punishment for violations thereof, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1100); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3921)
to anthorize the construction of a bridge across Tallahatchie
River, in Tallahatchie County, Miss., reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1101); which said bill
and repcrt were referred to the House Calendar.

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, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8645) directing theissue of a

duplicate of lost check drawn by James B. Quinn, major, Corps

of Engineers, United States Army, in favor of Henry L. Brene-

man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report

((312’ 10. 1:1092); which said bill and report werereferred to the Private
endar.

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5647)
granting a pension to Miss Amanda Hurd, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1093); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. -

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9740) granting a
pension to Soghia A. Lane, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1094); 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, 10060) granting an increase of pension
to Mrs. Winfred M. Goins, of Barnesville, Ga., reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1095); which
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4059) for the re-
lief of John H. McLaughlin, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1099); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED. :

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
gf 11I:]:u&a following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 10867) to create the northern di-
vision of the northern district of Georgia for judicial purposes,
and to fix the time and place for holding court therein—to the
Committee on the Judiciary. -

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 10868) for the adju-
dication by the Court of Claims and Supreme Court of pension
claims involving difficult or important questions of law. as a
means of establishing judicial &reeedents tor the gnidance of the
Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Pensions—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

?&Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R, 10869) for the relief of the
Medawakanton band of Sioux Indians, residing in Redwood
County, Minn.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr, SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 10897) toincrease the juris-
diction of United States commissioners in the Indian Territory,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 10899) to restore to the public
domain a small tract of the White Mountain Apache Indian Res-
eArEation, in the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on Indian

airs.

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution of the legislature of the State of
New York, asking amendment of section 25, Schedule A, of anact
of Congress approved June 18, 1808, known as the war-revenne
law, so that all railroad, steamboat, carrier, express, and every
telegraph company, corporation, or person shall assume and pay
the stamp duty upon bills of lading, manifest memorandum,
or other evidence of receipt and forwarding—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
Ehlel following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10870) granting a
pension to Herbert J. Grafi—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10871) granting a pension to
Mary A. Brown, widow of John E. Brown—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H, R. 10872) granting
a pension to Caroline Buehler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pen-
sion of Ida J. Peixotto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10874) granting an increase
of pension to William Markle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 10875) for the relief of the Presby-
terian Church of Woodstock, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10876) for the relief of the estate of Samuel

Good, deceased, iate of Rockingham County, Va.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 10877) for the relief of John
‘Wright—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 10378) for the relief of Al-
fred E. Haven—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10879) to authorize William C.
Braisted, assistant surgeon, United States Navy, and
Luther C. worth, United States consul at Puerto Cabello, Ven-
ezuela, to accept testimonials from ther Government of Venezu-«
ela—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10880) removing the charge of
desertion from the military record of Julius F. Hill, alias Frank-
lin J. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana (gy request): A bill (H. R. 10881)
for the relief of James Rainey, New Orleans, La.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 10882) for the relief of Amos
D. Le Fevere, the surviving partner—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 10383) to pay the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of Preston E. Miller, executor of
Jacob A. Miller, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10884) for the relief of William
Tavenner, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War

ims. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 10885) for the relief of Napoleon B. Watkins,
of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 1

Also, a bill (H. R. 10886) for the relief of Ella A. Hall, of Fair-
fax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. .

Also (by re%ueet). a bill (H. R. 10887) for the relief of Annie .
%?ne Swort, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War

aims,

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10888) granting an
increase of pension to Lizzie C. Long, widow of Capt. Michael P,
Long, late of Company E, Third Michigan Volunteer Infantry—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10889) granting a pension to Roxey M. Beach—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

" By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a
pension to Alta Nina Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen+

sions.
- Also, abill (H. R.10891) antﬁng a pension to Mary J, Bowers—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R.10892) granting an
inecrease of pension to Mrs, Phebe Tate—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 10883) to correct the
miifl;tary record of W, R. Cassel—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10894) to remove
the charge of desertion from the record of Milton P, Young—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10895) to remove the charge of desertion from
the record of Hugh Ferrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to John Shep-
pard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN of Mlsmsm&u A bill (H. R. 10898) to carry out
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. Q. Roberts,
administrator of Henry M. Roberts, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Petition of F. M. Zell and 69 others, of
Buckcreek, and H. H. Opperman and 71 others, of Buchanan
County, Iowa, in support of the Grout oleomargarine bill—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Sylvan, Wis., to
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of commercial clubs of
Topeka and Ottawa, Kans., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relat-
ing to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter«
state and Foreign Commerce.

o l%lm, resqlnt:igﬁs of the Ca?t;hnl aabmt: C}ouncil of Cin%ﬁ?at&
io, opposing the pnssa.fe of the Grout cleomargarine —
the Committee on Agriculture. &

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of the Epworth League and
others, of Grand Cane, La., urging the passage of Honse bill pro«
hibiting the sale of liquor in Army canteens, Soldiers’ Homes, or
reservations used by the Government—to the Committee on Milis
tary Affairs. L

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of Pattern Makers’ Associa~
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the building of one or more new war
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ahig_ in Government navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval

irs.

Also, petition of the Fireman’s Protective Association of Cincin-
nati, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4911, relating
to salaries of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr, BROSIUS: Resolutions of the Woman's Christian Tem-

rance Union of Lancaster, Pa., favoring the passage of House

ill No. 5457, known as the Spalding bill—to the Committee on
Military Affairs, ;

By Mr. BURKE of Sonth Dakota: Petition of the Western South
Dakota Stock Growers’ Association, against the passage of the
Grout bill to increase the tax on oleomargarine, etc.—to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution of the Western South Dakota Stock Growers’
Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of John Ingham Post, I¥0. 95,
of Pawnee City, and Bennett Post, No. 62, Department of Ne-
braska, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the establishment
of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Hattie M. Wolf and other citizens of Pawnee
City, Nebr,, urging the passage of House bill prohibiting the sale
of liguor in Army canteens, Soldiers’ Homes, or reservations used
by the Government—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of retail druggists of Lincoln, Nebr., for the re-

eal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the
%ommittee on Waysand Means,

Also, petitions of Abraham Lincoln Lodge, No. 445, of Colum-
bus, Ohio, and Building Trades Council of Cincinnati, Ohio,
against any legislation increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the National Association of Railway Clerks,
relating to legislation for the reclassification of the mail service—
to the %om.mﬁtee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Omaha Commercial Club and Commer-
cial Club of North Platte, Nebr., favoring Ef;)lvision for irri
tion, surveys, etc.—to the Committee on igation of Public

Lands.
Also, T to accompany House bill No. 10161, ting a pen-
gion to J. E. Latta—to the Committee on Invalid gensions.

By Mr. CUSACK: Petition of amplofyaes of the Chicago post-
office, Station U, urging the passage of House bill No, 9365, for
the retirement of civil employees of the Government after long
service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. DINSMORE: Papers relating to the claim of Sampson
glr:yver, of Pulaski County, Ark.—to the Commitfee on War

ims.

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of D. N. Bourne and others, of
Georgetown County, 8. C., asking for an appropriation for the
improvement of Winyah Bay and tributary rivers—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade,
favoring the passage of House bill No, 10035, relating to second-
cﬁhsfi mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

oads,

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Frank D, Ham-
mond Post, No. 141, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army
of the Republic. in favor of a bill locating a Branch Soldiers’ Home
near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Commiftee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GROUT: Petitions of R. J. Haskin and 2 other citizens
of West Meredith, N. Y.; C. E. Fuller and 15 others, of Conklin,
N. Y.: David Nelson and 55 others, of Cabot, Vt.; H, G. Phelps
and 10 others, of East Guilford, N. Y., urging the passage of the
Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

Also, resolution of Omaha Commercial Club, urging construc-
tion of irrigation works by the Government—to the Committee
on Appropriations.
vAJao, petition of Mrs. C. E. Price ?ng] o%erﬁ(i cgﬁ?rogn.evﬂl&

t., protesting against the passage o e Loud bill relatin
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-()%ice
and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of G. O. Shields, president of the League of
American Sportsmen, in favor of House bill No. 6634, for the bet-
ter protection of birds—to the Commitiee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce,

%uy Mr, HAY: Affidavits relating to the claim of the Presby-
telriau Church of Woodstock, Va.—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church of
Harrisburg, I1l., praying for more stringent legislation against the
sale of liguors in the Army canteens, etc.—to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, petition of G. L. Nevins Post, No. 1, of Rockford, Ill.,

Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of House bill No. 7094, to
establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petitions of the Congregational, Baptist, and Methodist
Episcopal churches of Rockton, Ill., urging the enactment of the
anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Johnsburg, Ill., to
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. JACK: Petitions of the Lutheran Church of Apollo,
Pa.: Methodist Episcopal Church, Presbyterian Church, Christian
Endeavor, and Epworth League of Parkers Landing, Pa., for the
passage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in canteens and in the
Ax&mi_\;é Navy, and Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of the San Francisco (Cal.) Labor
Council, in favor of reenactment of the Chinese exclusion act and
extension of same to Japanese—tothe Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce,
favoring the passage of House bill No. 4346, to place Lake Tahoe
Forest Reservation under the control of the University of Cali-
fornia—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce,
favoring the improvement of Oakland Harbor under direction of
board of United States engineers appointed by the Secretary of
‘War—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

E{ Mr. KERR: Petition of Harmony Grange, No. 732, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Ohio, in support of House bill No. 8717, to con~
trol the sale of imitation dairy products; also in favor of Senate
bill 1439, to vest additional authority in the Interstate Commerce
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union and Bethel Church of Rome, Kans., asking for the passage
of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of employees of the Chicago (Ill.)
Eost—oﬂioe, Donglas Park Station, urging the passage ogo House

ill No. 9565, for the retirement of civil employees of the Govern-
ment after long service and infirmity—to the the Committee on
Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of C. E. Anderson and others,
of Coshocton, Ohio, for the repeal of the tax on medicines, per-
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Comnmittee on Ways and Means.

_Also, petitions of Hanover and Granville, Ohio, in favor of the
bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on iculture.

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of Grand Crossing Tack Company
and the Sargent Company, of Chicago,Ill., favoring appropriation
for the Geological Survey and against granting the arid lands to
the States—to the Committee on Appropriations,

Algo, petition of the National Association of Railway Postal
Clerks, relating to the reclassification of the Railway Mail Serv-
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of the Indiana Horticultural Society, of Lafay-
ette, Ind., favoring the passage of the Brosius pure-food bill—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, of
Chicago, 11l., praying for a reduction of the war-revenne tax—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the North Presbyterian
Church, Woman's Missionary Society, Pastors’ Aid Society, Chris-
tian Endeavor Society, Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of
the First Presbyterian Church, First Congregational Church, of
Oakland, Cal., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of East Oak-
land, Cal., for the passage of a bill giving prohibition to our new
possessions, and favoring theanti-canteen law—to the Committee
on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers toaccompany House bill No,
7790, to correct the military record of Ernest Brauning—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

pers to accompany House bill No. 10421, granting a pen-
ilizabeth Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Catharine Keller, of Frederick
County, Md., praying reference of war claim to the Court of
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief
of William Tavenner, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of the National Building
Trades’ Council, in relation to the care and disposition of the
public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr, SHOWALTER: Petition of Hooker Post, Department
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republie, in favor of a bill
locating a Branch Soldiers’ Home near .? ohnson City, Tenn.—to
S Sy Ay

y Mr. 4 : Petitions of Champion Post, No. 301
Champion, Nebr., and Lyon Post., No. 11, of Gfand Island, Nebr.:

_Also,
gion to
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Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of House bill No, 7094, to
establish a ch Soldier’s Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the
Comunittee on Military Affairs.

Also, protest of Charles E. Reed, of Arapahoe, Nebr., against
the passage of House bill No. 10275, amending the postal laws—to
thi ?Q)mmittee otg the Post-OﬂioHe and ]Sﬁsib-NRoa%m -7

50, papers accompany Honse o. , granting an
honorab'e discharge to Peter Green—to the Committee on ﬁﬁli-
tary Affairs.

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
Presbyterian Woman’s Missionary Soci%y, First Congregational
Church, and First Baptist Church, all of Hastings, Nebr., favoring
the enactment of a clanse in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibi-
tion of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the
Territories,

Also, petition of 90 church membersof Hansen, Nebr., urging the
passage of Honse bill prohibiting the sale of liquor in Army can-
teens. etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TURNER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8735,
to increase the pension of Mrs. Annie B, Sharrard—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of L. 8. Payne Post, No. 281;
C. P. Sprout Post, No. 76, and 8. C. Hays Post, No. 258, Department
of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the estab-
lishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Oatka Falls Grange, No. 849, and Osakfield
Grange, No. 813, Patrons of Husbandry, of New York, in favor of
Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate commerce—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Oakfield Grange, No. 813, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, New York, for State control of imitation dairy products as
provided in House bill No. 3717—to the Committeeon Agriculture.

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Bucks County and Radnor Methodist Episco-
gal Church, of Bryn Mawr, Pa., for the passage of a bill to for-

id liguor selling in canteens and in the Army, Navy, and Soldiers’
Homes—to the mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Ten petitionsof J. N. Stacy, of Lew-
iston, and other citizens of Nez Perce Counnty, Idaho, for the %sa
sage of a free-homestead bill—to the Commitfee on the Public

Lands.

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House

llzi]l for the relief of John Sheppard—to the Committee on Invalid
’ensions.

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of
desertion from the record of Hugh Ferrell—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of
desertion now standing against Milton P. Young—to the Cominit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6403, for the relief of
Alice Bezeman—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Papers to accompany Housa bill No. 10831,
to correct the milifary record of Lewis %’v’o ett, alias John Wolf—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

SENATE.

SATURDAY, April 21, 1900.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsURN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. ScoTT, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying pa-

rs, relative to the examination by Mr. E. C. Barnard, of the

eological Survey, of the disputed western boundary line of the
Yakima Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington; which,
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

IRRIGATION OF PIMA RESERVATION, ARIZ,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu-
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re-
sponse to a resolution of the9th instant,areport from the Director
of the Geological Survey relative to the proposed plans for irriga-
tion upon the Pima Indian Reservation, in Arizona; which was

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like infor-
mation as to what committee this communication shall be sent.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The reply, I think, ought to be
sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs; but I desire to say that
the documents which are transmitted are already in the posses-
sion of that committee. The object of the resolution was to as-
certain certain facts which donot appear by those documents, and
I do not think the resolution has geen fully answered by any

means.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the
accompan?ng papers, will be printed and referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. .

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L.
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed the following bills:

A bill (S. 8465) to provide an American register for the steam-
ship Garonne;

A Dbill (S, 8924) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
Tallahatchie River in Tallahatchie County, Miss.; and

A bill (S, 4051) to authorize the Ohio Valley Electric Railway
Company to construct a bridge over the Big Sandy River from
Kenova, W. Va., to Catlettsburg, Ky. :

The message also annonnced that the House had agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4604) to amend the
charter of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Com-
pany.

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8366) to amend
section 933 of the Revised Statutes, agrees to the conference
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed Mr, JENKINS, Mr, KAHN, and Mr.
TeErrY managers at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House insists upon its
amendment to the bill (5. 1005) granting an increase of pension
to Lillian Capron, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the con-
ference aakec{' for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had ap&)inted Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr.
BroMwEeLL, and Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT managers at the
conference on the part of the House.

The message further announced that the Honse insists npon its
amendment to the bill (3. 1908) granting an increase of pension
to Agnes K. Capron, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the con-
ference asked for by the Senate on the disaf:;aemg votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had ap@inted Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr.
BroMwEeLL, and Mr, STaNLEY W. DAVENPORT managers at the
conference on the part of the House.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 10449) making approgriations to
supply additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other purposes; and it was
therenpon signed by the President pro tempore.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Charles F. Scamman, of
Deering, Me., praying that an a%propriation be made for the
construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which
was referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of South Deer Isle, Me., praying for the enactment
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liguors in Army
canteens and also in our mew island possessions; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Rome, Kans., praying for the enactment of
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can-
ﬁng, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military

alrs.

M. BURROWOSOEresented a memorial of Local Union No. 226,
United Brotherh of Carpenters and Joiners, of Traverse City,
Mich., and a memorial of the Central Trades Council and Cigar
Makers’ International Union of Traverse City, Mich., remon-
strating against the passage of the so-called desert-land bill;
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also presented the petition of Frank D. Alexander and 73
other citizens of Lenawee County, Mich., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating lignors in
Army canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Council of
Traverse City, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation to increase the revenue tax on butterine; which was
referred to the Commiitee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented the petition of W. T. McGurrin, of Grand
Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing
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