12306

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JULY 18,

Also, petitions of the Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Kingston, N. Y., and the consistory of the First Reformed
Church of Hudson, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on Rules.

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of sundry citizens of Luzerne
County, Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on Rules.

By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of sundry citizens of Olea, Oreg.,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on Rules,

Also, petition of Branch No. 61, United National Association
of Post Office Clerks. protesting against dismissal of employees
o2 Washington (D, C.) post office on ground of old age; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of sundry voters of
.Genesee County, Mich., favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on Rules,

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of the Hanover Street Con-
gregational Church, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on Rules,

By Mr. THACHER: Memorial of the Quarterly Conference
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Scituate, Mass., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on Rules.

SENATE.
SaTurpay, July 18, 191}.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Rev, J. L. Kibler, D. D, of the city of Washington, offered the
following prayer:

Our heavenly Father, we look to Thee as the Lord of heaven
and earth and as the God of nations. Thou hast dealt bounti-
fully with us as a Nation. Thou hast filled our storehouses, en-
larged our commerce, multiplied our facilities, and blessed our
homes, In wealth, and influence, and liberty, and power, and
rapid progress Thou hast permitted us to become a mighty peo-
ple. Grant that we may recognize Thy hand and follow Thy

leadings. May we be faithful subjects of Thy kingdom. Lead’

Thou our lenders. Bless us in our national and international
relations, and help us to master our problems for the honor of
Thy name and for the accomplishment of Thy purposes. We ask
it for Christ's sake, Z2men,

The Vice President being absent the President pro tempore
took the chair.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Mississippi
suggests the absence of a quornm. Let the Secretary call the
roll.

The Secretary procecded to call the roll, and was interropted

b ,

yMr. VARDAMAN. T wish to ask unanimons consent to with-
draw the suggestion of the absence of a quorum,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present impression of
the Chair is that under the precedents of the Senate such a
request is not in order. A Senator can not interrupt a roll call
when once begun, and therefore the request can not be enter-
tained.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of the roll,
the following Senators having answered to their names:

Ashurst Culberson Nelson Sterling
Brady Gronna Norris Stone
Brandegee Hollis Overman Thompson
Bristow Hughes Page Thornton
Bryan Kenyon Perkins Tillmnn
Burton Kern Ransdell Vardaman
Camden Lane Reed Walsh
Catron McLean Sheppard Warren
Chilton Martin, Va. Bimmons White
Clarke, Ark. Martine, N. J. Bmith, Ga. Works
Crawford Myers Smoot

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call discloses that
less than a quorum have answered to their names. The Secre-
tary will call the names of the absentees.

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and
Mr. TaHoMmas and Mr. WeEEks answered to their names when
called.

Mr., KERN. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. SgivELY]. This announcement may stand
for the day.

Mr, SMOOT. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence
of the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STePHENSON] and
also the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. SUTHER-
LAND].

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to announce that my colleague, the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAmEs], is unavoidably absent.
He is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
WEEKSs].

Mr. PAGE. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence of
my colleague [Mr. DitrineHAM]. He has a general pair with
the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Saata]. I will let this
announcement stand for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is not a quorum of the Senate

present.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Sergeant at
Arms be instructed to notify absent Senators to attend the
session.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will
carry out the order of the Senate.

My. CLaek of Wyoming, Mr. Roor, Mr. Swanson, and Mr.
LEa of Tennessee entered the Chamber and answered to their
names,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-nine Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum of the Senatfe is present.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the order directing
the Sergeant at Arms to notify absent Senators that their
presence is requested be vacated.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling elerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 304)
anthorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain saddles and
bridles for the use of the national encampment, Knights of
Pythias, to be held at Terre Haute, Ind., in July. 1914, aud it
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented memorials of sundry citizens of
Texas, remonstrating against national prohibition, which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Woman's Home
Missionary Society of the University Methodist Episcopal
Church, of Salina, Kans, and a petition of sundry citizens of
Norton, Kans.,, praying for national prohibition, which were
referred fo the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. WORKS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chino
and Los Angeles, in the State of California, praying for national
prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

Mr. ROOT presented memorials of sundry citizens of New
York, remonsirating against national prohibition, which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York,
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for Federal
censorship of motion pictures, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York,
praying for national prohibition, which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWCASITLE, IND.

Mr. KERN. From the Commitiee on Public Buildings and
Grounds I report back favorably without amendment the bill
(H. R. 11317) to increase the limit of cost of the United States
post-office building at Newecastle, Ind.  The bill proposes to
increase the limit of cost of the post-office building by $15.000.
It is found that the building can not be constructed under the
present limit. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

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

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

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. CATRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 1151) to remedy in the line
of the Army the inegualities in rank due to the past system of
regimental promotion, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 690) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 1985) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of €apt. Daniel H. Powers, reported it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 603) thereon.

Is there objection to the
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. Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res.
186) to authorize the appointment of Charles August Meyer
as a cadet at the United States Military Academy, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 691) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
joint resolution (8. J. Res. 137) to authorize the appointment
of Clifford Hildebrandt Tate as a cadet at the United States
Milirary Aeademy. reported it with amendments and sub-
mitted a repert (No. 692) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BRISTOW :

A bill (8. 6G126) to increase the compensation of the janitor
of the Federal building at Topeka, Kans.; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

A bill (S. 6127) granting a pension to Marin C. Haney
(with accompanying papers), and

A bill (S. 6128) granting a pension to Samuel H. Fisher
(with accompanying papers); te the Comunittee on Pensions.

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:

A'bill (8. 6129) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Klippert;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CRAWFORD:

A Dbill (S. 6130) granting a pension to Frank D. Brown (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,
UNEXPESDFEDP BALANCFS OF RIVER AND HAREBOR APPROPETATIONS.

Mr. BURTON. I submit a resolution and ask for its im-
medinte consideration.

The resolution (8. Res. 126) was read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested and directed to

il

trapsmit to the Senate a statement of the balances remaining unex-
nded on June 30, 1914, to tae eredit of the respective river and
arbor projects of the country pow under improvement.

Mr. SIMMONS. My attention was diverted. T wish to ask
the Sen:tor from Ohio what is the parpose of the resolution?

Mr. BURTON. It is a request for a statement of the bal-
ances remaining unexpended to the credit of the respeciive river
and harbor projects at the close of the fiscal year ended June
30, 1914,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
present consideration of the resolution?

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. BURTON subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate reconsider a resolution which I introduced this
morning, and which was passed, calling upon the Secretary of
War for certain information. I move thut the resolution be
reconsidered ; that when reconsidered it be amended by adding
the words “and available™ after the word * unexpended,” and
that when so amended it be rezdopted.

1 ask unanimous consent to that effect

Mr. OVERMAN. What is the request? I should like to know
what it is.

Mr. BURTON. T snbmitted a resolution this morning calling
on the Seeretary of War——

Mr. OVERMAN. Ob, it is a resolution that has been passed?

Mr. BURTON. A resolution that was passed this morning.
It calls on the Secretary of War for information as to the
amount of money on hand to the eredit of the respective river
and harbor projects. I used the word *unexpended.” In the
form in which they keep their accounts they have two sets of
figures, one of them unexpended, which may include provision
for bills sudited and which should be paid, and the other that
which is unexpended and available.

Mr. OVERMAN. I have no objection.

Mr. BURTON. The words “and available” ought to go
in after * unexpended.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks
unanimous consent that the vote whereby Senate resolution
420 was agreed to may be reconsidered.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. BURTON. T understand that the resolution has already
been forwarded to the Secretary of War. I ask unanimous
consent that it may be recalled.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection. the reso-
lution will be recalled from the Secretary of War. The vote by
which the resolution was agreed to will be reconsidered. The
Senator from Ohio moves an amendment, which will be stated.

The SecreTany. After the word * unexpended” it is proposed
to insert the words “and available”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question Is on agreeing
to the smendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

Is there objection to the

' The Hon. ELmu

GEN. ANSON MILLS.

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp of to-day’s proceedings a letter wrilten
to me by Gen. Anson Mills, United States Army, together wilh
a copy of the War Department’s record of Gen. Mills. This i3
in the nature of a statement of his case consequent upon a
speech which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoMAS| made
some weeks ago. I have shown this letter to the Senator from
Colorado, and he is of the opinion with me that It is an act of
justice to permit this officer’s own statement to appear in the
[i}ilconn, which contains the speech of the Senator from Colo-
rado.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York
submnits a request that the letter referred to by him be printed
in the CongressioNar Recorn, Is there objection? The Chair
hears none; and it is so ordered.

Mr. ROOT. That order includes the copy of the record which
is annexed?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It includes the entire request
made by the Senator from New York.

The matter referred to is as follows:

INTERNATIONAL BouNpary (OMMISSION,
UxtTED STATES AND MEXICO,
AMERICAN SECTION,
2 Dupont Circle, Washington, D, C., June 25, 1914

RooT,
United States Senate.

Sir: My attentlon has been called to a speech of Senator THomas, of
Colorado, delivered in the United Stntes Senate, Monday and Tuesday,
March 23 and 24 last.

Senator THOMAS attacks the entire course of the Unlted States Gov-
ernment for the last quarter of a eentury with respect to an important
question of public policy—the equitable distribution of the walers of
the Rin Grande—Dbut because of the manper nnd terms In which he
questions the motives and impeaches the intezrity of those officers of
the Government who participated in the poiiey whiclr the Senator
deems to have been mistaken, which means practically all officers of
the Government who have had anything to do with the matter im ques-
tion. A Secret of State and an Attorney General by name, other
Cabinet cfficers, nators, Congressmen, and DPresidents by necessary
implieation, Republieans and Democrats, the living and the dead, alike
are condemned. The exceptions prove the rule. The late Secreary of
War, Mr. Lamont, escapes with his character at the expense of his
“ intelligence * (RECORD, p. 5343) or his attention to business; and the
Reclamation Burean, while conceded * intesrity of purpuse.” should, in
the opinion of the Senafor. ** be dismantled and its officials put into
a lunatle asylum.” (REcomp, p. 53562.)

Such being the Senator's opivion of the officers of the Government

their works paturally fare no better at his hands, The treaty of 1004
between the United States and Mexico for the eqguitable distribution
of the waters of the Rip Grande, negotiated while you, Senator, were
Secretary of State of the United States, and sizned by you as the
glen[pntenthry of our Government and duly ratified by the President
vy and with the advice and consent of the United States Senate, is
termed a * disgraceful treaty ™ (Rl:cnkn,mg. 5351) *“whose history is a
seandal and a shame™ (REcORD, p. 5352); *concelved in sin and
broaght forth In iniquity " (Recomp. p. 5347), “a huge speculative
enterprise conreived by and foctered by governmental agencies™
(RECOED, p. 6001) ; and, finally, * the consummation * ¢ * of a
sordid, shamefal, and suecces-ful intrigue, condneted in the Interests of
private parties Impelled by greed and gain.” (Rmucorp, p. 5280.)

For this treaty so characterized, as weil as for practically everything
else which has happened in conmection with the distribution of the
waters of the Rio Grande for the past quarter of a century, I am held

rimaril‘{ responsible by Senator THoMAs. 1 am singled out for attack
ore all others, and hald up for public otliquity by repeated and direet
accusation and indireet suggestion, as one who, as an Army officer and
American commissioner ug:m the Internationai Doundary Commission,
has prostituted his publie trust for gurpom of private gain. The Sena-
tor has used my name In his speech on the floor of the Senate no less
than 52 times &ncludtnx references to “ this man Mills,” ete.), He has
charged that the motive behind a draft treaty which he say 1 drew
“ ean not be reconciled with any honest or honorable nurpose " (Reconp,
p. 5284) ; and finally, he threatens me with an investigation in which I
must “either vindicate the intezrity of his Lm_v} coaduct, or receive
the indignant hut ted condemnation of honest men everywhere.
(Recorp, p. 5352.)

Senator THOMAS'S b was delivered on the responsibility of his
oath as & United States Senator, representing the great State of Cole-
rado. By wise and necessary constitutional provision he may not be
questioned fer anything he has sald therein * in any other place.” And
yet this speech does great wrong to ma ng honorable men, some of whom
are no longer living. In particular it does me wrong. And as I, too,
may not be among the Hyving (I am in my 80th year) when the Investi-
gstiou of which Senator Tymuas speaks comes to pass in its “ prover
season " (RECORD, p. 5a52)—If it ever does—I respectfully request you,
Senator, to present this communication to the Senate, and to ask the
Senate of the United States, in fairness to me. to afford me the only
redress which a ra to be possible, pending the proposed Investigation,
by publishing this communieation in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recomp, In
order that those who have read Senator THOMAS'S attack upon me may
have opportunity to read my reply. 1 address myself in this to you,
Senator%‘l)rm, first, because 1 am proud to have served under you when
yon were Secrefary of State, and to have come to know something of
your desire to do justice fo all men ; and secondly, because as Secretary
of State you had personal and official knowledge of many of the matters
dealt with in Senator THoMAS'S speech

A comparison of Senator THoMas'S speech, with the statement of
one, Dr. Nathan Boyd, inclosed in a letter of sald Boyd to the Secretary
of State, dated M o8, 1002, and printed in Senate Document 154,
Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, at pages 46 to 100, and with
others of Dr. Boyd's communications to the department, such as his
letter of June 20, 1902, July 11, 1902, etc., elearly shows that nearly
every allegation and suggestion that the Senator has made in his long
speech which reflects on me was derived from Dr. Boyd, whose Interest
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in this matter will appear hereafter. I understand, although I did not
know it at the time, that these charges of Dr. Boyd have already been
several times investigated bq competent officers of the Department of
State, and once by Chief Wilkie of the Secret Service; and In each
case they were found wholly groundless and unworthy of serions con-
sideration, and that Dr. Boyd, after he had gone so far as to threaten
to horsewhip Secretary Fay, was denied the privilege of having personal
conferences with the officers of the Department of State.

Under these circumstances 1 will confine myself in this letter to giv-
ing a Bnmmarf as brief as may .be, supported by references to some
of the more important official documents, of my official conncction
with the matters referred to by Dr. Boyd and Senator THOMAS,

In 1888, belug then a major in the Tenth United States Cavalry,
while on leave of absence at El Paso, where I had resided before the
war, I was requested by some of my friends * to project a remedy for
the then decreasing water In the river, and the perishing of a .Igreat
many farms, trees, orchards, and vineyards by the drought.” (* ti-
mm}jy submitted to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs on bill (H. R.
9710} to provide for the eguitable distribution of the waters of the
Rio Grande between the United States of America and the United States
of Mexleo,” ete, " Washingtoa Government Printing Office, 1001,” p.
221.) On December 10, 1888, I wrote a letter to the Secretary of State,
formally submitting to him an outllne of a project which I had con-
celved for an international dam and water storage on the Rio Grande
near El Paso, Tex. (Testimony, p. 209.) On April 12, 1889, I received
an order from the War Department to proceed to El Paso, Tex., and
assist the officers of the Geological Survey in an effort to redeem the
areas of irrlgable land in that val]eiy within a radius of 80 miles above
and Dbelow El I"aso. On April 19 1 received further Ingtructions from
Maj, I'owell. Director of the Geological Survey, in which he took occa-
sion to emphasize the international character of the questions involved,
and directed me to consult with the Mexican officlals and assure them
of the desire of his office to proceed with due regard to the rights of
Mexico. (See my report, testimony, pp. 180, 181.) I carried out my
instructions, and on October 10, 1889, made my report giving the results
of my investigations pursued in cooperation with the Mexican officlals,
and recommended the building of an international dam at one of two
possible sites in theé gorge above El Paso. (Testimony, pp. 180-208.)

On April 20, 1890, Congress passed a concurrent resolution entitled
“ Concerning the {irrigation of arid lands In the valley of the Rio
Grande River, the construction of a dam across saild river at or near
El Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, and for other pur-
poses.” (8 Doe, 154, 57th Cong., 2d sess., 9.) This resolution
recites the exhaunstlon of the water of the Rio Grande available for
irrigation, cansed * by menns of irrigating ditches and canals taking
the water from said river and other causes,” and the damage and con-
fusion wrought by the aunual floods on the river; and authorizing
negotiations with the Government of Mexico for the purpose of remedy-
ing these difficulties. (8. Doc. 154, 57th Cong., 2d sess., pp. 9, 10.)

On October 30, 1893, T was appointed the first American commis-
gloner upon the International Doundary Commission, United States and
Mexico, under the convention of 1889, and thereafter on May 6, 1806,
Secretary of State Olney and Sefior Romero, the Mexican minister,
gigned a protocol reeciting that it was essential for the conduct of the
pegotiations contemplated by the forcgoing resolution that certain facts
ghould be ascertained, and directing Seflor Osorno, the Mexican com-
ﬁlsu[oner. and myself to investigate and report upon the following ques-

ons :

“1, The amount of water of the Rio Grande taken by the irrigation
canals constructed in the United States of America.

“ 2, The average amount of water in said river, year by year, before
the construction of sald irrigation canals and since sald construction—
the é)reseut year included.

3. The best and most feasible mode, whether through a dam to be
constructed across the Rlo Grande near El Paso, Tex., or otherwise, of
80 regulating the use of the waters of sald river as to secure to each
country concerned and to its inhabitants their legal and equitable rights
and interests in sald waters.” (8. Doc. 229, 55th Cong., 2d sess., p. %4.]

We proceeded In this investigation at a cost of several thousand dol-
lars, found a suitable site for a dam in the El Paso Canyon, and re-
ported to the two Governments plans and specifications for the dam and
reservoir, and an estimate of its cost—about $2,300,000. (8. Doc.
229, 55th Cong., 2d sess,, p. 31 et see, especially p. 40.) A fentative
dmft of a treaty providing for the construction of the proposed dam
was drawn up as the result of informal conferences between the Mexi-
can minister, Assistant Secretary of State Adee, and myself, and was
formally submitted by the Mexican minister to the Secretary of State
(8. Doc. 229, 65th Cong., 2d sess., pp. 180-182) ; and later on several
bill= to the same end were introduced in Co 8

Meanwhile, however, the project for an internatlonal dam at El Paso
had attracted the attention of a group of men In El Paso and elsewhere,
who conceived the idea of anticipating the erection of the proposed in-
ternational dam by approprinting all the water which would avail-
able therefor, by obtaining the right to construct a dam at some point
higher up the river, thus putting themselves In an advantageous
strategic position, enabling them to compel the United States Govern-
ment to subsidize their project ln order to disctarge lts treaty obliga-
tions to Mexico. (Testimony, pp. 7, 66, 70-71, 123, 124.) These gentle-
men in 1893 organized the Rlo Grande Dam & Irrigation Co., under
the laws of New Mexico. On February 1, 1805, this company obtained
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, under the act of March 3,
1801, for its filings for a right of wng and reservolr site in connection
with a dam to be constructed at Elephant Butte, N. Mex. (8. Doe. 229,
55th Cong., 2d sess., p. 4) a point on the Rio Grande some 115 miles
above El Paso.

Dr. Boyd, to whom reference has already been made, heeame Inter-
ested In the new company early in its history, and soon became its
leading spirit. (See his letter to the Secretary of State, July 11, 1902.)
Not being able to finance the company in the United States he went
abroad for capital, and succeeded, about 1806. in organizing an English
holding comganf known as the Rio Grande Irrigation & Land Co. (Ltd.),
to acqgoire 5 ease and assignment the franchises and. rights of the
Rio Grande Dam & Irrigation Co, On August 4, 1896, the Aexican
minister, Mr. Romero, addresse¢ a b{l;'otest to the American Secretar
of State against the activities of t company, on the ground that it
wonld be useless to build an international dam at El I'aso in order to
secure to the Mexican landowners in the El Paso Valley their prior
water rights, if the English company at Elephant Butte was to be
permitted to appropriate all the water In the river. (8. Doec. 229,
O5th Cong., 2d sess., pp. 2, 8.) The Secretary of Btate referred this
protest to me, August 8, 1896, requesting my suggestions (8. Doc. 220,
B65th Cong., 2d sess., p. 11) ; and on November 17, 1896, as soon as the
investlxnﬁons of the joint commission, regarding the amount of water

taken from the Rio. Grande in the United States, and the former flow
of the river, had been sufficiently completed, I made a report to the
effect ﬂlﬂ_t there wis not sufficient water to supply the projected dam
of the English company, and the pro International dam at El
Paso, and therefore recommended that * if practicable the approval of
the reservoir of the Rio Grande Land & Irr! gation Co. (Ltd.), at Ele-
phant Butte, be canceled or withdrawn, and, if not racticable to
cancel or withdraw fhe same, that such executive or legislative re-
striction be placed upon it as to prohibit it from using any part of the
Eglvgwofm E}e .g‘;eer to m’fhleh l:;l’lllf Il}nhnbitants of either bank of the river

? re a prlor rf 4, i . O 5
Coim"g ;f iy E{.) y appropriation (8. Doe. 220, 55th

‘urther correspondence Letween the Departments of State, Interlor,
the War Department, and the Attorney General resulted in su'f lneing'
Instituted In the Federal eonrts by Attorney General McKenna to
restrain the building of the dam by the English company. These pro-
ceedings were instituted upon the theory that the construction of the

roposed dam at Elephant Butte, N, Mvex.. would Impalr the naviga-
iility of the Rio Grande In violation of the stalutes of the United
States and our treaties with Mexico. In the course of these proceed-
ings I gave my festlmong under oath, like any other witness, on behalf
of the Goyernment The case went to the Supreme Court of the
United States three times. The first time it was argued for the Gov-
ernment by Attorney General Griggs in person: the second time. under
Mr. Knox as Attorney General, it was argued by Mr. M. C. Burch:
and the third time by the late Solicitor General, Mr. Bowers (Mr,
Wickersham being Attorney General). The litigatlon was finally termi-
nated by a decree in favor of the Government, the unanimous opinlon
of the court being read by Mr, Justice Harlan (Mr. Justice McKenna
not participating in the consideration or determination of the case).
t2}‘5 dU. S..Sgﬂfi.t )

nd yet Senator TROMAS regards the institution and prosecution of
this suit as the result of a * conspiracy ' (RECORD, p. 63‘313]. In which
of course, I am chief conspirator; qualifies Secretary Olney's conduct
in this c.?nnectiun in * ignoring ™ an opinion of Aitorut;y General Har-
mon as ' the most sinister feature of all the sinister features of this
affair from its beginning to its end " (REcomp, p. H343); complaing
that “ between the time of the bringing of this sult and its first termi-
u.at!on by the conrt below the President of the United States and his
Cabinet were fully sdvised of its purposes, the absence of its equities,
and the effect of the suit, If suceessful, upon agricultural conditions in
that section of the country " (RECORD, p. §345); and finully says, in
spenking of the decision of the Supreme Court of the Unifed States
enjoining the defendant company because it had falled to complete its
work within the five-year period provided by the statute, that * the
decree was as unjast as the sunit. It was founded upon a falsehood,
gggr %he decree was consistent with its foundation.” (Recokp, p.
h e

Furthermore, Senator TroMas asserts that * the United States Gov-
ernment finally and reloctantly eonceded that its proceeding against
the Rio Grande Dam & Navigation Co. was a persecuflon and not a
prosecution ; that its cause of action was a pretense, and its final judg-
ment a great wrong, and so it has agreed to reimburse those who
financed the enterprise to the extent of {he money Invested.” (Rrcorp,
p. 5350 see also RECORD, D. 5280.1] But the Senator appears to be in
error, 'The United States has declined to recognize that there is any
merit in the company’s elalm, and the claim of the English company
is one of those which have been referred to arbitration under the con-
vention between the United States and Great Britain of August 18,
1010, for the arbitration of pecuniary cinims, and is therefore now
pending before the arbitral court for settlement. The Impropriety,
under these circumstances, of Senator THOMAS’S remarks, In so far as
th? relate to this care, would seem too obvious for comment.

o far as the treaty of 1906 for the equitable distribution of the
waters of the Rio Grande is concerned, Senator THoMAS Is absolutely
mistaken in thinking that I had anything te do with it. During
I'resident Roosevell’'s administration the matfer of the equitable dis-
tribution of the waters of the Rlo Grande was placed in the hands of
the Reclamation Bervice, under Dr. Newell. To the best of my recol-
lection, 1 mever was consuited br anyone, officially, regarding that
treaty, and had no knowledge of its terms until after it was ratified
and promulgated and I saw it in the press. In fact, the treaty was a
great disappointment to me in that it abandoned the international dam
at El Paso, which I had always advocated, in favor of a site which I
did not believe was adapted to furnishing to the Mexican landowners
in the El Paso Valley the ‘water to which I hayve always thought they
were entitled by virtoe of thelr prior rights. If I could bring myself
to regard an attack by any responsible man upon my personal and
official honor as other than serions, I could not bhut regard it as a
humorous circumstance to be charged with being the * Mephisto™ of
a treaty which I first saw in the newspapers.

Toward the close of the Benator's speech (Recomp, p. 5280) he
states that If he is * correetly informed,” 1 * disbursed and controlled "
the $50,000 apprepriation for the Chamizal arbitration; and he there-
upon proveeds to criticize (most unjustly, as I am advised) an item
of expenditure out of this appropriation. The Senator has not heen
correctly informed. I neither disbursed nor controlled this appropria-
tion nor a single 1pelm thereof. 1 may add that all of my disburse-
ments, something like $500,000 of Govercment money, have passed the
scrutiny of the proper accounting officers of the Government, and that
no act of mine during my incumbency of over 20 years as boundary
commissioner has been disappproved by my superiors.

1 have served in the Regular Army over 55 years. the past 20 years'
service with the Boundary Commission belng as an officer of the Army,
with pay and allowance as such, under a joint resolution of December
12, 1£D;¥. 1 was appointed by Secretary Gresham as the first inter-
national boundary commissioner under the treaty of 1889 with Mexico,
and have served in that capacity continuously ever since to the satis-
faction of the department under Secretaries Gresham, Olney, Sherman
Day, Hay, Root, Bacon, and Knox. I am now assailed by a Unit
Btates Senator, acting under the high responsibllity and privilege of
his office, in 2 two days’' speech on the floor of the Benate and accused
repeatedly, both directly and indirectly, slbeit always in terms as vague
as they are reckless, of dishonesty In the discharge of my official duties,
I am challenged either to * vindicate the integrity of his [my] conduct
or receive the Indignant but merited condemnation of h t men .
everywhere."”

1 assert the absolute honesty and integrity of each and every one «f
my official and personal acts and stand ready at all times to vindicaie
my integrity before any ccmpetent tribunal.

Very respectfully,
AXSON MILLS,

Mezican Boundary Commissioner and Disbursing Officer,
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WAR DEPARTMENT,
ADJUTANT GEXNERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, February 24, 1897.

Statement of the military service of Anson Mills, of the United
Btates Army, compiled from the records of this office.

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy, July 1,
18544, to February 18, 1857,

He was appointed—

First lieutenant. Eighteenth Infantry, May 14, 1861,

Captain, April 27, 1863.

Transferred to Third Cavalry, Januvary 1, 1871.

Major, Tenth Cavalry, April 4, 1878.

Lientenant colonel, Fourth Cavalry, March 25, 1800,

("olonel, Third Cavalry, August 16, 1802,

He was brevetted captain, Decembher 31, 1862, for gallant and
meritorious services in the Battle of Murfreesboro, Tenn.; major, Sep-
tember 1, 1864, for gallant and meritorious services in the Battle of
Chickamanesa, Ga., and during the Atlanta campaign : lientenant colonel,
December 16, 1864, for gallant and meritorious services in the Battle
of Nashville, Tenn. ; and colonel, February 27. 1880, for gallant services
in action against Indians, at Slim Buttes, Dak., September 9, 1876.

SERVICE.

He was on recruiting service July 10, 1861, to February 17, 1862,
with regiment in Army of the Ohio, and Denartment of the Cumber-
land, to October 22, 1864, and acting insp  or general, district of
¥towah, to February 25, 1865. He participated  in the siege of
Corinth, April 29 to June 5, 1862; Battles of Perryville, Ky., October
8. 1862. Murfrecsboro, Tenn., December 26, 1862, to January 5, 1863 ;
Hoovers Gap, Tenun., Tune 25 and 26, 1883; Chickamauga, Ga., Sep-
tember 19 and 20, 1863 ;: slege of Chattanooga, Tenn., September 21
to November 4, 1863 ; Misslonary Ridge, Tenn., Noyvember 24 and 2D,
1863 ; Tunnel Hill, Ga.. Februoary 23 and 24, 1864; Buszzards Roost,
Ga., February 25 and 26, 1864 ; Atlanta campaign, May.3 to September
8, 1864 ; Resaca, Ga., ,Ma{‘ 13 to 15, 1864 : Dallas, Ga.. May 24 to
June 5, 1864 : New Ho hurech, Ga., May 20 to 31, 1884 : Kenesaw
Mountain, June 22 to July 3, 1864 ; Neal Dow Station, July 4, 1864 ;
Peach Tree Creek, Ga., July 20, 1864, where be was slightly wounded;
Utoy Creek, Ga., August 7, 1864 ; Jonesboro, Ga., September 1, 1864;
and Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864,

He was on . recruiting service from February 25, 1865, to Novem-
ber 15. 1885, when he rejoined his regiment and served with It in
Kansas to March, 18386 : on leave to October, 1866 ; (member of Board
of Visitors at United States Military Academy In June, 1866;) with
regiment at Fort Bridger. Wyo., to Oectober. 1887, and at Fort Fetter-
man., Wyo. to May 10, 1868 on leave to July 10, 1868, with regiment
at Fort Sed'j?wick. Colo., to April, 1869; and in Georgia and South
Carolina to January 15, 1871. =

He jolned the Third Cavalry, April 15, 1871, and served with it in
Arizona to December 1, 1871. :

He commanded his troop at Fort McPherson, Nebr.,, January 17 to
May 1, 1872; at North Platte, Nebr. (on leave December 2, 1872, to
March 9, 1873), to August 13, 1874; in the field commanding- the
Bizg Horn expedition to October 13, 1874: on leave to January 18,
1875; commanding froop. and t of North Platte, Nebr.,, to April
14, 1875; at Camp Sheridan, Nebr., to November 20, 1875; at Fort
D. A, Russell, Wyo. (in field February 21 to April 26. 1876, being
engaged In action agaipst Indians at, Little Powder River, Mont,
Mareh 17, 1876), te May 18, 1876 ; commanding batialion of regiment
in the field on expedition against hostile Indians to October 24, 1876
being engaged against them at Tongue River, Mont,, June 9, at Rosebnd
River, Mont., June 17, and at Slim Buttes, Dak.,, Beptember 9, 1878
{where he comsmndué): commanding his troop at Camp. Sheridan,
Nebr.,, November, 1876, to May 21, 1877, and on leave of absence to
February 27, 1878: on duty in Paris, France, with the United States
commissioner, Paris Exposition, to November, 1878; and on delay to
Alarech, 1879, 4

He jolned the Tenth Cavalry April 11, 1879, and served with regl-
ment in Texas (on leave March 23 to June 30, 1880, and Ar gust 26,
1880, to March 21, '1881) to May 21, 1881; commanding battalion of
regimenft at Fort 8ill, Ind. T., to Navember. 1881 ; on duty.at Fort
Concho, Tex., to July, 1882; at Fort Davis, Tex. (on leave October 26,
1R83, to- January 2, 1884), to April 1, 1885; commanding post of
Fort Thomag. Ariz., to Aueust 28, 1R86: on leave to March 27, 1887;
on duty at Fort Grant. Ariz., being frequently in field to September 24,
1888 ; on sick leave to May, 1889, on duty at Fort Bliss, Tex., assisting
officers of the Interior Department in surveys (before congressional
comnfittee in this eity Januarv to March, 1800) to April 2, 1800; and
on _leave and nnder orders to July. 1890,

He joined the Fourth Cavalry July 13, 1890, and served at the Pre-
sidio, of San Franeisco, Cal., to October 31, 1801 : commanding regiment
and post of Fort Walla Walla, Wash., to Febroary 11, 1893,

He Jjoined the Third Cavalry February 28, 1803, and commanded it
and the nost of Fort Mcintosh, Tex.. to June 21, 1893, and the post
of Fort Reno, Okla., to August 12. 1893 ; on leave to October 28, 1893,
and since then on duty as commissioner of the United States Inter-
national Boundary Commission of the United States and Mexico.

(Signed) Geo. D. RuceLes, Adjutant General,

ADDITION TO THE RECORD OF COL. ANSON MILLS, UNITED STATES ARMY, NOT
INCLUDED IN THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S CERTIFICATE OF MILITARY SERVICE.

He left West Point in 1857, went to the fronmtier of Texas, and en-
gaged in engineering and land surveying: lald out the first plan of
the eity of El Paso; in 1859 was surveyor to the boundary cominis-
sfon establishing tbe boundary between New Mexico, Tndian Territory,
and Texas : in February, 1861, on submission to the popular vote of the
Btate of Texas the question of * geparation” or * no separation,” he
cast one of the lonely two votes in the county of El Paso agalnst
separation t» 985 for separation: in March, 1861, he abandoued the
State, going to Washington, and thera joined the military organization
known as the * Casslus M. Clay Guards.” quartered, armed, and e%ui ped
by the United States Government, and served. there protecting eral
officers and property, until relieved by volunteer forces ealled out by the
President. On May 14, 1861, was appointed first lieutenant Eighteenth
Infantry on the following recommendation from the then first class at
the Military Academy :

UNITED: STATES MILITARY ACADEMY,
West Point, N. Y., April 36, 1861.
LORENZO THOMAS, .
Adjutant General, Washington, D. O.

Dear Bie: We, the undersigned, members of the first class at the
TUnited States Milj*ary Aeademy, respectfully recommend to your favor-

able consideration the claims of Mr. Anson Mills, an applicant for a
commission as second lieutenant in the United States Army.

Mr. Mills was formerly a member for nearly two years of the class
preceding ours, when he resigned. -

During that time his habits and character conformed to the sirictest
military propriety and discipline, and we feel assured that he would be
an hopor to the service, and that its Interests would be promoted by
his appointment,

Respectfully submitted.

James . ', McQuesten, Chas. B, Hazlett, Henry B, Noble,
Francis A, Davies. John 1. Rogers, J. W. Barlow, W. A.
Elderkin, A. R. Chambliss. Emory Upton. Eugene B.
Beaumont. J. Ford Kent. J. 8. Poland. Addelbert Ames,
A. Bufiington, C. E. Patterson, Leonard Martin,
Sheldon Sturgeon. Wricht Rives. Chas. C. Campbell,
M. F, Watson, Ohlo F. Rice, Erskene Gittings, Frank!in
Howard, Chas. Henry Gibson. J. H. Simper. H. A.
Dupont, J. Benson Williams, Chas. M. K. Leoser. R. L,
Eastman, Leroy L, Japes, Guy V. Henrg. N. W. Henry,
John Adair. jr.. Judson Kilpatrick. 8. 0. Sokalski,
Samuel N, Benjamin, J. B Rawles, L. G. Hoxton.

During the four years of the war he was never absent, either on
leave or from sickness, and was present in all of the engagements of
Lis regiment. -

Fox's " Reg'mental Losses" states, on page 3. that his regimeni—
Eighteenth Infantry—lost more in killed and mortally wounded than
any other reziment in the Regular Army, and that his company—H
First Battalion (p. 420)—Ilost more in killed and mortally wounde
than any company in his regiment.

Ha invented the woven cartridge belt (and loom for manufacture),
gow adopted and exclusively used by the Army and Navy of the United

tates,
He stands No. 24 cn the lineal list of 71 colonels in the Army.
Private resolution No. 1.

Joint resolntion rmitting Anson Mills, colonel of Third Regiment
United States Cavalry, to accept and exercise the functions of bound-
ary commissioner on the part of the United States.

Resolved, etc., That Anson Mills, colonel Third Regiment United
States Cavalry, having been nominated by the President and confirmed
h?v the Senate as a commissioner of the United Btates under the conven-
tion between the United States of America and the United Btates of
Mexico concluded and signed by the contracting parties at the city of
Washington March 1. 1880, is hereby permitted to accept and exercise
the functions of said office of commissioner : Provided, Sald officer shall
continue to receive his emoluments in pay and allowances as colonel
in the Army while holding said office of commissioner the same as he
would receive were he performing such duty under mlilitary orders, and
no_other or additional pay or emoluments for his services as such com-
missioner.

Approved, December 12, 1833.

BTATUE OF GEORGE WASHINGTON GLICK.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no resolutions
coming over from a former day, morning business is closed.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of House bill 17824, being the general defi-
cieney appropriation. bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will eall the at-
tention of the Senator from Virginia to the fact that, by a reso-
lution heretofore adopted, exercises appropriate to the accept-
ance of a statue of George Washington Glick were to take place
immediately after the completion of the routine morning busi-
ness to-day.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Chair that I
make the motion with the consent of the junior Senator from
Kansas [Mr. THoMpsoN] that the bill to which I refer shall be
now considered.

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the junior Senator from
Kansas make the request that the order be temporarily laid
aside?

Mr. BRISTOW. How long will the bill moved by the Senator
from Virginia take? I do not want delay.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The bill perhaps will not take 30
minutes. There is no controverted matter in the bill.

Mr. BRISTOW. Why not wait until the regular order is dis-
posed of?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Very well. I spoke to the junior
Senator from Kansas, and my request was agreeable to him;
but if the Senators from Kansas can not agree about the matter,
I will withhold it

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
[Mr. Bristow] having objected fo the request of the Senator
from Virginia, the regular order will be the exercises appropri-
ate to the reception and acceptance of the statue of George
Washington Glick from the State of Kansas.

Mr. THOMPSON: Mr. President, I present a letter from the
governor of Kansas and ask that it may be read. !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,
the Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

STATE OF KANSAS, GEORGE H. HODGES, GOYERNOR,
- Topeka, June 29, 191}
To the Bcaate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

GENTLEMEN : Among the many distinguished Kapsans who have pa-
triotically devoted their lives to the service of Lhe State, helped make
its splendid history, promoted its material %ru\vth and prosperity, and
marched in the forefront of the van of spiritual and social progress,
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there is no man who ranks higher than its one-time governor, the late
“QGeorge W, Glick,

Grateful for his eminent services and proud of his history and at-
tainments In behalf of the State. the lecislature. at its reenlar seszion
of 1913, adopted a concurrent resolution and made an appropriation for
the purchase of a suitabie statue, us a tribute to-his memory, to be
placed In Statuary Hall, whers the Natlon bas nted to his people
the privileze of placing it. This rare privilege Is gratefully aceepted
by tEe State of Kansas. and fbe statue, done in imperishahle marble,
is now ready for acceptance by the Government; aml. in behalf of the
Lezislature of Kensas and of the people I represent, I here avail myself
of the honor nnd pleasure of presenting it to the peonle of the United
States and their Representatives in Congress assembled.

Respectfully, yo
v b Grorce H. Hobors, Governor.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, I submit a concurrent reso-
Iution, and ask that it may be read and considered at this

time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senntor from Kansas
introduces a concurrent resolution, which the Secretary will
read. ;

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.
28), as follows:

Resalred by the Senate (the Ieuse of Represcntatives conowrring).
That the statue of George Washington Glick, presented by the State of
Kansas to be placed in Statuary Hall, is accepted in the name of the
United States. and that the thanks of Congress he tendered the State
for the contributirn of the statue of one of its most eminent citizens,
illu=triona for his distingoished civie services.

Second. That a copy of these resolutions, snitably engrossed and
dxt;l!y authenticated, be transmitted to the governor of the State of

TSAR,

The Sennte, by nnanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
concurrent resolvtion.

Mr. THOMPSON. T present a communication from Hon.
Roeeer L. OwWEN, senior Senator from the State of Oklahoma,
and ask that it msy be read by the Secretary.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senafor from Kansas
resents a eommunnication, which he asks may be read by the
retary. Unless there is objection, that will be the order.

The Secretary read as follows:

[Cablegram.]

Hon, WiLLiaM H., THOMPSON,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.:

1 greatly resret my inability to he with yom to-day. T especially
desire to pay my great respect for Gov, Glick in person. He was an
honor to the great State of Tansas. His uprizht, usefnl life. his great
intecrity, and his patriotic devotion to the public interest will always
remain a model and an inspiration to the vonth of Kansas and our
whele conntry, May his splendid example be forever perpetuated by the
nohle monnment which vou to day erect fn the National Capitol,

My sympathy and good wishes are with you. Extremely sorry I am
prevented being present,

Jony 18, 1014,

Roserr L. OWEN,

Mr. THOMPSON. T also present a telegram from Representa-
tive Georce A. NEELEY, of the seventh district of Kansas, which
I ask mny be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communieation will be
read, unless there is objection. The Chair hears none, and the
Secretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows:

[Telegram.]
HurcHaiNsoN, Eaxs,, July 18, 191},
Senator W, H. Twoumrsox, Washingtun, D. 0.2
Matters over which 1 have po control deprive me of the pleasure of
being present at the pruceedings in Congress npon the aceeptance of
the statue to the memery of the late Gov, Georze W. Glick. Time has
only tended to maznify the splendid qualities that made him the fore-
most Kansan of his day. and it is Indeed a8 happy day for the people
of our Btate, irrespeciive of party. that this remembrance of his life,
service, and activities Is to be thus recognized.
GroraE A, NEELEY.

Mr. THOMPSON. I also present and ask to have read a tele-
gram just received from Hon. B. P. Waggener, of Atchison,
Kans,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,
the Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

[Telegram.}
ArcHisoN, EKaxs., July 18, 191}
Hon, W. H. THOMPSOX,
United Stutex Benate, Washington, D, O.:

As member of legislature for many years and as chief exeeuntive of
Kansas, ﬂeorﬁe W, Glick accomplished more for State than any of her
public men. While he was not a brilllant orator be was a constructive
statesman, and Kansas honors herself by perpetuating li!s memory.

. WauaeNER,
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, the statutes of the United
States provide:

The President 18 anthorized to invite all the States to provide and
furnish statues In marble or bronze not exceeding two In number for
esrch State of deceased persons who have been citizens thereof and
flinsiripns for their historic repown or for distinguished civie or
military services, such as cach State may deem to he worthy of this
national commemoration, and when so furnished the same shall be

placed in the old Hall of the House of Representatives in the Capitol
of the United States, which is set apart, or so much theseof as mn{
‘;‘!:&‘.‘!mfu as a4 pational statunary hall for the purpose herein indil-

This proceeding, therefore, involves two propositions: First,
the presentation by the State of Kansas to the United States of
a marble statue of the late George Washington Glick ; and. sec-
ond, the formal acceptance of that statue by the Congress of
the United States.

Sir William Jones, the noted English lingnist and jurist,
furnished to the literature of the world the following beautiful
sentiment in verse:

What constitutes a State?

Not high-ralsed battiement or labored mound,

_Thick wall or moated gate;

Not citles proud with spires and turrets crowned;
Not bays and broad-armed ports

Where, laughing at the storm, rich navies ride;
Not starred and spanzied covrts

Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride.
No! Men, high-minded men.

With powers as fur above dull brutes endued
In forest hrake, or den,

As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rude,
Men who their duties know,

But know thelr rizhts. nnd, knowlng, dare malntain,
Prevent the long-aimed blow,

And ernsh the tyrant while they rend the chaln,
Theze constitute a State,

And sovereign law, that State's collected will,
O'er thrones and clobes elate,

Sits empress, crowning good, repressing flL

Somner said: “The true grandeur of nations is in those
gunalities which ennstitute the greatness of the individual,”

The canses which shape the fortnnes of individnals and the
destinies of nations are substantially the same. That nation is
the greatest which produces the most noble men and faithful
women., It has frequently been demonstrated in baftle that
success does not depend so much npon the number of men and
guns as it does upon the character of the men behind the guns.
The principal elements of snceess in life consist in innate ca-
pacity and pronounced determination fo excel. Where either is
wanting, failure is almost certnin. It is therefore proper on
occasions like the present to make a study of successful lives,
to serve both as a source of information and as a stimulus and
encouragement to those who have the capacity to emulite
their example. Longfellow furnishes an important lesson iun
this connection in his expression, * We judge ourselves by what
we feel eapable of doing, while we judge others by what they
have already done.”

George Washington Glick. the ninth governor »f Kansas, was
born at Greeneastle, Falrfield County. Ohio. July 4. 1827. His
great-grandfather, Philip Glick, a Revolntionary soldier, was
one of five brothers who came to Pennsylvania from Germany.
His grand.ather, George Glick, served in the Var of 1812, as
did also his mother's father, Capt. George Sanders. Gov.
Glick's father, Isaae Glick. was a ma= of inflrence in the . m-
munity where he lived, who took an active inferest in State
and local polities, and held many pesitions of publie trust. His
mother, Mary Sanders, was of Scotch parentage, and a woman
of marked and lovabl chairacter. Both parents lived to a good
old age.

Gov. Glick was reared on his father’s farm nea. Fremont,
Ohio, and there acquired the habits of industry, economy, and
self-reliance that bave made his later life so successful. At
the age of 21 he entered the office of Buckland & Hayes as a
law student, and was admitted to the bar two years later at
Cincinnati by the supreme court. Rotherford B. Hayes one of
the members of this firm, afterwards became Presicent of the
United States. Gov. Glick begann the practice at Fremont and
soon won nn enviable reputation as a hard-working apd fujthful
lawyer. He fully sustaived this reputation after coming to
Kansas. Whatever else mny be said of the legal fraternity, it
can not be successfully denied that members of the bar have
been more prominent in public affairs than any other class of
citizens. Gov. Glick was a natural lender of men and conse-
quently began early in life to take a band in politics. When
but 31 years of age he was nominated for Cougress by the
Democraey of his district in Ohio. but declined to aceept the
nomination. The same year he was nominated for State sen-
ator and made the race against Gen. R. P. Buckland, his
former law preceptor. He was defeated, but ran 1,750 votes
ahead of his ticket.

Locating at Atchison in the spring of 1859. about the snme
time that Senator Ingalls also located there, he formed a
partnership with Hon, Alfred G. Otis, who afterwards became
a prominent judge of the State, which partnership lasted until
1874, when an affection of the throat compelled him to re-
linquish the active practice of the law. This firm scon became
one of the best law firms in the State. Hon. Balle P. Waggener,
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of Atchison, the present general attorney for the Missouri Pa-
cific Railway Co., and oue of the most prominent Democrats of
Kansas, and whose sixty-seventh birthday is being celebrated
to-day, read law in this office when he was a young man and was
admitted to the bar from this irm. Mr. Waggener is also the
author of the resolution for the presentation of the Glick statue
to the Nation, which as State senator he introduced in the last
legislature. Gov. Glick soon took a leading place at the Kansas
bar. His practice extended throughout all the courts. and he
was a salaried attorney for two railroads and a number of large
business concerns. His fees were often very large, but at the
same time he did much legal work for the poorer settlers with-
out compensation, and he never willingly saw a man sent out of
court without a hearing because he was unable to pay a lawyer.
At the bar he won marked prestige by reason of his thorough
understanding of the law and his constant devotion to his
clients’ interests. He prepared his cases with precision and
exactness, studied the question at issue from every conceivable
standpeint, and was thus ready to meet not only the expected
but also the unexpected,” which happens so frequently in the
courts,

Notwithstanding he was an active Democrat and lived on the
Missouri River in close proximity to the State of Missouri, he
was an uncompromising free-State man, and was perbaps as
much responsible for the State enlisting in the free-State ecaunse
as any other person. He helped to prepare and adopt the con-
stitution upon which the State of Kansas was admitted to the
Union. He served in the first legislature and again and again
in following legislatures until the policy of the State was firmly
established. He was elected by the Democrats to the Kansas
Legislature in 1862, without opposition, something unprece-
dented in that Republican State in those days. He was re-
elected by the Democrats against strong Republican opposition
in an overwhelmingly Republican district in 1863, 1864, 1865.
1866, 1868, 1876, and 1882, serving almost constantly for 18
years, giving him the longest service in the Kansas Legislature
of any man in either political party.

During his long and active service as a legislator he intro-
duced and secured the passage of many needed and important
laws that have fixed and settled the policy of the State on many
matters of vast interest, and that have stood the test of time
and experience. Mr. Glick in 1863 prepared and secured the
passage of the first law in Kansas regulating the rate of interest
on money, changing the then prevailing rates of from 5 and 3 per
cent per month to 10 per cent per annum, with penalties for ex-
acting usury. Also the first law relating to marriage, and pro-
viding for a record of the same, making it easy to prove the
marringe and to establish the legitimacy of children and the
title to property belonging to heirs. This law, passed in 1863,
lhis been amended, but the original reguirements of a license
and a record of the marriage have not been changed. The
occupying-claimant law, the law relating to wills, and the
mechanics’ lien law, with many others passed in the early
gixties, that have stood the fest of time and extended by amend-
ments to conform to changed conditions, but not changing their
theory or purpose, are now part of the settled policy of the
State. Gov. Glick, as chairman of the judiciary committee, in
18068, In revising the laws, prepared and secured the adoption of
sections 5046 and 5047 of the civil code. which have had a most
important bearing on the proceedings of the supreme court.

Section 5046 provides that in all cases decided by the supreme
court it shall be the duty of the judges of the supreme court
to prepare and file with the papers of the case the opinion of
the court upon the questions of law arising in the case before
any mandate shall issue to the court below,

Section 5047 provides that the judge writing the opinion of the
court shall prepare a syllabus of the points of law decided in the
case, and file the same with the papers in the case, and in all cases
a copy of the syllabus must accompany the mandate to the court
below. Previous to the adoption of those two sections of the codes
in more than half of the cases tried and decided by the supreme
court no opinions were filed, and litigants never knew on what
grounds the cases were decided; and the lower courts, when
‘cases were reversed, were left in ignorance of the reasons for
reversal. These amendments fo the code met with the universal
indorsement of the bar of the State, and Gov. Glick received
many thanks from distriet judges and members of the bar com-
mending his acts in securing the passage of these statutes.

In 1876 Gov. Glick was made speaker pro tempore of the
house of representatives, although that body was strongly Re-
publican. As a presiding officer he proved eminently fair and
an expert parliamentarian. During his years in the legislature
he was recognized as one of its strongest members. He wag a
_ready debater and on the alert to detect all schemes aimed at
the public treasury or at the rights and liberties of the people,

and knew the full meaning and import of every bill passed. He
was at the head of the judiciary and other important commit-
tees, and to him is largely due the eredit for the complete and
successful revision of the laws of Kansas made by the judiciary
committee in 1868,

He was a delegate to the Democratic national conventions in
1856, 1368, 1884, and 1802. He was the choice of the Kansas
Democracy in 1884 for Vice President, and the Kansas delega-
tion in the Democratic national convention at Chieago that year
presented his name to the convention as its candidate for Vice
gre:.ident after the nomination of Grover Cleveland for Presl-

ent,

He was nominated for governor in 1868 and made the race in
obedience to his party’s call, although his defeat was inevitable.
In 1882 he was again the unanimous choice of his party for gov-
ernor and made a memorable campaign, and, though fighting
against great odds, among them being a Republican majority of
over 52,000, he defeated that distingnished Republican and Pro-
hibitionist, John P. St. John, by 8079 votes. The campaign of
1882 was an extremely lively contest. It was the first political
campaign that I ever became interested in. My father, John F.
Thompson, made his first political race in Kansas on the Demo-
cratic ticket for probate judge of Nemaha County, and I was
naturally interested in the outcome, although only a mere boy.
I remember especially the activity of Gov. Glick in that cam-
paign. I learned from him at that time my first lesson in poli~
tics. He made a personal campaign, speaking in practically
every county in the State, and when the votes were counted he
had overcome the fifty-odd thousand Republican majority. Gov.
Glick was the only Democrat elected on the State ticket in
1882, Gov. Glick was our first and only Demoeratic governor
until the present administration, and our present governor was
also the only Democrat elected on the State ticket in 1912,

While in the election of 1882 the resubmission question cut
some figure in the contest, as prohibition had only recently been
adopted in the State, and most people who were opposed to the
amendment at that time, regardless of political affiliations,
naturally voted the Democratic ticket, yet, after all, the fight
against the third term for St. John was really the controlling
factor that brought success to the Democrats. No one in
any party has ever been elected for a third term for gov-
ernor in Kansas, and very few men have been elected for a
third term to any office. TResubmission, when submitted
alone, has always been defeated, and always will be. Re-
submission was like a millstone around the neck of the Demo-
cratic Party so long as it gave encouragement to this is-
sue. General success never came to the party on principle
until it freed itself of this burden. None of the old recognized
leaders of the party now stands for resubmission. In faect, none
of the leaders of any of the political parties now advoecates it
It is a dead issue in Kansas, except to only a few politicians
who refuse to recognize the settled policy of the State in this
regard, and who occasionally attempt to resurrect it simply to
cause trouble. Although the resubmnissionists claimed to have
elected Goy. Glick, their cause never received any considera-
tion or encouragement during his administration, and before he
died, like David Overmyer and other former great leaders, he
repudiated the doctrine.

Gov. Glick was inaugurated January 8, 1883, and his
administration was marked by dignity, intelligence, and a care-
ful and discreet management of the material and financial in- °
terests of the State. His long experience as a legislator gave
him an intimate knowledge of the State's needs, and many
valuable reform measures recommended in his message to the
legislature were accomplished. He entered an earnest protest
against the burdens imposed upon the agricultural classes by
the railroads, and asked that legislation be enacted to prevent
these exactions. A law creating a railroad commission and
embodying substantially a = the improvements asked by bhim
was passed and proved of great benefit to the people of the
State.

Among other measures suggested by him and adopted by the
legislature may be cited the first good-roads law enacted by
the State; more just and equitable assessment laws for taxa-
tion; the establishment of a live-stock sanitary commission,
with a State veterinary surgeon; and laws providing for the
better care of public money, since the adoption of which not
one dollar has been lost to the State.

A wise economy without stinginess marked his management
of the State’s finances, and the various educational and char-
itable institutions of the State were admirakly cared for. He
was renominated for governor In 1834, but was defeated by
Col. John A. Martin, also of Atchison, although running 15,000
votes ahead of his ticket.
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In 1835 he was appointed by President Cleveland pension
ngent at Topeka, and so satisfactorily discharged these duties
that he was reappointed without solicitation on his part when
Mr. Cleveland again came into office. During Gov. Glick's two
terms ns pension agent nt the Topeka agency he received over
$S7.000.000. which he disbursed to ex-soldiers, and holds the
Government’s acknowledgment for the faithful disbursement of
that large sum without the loss of one eent to the Government
or fo the old soldiers. Among those who served as employees
ander Gov. Glick while pension agent there are still employed
in the Pension Burean in this city 15 men. who bhave con-
tributed the following statement for these proceedings, which I
am pleased to present:

We found in that closer relationship of employer and employee all
he demanded, as the one In charge of this important Government posi-
tion, was faithful, earnest. and honest endeavor to do and pn’!orm
all dutirs assigned vs the same as wounld be expected of ns in any
other field of Yuman activity, He demanded the same requirements In
Bub!ir service as in private life. Te exacted no more and was satis-

ed with neo less, # insisted upon faithfniness In the performance
of duty. He was deridedly averse to suhterfuge, unmoved by fattery,
and ohservant of the absomte rizhts of others. An unrelenting foe
to unfaithfulness he ever admired fidelity of purpose, homesty of en-
deavor, and wuprightness of condnet, Whether in private, publie, or
official life, be believed the same rules should be consclentiously upﬂlied-
Officially or privately he was easily ag;murhshle, listened with inter-
est, advised with candor, and judeced with mprc‘vﬂ.

With the exeeptim of his immediate nassociates dnring the Civil
War snd perhaps a very few close friends in his social. public. or political
life. it was not gencrally known that he served in an hnmble station
during the Civil War. Still fewer of his Immediate friends knew that
be was wounded during his service. Ingniry of one of his closest
friends, an important appointee during his ferm as governor of the
Btate broncht an emphatic denlal of his service, because. as he said.
*“Had the governor been a soldier he would certainly have told me.

Men whro campalened with him when such a statement would
have larcely benefited his chances made ne clalm along that line, be-
cause they did not know it He was decidedly averse to makinz use

of this fact. even for pelltical gain. That he took thls course Is
characteristie of the man  Experience and observation have shown that

fenezth of serviee Is of far lesz importance than the fact of service.
His conntry called : he oheyed the eall. served the term required by the
Government. was in a battle, received wounds, and when discharzed
retired o civil life. as did thonsands of others. to resume the oblige-
tions, duties, and labors of citizenship.
Guy 0. Taylor, disbursing clerk for the payment of pen-
sloms: Cass Carr, John Hovenden Lawrence A, Me
Donnld, Mark P. Mfer., Emmett Turner. Leonard 8.
Fortime, Isanc D. Huntsherger, 0. B. Martin. C. D.
Nirhols, J. P. Wilson Samuel C. Garrard. Rufus G.
: Eess'er, E. E. Miller, William H. Ruff.

For 30 years Gov. Glick was engaged in farming. He was the
owner of a valuable tract of land of about 640 acres 4 miles
west of the city of Atchison, and there he sunecessfully earried
on stock raising. making a specialty of breeding shorthorn
cattle. A number of times be paid as high as $1.000 for a single
head. and among stock denlers be obtained a wide reputation,
shipping cattle all over the United States. He was a clos:
personal and political friend of Semator Willlam A. Harris,
who distinguished bimself in this body. They had many things
in common. and were especially mutually interested in high-
grade stock and intensive farming.

He was one of the organizers of the State board of agri-
culture. and served several terms as its president, and at the
time of his denth was still a member. He was a member of
the Kansas Historical Society and its first vice president. He
was a ready and vigorous writer, and contribufed many val-
uable essays on agricnlture, stock raising. and kindred subjects
to various periodicals and public meetings. He was one of the
Kansas commissioners at the Centenninl in 1876 and a member
of the board of mnnagers at the Columbian Exposition in
1893. He was president of the Kansas hoard of managers at
gm Trans-Mississippi and International Exposition In 1898 at

maha.
~ Gov. Glick served in the Second Kansas Regiment under
Col. M. Quigg, and was in a number of engagements on the
border. He was wounded at the Battle of the Big Blue. He
enlisted as a soldier in the Mexican War, but peace was de-
clared before he saw active servicee He was a Mason, and
was one of the charter members of the Enights Templar Com-
mandery at Atchison.

Always an uncompromising Democrat, Gov. Glick hnd the
respect and esteem of Kansas people of all parties. His sa-
gucity and courage in treating publie guestions, his detesta-
tion of trickery, and his fuir treatment of all won and kept
him many loyal friends.

His Inflexible determination to make Kansas respected and
entitled to the respect of the Nation forced him into a position
of prominence and respousibility. His unswerving attitude
through all the changes and vicissitudes of the State made his
name a household word. TUntil the day of his death he repre-
sented in his own individoality the best histery sand sattain-
ments of the State of Kansas. More than to any other man is
due him the credit for the construction of the important rail-

roads of the State of Kansas. He was a charter member of
the Atchison, Topeka & Snnta Fe organization. which line
started from the city of Atchison, as its eastern terminus. He
helped to build up the farming industries of the State, and
was always consulfed in all matters of farming and stock
raising. His natural instinets were in barmony with an agri-
enltural region. He was the best representative of an agricul-
tural State,

Gov. Glick was married in 1857 to Elizabeth Ryder, of Mas-
sillon, Ohio, whose grace and dignity adorned his home and
added honor to his official life. Mrs. Glick still lives at Atchi-
son in comfort and happiness, enjoying the rewards of a well-
spent life. A son. Frederick H., and a danghter, Jennie, are the
fruits of this unlon. Gov. Glick died at his home April 13, 1011,
and was buried at Mount Vernon Cemetery, Atchison, Kuns.
Thns ended the earthly career of one of the ablest. most
active, and useful citizens who ever lived in Kansas, and whose
achievements are indelibly written npon the pages of history
of the State for more than a half century. It is therefore clear
that for his historic renown and distingnished civie services
he is in every way worthy of national commemoration by the
State. and it is entirely fitting and proper that his statne in
marble should be presented by the State of Kansas and ac-
grrit’ed by the Congress and placed in the National Statuary

all.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President. George W. Glick was a resi-
dent of Kansas for more than 50 years. He devoted much of
bis life to the promotion of the agricnltural interests of the
State. He was a genial, affable gentleman. who had attractive
social qualities and mnde many personal friends. His profes-
sional and political eareer was not conspicnons. He was a mem-
ber of the legislaiure of the State for many years, served on
the State board of agriculture. T believe, from its orgnnization
to the time of his death. and was governor for two years.

He was the only real Demoecrat ever elected governor of
Kansas, except the present incumbent of that office. L. D,
Lewelling and J. W. Leedy were elected governors over their
Republican competitors. but they were both Populists, and were
elected on a fusion ticket supported by the Populists and Demo-
crats. Mr. Glick was elected governor in 1882, defeating Gov,
John P. St. John, who was running for the third consecutive
term. During St. John's incumbency of the office the pro-
hibitory amendment to the constitntion was adopted. and he
began a vigorous crusade to enforee it. As a resnlt the antl-
prohibition Republienns bolted and veted for Glick, who had
been nominated by the Democrats on a strong antiprohibition
platform.

It is an interesting coincidence in Kansas history that Gov.
Gliek, the only avowed antiprohibitionist who has ever been
elected governor of Kansas since the prohibitory amendment
was adopted. is to be honered by the people of his State with a
statne in Statuary Hall, though the issue upon which he was
elected governor. that of opposition te the prohibitory amend-
ment, has passed away. [ have been told by friends of Gov.
Glick that before his death be admitted that prohibition had
been beneficial to Kansas. And the party which nominated
him and deuounced prohibition in the most violent terms has
now repudinted its antiprohibition declarations and at this
time is standing for the prohibitory law and its enforcement.
So that, in fact, Gov. Glick and the party which he represented
now admit that the issue apon which he wus elected governor
was a false one. The temporary victory which the [emocratic
Party won in the State by the election of Mr. Glick resulted
in no legislation adverse to the prohlbition law of the State.
In fact. the law hag grown sironger yenr by year, and ro-day
is more strongly intrenched in the minds of the people of
Kansas than at any time since it was adopted. 34 years ngo.

If I bad had a voice in the selecting of the second Kansan to
be commemorated by a stutue in the Natlonal Capitol. there are
many others that I would have chesen in preference to Gov.
Glick. But the legislature, upon whom the responsibility is lm-
posed. has made this choice. and I am glad to commend his good
gualities and personal virtues.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, for more than 25 years my home
was at Nevada, Vernon County, Mo., locnted in the southwestern
section of the State. Yernon County adjoins Bourbon County,
Kans.. of which Fort Seott is the county seat. These eities ure
about 20 miles apart. Fort Scott is the most important city in
southeastern Kansus, and Nevada is one of the most beautiful,
progressive, and important cities in southwestern Missouri.
Because of the proximity of these connties and cities the
people residing in them, respectively, were constantly breught
into intimate intercourse with each other. Years ago I had a
somewhat extensive aequaintance with the people of that part
of Kansas tributary to Fort Scott. Back in the seventies and
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eighties I participated, more or less, in political campaigns in
the Sunflower State, particularly in the southeastern section.
In the eampaign of 1882 George W. Glick was the Democratic
candidate for governor. 1 was complimented with an invitation
to deliver several addresses In support of the ticket of which
he was the head. and it was during that contest that I first
became acquainted with Mr. Glick. Mr. Glick was elected gov-
ernor in that somewhat memorable struggle. His victory was
the oceasion of great rejoicing among his political followers
throughout Kansas, heartily shared in by thousands of Mis-
sourians of his political faith, especially along the western
border of that State. I met him frequently afterwards, and
although I can not say that I ever knew him intimately, I did
know him well. He was a strong. virile, intellectual man, whose
heart was full of kindness and sympathetic regard for his
fellow men. He was broad minded and large hearted. He was
a typical man of the then new and rapidly expanding West. He
was one of the big men of Kansas—patriotic, clean in his life,
devoted to the higher duties of citizenship, and withal brave
and fearless,

He rendered numerous valuable services to his State and
country, and justly held a high place in public esteem. His
long and distinguished life was closed among the people to
whom he had become greatly endeared, and when he died his
countrymen felt that a great man had fallen.

Among the States that make up our Union, Kansas, because
of her exceptional history and marvelous development, stands
forth as somewhat unique and remarkable. She is one of the
great States of our federation, and for her the spirit of prom-
ise stands like a shining figure beckoring her onward. Gov.
Glick bore a conspicuous part as a builder in making Kansas
beautiful and great. It is well, therefore, that the people of
Kansas ghould honor the memory of this man who was so use-
ful to them and the country by giving him a place in Statnary
Hall among the mute marble images of so many of the great
sons of America.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, the home of Gov. Glick for many
years was within a few miles of Kansas City, where I reside.
It therefore happened that I had occasion to follow with some
degree of accuracy his career.

George W. Glick was a warrior on the battle fields of progress.
He was one of those men, all .00 rare, svho place principle above
popularity and subordinate private interests to the public weal.

For a half century he waged a desperate struggle on behalf
of the principles of a party bopelessly in the minority in his
home State. During at least 40 years of that time not a single
sta1r of hope illumined the dark horizon. His contention there-
fore was withont expectation of emolument or reward. No man
in Kansas could anticipate political preferment who marched
under the banner of Democracy. His fidelity through the long
years to that cause is certain proof that he found his inspira-
tion in duty.

In this long and desperate contest his spirits never flageged,

his zeal never abated. After each disaster his was the first
hand to raise the stricken banner from the dust. His voice rang
loud and clear as he rallied the secattered hosts. His valor
always inspired the hearts of others with courage. 8o he con-
tinued from early manhood until the day of his death to con-
tend for great principles the adoption of which he believed es-
sential to the welfare of the Republic. He saw those principles
grow in popularity and strength. He lived to witness the crys-
tallization into law of many reforms for which in the beginning
his voice resounded almost alone,
' It is eminently proper that the Federal Government unite with
Kansas in paying honor to the lofty citizenship of such a man.
It is to men of his fiber and character the country owes its on-
ward marech. Sincerity in public life, self-sacrifice, and high
courage are the qualities which in the end make up the sum of
human progress. It has been such architects ag George W. Glick
who have laid the foundation and erected the walls of the temple
of civilization.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, George W. Glick was a type
of the early westerner, the man who cast his fortunes and util-
ized his talents wpon the frontier in the stirring days when
there was a frontier. In those days the venturesome and the
ambitious were attracted by the El Dorado of the West, and,
obeying that instinet which has impelled the human race west-
wiard from the dawn of civilization, he entered upon a career
having its beginning in a rude western and uninhabited land
and its full fruition in its redemption from barbarism and its
occupation by the white man.

Gov. Glick was elected to the chief magistracy of the State
which he helped to found at a time when questions of internal
interest and importance had weakened the loyalty of the great
majority party to its ticket. He became conspicuous by rea-

son of the fact that he was the first Democratic governor of
the State of Kansas; but with the eyes of the country upon
him in consequence of that unigue circumstance, he bore the
burdens of his position with dignity and discharged its duties
with eminent sunccess.

It is altogether fit and proper, Mr. President, that the marble
effigy of snch a man should be the companion piece from the
State of Kansas of that of the great Senator, John J. Inzalls,
who was conspicnous for so many years in the Senate Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CrAarRg of Wyoming in the
chair). The question is on agreeing to the concurrent resolu-
tion submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. TroMrsox].

The concurrent resolution was unanimously agreed to.

DEFICIENCY APFROPRIATIONS.

Mr, MARTIN of Virginla. I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of House bill 17824, being the general defi-
cieney appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17824) mak-
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for
the fiscal year 1914 and for prior years, and for other purposes,
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations
with amendments,

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read
for amendment, the committee amendments to be first con-
sidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection—

Mr. BURTON. I take it that the House provisions of the
bill will not be read at all.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The House provisions of the bill
can be read. I did not ask to dispense with the reading of the
House provisions.

Mr. BURTON. How long would it take to read the provi-
sions of the bill as it comes from the other House? 1 should
like; as the bill has just come before us, to have those provi-
slons read.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not know how long it would
take; but if the Senator from Ohio wants to hear every word
of the bill read, of course, he can insist on that being done.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Virginia has simply asked
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I simply asked that the formal
reading be dispensed with.

Mr, BURTON. Will every item, including the House pro-
visions, be read?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. They will not. with my approval;
but if the Senator from Ohio so desires, that will be done. I
might just as well be frank about it; nobody pays any atten-
tion to the reading of every word of the bill; but if the Sensator
from Ohio desires to have every word of the bill read, it can be
done.

AMr. BURTON. Certainly; I can hardly understand the
restiveness of the Senator from Virginia in regard fo this.
Here is an appropriation bill reported last night and placed on
our desks this morning. It seems to me we should have an
opportunity to understand what is in it.

Mr, BRYAN. Mr, President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will
state it.

Mr. BRYAN. Does the request of the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. MagTin] preclude the reading of the bill? My nnderstand-
ing is that the bill will be read at his request.

. Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have not asked that the reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. BRYAN, The House text of the bill will have to be read
under the request of the Senator from Virginia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Chair may be per-
mitted, the understanding of the Chair is that it is the formal
reading of the bill which the Senator from Virginia asked might
be dispensed with.

Mr. BURTON. Well, then, the whole bill will be read?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. Is
there objection to the request of the Semator from Virginia?
The Chair hears none.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. ¢

The first amendment reported by the Commitiee ¢ 1+ Appropria-
tions was, under the head of “ Department of State,” on page 2,
after line 11, to insert:

To pay the Trans-Atlantic Fire Insurance Co., $0,500; Prassian
National Fire Jnsurance (o., $2.850: North German Fire Insurance
Co., $8,000; Hamburg-Bremen Fire Insurance Co.. $10.450; Royal In-
surance Co., $25.100: Liverpool & lLondon & Globe Insarance Co.,
$6.900 ; New Zealand lnsurance Co., $6,025; Fireman's Frad Insurance
Co., $0.250; National Fire Insurance Co., of Hartford, ‘Jonn., $4,1503
Caledonia Insutance Co., of Edinburgh, Scotland, $750; ‘a all, $582,975,
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the aforesald sums belng the amounts pald by each of the sald com-
panles on account of Insurance against fire on property in the Terri-
tory of Hawaii, which nropertly was destroyed by the Government in the
guppression of the bubonic plague in sald Territory in the years 1890

and 1900,

Mr. BURTON. I am not going to oppose that item; I know
it has been before Congress for a very long time; and in the
discussion upon it which once occurred Its merits were clearly
set forth. I believe in several instances it has been adopted
by the Senate but stricken out by the other House. I do wish,
however, to say something in regard to the proper scope of a
deficiency appropriation bill

As the very name imports, a deficlency bill is a measure
which Includes provisions for branches of the public service ap-
propriated for in regular appropriation bills, but for which
. provision has proved incomplete or insufficlent. Under any ideal
system a bill of this nature should be restricted to that class of
items. There has been a marked tendency, however, in recent
years to bring into this measure very old items, which have
been heretofore considered and rejected. There are certain
manifest disadvantages about that—the dangers of mistake.

This bill is considered by the Committee on Appropriations;
some of the items inserted here have been theretofore considered
by other committees of the House or Senate—by the Post Office
Committee, by the Agricultural Committee, or some other com-
mittee. There is danger that, after careful consideration has
been given to a proposed appropriation by a committee other
than the Committee on Appropriations, the item will be disposed
of without sufficient information or consideration of the sub-
jects. I do wish to express my objection—I may say my protest—
against making this deflciency bill a sort of omnium gatherum
in which all sorts of items are included. I ask the Senafor
from Virginia why this item has not been placed upon some bill
other than the deficiency bill?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginiz. Mr. President, the Senator from
Ohio can answer that question as easily as can I. I have no
idea whether it was ever incorporated in a bill or, if rejected,
why that was done. The item that is inserted here has passed
the Senate, it has had the approval of this body as well as of
the committee of this body. It seemed to the committee to be
an exceedingly urgent matter. When the Government burns up
the property of its citizens in order to prevent a plague from
spreading through the community, it seems to me restitution
ought to be made as soon as possible. The committee so thought.
It is for the Senate to say, and, if the Senator from Ohio ob-
jects to the item, the Senate will have to determine the question.

Mr. BURTON. I am not going to object, but I think it is
an erroneous policy in making up our appropriation bills, I
do not see how it can be very urgent, for the claim seems to
be at least 14 years old.

Mr. SMOOT. I wlill say to the Senator that it is a deficiency
in the sense that Congress gppropriated over a million dollars—
I think a million and a half dollars—for the purpose of paying
for property destroyed in the Hawaiian Islands to suppress
the bubonic plague. At the time the appropriation was made, it
was estimated that that amount would cover all of the just
claims; but I think that over £2,000,000, as I remember, of
claims at that time were filed, and so far as the amount of
money appropriated would permit they were paid. These were
claims that fell in the class of claims approved of later, but
the appropriation was not sufficient to cover them. When these
are paid, then all of these particular claims against the Govern-
mert will have been paid. It is virtually a deficiency in the
sense that there was not enough appropriated in the original
bill to cover all of the claims against the Government.

Mr. BURTON. If the Senator will yield to me, this is for
reimbursement for claims paid by these respective insurance
companies for property destroyed by the Government?

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct. I want to say to the Senator
that there were claims, in addition to these provided for in this
bill, amounting to $1,500.000, which have been paid, and these
would have been paid immediately if the original appropria-
tion had been sufficient to cover them. The only reason why
these claims have not been pald is, as I have stated, that the
amount of the appropriation was paid out before these clalms
were reached.

Mr. BURTON.
made?

Mr. SMOOT. In 1901 or 1902, I think—I have forgotten the
exact date.

Mr. BURTON.
bill?

Mr. SMOOT. Provision was made in an appropriation bill
to cover the other claims.

- Mr. BURTON. Does the Senator from Utah reeall in which
gppropriation bill the provision was made?

When was the appropriation of $1,500,000

Was the provision made in an appropriation

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not, because I have not had oceca-
sion to look it up. The matter has been before the Claims
Committee many times, and the Claims Committee has reported
bills on the subject at least half a dozen times. I myself five
or six years ago favorably reported a bill on this subject to the
Senate, and it was passed; but up to this time the matter has
always been held up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment reported by the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Commitiee on Appropriations was,
under the head of * Treasury Department,” subhead * Public
buildings, sites, and construction,” on page 3, after line 18, to
insert:

Albla, Towa, post office: For site, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to insert:

Apalachicola, Fla., post office and customhouse: For site and com-
mencement, $7,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 2, to insert:

Athens, Tenn., post office: For site and commencement, $3,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to insert:

Bad Axe, Mich., post office: For site and commencement, $4,800,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 6, to insert:

Barbourville, Ky., post office: For site, $4,200,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 7, to insert:

Batavia, Ill, post office: For site and commencement, $23,950.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 11, to Insert :

Bellefourche, 8. Dak., post office: For site and commencement, $4,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 19, to insert :

Branford, Coun., post office: For site and commencement, $11,600,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 3, to insert:

Calumet, Mich., post office: For site, $12,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 6, to insert:

Canon City, Colo., post office : For site, $13,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 8, to insert:

Cape Charles, Va., post office: For site, $3,700.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to insert:

Carroll, Towa, post office: For site and commencement, $8,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 12, to insert:

Carrollton, Ill., post office: For site, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 13, to insert:

Caruthersville, Mo., post-office: For site, $3,250,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 19, to insert:

Chamberlain, 8. Dak., post office and land office: For site and com-
mencement, $3,500. '

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 21, to insert:
Chandler, Okla,, post ofice: For site and commencement, $4,700,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to insert:
Charleston, Ill., post office : For site and commencement, $9,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6. after line 4, to insert;
Cheboygan, Mich., post office: For site and commencement, $8,500.
The amendment was agreed fto.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 0, to insert:
Cherokee, Iowa, post office: For site and commencement, $10,600.
The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 12, to insert:
Clinton, Ind., post office : For site and commencement, $14,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 14, to insert:
Clinton, 8. C., post office : For site and commencement, $5,500,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 18, to insert:
Colfax, Wash., post office: For site, $7,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 19, to insert:
Comanche, Tex,, post cfice: For site and commencement, $5,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 21, to insert:
Conway, Ark., post office: For site, $2,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert:
Decatur, Ind., post office: For site, £9,900

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 9, te insert:
Donora, Pa,, post office: For site and commencement, $13,300.

The ameadment was agreed to.

The next amendment svas, on page 7, after line 15, to insert:
East Las Vegas, N. uu, post office and courthouse: For site and

commencement, 818,0

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page T, after line 17, to insert:
Eatonton, Ga., post office: For site, £3,750.

The ameadment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to insert:
Eldorado, Eans., post office: For site and commencement, §5,250.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page T, after line 22, to insert:
Elizabethton, Tenn., post .office: For site, $2,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page T, after line 23, to insert:
Elizabethtown, Ky., post office: For site, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 8, fo insert:
Fairmont, Ainn., post office: For site and commencement, ‘§5,000
The smendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 5, to insert:
Fallon, Nev., post offiee: For site and commencement, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 7, to insert:
Yorrest City, Ark, post office: For site, $4,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 9, to insert:
Fort Plain, N, Y., post office: For site and commencement, §8,000.
The nmendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 11, to insert:
Franklin, N. H., post office: For site and commencement, §24,500.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 15, to insert:
Franklin, Tenn., post office: For site and commencement, $7,450.
The amendment was ugreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 20, to insert:
Gallipolis, Ohio, post office : For site and commencement, $12,500.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 22, to insert:
Geneseq, 71l., post ofice: For site and commencement, $10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top cf page 9, to insert:
Gilmer, Tex. post office: For site and commencement, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 9, affer line 4, to insert:
Glasgow, Ky., post office : For site and commencement, $7,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The pext amendment was, on page 9, after line 9, to insert:
Harrisonville, Mo., post office : For site and commencement, $3,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, affer line 12, to insert:
Hastings, Mich., post office: For gite and commencement, $6,750.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 16, to insert:
Hodgenviile, Ky., post office: For site, $4,850.

The amendment was agreed teo.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 17, to insert:
Hollidaysburg, Pa., post office: For site and continuation. $12.000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 18, to insert:
Hoopeston, IlL, post office: For sife and commencement, $10,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 21, to insert:
Houghton, Mich., post office ; For site and commencement, $25,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

I move that the figures “$4,300,”
* | changed te “$4.200.” It is a typographical error.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 23, to insert:
Huntingdon, Tenn., post effice: For site, §2,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 11, to insert:
Lakeland, Fla., post office: For site and commencement, $10,000,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 15, to insert:
Lebanon, Ind., post office: For site, $9,800.

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment was, on page 10, after Une 17, to insert:
Leesburg, Va., post office: For site and commencement, $8,700.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 19, to insert:
Lewistown, Pa., post office: For site and commencement, $16,000,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 23, to insert:
Linton, Ind., post office: For site, $4,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 11, to insert:
Loc¢k Haven Pa., post office : For site and commencement, §22, 500.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 2, to lnnert

1[.0165 Island City, N. ¥, post effice: For site and commencement,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 4, to insert:
McKees Rocks, Pa., post office : For site and commencement, $15,000,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 7, to insert:
Manassas, Va., post office: For site, $3,750.

The amendment was agreed to.

‘The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 9, to insert:
Marianna, Ark., post office: For site and commencement, $6,500.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, afier line 11, to insert:
Marianna, Fla., post office and court house: For site and commence-

ment, $4,000

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, affer line 15, to insert:
Martins Ferry, Ohio, post office: For site and commencement, $15,000,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 19, to insert:
Mendota, I11., post office: For site, §10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 20, to insert:
Midland, Mich., post office: For site and commencement, §4,300.
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 22, to insert:
Metropolis, Ill., post office: For site and commencement, $10,000,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 24, to insert:
Milbank, 8, Dak., post office: For site, $4,000.

The simendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 12, to insert:
Millersburg, Ohio, post office: For site, §7,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 1, to insert:
Mineral Pnlntooi-\-‘h post office and customhouse: For site and eom-

mencement, §4.5

The amendment was agreed to.

" The next amendment was, on page 12, affer line 6, to insert:

Monroe, Ga., post office : For site, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, affer line 7, to insert:
Monte Vista, Colo., post office: For site, §5,000.

The amendment wag agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 10, to insert:
Morgan City, La., post office: For site, §4,300.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, on page 12, line 11,
at the end of the line, be

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-

ment will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. On page 12, line 11, in the committee amend-

| ment, it is proposed to strike out “$4.300 " and fo insert in leu
{ thereof “$4,200.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.
The amendment as amended was agreed to.
The reading of the bill was resumed. :
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 12, after line 12, to Insert:

Mount Airy, N. C., post office: For slte, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 14, to insert:

Mount Olive, N. C., post office: For site, $2,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 20, to insert:

Mystic, Conn,, post office: For site and commencement, $4,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to Insert:

Napoleon, Ohio, post office : For sile, $7,500,

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 24, to insert:

Nephi, Utah, post ofice: For site, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 1, to insert:

Newcastle, Wyo., post office: For site, §$3,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 2, to Insert:

New Martinsville, W. Va., post office: For site, §12,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 4, to insert:

New Philadelphia, Ohlo, post office: For site; $12,500.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 5, to insert:

Newton, Iowa, post office : For site, $10,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 0, to insert:

Noblesville, Ind., post office: For site, $10,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 11, to insert:

North Vernon, Ind., post office: For site and commencement, $13,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 15, to insert:

Oelwelin, Towa, post office: For site, $8,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 16, to insert:

Olney, Il post office: For site and commencement, §6,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 18, to insert:

Olyphant, Pa., post office: For site and commencement, $12,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 20, to Insert:
* Orange, Tex., post office: For site and commencement, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 22, to insert:

Owego, N. Y., post office: For site and commencement, §15,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, ou page 13, after line 24, to insert:

Pasco, Wash., post office : For site, §10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert.

Paxton, Ill., post office : For site and commencement, §12,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 7, to insert:

Pratt, Kans., post office: For site and commencement, $7,400.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 10, to insert:

Provincetown, Mass. : Post office and customhouse, for site, $8,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after llne 14, to insert:

Red Bluff, Cal,, post office: For site and commencement, $12,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 16, to insert:

Ripon, Wis., post office: For elte and commencement, $10,400.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 18, to insert:

Rhinelander, Wis., post office : For site and commencement, $5,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 20, to insert:

Rochester, Ind., post office : For site and commencement, $8,200.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, dn page 14, after line 22, to insert:

Rogers, Ark, post office: For site and commencement, $4,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 15 to insert:

Russellville, Ark., post office: For site and commencement, $6,000.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert:
St. Peter, Minn., post office: For site and commencement, $2,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 11, to insert:

San Pedro Cal., post office and customhouse ; For site and commence-
ment, $6,000,

The amendmeut was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 13, to insert:

Sayre, Pa., post office: For site and commencement, $8,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 20, to insert:
State College, Pa., post office : For site and commencement, $15,685.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 18, to insert:

Sykeston, Mo., post office: For site, $7,500.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There is an error in spelling the
first word on the first line of page 16. The letter “y" should
be stricken out and the letter “i” inserted, so that the word
may be * 8-i-k-e-s-t-o-n."”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SecrrrarY. On page 16, line 1, it is proposed to spell the
first word * S-i-k-e-s-t-o-n.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16. after line 1, to insert:

Thibodaux, La., post office: For site and commencement, $5,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 5, to insert:

Thomson, Ga., post office: For site, $5,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 8, fo insert:

Tullahoma, Tenn,, post office: For site and commencement, $7,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 10, to insert:

Tyrone, Pa., post office: For site, $24,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 12, to insert:

Valparaiso, Ind., post office: For site and commencement, $8,200.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 15, to insert:

Vernal, Utah, post office : For site and commencement, §4,750.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 17, {o insert;

Vineland, N. J., post office: For site and commencement, $12,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wus, on page 16, after line 23, to insert:

Washington, Mo., post office : For site and commencement, $6,500.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 5, to insert:
Waynesburg, Pa., post office: For site and commencement, §15,500,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 9, to insert:
Wilmington, Ohio, post office : For site and commencement, $12,500.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 15, to insert :
Woodsteck, Va., post office: For site, $4,250.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 18, to insgert :

Wyandotte, Mich., post office : For site and commencement, §15,950,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was under the subhead “ Public build-
ings, general expenses,” on page 18, after line 4, to insert:

The Secretary of the Treasury, in acquiring sites ror ublie bulldin
in cities and towns with a population of less than may, in his
discretion, waive the provision contained in e:lstlng law which pro-
vides that sites so acquired shall face on two streets.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 9, to insert:

Boston, Mass., customhouse: For furniture equipment, $75,000: Pro-
vided, That all furniture belonging to the Government In elther rented
or owned guarters, used by officials who will occupy space in the new
building, shall be transferred so far as practicable.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 2, to insert.

REVENUE-CUTTER SEEVICE,
For repairs to revenue cutters, $6,444.50,
The amendment was agreed to.
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* The next amendment was, under the head of “District of
Columbia,” at the top of page 23, to insertf:

Library for the Blind: For aid of the Library for the Blind, located at
1729 H Street NW., $5,000, sald sum to be axBeudeﬂ under the direction
and supervision of the Commissioners of the istrict of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ War Depart-
ment,” on page 24, after line 22, to insert:

To pay ta the American Surety Co., of New York, the sum of §100,-
858.05, the amount of a judgment which the United States recovered
against the American Burety Co., and which judgment, on May 15,
1011, the American Surety (o. paid under protest and to avold the levy
and execution ander sald judgment, and which was covered into the
Treasury, which Judgment was on June 8, 1914, reversed by the Su-
preme Court of the United States and a new trial awarded, und upon
guch new trial a judgment was rendered, June 19, 1914, in favor of the
Alinerilmn Surety Co. and the petition of the United States was dis-
missed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 10, to insert:

To pay the claim of H. . Downlng and A, G. Weaver, attorneys, for
profcsslonal services rendered in connection with the acquirement, by
Burchnse and condemnation, of 5,200 acres of land in Warren County,

a., for a remount statlon at Front Royal, Va., including traveling and
all other expenses incurred In attendance upon the United States Dis-
trict Court for the Western District of Virginla at Lynchburg and Char-
lottesville, and the condemnation commission at Front Royal, said
services embracing the period from June 6, 1911, to August 6, 191
§5,000: Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be in ful
satisfuction of all services hereafter to be rendered by said [\ownins
imdd Weaver in connection with the purchase or condemnation of sal
and.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the Sena-
tor having charge of the bill why the Government shonld be
required to pay attorneys not connected with the Department
of Justice for services such as are described in this amendment.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator that Con-
gress appropriated $200,000 to acquire land for a remount sta-
tion. It required legal services far beyond the possibility of
the district attorney. There were 45 tracts of land to be ac-
guired, about 18 of them, I believe, in condemnation proceedings,
which required going to half a dozen counties in Virginia. I
will not go into the details, but it became absolutely necessary
to employ special counsel.

Mr. THOMAS. These were employed by the Department of
Justice?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not know that they were em-
ployed by the Department of Justice. The Department of Jus-
tice approves the payment of the amount. They were employed
by the War Department. The War Department had charge of
the acquisition of this land.

Mr. THOMAS. This sum has been approved by the Depart-
ment of Justice?

Mr., MARTIN of Virginia. Substantially it has. The testi-
money taken before the——

Mr. THOMAS., By the proper authorities, at any rate?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It has. It was agreed on by the
quartermaster officer, Capt. Conrad, who was in charge of the
work.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on agreeing to
the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was,
on page 26, after line 10, to insert:

Lincoln Memorial Commission: Aothority 1s hereby given to pay
H. A. Vale for services as secretary of the Lincoln Memorial Commission
from March 16, 1913, to Februnrﬂ 7. 1914, the sum of $1,000 from
appropriations now available for the erection of the Lincoln Memorial,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 16, to insert:

To erect at Fort McHenry, Baltimore, Md., under the direction of
the SBceretary of War, a monument in memory of Francls SBcott Key,
author of The Star-Spangled Banner, and the soldlers and sallors who
garri‘-lpnted in the Battle of North Point and the attack on Fort

[eHenry in the War of 1812, $75.000, or #0o much thereof ss may be
necessary. In the Ifreparatlon of the qlans and selection of a site for
sald monument, and the execution of all work in connection therewith,
the Secretary of War shall form a committee, composed of the mayor
of Baltimore, the chairman of the National Star-Spangled-Banner
Centennial, the president of the board of park commissioners of Baltl-
more, and two other persons, to be designated oy the Secretury of
War, whose suggestion he shall invite and with whom he may confer
and corsnlt: Provided, however, That the decision of the Secretary of
War shall be final in all matters: Provided, That the money herein
appropriated may be drawn from time to time, as required in the
progress of the work, upon reguisition of the Secretary of War.

- Mr. THOMAS. I make the polnt of order against this
amendment that it is general legislation proposed to an appro-
priation ‘bill, and that it is not germane or relevant to the sub-
ject matter contained in the bill.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. - Mr. President, I wish to say that
I introduced a bill in the Senate appropriating this sum of

LI—X76

money some little while back, and that bill has been reported
to the Senate, and is on the calendar to-day.

I hope there will be no opposition to this item. Ordinarily
I would not ask for its insertion in a deficiency bill, as I am
satisfied it will pass the Senate. It has been considered and
favorably reported by the Senate Committee on the Library.
My reason for asking that it be put in this deficiency bill is
because between September 6 and September 16 there is to be
a celebration commemorating the Battle of North Point, Fort
McHenry, and the author of the anthem *The Star-Spangled
Banner.” Except for that I would not ask it.

I think this is a most appropriate time and occasion for
starting this monument; and if the Senate will indulge me for
a few moments I should like to give my reasons. I have in-
formed myself recently as to the historieal facts, especially
in regard to the most decided and influential part that was
taken by the State of Maryland in the War of 1812,

Whatever controversy there may be as to the propriety and
justness of the declaration of war by the United States on Great
Britain on June 18, 1812, there is no controversy as to the im-
portance of Maryland’s part in that war. The war was popular
in Maryland. Her people were driven by a deep and sincere
faith in the justice of the cause to respend to Presiilent Madi-
son’s call and the requisition of the Twelfth Congress by an ap-
proprintion made at an extra session of the legislature of
$20,000, a large sum for those days, to aid the war. Maryland
at the same time raised 6.000 men. A newspaper and its editor
who opposed the war were mobbed in Baltimore. Later, aftar
the ignominious surrender by Gen. Hull ‘at Detroit, Maryland
raised a regiment, commanded by Col. Willlam Winder, and
$15.000 by popular subscription to fit it out, in addition to man-
ning all the forts and coast defenses within the State with lit-
tle or no Federal aid, and when the United States Government
asked a war loan of $16,000,000 Maryland, though a small and
then sparsely populated State, subseribed $3,000.000 of the loan.
After all, probably no conflict has ever been undertaken with so
little thought as to the means of carrying it to a successful
fermination.

The War of 1812 might have ended with an almost unbroken
succession of defeats sustained by our soldiers on land except
for the Battle of New Orleans, when Andrew Jackson so de-
cisively defeated the British, and the Battle of North Point, a
few miles east of Baltimore, on September 12, 1814.

In 1813 Admiral Cockburn, with his British fleet, had block-
aded the Chesapeake and pillaged and terrorized the people
along its shores. Towns were burned and private propeérty
wantonly destroyed.

In Aungust, 1814, the British forces were further strengthened
by the arrival of Admiral Cochrane and his fleet. With him
came Gen. Itoss and 3.000 veterans of the Napoleonic wars,

Except for a repulse by Maryland militia, at Caulk's field,
when the British commanding officer, Sir Peter Parker, was
killed, Admiral Cochrane and Gen. Ross met no effective oppo-
sition,

Admiral Barney had to destroy his own ships, fitted out at
such pains and expense to the United States, to avoid capture
by the British in the tributaries of the Potoriac. Cen. Hoss
landed soldiers and sailors and marched to Bladensburg with-
out difficulty, where he defeated and actually routed our troops,
though far superior in numbers to his. President Madison, in-
stead of serving a repast prepared for the American officers to
enjoy after the anticipated victory, fled with his Cabinet across
the Potomae, destroying the bridge behind him. Washington
was pillaged and partially burned by an invading foe for the
first and the last time.

Baltimore was selected as the next object of British attack.
On Sunday, September 11, 50 British ships were within sight of
the mouth of the Patapsco River, 14 miles below Baltimore.
Gen. Samuel Smith, in charge of the American forces about
Baltimore, percelved that the British would land troops and at-
tack the city by land and water.

Evervbody In Baltimore, in anticipation of the British attack,
had drilled or thrown up fortifications about the city. Volun-
teers far exceeded the available arms. Fort McHenry, named
for Washington's Secretary of War, guarded the city's inner
bharbor. Temporary defenses elsewhere were hastily thrown
up and batteries installed. The city was in an uproar.

Seventeen hundred men under Gen. Stricker were sent out on
Sunday down the Philadelphia road to what Is now the North
Point road. They encamped about an old mecting house some
4 miles from the present modern fortifieations, known as Fort
Howard, or North Point, at the junction of the Patapsco River
and Chesapeake Bay. Maryland did not contribute all the men
destined that Sunday night to take part in the battle of the
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following day, for in Gen. Stricker’s command were companies
from Marietta, Hanover, and York. Pa.

Early Monday, September 12, the British forces landed at
North Point, where Fort Howard now stands. Gen. Robert
Ross was in command; with him was Admiral Coekburn.
Admiral Cockrane remained aboard ship. Four iniles’ marea up
Puatapsco Neek brought the British face to face with the Amer-
jeans: Gen. Ross, veteran of the wars in Egypt, on the Penin-
sula, and in Holland, was killed in a skirmish before the actual
battle began, presumably by two Maryland boys, Wells and
McComas. who were in turn killed later in the day. Buried
together. their grave is marked by a handsome and fitting monu-
ment which is a familiar landmark in Baltimore, and marks the
place their bodies have rested nearly a century, now in one of
the busiest sections of the city.

Early in the afternoon of Monday the 12th the battle between
the British veterans and the nondescript collection of Americans
began. After an hour and a half's fight Gen. Stricker retired
i good order toward the city, to Worthingtons Mill. Next day
the British followed, but never attacked the American forces
again on land, and withdrew Tuesday, the 13th of September.
The day following the Buttle of North Point the British fleet
attacked and bembarded Fort McHenry. During most of the
day all the ships lay beyond the reach of the American guns,
Finally three British ships ventured within range, but within
half an hour were driven back to the old anchorage. One, the
Erebus, was saved from destruction with great difficulty.

During the night of the 13th 1.250 men were sent from the
British ships in barges with sealing ladders to storm and take
the American defenses, Two barges were sunk and a number
of the attacking party killed before the British withdrew. The
bombardment continued all through the night of the 13th and
did not ceuse until 7 o'clock on the 14th. Nearly 2.000 shells
were discharged from the British ships, and but 4 Americans
were killed and 24 wounded, In the land engagement at North
Point on Monday the 12th 150 Americans and 600 British
were killed.

Peace was declared on December 24, 1814—a Christmas pres-
ent to the country. Thus one of the few successful land en-
gagements of the war came at the end, and, like the Battle of
New Orleans, did much to reestablish the reputation of Amer-
jcan arms: for the brilllant exploits and successes of Decatur,
a Marylander, at sea and of Perry on the Lakes exceeded any-
thing done on shore.

The Battle of North Point and the futile bombardment of
Fort McHenry next day were not big battles, it is true. They
resnlted immediately in preventing the sack and pillage of
Baltimore and redeemed in a measure the earlier mortifying
experiences of the war, besides making possible better and
gnicker terms of peace. Such material results are not to be
despised, but, on the other hand, are to be desired and appre-
ciated. Even now, however, it can not be doubted that the
greatest good to our Nation growing out of the two days' fight
'and the one thing which has done most to foster and stimulate
our patriotism as a Nation is entirely due to an accideat, or,
perhaps it is wiser to say, a Providence.

Francis Scott Key, a very young man of extraordinary patri-
otism and talent, had gone on board one of the British ships
several days before ander a flag of truce to render some service
to a family friend taken on board a British ship down the
bay as a prisoner on some capricious charge.

Fearing Key might divulge their plans if released before the
hattie, the British detained him on board the Minden, which
was anchored during the bombardment out of harm’s way. It
was from the deck of the Minden that Key watched throughout
.the day of the 13th the bombardment of Fort MeHenry.
Through the darkness of the night of the 13th, pacing the deck
of the ship of an unfriendly power at war with his native
Government, he thought those immortal thoughts which found
expression and permanent being in the lines of the * Star-
Spangled Banner.” On the 14th of Beptember he and his friend
were released by the British, and he completed his poem, begun
during the actnal noise and suspense of the confliet. On the 15th
it wus first printed. This is the plain story of the wuy our
national anthem was born. It will never die.

The State of Maryland and the city of Baltimore invite the
people of the whole United States to share with them and to
celebrate with them the centennial anniversary of the birth of
this same stirring anthem.

It is fitting that the Government of all the people should have

a part, and the largest part, in this celebration of the one

hundredth anniversary of the trinmph of American military
valor, and literary inspiration unsurpassed. While the love of
country, while memories of great and brave men who have made
our land, and while the sentiment which has stirred every true

American for nearly 100 years who has heard the inspired
words and guickening strains of the Star-Spangled Banner
ean not be reduced to terms of dollars and cents, some more
precions medium of exchange must be used; still it is not amiss
to remind the Senate that participation in this celebration be-
fitting the occasion and this Government can not be had cheap.

The municipal government of Baltimore. headed by Mayor
Preston, have dealt energetically with the scheme for this cele-
bration; committees of citizens and patriotic organizations have
banded together and laid out a tasteful, Interesting, and dig-
nified programn for this centennial celebration to begin on Sep-
tember 6 and to end on September 13 next. The time is
short; the necessity urgent for any action to be effective to be
promptly taken. Maryland and the city of Baltimore have raised
$150,000 toward the expenses of this celebration. We think
it proper and we ask and urge the active cooperation of Con-
gress in paying appropriate tribute and respect to a national
benefaction, priceless to a patriotic people.

Mr. President, I think there is no more fitting time than this
to. help to celebrate this occasion by an appropriation from
Congress of the amount provided in the amendment. [ would
say that I have had the bill before the Senate, and it has been
reported favorably by the committee and is now on the
calendar,

Mr. THOMAS. When was it reported?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It was reported yesterday. I hope
the Senator from Colorado will not only not object to the
amendment but will vote for it. I think it is entirely ap-
propriate and it should be adopted.

During the delivery of the speech of Mr. Surra of Maryland,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland
will suspend for a moment. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar-
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which will be stated,

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 15613) to create an interstate
trade commission, to define its powers and duties, and for other
purposes.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. T a8k that the unfinished business
be temporarily laid aside.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered. The Senator from Maryland will proceed.

After the conclusion of the speech of Mr. SumiTE of Mary-
land, ?

Mr. THOMAS. If a bill for this purpose has been favorably
reported we can consider it on its merits. I object to such
items being tacked on a general appropriation bill, because it
is no part of a deficiency and can not be.

It is not the purpose of this bill, Mr. President, to act as a
medinm for the enactment of legislation which ought to stand
upon its own merits. It is too much the eustom of Congress
to permit such things, in consequence of which large amonnts
of money are appropriated which upon their own merits might
be rejected,

If the rule of the Senate is intended for anything it is in.
tended for just such an emergency. It provides that—

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received
to any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not ger-
mane or relevant to the suoject matter contained in the bill be re-

ceived ; nor shall any amendment to any item or clause of such bill
be received which does not directly relate thereto.

Of course this must be submitted without debate under the
rule. I did not see fit to raise the question of order, preferring
the Senator from Maryland should have the courtesy of mak-
ing his statement in regard to the item. That statement has
consisted of a historical account of the battles around Fort
MecHenry and the circumstances under which the Star-Span-
gled Banner was written.

Mr. President, I of course do not in any way wish to detract
from the historical value of that discussion or from the great
service Mr. Francis Scott Key rendered to the Nution in writ-
ing the Star-Spangled Banner, but this conntry needs the money
which it has in its Treasury for the living. There are many
things that are insistent which are called to our attention but
which ean not receive proper consideration on account of the
possible deficiency and on account of demands of this sort,
which are increasing very naturally from time to time after the
precedent has been started. I insist upon the point of order.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from
Colorado there was a similar bill before the Senate the other
day, and he withdrew his point of order against it.

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; and my conscience has been haunting
me ever since, :

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The reason why I have asked for
the adoption of the amendment on this bill is, as I stated be-

fore, because of the appropriateness of the occasion and the
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time when we are going to give this celebration. Probably there
will be 100,000 people from all over the country at the celebra-
tion in Baltimore, and a sum in excess of §150,000 has been
appropriated by the State of Maryland and the city of Balti-
more and subseribed by citizens to properly celebrate this event.
My object in having the amendment go on this bill is because
this is the most fitting time and occasion in which to start a
monument for the sailors and soldiers of the Battles of North
Point and Fort McHenry and the author of the anthem of the
Star-Spangled Banner. I do hope the Senator from Colorado
will take these facts into consideration and withdraw his point
of order.

Mr. THOMAS. I will state that on the occasion to which the
Senator refers I was satisfied it was largely due to the prece-
dent established the year before with reference to the Battle of
Lake Erie, and that in its turn would be followed by similar
appropriations. If this thing continues we are going to be
bedeviled by applications for appropriations for statues from
all the States, for all occurrences which have historic value, and
they will in all probability be presented in the shape of amend-
ments {o the deficiency and other general appropriation bills.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the amendment the Chair
is inclined to submit the question of order to the Senate. The
question is, Is the amendment proposed by the committee in
order on this bill? [Putting the guestion]. The ayes seem to
have it. The ayes have it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President, one moment. I did not un-
derstand the question as it was put to the Senate and I do not
think that some other Senators did. I certainly did not.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will restate the
guestion submitted to the Senate, Is the amendment proposed
by the committee in order?

AMr, LEE of Maryland. I submit respectfully that the gques-
tion has been put and the amendment has been sustained.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Chair does not care to
have any misunderstanding of his position.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the question be put again.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be put again.
Is the amendment of the committee in order? [Putting the
question.] The ayes appear to have it.

Mr. THOMAS. I eall for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. THOMAS. I ask for a division.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado
demands a division. Senators who believe that the amendment
is in order will rise and stand until counted. [A pause.] Those
who believe it is not in order will rise and stand until counted.
[A pause.] The ayes have it, and the Senate decides that the
amendment is in order. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I wish to be heard for just
a minute, because In the committee I voted against putting this
amendment as a rider upon the appropriation bill. My objec-
tion is not that if is not a very commendable event that ought
to be celebrated, for it is, in fact, one of the great events, but
my objection is due to the fact that it is not proper, in my judg-
ment, to place it on this appropriation bill. I told the Senator
from Maryland I would not make a point of order against the
amendment, but that I would probably oppose it in the Senate.

Mr. President, there ought to be some general arrangement,
some general plan of allcwing monuments to be erected, if we
are going to erect them outside of the District of Columbia, I
understand that very few monuments have been erected by the
United States Government outside of the District of Columbia,
and it seems to me that we ought to adhere to the rule that
they shall be erected here. If we do not adhcre to it, as we
have deviated from it in the case of the Battle of Lake Erie
and the Battle of Lake Champlain, it ought to be under some
general rule. It ought to be under a role that the State or the
city that desires the monument shall pay a certain proportion
thereof.

1t is true that the city of Baltimore and the citizens thereof
have subsecribed a large sum of money, probably $100,000.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. One hundred and fifty thousand
dollars, and it will probably reach $200,000.

Mr. SHAFROTH. The city of Baltimore and the citizens
have given that amount for this celebration, but the difficulty
with that argument is that it is done for the purpose of get-
ting people there. They expect to get the money back. 'The
city of Denver gave $100,000 to get the Democratic national
eonvention there, but it expected to get it back. Such contri-
butions are made by cities not for the monument, but it is to
draw great crowds. As the Senator from Maryland has said,
100,000 people will go to Baltimore at the centennial of this
event.

There has been sent to me by some one, I do not know by
whom, a pamphlet, and in that pamphlet there s an illustra-
tion showing a statue already of Key, the author of the Star-
Spangled Banner, and it is a very beautiful monument. I un-
derstand that Fort McHenry is only a few miles away. that
it is practically a part of the city of Baltimore, with street
railway connections. Is it possible that we ought to have a
monument erected in Baltimore at Fort McHenry when there
is already a monument, beautiful in its design, which will
probably cost §75,000, within a stone's throw, practically, of the
monument that is proposed to be erected?

It does seem to me that that is one of the reasons why wa
ought not to attach such items on appropriation bills. They
ought to be investigated and the question ought to be determined
and there ought to be some kind of a pro rata arrangement be-
tween the city or State and the National Government, if the
Government is going outside of the District of Columbia and
erect monuments.

For that reason, Mr. President, it seems to me that this monu-
ment ought not to be paid for by the National Government as
an entirety, even if we adopt such a theory; and I am opposed
to going out of the District of Columbia except in the rarest
case, such as we have done in one or two cases. I think it was
not proper to do it in the case of Lake Champlain, which we
passed the other day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lea of Tennessee in the
chair)., Without objection, the amendment will be agreed to.

Mr. SHAFROTH. 1 ask for a vofe on it

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Fortifications
in insular possessions,” on page 28, after line 7. to strike out:

The action of the SBecretary of War in heretofore transferring sub-
marine mines and appliances to operate them to the value of £17.075.78
from stock on hand for use in continental United States for the pro-
tection of harbors in the Philippine Islands is ratified and legalized.

And insert:

For the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to
operate them for closing the channels leading to our principal sea-
ports, and continuing torpedo experiments, being In reimbursement of
the cost of submarine mines and appllances to operate them transferred
for the protection of harbors in the Philippine Islands, $17,075.78.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of
the Interior,” subhead “ General Land Office,” on page 34, after
line 16, to insert:

The accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed
to credit in the accounts of George W. Evans, chlef disbursing clerk,
Department of the Interior. the payments made to James F. Gill for
services rendered as superintendent of reconstructlon and general re-

airs to the tollet rooms, Pension Office Building, from November 11,
§912. to May 31, 1913, at a compensation of $150 per month, §1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ United States
courts,” on page 37, after line 13, to insert:

For clothing and transportatlon, including the same objects specified
noder this bead for this institution in the sundry civil appropriation -
act for the fiscal year 1014, $51.07. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of
Commerce,” at the top of page 40, to insert:

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY.

For payment to the Alaska Steamship Co. for damage inflicted by
the Coast and Geodetle Burvey steamer MeArthur to the steamer Dora
of the Alaska Steamship Co., $25.10.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 5, to insert:

For payment to the Hartford & New York Transportation Co. for
damage to the ba C. T. Marston by the Coast and Geodetic Survey
gteamer Hydrograp, on August 30, 1913, $121.42,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Legislative,”
on page 41, after line T, to insert:

To pay to Mrs. Margaret D. Bradley, widow of Hon. William 0.
Bradley, late a Senator m the State of Kentucky, the sum of §7,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 10, to insert:

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in
the service of the Senate, as follows:

For salaries of clerk, $2,220 E:Jr annum ; assistant clerk, $£1.440 per
annum, and messenger at $1,2 per annum, “to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Degartmeut of Labor from July 1, 1914, to June
30, 1915, and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out of any moneysz
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 19, to insert:

To pay to James M. Porter, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, from
March 26 to April 6, 1913, and Nettie K. De Freitas, at the rate ot
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$1,200 per annum, from Mareh 26 to April 14, 1013, as clerk and sten-
ographer to Benator SHZRMAN,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 42, to insert:

To pay to E.. W, Lillard, at the rate of $2.220 annum, Rella M.
Lane, at the rate of $1.440 per apnum. and Ephralm 8. Lillard, at the
rate of $1.200 per annum, the same being for services as clerk, assistant
clerk, and mrssenzer, respectively. to the Commitiee on Revolutionary
Claims, for 60 days’ services, from May 7, 1914,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendmwent was, on page 42, after line 6, to insert:

To pay to L. W. Jones for services as assistant clerk to the Commit-
tee on Naval Affhirs from June 1 to 4, and from July 1 to 15, 1014, at
the rate of $1.440 per annum.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 10, to insert:

To pay to R. B. Nizxon for compensation and expenses In disbursin,
for the Joint Committers on Federal Ald in the Construction of Pes
Roads: to Investignte Second-Class Mail Matter: to Investizate Gen-
eral I'srcel Post; and to Investigate the Purchase of American-Grown
Tobaceo by Forelgn Governments. from January, 1913, $500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 17, to insert:

To pay Hon. Blair Lee for expenses Incurred by him In the pro-
ceedings Involving the validity of his credentials and his right to a
seat in the United States Senate. $1,500.

The nmendment was agreed to. 5

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 20, to insert:

To pay Hon. Frank P. (ilass for expenses Incurred by him In the
pro ings invalving the validity of his credentials and right to a
seat in the United States Senate, $1,500,

The smendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 43, to insert:

Ta pay to Frank Oliver for extra gervices as clerk to the Committee
sn Interoceanic Canals, $730.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that we are considering com-
mittee smendments.

AMr. MARTIN of Virginia. We are, by unanimous consent, If
the Senator wishes to offer an amendment, he will have to
walt until we get through with the committee amendments.

Mr. SIMMONS. My only reason for not waiting is that I am
very anxions to lenave the Chamber.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It would be a violation of the
unanimous-consent ‘agreement. I would have no objection, but
I do not think it would be proper to have the unanimous-
consent agreement violated by anyone.

Mr. SIMMONS. After that statement by the Senator, I shall
not insist upon offering the amendment now.

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, to insert:

To pay Atwell J. Clepton, as additional eompensation for extra
gervices rendered the subcommittee of the Committee on the Jndiciary
engased in the investization of the malntenance of a lobby, pursuant
to Senate Re=olution No. 92, during the first and second sessions of the
Sixty-third Congress, $300.

The amendment was agreed to. y

The next amendment was. on page 43, after line 8, fo insert:

To pay Dennis M. Kerr for extra and expert services rendered to the
Committee on Pensions during the first and =econd sessions of the
Sixty-third Congress, as assistant elerk to sald committee, by detail
from the Bureau of Penslons, $1,200,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 13, to insert:

To relmburse the official reporters of debates for moneys actoally and
neceesarily espended by them to June 20, 1914, $3.000, and to pay
FEugene C. Moxley, clerk on Journal work for CONGREm4IONAL BECORD,
for extra services, $400; in all, $3,400.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wus, on page 45, after line 16, to insert:

JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS.

For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of
sults, which have been rendered under the provislons of the aet of
March 3, 1887. entitled “An act te dprovide for the bringing of suits
azninst the Government of the United States,” certified to Congress at
its present session by the Attormey General in Senate Document No.
540, and which have pot been appealed, namely :

Under Department of the Iaterior, $1,228.60.

In all, $1.22%60: together with sueh additional sum as may be
neccssary to pay interest on the respective judgments at the rate of
4 per cent per annum from the date thereof until the time this
appropriation is made.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judgments,
Court of Claims.” on page 46. line 9, after the words * One thou-
sand and forty-nine,” to insert “ and Senate Document No. 647,”
so as to read:

For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Clalms,
reported to Congress at its present session in” House Document No.
1049 and Benate Doeument No. 547, namely :

The amendment was agreed to.

) The next amendment was, on page 46. Hne 12, after the words
War Department,” to strike out “$29.208.52" and insert
* $30.438.65,” 8o as to make the elause read:

Under War Department, $30,438.63,

The amendment was agreed to,
. '{'he next amendment was, on page 48, line 13. after the words
Navy Department,” to strike out “$£20.302.29" and insert
*$20.601.10,” =0 as to make the clause read:
Under Navy Department, £20,801.10.
The amendment was agreed to.
¥ The next amendment was, on page 486, line 17, after the words
Treasury Department,” to strike out “$48.506.54” and insert
“§49.736.76,” so as to make the clanse read:
Under Treasury Department, $49,726.76.

The smendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. on page 46, line 19, after the words
“In all,” to strike out “ $102.270.97” and insert “ $104,040.13,”
€0 as to make the clause read:

In all, $104,940,13.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. on page 54, after line 1, to insert
as a new section the following:

Sec. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be
due by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department
under wprgrintiom the balances of which have Dbeen exhausted or
carried to the surplns fund under the provisions of section 5 of the
act of June 20, 1574, and under approprintions herctofore freated as
permanent, being for the service of the fiseal year 1912 and other yours,
unless otherwise stated, and which have been ecertified to Congress
under section 2 of the aet of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate
Dociiment No. 548. reported to Congress at its present session, there is
appropriated as follows:

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT,

For collecting revenue from customs, $1.06.

For Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, $11.11,

For quarantine service, £i0.73.

For refunding taxes illezally collected, $1,526.21.

For yment of jodgments against internal-revenue

$16.096.18. i
nses of Rewnue-(.'uttlezr Service, $3.71.

For ex
For Life-Saving Service, $63.
For repairs and preservatien of public buildings, $179.
For general expenses of public buildings, $3.78.
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT,

For pay. etc.,, of the Army., $18.456.19.
For extra-duty pay to enlisted men as elerks, etc,, at Army division
and department headquarters. $439.50.
For regular supplles, Qnartermaster's Department, £343.70.
For transportation of the Army, and its supplies, $9,120.76.
For ordnance stores and supplies, $11.75.
For hendstones for graves of soldiers, $13.45.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT,

For pay of the Navy, §1,232,24,

For pay, Marine Corps, $638.38.

For transportation and recruiting, Marine Cnrg!. $121.56.

For transportation, Bureau of Navigation, $19.08,

For main nee of naval anxillaries, Burean of Navigation, $25.56.
For maintenanee, Bureau of Yards and Docks, $1.094.92,

For freight, Bureau of Supplles and Accounts, $1,910.45.

For contingent, Bureau of “‘:f"“ and Accounts, $43.20,

For destruction of clothing an mm"‘f for sanitary reasons, $91.68,
For enlistment bountles to seamen, $01.94.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT,
For law library, Patent Office, 1912, $3.75.

For edueation of natives of Alaska, $10.

11:‘2‘11- eontingent expenses, office of surveyor general of Idaho, 1914,

:91‘1‘? contingent expenses, office of surveyor gemeral of Utah, 1014,
For expenses of hearings in Iand entries, 1013, $2.22,
For surveying the public lands in Utab, $530.85.
For Geological Survey, $32.23,
For purchase and transportation of Indian supplies, 1913, $42.10.
Fer te-legraphln% and telephoning, Indian Service, 1913, 51.8::.
For support of Coeur d'Alenes, Idaho, 1013, $3.08,
For in euwlt'{ to certain Chickasaw Indisns for losses, treaty June
22, 1855, $5,74
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DEPART.
MENTS,

For transportation of diplomatic and consular officers, $291.40,
For preservation of collections, National Musenm, $47.86,

For general expenses, Burean of Animal Industry, $8.87.

For general exenses, Bureau of Plant Industry, $2.51.

For general expenses, Forest Service, §L.43,

For improvement of the national forests, $6.92,

For general expenses, Burean of Bolls, $2.67.

For general expenses, Weather Burenu, $8.36,

For confingent expenses, Department of Commerce and Labor, $5.42,
For supplies of lighthouses, V2 cents.

For expenses of light vesse[s. $126.04.

For expenses of buoyage, $13.40.

For miscellaneous expenses, Burean of Fisheries, 80 cents.

For expenses of regulating immigration, $119.25.
“Ig%r ies, fees, and expenses of marshals, United States courts,

IFor fees of commissioners, United States courts, ms,&gaz.so.
For fees of commissioners, United Btates courts, $109.80.

The amendment was agreed to,
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Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend-
ment. I wish to say that being at work on the Judiciary
Committee, while T did receive a motice of the meeting of the
Committee on Appropristions, I was negligent in not bringing
it to the attention of the committee. I believe the committee
will accept the amendment.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. T will state the senior Senator
from Nerth Carolina [Mr. Bramons] wishes to leave the Cham-
ber on an urgent matter, and 1 ask the junior Senator from
North Carolina to withhold his amendment for a few moments.

Mr. OVERMAN, Certainly; I yield to my colleague.

Mr. BSIMMONS. Between lines 2 and 3, on page 43, I move
to insert the nmendment I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 43, after line 2, it is proposed to
insert :

To pay Frank G. Jones Tor 15 days' extra services rendered to the
E;mm ttee on Interoceanic Canals during the tolls hearing the sum

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NELSQN. 1 offer the following amendment—

Mr. OVERMAN. I have sent an amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Minnesota
will indulge the Chair. There is an amendment pending. It
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OvVERMAN] moves to amend, on page 53, after line 15, by in-
serting the following:

The nccounting officers of the Treasury are hereby directed to ad-
just. settle, and pay, out of any money in the Treasn
appropriated, pot to exceed In all the snm of £175.000, to officers of

e Army, thelr heirs or legal representatives. pay as commutation for
longevity rations, or other pay or allowances that may be dne eald
officers, their helrs or lesal representatives, under the decisions of the
Supreme Court of the United States. any statute of limitations to the
contrary notwithstanding, which claims have been heretofore barred
from adjustment and settlement by section #480, United States Revised
Statutes, repealed by act of Congress approved July 6, 1014,

Mr. OVERMAN. Congress at the present session repealed
gection 8480. The Senate had repealed the section several times,
but it bad always failed in the House of Representatives. It
went to the House of Representatives at this session, and by
an almost unanimous voice the House repenled the section. To
earry ont the repeal of the section and allow the Confederate
soldiers who fought in the war, such ag Gen. Lee, Stonewall
Jackson, and others, to receive the amount of money that is
actually dve them on the books of the Treasury Department I
have introdneed the amendment.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the amendment may be
inserted at the end of the bill, after line 9. on page 5S.

Mr. OVERMAN, Very well, let it be inserted at the end of
the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina.

The amendment was ngreed to.

Mr. HUGHES. 1 offer the following amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The SeckETARY. On page 43, after line 8. insert the following:

To pay Byford E. Long, jr., for indexing and extra services as clerk to
the Committee on Penslons, Bixty-third Congress, first and second ses-
sions, $800,

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President. I offer this nmendment in be-
half of the Senator from Indinna [Mr. SHIvELY], who is de-
tained from the Senate on account of illness. The object of it
is to pay the clerk of the Commitiee on Pensions a sum some-
what smaller than hns been heretofore paid to that official for
extra services rendered during a session of Congress. For-the
past 15 years such an appropriation has been made, and in
nearly every case a larger snm has heen appropriated. The
Committee on Pensions have been extraordinarily busy during
the present session. They have acted npon something like 3.300
bills. This is an extremely faithfnl official, who has rendered a
great amount of laberions service, and has done everything in
his power to faocilitate the work of the Senate. 1 trust the
amendment will be adopted.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the Senate may
dispose of this matter as it sees fit: I am nut going to say any-
thing in opposition to it. But I am going to say. in order that
Senators may urderstand the course I will pursue in the future,
that this has been, it seems, nn abuse for 15 years, and there
could not be n more flagrant gbuse than the practice of increas-
ing a salary by a donntion at the end of a session. It has been
running through a period of 15 years, and 1 am not opposing it
at this time; but I give notice that hereafter I will raise the
point of order and 1 will resist to the utmost such gratnities
asked for at the closing hours of the consideration of an appro-
priation bill. If the salaries paid are not sufficient, and if

not otherwise |

Senators will come before the committee with ‘amendments to
the law increasing the compensation of the employees of their
committees, such amendments will have careful consideration,
but this is the last time that I will sit gquiet and not oppose what
I consider an intolerable abuse.

We know mothing abount these things. There Is not a com-
mittee clerk in the employ of the Senate in behalf of whom
Senators might not get up here and make the same statement.
I want some system about this matter, but I will say net one
word against this amendment. It has been done, it seems, from
time immemorial; but this is the last time that 1 shall acquiesce,
if T ean prevent it, in an appreprintion of this sort.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment.

Mr. GALLINGER. ILet the amendment be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The SecreTary. On page 43, after line 8, it is proposed to
insert the following:

To pay Byford E. Leng, jr., for indexing and extra services as clerk
to the Committee on ns, Bixty-third Congress, first and second
sesslions, § 300,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed te.
deglkr' NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Minnesota will be stated.

The SecreTary. On page 43, after line 18, it is proposed to
insert the following:

To enable the Becretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of
Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and
House borne on the annual and session rolle on the Ist day of July,
1914, including the Capitol go]lee, the Official Heporters of the Senate
and House, and W. A. Smith, CoNcrussioNar Recorp clerk, for extra
services during the first aod second sessions of the Sixty-third Congress,
a sum egual to one month’s pn{ at the compensation then paid them by
law, the same to be Immediately available,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I raise a point of order against
the amendment,

Thrfl PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point
of order, 1

Mr. BRYAN. My point of order is that this proposed appro-
priation is not estimated for or reported by a standing or select
committee of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the ques-
tion of order to the Senate,

Mr. RRYAN, Mr. President, the rule is perfectly plain. Why
does the Chair wish to submit the question to the Senate? It
has been raised before, and bas always been sustained. 1 do
not know that anybody will contend that the amendment is not
subject to a point of order.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I made a similar point of order
a few moments ago. but my recollection is that the Senator from
Florida voted against it

Mr. BRYAN. That has nothing to do with this case. The
Senator's point of order was not good.

Mr. THOMAS. It was a good point of order.

Mr. BRYAN. It was not. I repeat, this amendment has not
been estimated for.

Mr. THOMAS. That is trve, and 1 stand corrected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has been advised
that a point of order like the one now made by the Senator from
Florida [Mr. Bryax] has been heretofore made and has been
overrnled. The Chair has the privilege of submitting the point
of order to the Senate. and he therefore so submits it.

Mr. BRYAN., The point of order has never heretofore been
overruled to my knowledge.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair bas the privilege of
submitting the point of order to the Senate, and does submit it
to the Senate. All who believe the amendment is in order will
make it known by saying “aye.” [A pause.] Those who be-
jieve the amendment is not in order will make it known by say-
ing “no.” The noes have it, and the point of order is sustained.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, it is not a pleasant task to raise
this point of order. There are many employees who do real
work around the Senate and the other House whom I would be
perfectly willing to see paid more mwoney on account of the long
sessions of Congress, although I believe the salaries onght to
be fixed in accordance with the work done. I will vote as freely
and as willingly as will any other Senator to pay just salaries;
but, sir, the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesotn
gues much further than that, for it means an additional appro-




12322

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JULy 18,

priation of between $150,000 and $200,000. I can not get my
consent to sit silently by, without raising the point of order, to
pay that sum to people already receiving as much money, if not
more money, than they could in any ether activity of life, either
in private or public employment.

I have raised this point of order on every appropriation bill
upon which it has been offered, and I shall continue to do so,
beeause I do not believe we have, in good conscience, the right
to take a sum of money ranging, perhaps, up to $200,000 to pay
to employees some of whom are getting good salaries for but
little worlk.

Mr. KERN. Mr. President——

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order, Mr. President.

Mr. KERN. I offer the amendment which I send fo the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Indiana will be stated.

The SecrETARY. On page 3, after line 14, it is proposed to in-
sert the following:

That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to refund, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other-
wise aplproprinled. to any trust company or other claimant, taxes er-
ronconsly assessed or illegally collected under section 2 of the war-
revenue act of June 13, 1898 (30 Stat. L., p. 448), from such trust
company or other claimant on its capital, surplus, or undivided profits,
in accordance with the decisions of the circult court of appeals in the

case of Treat, collector v. The Farmers' Loan & Trust Co. and the
Central Trust Co., of New York (185 Fed. Repts., pp. 760 to 765).

Mr. KERN. Mpr. President, this amendment simply provides
that the United States shall pay this money, which it owes ac-
cording to the decision of the court. It is conceded by the
Secretary of the Treasury that such is the case. I hope there
will be no objection to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not know that T comprehend the force
of the amendment. I should like to have it again read.

Mr. KERN. It provides for the refund of taxes unlawfully
collected.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I raise the point of order on
the amendment that it is general legislation on an appropriation
bill. There is a proper place for these claims before the proper
committee,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit to the
Senate the point of order raised by the Senator from Florida.

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, if there is any question about
the United States owing these people the amount that is con-
ceded by the Secretary of the Treasury, justification is found
for this appropriation in the decision of the court.. The mat-
ter has been heretofore before the committee, and T think the
justice of it is conceded by everybody; no one disputes the
justice of the claim.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, if so, the Senate can take the
matter up in the regular and proper manner and consider and
pass it. We do not know how much money is involved in this
amendment. Such claims ought to be properly presented. I
am not usually very jealous about other committees; but we
have a Commitfee on Claims cstablished for the purpose of
considering claims against the Government, where the evidence
is looked into, where the amount of the claim is examined, and
where reports from the departments as to the amount of such
claims are asked for and sent to the committee, I think it is
bad legislation to put a wholesale amendment on a deficiency
or other appropriation bill without knowing what is the amount
involved or what are the circumstances of the case,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has the Senator from Florida any idea
of the amount which will be involved?

Mr. BRYAN. I have none whatever.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has the Senator from Indiana any idea
of it?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr, KERN. Mr. P'resident——

Mr. GALLINGER. I addressed the Chair to take the floor
in my own right. I thought the Senator from Florida was
through. I rose to ask the Senator from Indiana a question.
Evidently this matter is to be submitted to the Senate, nnd we
want to vote correctly on it if we can. I ask the Senator
from Indiana to make a brief statement covering this case.
What are the facts?

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, the matter has been presented
to the Committee on Appropriations very frequently at differ-
ent times, and I presume the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
MarmiN] knows more about it than do 1. I have no interest
in the elaim at all. I offer the amendment because two trust
companies in my State have made this claim to the Secretary

of the Treasury, and I understand that a number of other
frust companies have done likewise.

The claim is for taxes erroneously assessed and illegally
collected under the war-revenue act of 1898, The Secretary
of the Treasury, I know—for I have seen his written state-
ment to that effect—admits the justice of these clalms; but he
contends that under the existing statute he is without power
to pay them and has relegated these people to Congress for
their remedy.

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the circuit court of appeals given
a favorable opinion on the claims?

Mr. KERN. The circuit court of appeals in the case re-
ferred to here of Treat, collector, v, The Farmers Loan & Trust
Co. and the Central Trust Co. of New York have so decided.
'.'l'hatt decision is acecepted as the law by the Treasury Depart-
ment.

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President——

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senafor from New Hamp-
shire has the floor.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T have a great many
times during my service here stated that if the United States
were a private party or a corporation, and there was a law
that would incarcerate persons or corporations for not paying
31911‘ honest debts, the United States would be in jail all the

me,

Mr. KERN. Yes, sir.

Mr. GALLINGER. And I have put myself on record as
being in favor of paying every just claim that a citizen of this
couniry has against the United States. T do not know but it
jrauld bankrupt the Government, for the Government is treat-
ing its citizens in this regard shamelessly, as I look at It
As the court has decided that this is a just claim, and as it
is not controverted by the department, as I understand, 1 cer-
tainly shall vote in favor of putting it on any bill that it can
properly be put on until it is paid.

Mr. BRYAN. I want to say. in reply to the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Kerx], that I should like to have the letter of the
Secretary of the Treasury read.

Mr. KERN. I have not the letter at hand.

Mr. BRYAN. Who has this information? '

Mr. KERN. The Senator will have to take my word for
some things. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, I think, is acquainted with the cirenmstances.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr, President, my recollection is that some
of the tax collected under the war-revenue act of 1898 has heen
refunded, and bills have been pending before the Committee on
Claims a good many times providing for additional refunds.
Some of those who paid, as they had a right to do, at the time
the tax was collected paid the money under protest or filed
claims within a certain period of time, Sixteen years have
elapsed since that tax was levied, and now on this fragmentary
showing and upon the recollection of some one as to what the
Secretary of the Treasury says ought to be paid, we are asked
to appropriate an unknown sum. :

These claimants have had thelr remedy in the courts; and the
committees of the Senate have been open to them for 16 years
to make any showing they could that they had either legal or
equitable claims which eonld have received the attention of the
Senate. I think there can be no guestion that the point of order
is well taken, because no Senator will undertake to say that
this is not general legislation on an appropriation bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Is the amend-
ment in order? Senators in favor of declaring the amendment
in-order will vote “aye"——

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T desire to know how the ques-
tion is going to be put to the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators who believe the
smendment is in order will vote “aye™; those who do not be-
lieve the amendment is in order will vote “no.”

Mr. BRYAN. The question does not come upon the merits
of the amendment, but it comes upon the question of whether
the amendment is in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Chair has so stated. The
question is, Is the amendment in order?

Mr, SMOOT. I understood the Chair would put the question
in that way, for that is the way in which it should be put.

Mr, President, 1 feel that there is no donbt that the point of
order lies against this amendment, I -should dislike to be put
in the position by voting to incorporate the amendment in the
bill of voting at the same time against what I believe to be an
absolute compliance with the rule.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Utah think it is
general legislation? Does he think that peint is well taken?

Mr. SMOOT. 1 think it s
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Mr. GALLINGER. On a matter that relates to two corpora-
tions?

Mr. SMOOT. We can not tell how many it refers to; it is
general legislation covering everybody who would come under
the provisions of the amendment.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 do not so understand.

Mr. 8MOOT. It may be one, or it may be a thousand; we
can not say how many there will be,

Mr. GALLINGER. There are but two named in the amend-
ment.

Mr, BRYAN. The amendment could not be framed in much
more general langnage than it is. It applies to everybody who
comes within its terms.

Mr. SMOOT. Therefore, if the question is put in that way.
I shall have to vote that the point of order is well taken, be-
cause I think that it is. and I believe that under our rules the
ruling of the Chair could not be otherwise than to sustain the

int. A
po’rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion before the Sensate
is, Is the amendment in order? [Putting the question.] The
noes seem to have it; the noes have it, and the amendment is
declared to be out of order.

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, at the request of the depart-
ment, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, and ask
that it be inserted in the proper place in the bill. If the point
for its insertion Indicated on the amendment is an improper
place, T ask that the Secretary may change it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecrerarY. On page 89, after line 24, it is proposed to
insert' BUREAU OF FISHERIES,

Fish hatchery, Saratoga, Wyo.: For addition to the Saratoga, Wyo.,
fisheries station, including construction of bulldings and nds, Im-
provement to water supply, and for equipment, to remain available until
expended. $25,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, T should like to inguire if an
estimate has been made for that amendment?

Mr. WARREN. 1 desire to say that 1 have just received a
letter from the department regarding this matter. If the Sena-
tor would like to hear it, I will ask that the letter be read.

Mr. THOMAS, I ask that the letter be read.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I send the letter to the Secre-

tary’s desk and ask to have it read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
the Secretary will read as reqnested.

The Secretary read as follows:

DerARTMRST OF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE SHCRETART,
Washington, July 18, 191k
Hon. FraNcis E. WARREN
United Stafes Senate.

My Drear S8ExATOR: Knowing vour interest in the establishment and
construction of the Saratega, Wyo., fish-enltural station, . beg to ecall
your attention to the condition which now exists in connection with
the funds available for this purpose. Of the $25.000 ap rofrllted,
£9.000 has been expended for land and water rights and $2560 for
incidental items, including travel, surveys, etc. The balance of $22.500
it Is proposed to use in the construction of a hatchery building, super-
intendent's residence, tool house, and other small buildings, water
supply, & stock pond and two vearing ponds, and ?eneral uipment.

wllh the above work completed the station will be established and
may be operated in a limited way. The experience of the Bureau of
Fisherles has, however, amply proved that an appropriation of $25.000
is not enough to procure a site, construct, ful d’ equip, and complete
a moden and efficient fish-cultural station. and the investigations in
connection with the Wyoming site have confirmed this.

In order to complefe this station so as to get the best results it
will require at least $25,000 more than is now available. This addl-
tional sum would be expended in the development of the water supply,
construction of more stock ponds, rearing ponds, and buildings, and
the purchase of more eguipment, and would enable the Bureau to
more than double Its otltg:il of the valuable fishes of Wyoming.

It is therefore sugges that the following item be Incorporated
in the deficiency bill mow before the Senate Committee on Appropria-

“Fish hatchery, Saratoga, Wyo.: For addition to the Saratoga, Wyo.,
fisheries station, including constroctlon of buildings and ponds, 1m-
provement to water supply, and for eguipment, to avallable
until %Enﬁedm 8.25.::2;)&", -

Skt ol ‘Wriniam C. BREDFIELD, Secretary.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, President, I should like to inquire
when was the original $25,000 authorized?

Mr. WARREN. It was appropriated some three years ago.

Mr. SHEPPARD., Why has it taken so long to complete the
work?

Mr, WARREN. Because they were not able to secure title
4o the land until within the last three months.

In the sbsence of objection, |

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Wpyoming,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. On page 15. after line 19, I move to amend the
bill by inserting the following:

Spanish Fork, Utah, post office : For site and commencement, $7,500.

I will state to the chairman

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the amendment
offered by the Senator from Utah is merely to cover an omis-
sion ‘Inadvertently made by the department. It is similar to
other items in the bill, and ought to be adopted.

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask that the amendment be stated at
the desk. I did not catch it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the,
amendment.
; Eel;f SecrerArY. ‘On page 15, after line 19, it is proposed to
n .

Spanlish Fork, Utah post office : For site and commencement, $7,500.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that a couple of years
ago a bill passed authorizing the construction of a post office
at Spanish Fork, Utah, and $50,000 was appropriated for that
purpose. The department have just called my attention to the
fact that they have now assurance that the site can he pur-
chased within the limit fixed by the law, and the amendment
simply follows the lines of similar items which are already in-
cluded in the bill.

Mr. THOMAS. Yery well

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah.

The amendment was sngreed to.

Mr., SMOOT. On behalf of the senior Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. McComBer] I offer the amendment which I send
to the desk. to come in on page 19. after line 9.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 10, after line 9, it is proposed to
insert :

Refund of sums paid for documentary stamps : The time within which
claims may be presented for refunding the sums paid for documentar
stamps used on foreign bills of exchange drawn between July 1. 1808,
and June 30, 1901, against the value of products or merchandise actually
exported to foreizn countries, specified In the act entitled “An act to
provide for rei‘nnalng stamp taxes paid under the act of .June 30, 18N8,
gglm forelgn bills of exchange drawn between July 1, 1808, and Jnne

. 1801, against the wvalue of products or merchandlse actunlly ex-
ported to rore!ﬁ countries and anthorizing rebate of duties on anthracite
codl imported into the United States from October 6, 1902, to January
15, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved February 1, 1909, be, and

| 1s hereby, extended to December 31, 1014,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the object of the amendment is
to relieve certain grain exporters who filed claims in due time
in accordance with the law, but at the time were not able
definitely to state the exact amounts to which they were en-
titled. Afterwards, on learning the amount of the documentary
stamps which they had purchased and put upon bills of ex-
change, they discovered that the claims they had filed did not
amount to half the actual sums expended by them. In the
meantime the limit of time prescribed by the law within which
claims might be filed had been reached. This is simply to
extend the law so that they can file their claims and be paid
for those stamps under a provision of the law which, after the
matter had gone to the courts, was found to be unconstitutional.

Mr. BRYAN. 1 raise the point of order that the amendment
proposed is general legislation on an appropriation bill.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 ask if the point of order was sustained on
the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KegN]?

Mr. BRYAN, It was.

Mr. KERN. Yes; it was. :

Mr. SMOOT. Then, of course, if the point of order lies
against that amendment it also lies agalnst this,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A similar point of order hav-
ing been submitted to the Senate this morning and sustained
by the Senate, the Chair sustains the point of order made by
the Senator from Florida.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I submit the amend-
ment which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. It is proposed to insert as a mew paragraph
on page 39, after the nmendment agreed to on motion of Mr,
Wareren, the Tollowing:

Lake, Wi : For the reconstruction of the
uﬂﬂryﬁﬁi‘:’oﬁé ail:';:e t:arn mcnntﬁcstrgyedthby fire, $4,500.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I have a letter, which I
received only a few moments ago, from the Secretary of Com-
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merce urging the adoption of this amendment. It is very brief,

and I will read it:
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, July 18, 191§,
Hon, MiLES POINDEXTER,
United States Senate.

My Deisr Sexatonr: Knowing your interest in the operations of the
Burean of Fisheries in salmon propagation on the Pacific coast, your
attention is respectfully called to the rotal destruction of the hatchery
building and barn at the Baker Lake (Wash.) station of the bureau.

Unless this hatchery building can be reconstructed before the fall
run of salmon oeccurs, it will be Impossible to conduct fsb-cullural
operations at Baker Lake during the current fiscal year. There are no
funds now available for this, and it Is suggested that the following item
¥e Incorporated in the detlcfency bill now before the Benate Committee
on Appropriations :

“ Iish hatchery, Baker Lake, Wash.: For the reconstruction of the
-hatchery building and barn recently destroyed by fire, $4,500."

Very truly, yours,
WitniaM C. REDFIELD,
Secretary.

In order that the information may be available for considera-
tion in connection with this matter later on, I should like to
state very briefly the extent and nature of the work done at
this hatchery. It is the principal fish hatchery in the State of
Washington, or was so regarded before it was destroyed by
fire.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. THOMAS. T merely wish to inquire whether the strue-
tures were insured?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am not advised whether or not they
were insured. My impression is that the Government does not
insure its buildings.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, T will say to the Senator
that public buiidings are not insured in the District of Columbia.
I do not know how it may be cutside of the Distriet, but there
is no insurance carried on Government buildings In the Dis-
trict.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, this fish hatchery is in
a forest reserve at the head of Baker River and on Baker Lake,
and is devoted to the propagation of blueback salmon, silver
galmon, humpback salmon, and steelhead trout. Its output for
the last five years has been 47,905.000. For the last three years
the annual output has been as follows: In 1912, 6,371.000; in
1013, 7.660,000; and in 1914, 3.643,000. In 1914 the output
fell off on account of the conditions being poor, and that year
might be called an off year. Iis chief output is biueback sal-
mon, and it is the only hatchery in the State putting out that
variety of salmon. This salmon is found in large guantities
-only in the Columbia and Skagit Rivers, and this hatchery is
located near the Skagit River. The blueback salmon is a very
valuable commercial variety, and it is most important that it
should be maintained. To delay work and prevent any output
next year would affect the salmon run for years hence.

As T have indicated, the Baker Lake Station is the Govern-
ment’s main station in-the State of Washington. The Govern-
ment has four or five other hatcheries, but Baker Lake is the
main one, and the only one propagating the blueback variety of
salmon.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. POINDEXTER. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator to say that the blue-
back salmon was found only in the Columbia River and what
other river?

Mr, POINDEXTER. And the Skagit.

Mr. STONE. Are these fish very numerous in those streams?

Mr. POINDEXTER. They are exceedingly numerons. It is
one of the principal eommercial varieties of the salmon in
Puget Sound, and the run of salmon there is of very great com-
mercial value.

Mr. STONE. I am asking to get light on a matter which
I do not understand. What is the function of this fishery? Do
they produce fish and distribute them?

Mr, POINDEXTER. They do.

Mr. STONE. Where are they sent?

Mr. POINDEXTER. They are placed in the waters of these
streams, where they develop and follow the usual life history
of salmon. When they grow fo a certain size they leave the
streams and go to sea, and at a certain period they return to
the streams; and as they return, under certain regulations, they
are trapped and canned for the market, 3
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Mr. STONE. Yes; I understand that: but I was curious to
know why the natural production in streams would not be
abundant to maintain the supply, without the semiartificial
way of adding to or taking care of the supply to prevent its
exhaustion.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am very glad the Senator asked that
question. Of course it involves the entire policy of the artifi-
cial propagation of fish which the Government has been engaged
in for many years and has developed to a very high point of
efficiency, not only in regard to salmon, but in regard to cod,
shad, and various inland fish,

As to why the natural reproduction of these fish is not suffi-
cient to maintain the supply, my judgment is that it is because
of the tremendous extent to which the fish are caught. It has
been found from experience that unless some artificial aid is
given they will be exterminated.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon an
interruption, it is not only because of the increased destruction
through the use of fish, but there is no period in the life of the
fish when they are so susceptible to destruction by those forms
of fish that take the eggs from the bed of the stream as at the
egg period. It is a fact that carrying them through that period
in these artificial fish hatcheries to the point where they can in
4 measure protect themselves by flight very largely increases
the percentage of the development and preservation of the small
fish. That is why the artificial production is so much prefer-
able to the natural production at that particular point in their
existence,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BPRAH. Mr. President, on page 42, in line 20, after the
figures * 1..:1!)," I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendiment on
pnge 42, Iineﬂ?o. I;t is proposed to insert the following paragraph:

0 pay to the Hon. K. 1. Perky the sum 207. -
egz?lgign 81’ ilgafgnl:’tor l:f the Unl%ed States ?grsl?ugﬁ. b-faill::flatrl;efﬁo?n
K Idiu:u). , during which time he gerved as a Senator from the

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr, President, there is no doubt
about the justice of that amount. I hope the amendment will
be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed fo.
deshg- CHILTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.
mTl;f SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 17, it is proposed to

sert :

Martinsburg, W. Va., post office and courthouse: For extension, re-
fﬂ%‘iﬂiﬂ’i"nﬂ"%‘féﬁ?& m%@cﬂon, or improvement, including instal-

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. As I understand, that is within
the limit of cost, and the amendment ought to be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, in order to make it as unobjee-
tionable as possible, I will state that the amendment T send to
the desk is offered by me for another Senator, Mr. Reep. I
have a memorandum in regard to it that I will read in a
moment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecrReTARY. It is proposed to insert the following, after
line 18, on page 43:

To pay the foilowing named for overtime and expert services -
dered to the Committee on Banking and Currency, Ii:‘:mmtin in cr:;-
g(l!ltuf and indexing the hearings on the federal-reserve act gﬂm Octo-

20 to November 5, 1913, by detail from the Government Printing
Office, the sum set

question is on ngreeing to

] posite each name ctively : Helen C. MecG i
§46.26; Elizabeth iP Eggert, £39.76: El z.uhethyA. Spllman, ;33(15‘{{1;
and Minnie B. Hegeman, $20.00; in all, $142.83.

Mr., KERN. My, President, the Senator from Missourl [Mr,
Reen], who was obliged to leave the Chamber, left with me
this memorandum about the amendment. He says:

The hearings on the Federal reserve act before the Banking and
Currency Committee began SBeptember 2, 1013, and were concluded
October 28. The hearings cover 3,200 printed pages. .

It was necessary that the index of these hearings should be pre-
g:red immediately in order to have the volomes printed and before the

nate when the bill was taken up for consideration. The commitien
had no additional elerical assistance, the force consisting of a clerk and
two stenograpbers. The Prioting Office was called upon to detail ex-
pert asesistants in connection with the indexing, and four young ladies
were detailed in complianee with this request. They assisted the elerk,
night and day, incluoding S8undays, from the 20th October to the Sth
of November. They were pald for the regular hours of employment by
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the Government Printing Office, but have received no compensation for
the extra time they put in at night and on Sundays. he provision
roposed to be incorporated in the deficiency bill makes appropriation
or payment to them for this extra service, only, at the rate they would
have received had they been employed overtime by the Government
Printing Office.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during the consideration
of the District of Columbia appropriation bill we had a most
interesting hearing by certain blind people, and two appro-
priations were pliced in the bill in aid of the blind. They were
both lost in conference.

I observe that in this bill an appropriation for the library
for the blind is inserted, which was one of the provisions which
was in the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 1 will say
that our legislation in the District of Columbia for the care of
the blind is very imperfect and inadequate; but some very
worthy people have established a home in Georgetown, and
have constructed a new building, and they are taking care of
blind people and teaching them trades as far as possible, and
doing most excellent work,

I am very strongly in favor of the amendment which has
besn inserted in this bill for the library for the blind: but I
am equally in favor of giving a little aid to this institution in
Georgetown, which is in debt, having a mortgage upon its
property.

The provision which appeared in the District of Columbia
bill anpropriated $10,000 for that purpose. I am going to offer
an amendment, which I am sure the chairman of the committee
will be willing should go to conference, giving them $5,000,
which is the same amount that was included in the bill for the
library for the blind.

I offer that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 23, after line 5, after the amend-
ment agreed to at that point, it is proposed to insert:

AID TO THE BLIND.

Aid Assoclation for the Blind: For ald. maintenance, improvement of
grounds, and purchase of mechanical equipment for the workslmg of
the Ald Association for the Blind. located at 3050 R Street NW..
$5.000, sald sum to be expended under the direction and supervision
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

Mr., THOMAS. Mr. President, I should like to inquire why
items of that kind are not ineluded in the Distriet of Columbia
appropriation bill? What part have they in a bill of this sort?

Mr, GALLINGER. I had just explained to the Senate in a
few words that this item, earrying an appropriation of $10,000,
was inserted in the District bill and passed the Senate; but it
was lost in conference, as was the item relating to the library
for the blind, which has been put in this bill. I wanted this
ilem to go to conference in conjunction with the other item, and
if it is lost again, of course we can not help it; but it is a very
worthy purpose.

Mr. THOMAS. T think if we can lavish $75,000 upon a cele-
bration in Maryland, we can afford to spend $5,000 for the blind.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to
the amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mz, SHEPPARD. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecrETARY. On page 41, afer line 2, it is proposed to
insert:

To enable the Secretary of Labor to carry out the provislons of Sen-
ate resolution G8, agreed to June 30, 1914, directing him to ** Investigate
and report, as far as it Is practicable. upon the mortality and the dis-
abillty by accident or by disease incident to or resulting from the various
occupations in which the wage earners of the United States are cn-
gaged,” the Secretary of Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized to
employ, throngh the Commissioner of Labor Statistics. such temporary
assistance as may be necessary to tabulate the material secured In com-

appropriation
for miscellaneous expenses, Bureau of Labor Statisties, 101{

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Yresident, 1 want to say that this is
simply another duplication of work. We have the Census De-
partment now under the Department of Commerce. Yesterday
afternoon I telephoned to the Census Office and asked the
Census Ofiice if they had the information asked for in thig
amendment.  They told me that they had the information
covering a little over one-half the United States. I asked
them why they did not have it to cover the whole of the United
States, 'and they stated that the reason was that tlie other
States had laws that were not applicable to the collection of
the proper information, or at least information in which they
had absolute confidence. - ;

This work never ought to be placed in the hands of another
department of the Government. To-day, under the Depart-

ment of Commerce, the Census Office has a eomplete corps of
workers for the collection of this information. If we under-
take this duplication of work, if we make this appropriation
at this time for the Department of Labor to undertake it, it

“will be only the beginning of a system that will end in a bureau

in that department with an appropriation of $100,000 or
$200,000 every year.

I know the Senator may say that this is simply to collect
the information at this time; but experience has shown that
wherever it has been undertaken in any department it has
never ceased, and this is simply asking another department of
the Government to do work that is being done by one of the
departments at the present time. 3

I make the point of order against the amendment that it is
general legislation upon an appropriation bill, and not esti-
mated for.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, this amendment to the
pending bill is to carry out a resolution previously passed by
the Senate during this session. It is therefore in order. On
page 17 of the Standing Rules of the Senate the Chair will see
the language which I am about to read.

Mr. SMOOT. In that connection let me call the attention of
the Chair to the fact that the resolution of which the Senator
speaks was not a joint resolution. It was only a Senate reso-
lution aud has no binding effect whatever. If it had been a
Joint resolution, and had become a law by the action of both
Houses, then the Senator’s contention would be sound.

Mr. SHEPPARD. The rules do not say “ joint resolution.”

Mr. SMOOT. That is what has always been held by the
various presiding officers of the Senate,

Mr. SHEPPARD. The rules do not specify that it shall be a
joint resolution, I eall the Chair’s attention to the plain lan-
guage of the rule:

Or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out
the provisions of some extsf[]::g law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or
resolution previusly passed by the Senate during that session.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course that means a law, and nothing can be
a law unless passed by both Houses. Of course it does not say
* joint resolution”; but it means and has always been held to
mean a resolution passed by both Houses, which is a joint reso-
lation or a concurrent resolution.

Mr, SHEPPARD. That is merely the ipse dizit of the Sena-
for from Utah, The plain language of this rule is that the
amendment is in order if it is to carry out a resolution hereto-
fore passed during this session.

I submit to the Chair that the plain language of the rule
makes the amendment in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has read the rule.
The Chair holds that under four conditions such an amend-
ment is in order: Where it is to carry out the provisions of—

(1) Some existing law—

(2) Or treaty stipulation—

(3) Or act— H

(4) Or resolution previously passed by the Senate during
that session.

The resolution having previously passed the Senate during
this session, the amendment is in order.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Fresident. I want to appeal to the
Senator from Texas to agree to striking out three words. This
amendment provides that the Secretary of Labor shall * in-
vestigate and report, as far as it is practicable, upon the mor-
tality and the disability by accident or by disease incident to or
resulting from the various occupations,” and so forth.

If we go into an investigation of the question of disenses
that may occur from vocational enterprises or labor, it is an
endless journey, and I do not think it is practicable. I do not
see how it can be determined, except to guess. A man hLas a
chronic disease, we will say, and he has been employed in some
class of labor, some manufacturing concern. I do not know
how on earth any man is wise enough to determine whether
that disease was produced by the labor in which he was en-
gaged, or whether it may not have been hereditary, or whether
it may not have been produced by some other cause.

I am quite in favor of the compensation act, so far as death
and disability are concerned; but I am very fearful that if
we go into this question of compensation for diseases incurred
we will roe the day we adopted that course.

Therefore I move to strike from the amendment the words
“or by disease,” and I hope the Senator will agree to have
those words eliminated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SrcrerarY. On line 5 of the amendment it is proposed
to strike out the words “ or by disease.”
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President. these statistics are merely
to serve ms a basis for investigating the very question the Sena-
tor suggests, It is not to say arbitrarily that certain occupa-

tions produce certain disease, but by getting these figures the |

department will endeavor to ascertain whether they do er not.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am still of opinion that it is a danger-
ous field to enter upon, and I will ask to have the motion sub-
mitted to the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendemnt to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agree-
ing to the amendment as amended.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I make the point of order
against the amendment as amended, because if it has been
amended it is not carrying out the provisions of a resolution
and is general legislation on an appropriation bill and no esti-
mate has been made for it

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that
the point of order is not well taken. and overrules it.

The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
Benator from Texas as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, T should like to ask a ques-
tion of the chairman of the committee, or some member of the
committee, in regard to an item on page 46. 1t is for the pay-
ment of judgments against the United States. In lines 2 to §
these words are used:

Together with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay in-
terest on the respective judgments at the rate of 4 per cent per annum
from the date thereof umtll the time this appropriation is made.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is in the direct language of
the statute. There is a statute that provides that interest shall
be paid on judgments at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. The
Senator from [Utah [Mr. Smoor] raised the same guestion and
wanted the committee not to put in that language, but it is in
accordance with law. It is necessary to be putin. It is so pro-
vided by law,

Mr. SMOOT. T will say to the Benator that in looking it np
I found that section 10 of the Tucker Act specifically provides
that 4 per cent interest shall be paid upon these judgments.

Mr. BURTON. What class of judgments?

Mr. SMOOT. Judgments of the United States courts

Mr. BURTON. Does that Include the Court of Clalms?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. All judgments of circuit courts,

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: all judgments of circuit courts. 1 was not
aware of it until to-day.

Mr. BURTON. That is not true of the Court of Claims, is it?

Mr. SMOOT. No: I think not of the Court of Claims, because
we never allow interest on judgments of the Court of Claims;
but, as I say, section 10 of the Tucker Act specifically states that
4 per cent interest shall be paid on judgments of United States
courts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amend-
ments to be offered ag in Committee of the Whole, the bill will
be reported to the Senate.

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

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time. :

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ENLARGED HOMESTEAD.

Mr. BORAI. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of a bill on the calendar which has been passed by
the House and unanimously reported by the Committee on Pub-
lic Lands. It is House bill 1698.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of House bill
1698. 1s there objection to the request?

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to have the title of the bill
stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
title of the bill. d

The SgcreTARY. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide for an enlarged homestead,” and acts amendatory
thereof and supplemental thereto.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
enf consideration of the bill?

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I think I must object to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill.

Mr. BORAH. Why does the Senator object?

Mr., PAGE. Because I think it is a bill that ought not to

be
passed. I have not examined all of it with sufficient care to

say so positively at this time, but T think I shall have to ebject
to its present consideration.

Mr. BORAH. Of course the Senator has that privilege.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 20, 1914, at
12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Saruroay, July 18, 1914,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

We would approach Thee, Almighty God, in the spirit of
Him who taught us when we pray to say:

Our Father which art in heaven, Hallowed be Thy name, Thy
kingdom come. Thy will be done in earth, as it is in heaven.
Give us this day our daily brend. And forgive ns our debts. as
we forgive our debtors. And lend us not into temptation, but
deliver ps from evil: For Thine is the kingdom, and the power,
and the glory. for ever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

ENGROSSMENT OF CLATMS RESOLUTIONS.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the orders which I send to the Clerk's
desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Order No. 15.

Ordered, That In the engrossment of H. Res. 532 the Clerk be directed
to strike out “[Connecticut],” on page 1, line 7; and alse to insert in
their proper alphab order the amendments offered under **Ten-
nessee.”

Order No. 16.

Ordered, That In the engrossment of f. Tes. 451 the Clerk be dlrected
to Insert the amendment offered on page 2. under “Alabama,” in their
Bm;oﬂffj‘abnﬂm_ﬂdu: and also, on page 4, line 10, to strike out

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the orders which
the Clerk has just reported. Is there objection?

There was no cbjection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the orders.

The question was taken, and the orders were agreed to.

‘CORRECTION,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
make a statement in the nature of a correction of the IRecorp.
During a discussion in the House on July 15 I understood the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Serpomrince] to make the
following statement, which I find is so transcribed by the
reporter of debates:

This administration has been able. through its policy of wise and
peaceful methods, to bring peace and good erder to t disordered
conntry.

Referring in that statement to Mexico, which statement
led me to make the following observation:

Mr. Chairman, Tistening te the picture of order and ce having been
restored In Mexico by this administration, as painted by the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. SELDOMRIDOE]. It occn to me that that picturs
of order and peace and quietude could anly have been painted and could
only have been imagined by a gentleman from Colorado.

I find that in the Recorp the statement of the gentleman from
Colorado now reads differently, and 1 have no criticism to make
of the improvement which I admit has been made in that
statement, for it seems nearer to the demands of the truth.
It is as follows:

This administration bas been able, throngh Its wise and penceful
policy, to bring about conditions that will result in peace and good
order in that distracted country.

I make this statement, Mr. Speaker, merely to have it appear
in ‘the RECoRD.
RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. -

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resigna-

tion :
; WasmiNGgrON, D, C,, July 16, 11},
Hon.st:mnr CraRE,

peaker House of Representatives.
Dear Mr. CLaRk : 1 beg to hereby tender my resignation as a member
of the Committee on Agriculture,
Yours, very truly, ‘Cuanres H. Snosw.
The SPEAKER. Without objectiom, the resignation will be
accepted.
There was no ohjection.
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COMMITTEE ELECTIONS,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the
gentleman from Illinois, T move that Cmarres H. Sroaxn, of
Nebraska, be elected a member of the Committee on Ways and
Means, and that Mr. SYDNEY ANDERSON, of Minnesota, be elected
a member of the Committee on Agriculture.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report these nominations.

The Clerk read as follows:

Jury 16, 1014.
Hon, Oscar W. UNDERWOOD,

Chairman Committee oi Ways and Means,
ouse of Representatives.

Desr Mr. UNpErRwoop: I beg to recommend the election of Hon.
CoasrLes H. BLoaN, of Nebraska, as a member of the Committee on
Ways and Means. and Hon. SYpNEY ANDERSON, of Minnesota, as a
member of the Committee on Agriculture. .

Yours, very sincerely, :
James R. Maxx,
Chairman Conference Minority.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these gentlemen will be
elected to these places.

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Demo-
eratie caucus, I also move the election of the following gentle-
men to the several committees named in the paper which I
gend to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Nominations of Democratic eaueus:

MicuagL J. GILL, twelfth Missouri, to be a member of the follow-
{ftg c?:}!mlttoes. Iuvalid Pensions, Labor, and Industrial Arts and
Lxnositions,

W. 0. MuLkey, third Alabama, to be a member of the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

WiLLiam L. Icog, eleventh Missouri, to be a member of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary

E. Y. WeBs, ninth North Carolina, to be the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judielary.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these gentlemen will be
elected to the places named.

There was no objection.

USE OF REVENUE CUTTERS.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a letter from
the Secretary of the Treasury with relation to certain state-
ments that were made in the Houge on the 11th day of July rela-
tive to his alleged violation of the law in the use of revenne
‘cutters.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to print in the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp a letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury on the subject of remarks
that were made about his abuse of the use of revenue cutters.
Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to hear the letter read now.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the letter may be read at this time.

The SPEAKER. That will get it into the Recorp surely.

AMr, HUMPHREY of Washington Mr, Spenker, reserving
the right to object, I will ask the gentleman from New York
if the Secretary says anything in that letter in regard to the
rumor that his son, at the time he was married, was using a
revenue cutter on his honeymoon trip?

Mr., FITZGERALD. I do not know.

Mr. MURDOCK. Who was married?

Mr, HUMPHREY of Washington, The son of the Secretary
of the Treasury, as I have heard, used a revenue cutter for the
purpose of making a honeymoon trip when he was married.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, no such statement as that
has ever been made.

Mr. MURDOCK. Let us hear the lettér read.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think anybody would make
such a preposterous statement.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the letter be read at this time. Is there
objection ?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 17, 191}

My Dean Mz, FiTzGERALD : My attention has been called to page 11971
of the CoxGrESSIONAL RECORD, dated July 11, 1914, where Mr. Goop of
Towa made t!'¢ following statement :

* It is a notorlous fact that every Friday or thereabouts at this time
of the year the revenue cutter Prairie leaves Boston, comes to Washing-
ton, and Is loaded down with Democratic officials, and they are taken
for a cruise down the Potomae at Government exz;louse: but that woul
not be so bad if the violation of the law stopped there.” .

He then quotes a newspaper item in which it is stated that the Seere-
tary of the Treasury an ra. McAdoo arrived at Mattapoisett, Mass,,
July 5, on the revenue cutter Onondaga.

Mr. Goop recites a provislan.

of the law contained in the sundry civil bill approved July 7, 1884,
which provides that “ hereafter revenue cutters shall be used exclu-
sively for the public service and in no way for private purposes.” He
then alleges that the Secretary of the Treasury has violated this law

use he rode upon a revenue cufter, and execlaims: “If the publie
to-day had the power, In no uncertain terms it would demand the re-
moval from office of the Seeretary of the Treasury, who not only refuses
to enforce this law but himself violates if.”

Please allow me to thank fuu for having so effectively replied to these
statements of Mr. Goop, which I can aseribe only to utter ignorance on
his part of the law and the long-standing practice of this department
or to wanton misrepresentation.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]

If the present Secretary of the Treasury has violated the law in
going aboard a revenve cutter, then every Secretary of the Treasury
since the passage of this law in 1884 has been a violator of the law.
Ev:-r{ ong of my Republican predecessors; pamely, William Windom,
Charles Foster, Lyman J. Gage, Leslie M. Shaw, Georgze B. Cortelyou,
and Franklin MacVeagh, as well as my Democratic predecessors, 1ugh
MeCullough, Daniel Manning, Charles 8. Fairchild, nnd John (). Car-
lisle, have been violators of the law. The fact is that neither I nor
any of my predecessors, Republican or Democratie, have violated the
law in going aboard revenue cutters. The Secretary of the Treasury is
the head of the Revenue-Cutter Bervice, and has been sinee its fonnda-
tion in 1792, The émrpase of the service is, among other things, to
?atml our coasts and the adjacent waters for prevention of smuggling,
be destruction of derelicts at sea, and the rescue of life and propert
imperiled at sea. 1In the winter cruising season no revenue cutter is
allowed to remain in port longer than 24 hours without a written ex-
planation to the department. 1 consider it highly advantageous to the
service for the Secretary of the Treasury himself to go aboard the reve-
nue cutters and to crnise with them as Imquemlfv as poesible, because
it enables him fo famillarize himself with the service generally, with the
character and opcration of the ships, and the manner in which the offi-
cers and crew are performing their dutics. On two occasions within the
last 17 months, when I have been on board revenue cutters, rescues were
made at sea, and I secured knowledge which T have apg:'!ed with great
advantage in the administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service. Durin
the fisra 59&:’ eaded June 30, 1913 (report for the fiseal year ende
June 80, 1014, is not yet ready). the Eevenue-Cutter Serviee saved 327
lives and assisted vessels and eargoes imperiled at sea to the value of
£10,626,610. This service, in cooneration with the Life-Baving Service,
for the same year saved 4,423 lives and assisted in saving property
valued at £16.,659.545.

Permit me to say that my Republican and Democratic predecessors
in this office have permitted Congressmen and Senators and other
officers of the Government to go aboard the revenue cutters from time to
time and upon such occaslons ns they thought it might be beneficial to
the service. In all such instances officers of the Government have
been permitted to use the revenue cutters only when it did not inter-
fere with the proper cruising arrangements of the wessels, and always,
as I understand it, upon the payment by such officials of their personal
expenses on the ships.

rmit me also to say that the Presidents of the United States have
frequently made use of ‘the revenue cutters. I do not believe that such
use was a_violation of the law. President Taft and President Roose-
velt have been on the revenue cutters at varlons times.

Mr. Goop says: “It is a notorlous fact that every Friday or there
abouts at this time of the year the revenue cutter Prairic leaves Boston,
comes to Washington, and is loaded down with Democratic officials,
and they are taken for a cruise down the Potomac nt Government ex-
pense.” This statement is utterly without foundation.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]

There is no revenue cutter b; the name of Prairie; there is a naval
supply vessel by the name of Prairie—a sort of transport, which kas
been employed for some time in carrying men and supplies to and from
the naval tleet in southern waters. I have no control whatever over
the Prairie.. No revenue cutter of any kind or character * leaves Bos-
ton every Friday o1 thereabouts and comes to Washington ™ for any

urpose whatever, nor has any revenue cutter come from Boston to

‘ashington or gone from Washington to Boston since I hecame Secre-
tary of the Treasury. It is Inconceivable how Mr. Goob could have
made such an untrue statement, especially when he could have sscer-
tained the facts by merelf inguiring at the department.

On the occasion to which Mr. Goob refers, namely, July 5, 1914, 1
did arrive at Mattapoisett, Mass, on the revenue cutter Onondaga,
The Onondaga, was under cruising orders, and | accompanied her on
that cruise. Every item of expense occasioned by my presence and that
of my wife on the cutter was pald by me.

[Applanse on the Demeoeratie side.]

I have never at any time been on a revenue cutter when 1 have not
l::lld every item of expense conmected with my presence there, This
the only occasion upon which I have ever gone from Washiugton to
Mattupoisett on a revenue cutter,

In the course of the debate, Mr. GooD asked the following question :
* Will the gentleman pame some of the duties that might devolve npon
the Secretary of the Treasury which would cause him to use g revenue
cutter leaving New York Harbor with the American flag fiying, and
immediately after it was ontside of the harbor the Secretary ordered
the flag pul'ed dewn and its remalning down until they reached the
&r(} in Massachuserts where his summer home is%” 1If by this Ar.
D means to charge that any such incident as this oceurred while I
was on the Onondaga, the charge is unqualifiedly false, I have never
given orders at any time concerning tne flag, and the only time I have
ever scen the flag lowered on a revenue cutter was at sunset, when
on all revenue cutters, as well as on all paval vessels of the United
States, the flag is lowered at sunset, and the =alute to the flag is given,
As the administrative head of the service, | have done my utmost to
earn as much as I can about the revenue cutters, because I am decl;l_v
nterested in the brave men who run these ships and in the splendid
humanitarian and other woirk they do. Not only is this lawful, but it
is in the line of my duty. Suach criticism as that of Mr. Goop dis-
plays an utter lack of understanding of the law and the purposes for
which the Revenue-Cutter Service Is malntained.

With kind regards, T am,

YVery sincerely, yours,

Hon. Joux J. FITZGERALD,
+ House of Representalives,

TApplause on the Democratie side.]

W. G. McADpoo,
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ENROLLEP BILL SIGNED.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Spenker signed the same:

H. I. 11317. An nct to increase the limit of cost of the United
States post-office building at Neweastle, Ind.

ENROLLED JOINT BESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS
APPROVAL.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the following joint resolntion:

H. J. Res. 304. Joint resolution anthorizing the Secretary of
War to loan certain saddles and bridles for the use of the na-
tionnl encampment, Knights of Pythias, to be held at Terre
Haute, Ind., in July, 1914,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:
To Mr. Papcerr, indefinitely, on account of important busi-
ness.
To Mr. KrrcHiN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his
family.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS,

By unanimous consent, Mr. DiLLox was granted leave to with-
draw from the files the papers pertaining to H. R. 13560, no
adverse report having been made thereon.

AMENDMENT OF GENERAL DAM ACT,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. AbAMsoN].

Mr. ADAMSO:. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Housc resolve
ftself into the Committee on the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R.
16053.

The SPEAKER. Before that question is put the Chair will
announce for the benefit of the Kansas delegation that at 3
o'clock a special order begins to present and accept the statue
of George W. Glick, placed in Statuary Hall. The gentleman
from Georgia mowes that the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill H. R. 16033.

The motion was agreed to.

Aecordingly the House resolved itself Into the Committee of
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the further
consideruntion of the bill H. R. 10053, with Mr. GasNgr in the
chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid-
eration of the bill H. R. 16053, the title of which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R. 16053) to amend an act entitled “An act to regunlate
the construction of dams across navigable waters,” approved June 21,
1900, as amended by the act approved June 23, 1910.

EXTENSION OF BEMARKS.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr, Chairman, I desire to yield to the gen-
tleman from Missourl [Mr. Lrovp].

Alr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, 1 wish to extend my remarks in
the liecokp in regard to the subject of railway mail pay. There
will be a bill considered pext week, probably, in which this
matter will be discussed to some extent. [ understand at that
time there will not be opportunity for general debate of any
consequence, and I wish now to have an opportunity to ex-
tend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Missour! asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp In the
manner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair bears none.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, T make the same request.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois makes the
same reguest. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair heurs none.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from New Mexico [Mr. Fencussox].

Mr. FIERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, T ask leave to extend my
remarks in the Hecorp for the purpese of inserting a letter
from one of my constituents correcting a statement in a speech
which I made not long ago reluting wholly to a matter within
New Mexico.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from New Mexico? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlman
from Kansas [Mr. Murpoek].

Mr, MURDOCK. Mr. Cbairman, I ask nnanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a short article
from the National Field, which is the official organ of the
National Farmers' Union. It seems recently John Skelton Wil-
liams, Comptroller of the Currency, said there were $300.000,000
now availible under the new law for farm loans. The repre-
sentative of this organization asked farm loans from natioual
banks and failed to obtain them, and this is a recital of the
attempt.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the mun-
ner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Alilr. ]mAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
EN].

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent fo
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an editorial
from the Cincinpati Enquirer on * The advancing tide of busi-
ness.”

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Washingfon [Mr. FaLcoxer].

Mr, FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimons consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on unsurveyed and un-
taxed lands in the State of Washington.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington arks
unanimous eonsent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The -
Chair hears none.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. O'Hair].

Mr. O'HAIR. Mr. Chairman., I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp touching unpon conditions
both financial and commercial as they exist in Tllinois.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

AMENDMENT OF GENERAL DAM ACT.

Mr. ADAMSON. DMr. Chairman. [ hope the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. SteveEss] will consume some time,

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chalrman, I yleld 45
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexgsoor].
[Applause.]

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat at a loss to
know how I ought to proceed to discuss this bill. Had I
spoken upon it a week ago, as I expected to, I should have con-
demned it as vigorously as my command of the English lan-
guage would permit, for this bill, as reported from the commit-
tee, proposed the most complete surrender of public rights to
special privilege that bas ever been attempted within the mem-
ory of any man upon this floor. But as Members became ac-
quainted with its provisions, such a storm of protest was
arounsed that a number of conferences were held between some
of the proponents and some of the opponents of the bill in its
present form, and as a result of such conferences the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce will itself offer amend-
ments to the bill removing most. if not all, of its vicious fea-
tures. Therefore the quandary that I am in is whether to dis-
cuss the bill as it is reported from the committee and now
gtands before the House or to discuss it in the light of the
amendments that will be offered by the committee. After re-
flecting upon the matter I have coneluded that I onght to dis-
cnss the bill both in its present form and also as it will stand
if the asmendments which I understand will be offered by the
committee are adopted.

I believe it proper to discuss it in its present form, because in
voting npon amendments it will be helpful to Members fo know
and understand that as originally reported by the committee the
bill represented a public policy diametrically opposed to the
public interest, a policy based upon the theory that private
capital should be practically unrestricted and uncontrolled by
Congress in the development of water powers upon our navi-
gable rivers. The opponents of the bill in its original form
protest against this surrender to special privilege, and the
amendments which will be offered will in large measure retain
in the United States proper control of these water powers and
safeguard the public rights.

The bill before us, both in its present form and with the
amendments proposed, is a water-power bill in fact, although
navigation is the basis of our jurisdiction. In opening the de-
bate upon this bill the chairman of the committee asserted
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that the paramount purpose of this bill is te develop navigation.
To quote his language:

Navigability, the purpose of the bill, bears the same relation to the
development of water power, so far as this bill Is concerned, that the
bird we are frying to catch bears to the balt with which we bait the
trap. We realize that water power—hydroelectric power—Iis useful for
a great many purposes, and ean be made profitable; and, being useful
and promising profit, it may be sufficient to tempt capital to construct
for the benefit of the people of the United States those creations which
are so expensive that the Treasury of the United States Is unable or
unwilling to undertoke them, to make navigable three or four thou-
sand miles of large streams in the country which ought to be navk
gated for the benefit of the people,

It Is true that we have not caught many birds with the balt, because
capital is a wary old bird.

Now, the fact is that instend of water power being the bait,
it is the other way around, for in this bill navigation is the
bait and the Honse is the bird which the water-power interests
endenvored to trap. It is to my great regret that the gentleman
from Georgia, wary old bird tiat he is, and respected by every
Member of the House, rushed to the bait and was easily ednght,
bat I congratulate him that in offering the amendments that
I understand he will offer, he will extricate himself from the
trap, as well as enable the membership of the House not mem-
bers of his committee to avoid it.

Now, no one questions the good faith of the gentleman from
Georgin, but there is not a scintilla of evidence in the hearings
or in the provisions of the bill itself to substantiate the stute-
ment that the paramount purpose of the bill Is to develop navi-
gation, although improvement of navigation may resnlt. We
lhsve a number of waterway associations in this country bend-
ing every energy to secure the development of navigation, but
net one of their representatives appeared before the committee
in advoeacy of this bill. We have countless commercial bodies
always ready to petition Congress and its committees to legis-
late for the development of navigation, but not one of them
appears in the hearings upon this bill. The first witness ap-
pearing before the committee was J. W. Worthington, of Shef-
field, Aln., interested in the Alabama Power Co., concerning
which I will have something to say later. and his entire argu-
ment was devotéd to the development of water power. The
only other witness was Hugh L. Cooper. of Stamford. Conn.,
interested in the Keokuk Dam, on the Mississippi River, con-
cerning whom I shall also have something so suy later. His
entire argument was devoted to the development of water
power, not in ald of navigation but for commercial purposes.
These are the only witnesses appearing before the committee.
There are two letters from water-power engineers, and a num-
ber of letters from bankers and brokers who deal in water-
power securities, and lastly there is a letter from the Secretary
of War to Judge Apaumson, which 1 suggest every Member of
the House rend, for in this letter there is not the remotest sug-
gestion that navigation is the paramount object of legislation of
this character. At the end of his letter is found a proposed
bill which he asks Judze Apamsox to introduce. I will ask
the Members of the House to compare this bill with the one
now before us for eonsideration, and you will at once see how
far the committee hns departed from the suggestions of the

Seceretary of War, the departure in every case being in the in-

terest of the water-power companies.

Alr. Chairman, while it is clear that the paramount pur-
pose of the bill before us is to aid water-power companies and
not navigation. I would not condemn it for thnt reason. On the
contrary, the development of water powers upon many of our
streams is far more important thon the development of naviga-
tion; and while ounr jurisdiction rests npon the right to control
"~ navigation, sometimes navigation itself should be considered
as n minor and incidental matter as compared with the great
public benefit flowing from the proper development of our
witer powers.

So, Mr. Chairman, this bill ought to be discussed as a
water-power bill, for that is what it is, and I propese to dis-
cuss it as such.

The gentleman from Georgia. in his speech, made much of the
fact that out of 95 authorizations for dams only 13 had been
constructed. Accepting that statement as true, what does it
prove? Ouly that a great many get-rich-quick promoters, with
no money of their own and without a sufficient market for their
power in the vicinity of their proposed dam, could not horrow
the money to do the work. Financing of water power belongs
in a class by itself. The usunl procedure is for a promoter
to first get an option on a dam site, then a franchise from
the Government. then to issue anywhere from oue to twenty
million dollars of stock to himself to pay for the option and
the franchise, and then endeavor to borrow money enough to
buy the dam site and construct the works. Fail? Of course
* they fail. Why should they not? Go to a real estate broker
in Washington, get an option upon a piece of real estate, and

then endeavor to borrow enough money to pay for the real
estate and erect a 10-story building on it, and you will connt
a muoch larger number of fallures In that cluss of transactions
than the promoters of water power count in theirs. But, aside
from this, because money can not be had now to invest in witer-
power bonds is no reason why we should give water-power com-
panies all the rights we hold in trust for the people.

If that Is a good reason for repealing our laws containing re-
strictions and conditions as to development of wuter powers,
then by the same reasoning we should at once abolish the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, for the railroads for some time
have been unable to borrow money, and if we woulld abolish the
commission and permit them to charge any rates they choose
they then would be able to borrow money, buy needed equip-
ment, and make necessary extensions. There is as much reason
for doing it in the case of railroads as there is in pussing this
bill, and there is no good renson for doing either,

Carrying this a little further, if it is good policy to surrender
all of our rights to secure development of water powers. why not
repeal the Sherman law In toto? Big business Is afraid of It,
they say. Ilepeal it, and big business would expand, money
would be available, ecombinations could be mude to Incrense
prices to consumers, insuring such large profits that eapital
would be attracted to invest. This bill now before us is legisla-
fion of that character, and when the membership of this House
fully understand it there will be no more chance of its passage
than there is of the abolishment of the Interstate Commerce
Commission or the repeal of the Sherman law.

But water-power development is not in such a bad way as the
gentleman from Georgia seems to think.

The total stationary power now used in the United States Is
about 50,000,000 horsepower, of which about 6,000,000 is water
power.

The great developed water powers of the country are largely
controlled by 10 groups of interests. all of them more or less
interlocking and connected. In 1011 these 10 groups had devel-
oped and under construction 1.521.000 horsepower: in 1913 they
had 2,711,000 horsepower. an increase of 900,000 horsepower in
two years. So we are doing pretty well with the legislation
which we have. withont mnking the grants to water-power in- -
terests contained in this bill. These 10 groups in 1911 held
1,450.000 horsepower undeveloped. and in 1913 they held 3.500.000
horsepower undeveloped, and their control over the water powers
of the country is steadily Increasing.

I have said these 10 groups of water-power interests are
maore or less closely connected. There is, in fact, no competition
between them in any way. The General Electric Co. heads the
list; next comes the Stone & Webster Co., and so on down tha
line, each having its own territory without eompetition with
any of the other of the groups.

In the hearings upon this bill Mr. Cooper in his testimony
stated that he raised the money to build the great Keokuk Dam,
at Keokuk, Towa. belonging to the Mississippi River Power Co.
Upon page 18 Mr. Cooper was asked by Mr. Tarcorr, a mem-
ber of the committee, this question:

How about the Stone & Webster group? What are the actual facts
concerning the Stone & Webster group of water-power holdings?

Answer :

1 know the Stome & Webster people very well. I wonld like to say
that they are very strong competitors of mine, and they come nearep
being idealists in seiling things cheaper to the publle than they can get
anywhere else than anyhody I have ever heard of anvwhere. They are
strong competitors of mine. and T have lost a lot of money and a lot of
sleep over the fact that I ~an not get business that they get away from
me; but T have yet to find a single place where the Stone & Webster
puetg:le were not putting the price of their products down all the

Now, remember these two statements of Mr. Cooper, that he
personnlly raised the money to build the Keoknk Dam and that
the Stone & Webster people were very strong competitors of Lis.
In an endeavor to verify this information I secured a copy of
Moody’s Manual of Railroads and Corporation Securities for
1013, and I turned te the report upon the Mississippi River
Power Co., which owns this Keokuk Dam. and, notwithstanding
the stntement of Mr. Cooper that the Stone & Webster people
were strong competifors of his, and that they were keeping hiwm
lying awake nights, I find that the president of this same Missis
sippi River_Power Co. is Edwin 8. Webster; the vice president
is the same Hugh L. Cooper who testified. The directorship
includes E. 8. Webster and C. A. Stone. The managing agents
are given as Stone & Webster. If this fs Mr. Cooper's idea of
competition, I wonder what his definition of monopoly would
be. [Applause.]

At this point T may as well say something of Mr. Worthing-
ton, the other witness before the committee. I inferred from
his testimony that he must be interested in the Alabama Power
Co., but upon referring to Moody's Manual again I found that
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the entire stock and bond issue of the Alabama Power Co. was
owned by the Alabama Traction, Light & Power Co., and 1
found that the Alabama Traction, Light & Power Co., con-
trolling a large percentage of the water powers of Alabama, was
not 1 corporation organized in Alabama, not even a corporation
of the United States, but is a corporation organized in Canada
for the purpose of generating hydroelectric current, and so forth,
in the State of Alabama, and it has, according to Moody's
Manual, its principal office in Canada and not the United States.

Now, what is it that this bill does that is so dangerous to
the public interest? I shall not endeavor in this general de-
bate to discuss all of the defects in the bill, but only the vitally
important provisions which are against the public interest and
which unless eliminated from the bill should cause its defeat.

First. The bill gives perpetual franchises to water-power com-
panies and deprives any future Congress for all time to come
to change their terms. If this bill should pass as reported, un-
less the United States purchases the property of the grantee at
its full value, a thousand years from now the rights of the
grantee will remain fixed by this act of the Sixty-third Congress
in the year 1914,

I understand that the committee will offer an amendment to
the bill providing that at the end of a 50-year period Congress
may impose such new terms and conditions upon the further
use of the property as it may then deem wise. I have no ob-
jection to a 50-year term, for I realize that a generous term ia
necessary to procure the necessary capital to develop water
powers, but no one can now foresee what conditions will be 50
years hence. Congress should be free at that time to deal with
those conditions as they exist, and the amendment that will be
proposed by the committee, I naderstand, will accomplish this.

Second. It grants to water-power companies all of the public
lands of the United States necessary for dams, accessory works,
and transmission lines upon the annual payment of 5 per cent
of the value of the lands taken. It not only does that, but gives
the water-power companies a preferential right to public lands
as against the United States itself.

The United States may purchase lands for any public pur-
pose, but if a wuter-power company needs it they are granted
in this bill the right to go and take them and use them, paying
only 5 per cent a year on the value.

It does not seem possible that such a provision could be in-
corporated in any bill having the favorable report of any com-
mittee, but here it is In language so plain that it can not be
guestioned by anybody.

I am glad to say that it is my understanding that the com-
mittee will offer an amendment largely eliminating this provi-
sion and providing only for the use of certain lands of the
United States upon first procuring the consent of the Secretary
of War and upon the payment of such charges as he may de-
termine as just, and thus remove the objection I have stated.

Third. Section 14 of the bill permits the Secretary of War to
lease the surplus water power created by any Government dam.
No restrictions are placed upon the Secretary; the lease may be
for 99 years or 999 years; and not only that, but when Govern-
ment dams are being constructed the Secretary of War, without
consulting Congress, may take in as a partner with the United
States In the undertaking a water-power company, and agree
with it as to what its share of the partnership contribution shall
be. He is required to report to Congress his action after he has
acted, but not before.

Members of the Sixty-second Congress will remember that in
that Congress there was involved the use of surplus water pow-
ers to be created by Government Dams and Locks 16 and 17 on
the Black Warrior River. A bill passed the Senate anthorizing
the Secretary of War to enter into a contract with the Birming-
ham Water, Light & Power Co., which contract shounld provide
that said company, its successors and assigns, shonld have the
right to construct, maintain, own, and operate at its own cost
in connection with Dams and Locks 16 and 17 on the Black
Warrior River, for a period of 50 years, electrical power sta-
tions and other structures for the development of water power
and selling the same not needel for lockage, and so forth. It
was provided that the company should furnish free to the Gov-
ernment at Locks 16 and 17 all power necessary for the opera-
tion of the locks; that the contract should provide for the pay-
ment to the Government of an annual rental for its use of the
water power developed at Dams 16 and 17. For the first 20
years the rental should be §1 per annumn per horsepower devel-
oped, and at the end of the 20-year period the Secretary of War
could readjust the same and have the right thereafter to read-
just the rental at every 10-year period. It reguired a minimum
payment, beginning with the year 1920, of $15.000 annually.
(See page 4024, CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp, Sixty-second Congress,
first session.)

This seemed to be guite a liberal bill for the protection of
the Government, but the House belleved that important rights
were endangered by the bill as reported by the committee, for
the bill was amended in the House in the following particu-
lars: First, requiring the Secretary of War to advertise for bids
and preseribing that the lease should be made to the highest
bidder; second, prescribing that at the expiration of the lease
all the right, interest, and property of the company &:quired by
virtue of the act should pass to the Government unless Con-
gress otherwise provides: third, cutting down the term of the
lease from 50 to 25 years. Thus amended, the bill was passed
by the House.

The Senate refused to accept these amendments, and it is my
recollection that a compromise was reached by striking out from
the bill all reference to the leasing of the surplus water power
and authorizing only the construction of the dams by the Gov-
ernment, so that this surplus water power upon thesa dams in
question on the Black Warrior River will be subject to the pro-
visions of section 14, if enacted. I believe this House ought to
be at least as careful of the rights of the public in the year 1914
as they were in the year 1911.

Now, in the Ferris water-power bill, reported from the Public
Lands Committee, where the Government has not expended a
single dollar upon the dam, but merely owns the dam site, the
Secretary of the Interior is restricted in making of leases to the
grant of a term not excceding 50 years, and other regulations
are provided. No one can successfully contend that we should
be more liberal in the leasing of our water powers created by
the expenditure of Government funds than we are in the leas-
ing of water power to be developed wholly by private capital
and where the Government owns only the dam site.

In the bill that I have referred to, proposed by Secretary of
War Garrison, we find a saction which covers the subject matter
of this section 14, and it reads as follows:

8ec. 15. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized
to enter into revocable leases for (he use of surplus watér and water

wer generated at dams and works constructed wholly or In part b
be United States in the interests of navigation at such rates, on sucg
terms and conditions, and for such periods of time, not to exceed 5O
years, and with such provision for the periodical readjustment of
rentals as may seem fto him ﬂlust. equitable, and expedient, subject, how-
ever, to the provisions of this act governing the authorizatlon, main-
tenance, and operation of tpower plants, and to all regulations governin
the use and disposition of the power, g0 far as the same may be appll-

cable; and all such leases, the parties thereto, and the terms and condi-
tions thereof shall be reported annually to Congress.

This is an excellent provision, fully safeguarding the rights
of the public. But one objection can be made to it, and that is
in the use of the word “revocable.,” I do not believe these
lenses should be revocable within the term for which they are
granted ; but in all other respects the suggestion of the Secre-
tary of War should be adopted, and at the proper time I shall
offer as a substitute to section 14 the section proposed by the
Secretary of War, which I have just read, omitting only the
word “ revocable” therein contained.

Another provision in the bill is very important. The present
general dam law, the general brldge law, and every special dam
and bridge act that I know anything about has in it a provision
reserving to Congress the right to alter, amend, or repeal the
act. Every Stute that I know anything about reserves this
power in the franchise which it grants; but not so with this bill,
Here we find that the right to alter, amend, or repeal the act
is reserved only when Congress determines that the conditions
of the act have been violated by a grantee owning the dam. A
perpetual franchise with no power to alter, amend, or repeal
would be a fine thing for the water-power companies, but gen-
erations yet to come would look back upon this Sixty-third
Congress and conclude that nothing short of corruption could
have induced it to do this great wrong. There is, of course,
nothing corrupt about it, but its results, if enacted, are just as
bad as If there was.

The last section of the bill, section 17, is one of the worst.
The plea is made that the concessions found in the previous
sections of the bill are necessary to induce capital to develop
water powers, but this section 17 provides that this act shall
apply to all existing dams as well as those hereafter authorized,
so that as to any existing developed water power now in opera-
tion, under the reserved power of regulation or power to change
the terms of their charters, this section 17 makes them, too,
these princely gifts of perpetual franchise and the other privi-
leges I have discussed. This section repeals all previous legis-
lation granting consent to construction of dams. This means
the repeal of the Hetch Hetchy act, passed last year; the Los
Angeles act, passed some years ago; and every other act and
also every permit issued by the Secretary of the Interior and
Secretary of War, and places all such dams under the provisions
of this bill.
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I understand that the committee will offer an amendment to
this sectlon removing the objections that I have referred to.

Now, many of the statements I bave made as to the effect
of this bill have been vigorously denied by its supporters, and
in order that there can be no misunderstanding about this, I
now wish to take up certain sections of the bill in detail and
demonstrate that the statements I have made are absolutely
correct in every particular, and I shall also indicate somewhat
more in detail the amendments that I understand will be offered
by the committee, removing many of the objections to the bill.

I want to go through some of the provisions now a little
more in detail. I first want to call attention to section 2 of the
bill. The present law provides that the Secretary of War may,
in his discretion, insert in the approval of any project for a
dam the stipulation that the grantee siall, at his own cost and
expense, construet a lock in connection with ithe dam at any
time that the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers may
find it necessary. 'This bill, which is an amendment of the act
of 1910, in fact, inserts one little word, the word * then,” so that
as this bill stands the Secretary of War must determine in
advance as to whether a lock will be required in connectica
with the dam for the next 50 years to come, and if he makes
either n mistake in engineering, or if Congress chooses to make
a stream navigable throughout its length that is not now navi-
gable, reguiring a lock where none is now required, the Govern-
ment itself will have to pay for the construction of the lock,
and instead of such a dam alding navization it will, in fact,
obstruct it. And there ought to be the right on the part of the
United States, when a dam is constructed across a navigable
stream—and that is all this bill has to do with—to reserve the
power to compel the construction of a lock at any time that it
may be deemed necessary in aid of navigation. Now, the engi-
neers can not tell at the time of the approval of a project what
may be necessary. To illustrate, the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. Stevess] and I and other Members appeared the
other day before the Board of River and Harbor Engineers in
reference to a eanal between Lake Superior and the Mississippi
River. The gentleman from Minnesota spoke in advocacy of
that eanal, asking for a survey, and the members .f that board
then raised the objection that they could not determine at this
time what kind of a canal was necessary; they could not deter-
mine what kind of locks were necessary, because it had not yet
been determined what type of boats would be successful upon
such a canal; and yet you are compelling the Seeretary of War
to determine that question, which can not in the very nature of
things always be determined, or else say that the Government
itself must stand the expense of restoring navigation around a
dam instead of at the expense of the company itself.

All throughont section 2 carries ount that proposition.

Bection 4 refers to the use of the public domain by water-
power companies. I want to read it to you to show how it origi-
nally read:

{e) That in the construction, maintenance, and operation of smch
dam and accessory works there may be occupicd and used such lands
of the United States as may be necessary therefor, and in consideration
thervof the owner of such dam shall pay to the United States such
<harges, not to exceed an annual payment of 5 per cent of the fair
value of such lands. as may be fixed by the Secretary of War and
Chlef of Engineers, and in gxins such ges consideration shall be
taken of the benefits accruing thereb{mto the Interests of navigation as
well as to the business of such grantee.

Why, gentlemen, language could not be framed that would con-
stitute more of a gift to the water powers of this country or a
more complete surrender of the public domain that still belongs
to ng. Yon will find the proposed amendment, immediately fol-
lowing those words, in brackets, and that, as I said a short time
ago, fully safeguards it, in my judgment.

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin, In section 2, on page 2, in refer-
ence to the word * then."” to which you called attention, I desire
to ask if the amendments to be proposed contain any provisions
curing or changing this?

Mr. LENROOT. Those proposed by the committee do mot.
The next provision I want to call attention to is section 9. The
act originally read:

That the rights herein granted shall continue for a
from and after the date of the completion of the stru

‘Which is changed to “dam"”—
described in the original approval, and after the expiration of said 50
years such rights shall continue until compensation has heen made to
eaid grantee for the fair value of its property, as hereinafter provided.

Now, that meant nothing more nor less than a perpetual fran-
chise. The right to recapture this property, with one exception,
is a right that ean not be changed by any provision in this or
any other bill. The United States Government always has the
right of emineni domain, and unless this property is of such a

period of 50 years
cture—

character that it could secure it and operate it under the
exercise of the right of eminent domain, it could not be given
the right to purchase it and operate it by the terms of this bill.
And so nnder the exercise of the right of eminent domain we
could always take over this property, but in exercising that
right there is one element of value, namely, we might have to
pay the value of the franchise, and this bill does eliminate that
from consideration.

But these gentlemen keep saying. or did say, that it was only
a franchise for 50 years, and, if that were true, then it meant
absolutely nothing more than the right of eminent domain,
because if the franchise did expire at the end of 50 years there
would be no franchise value to pay for. But as it stood if
went on and on forever, and the only right retained was to
purchase,

Now, to illustrate how little that amounts to, yon take this
Keokuk Dam that I have referrved to, belonging to the Missis-
sippi River Power Co., and it is capitalized now for $37.500.000.
They have developed only about half their power. I have not
any question that 20 years from now it will be worth that sum
with the transmission lines that will be built. Now suppose a
proposition comes to Congress to appropriate $37,000,000 to take
over the Mississippi Power Co., do you suppose Congress is
going to do it unless the abuses are so gross as to compel it?
Are they going to do it merely as a business proposition? Not
at all. And so this right of reeapture, while valuable, will not,
in my judgment, be exercised, because it is going to involve
tremendous amounts of money; and we must have a further
right than that—the right at the end of the 50-year period to
make such terms and conditions with reference to a new consent
as we choose to make.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
right there? :

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Do I understand the gentleman's position
to be that at the expiration of the 50-year lease the right of the
grantee shall cease unless he shall get a new right?

Mr. LENROOT. No.

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, I want to suggest to the gentleman
that proposition. I believe that it is important that you put
the inertia of Government in favor of the Government instead
of having the inertia of Government always in favor of the
grantee. Theoretically Congress has absolute control over the
street railways of the District of Columbia. Practically it has
not any at aill, becnuse you can never get a bill throngh.

Now, if the right of that street railway company to operate
its cars terminated at the end of a certain period unless it got
affirmative action from the Government, you would find then
that the inertia of the Government would be used for the bene-
fit of the Government, the railway company would be anxious
to do business, and af the end of the given period it would have
to make terms with the Government in order to continue, and
they would come to speedy terms. It is not to be assumed that
the Government will be unreasonable. If you do not so pro-
vide, that inertia will practically continue the franchise in-
definitely.

Mr. LENROOT. Suppose the inertia of the Governinent is
still such that at the end of the 50 years no renewal is granted.
What becomes of the property?

Mr, SHERLEY. I do not think that situnation would arise;
but you might, If necessary, provide for an additional period of
a year or two pending negotiations; but I would certainly make
it incumbent upon the grantee to get a new right. Now, he
gets a right of 50 years. Why should he not at the end of that
time be required to get a new one? Otherwise, I repeat, the
inertia of the Government will constantly work to the advantage
of the grantee. "

Mr. LENROOT. There is this to be said on the other side
of that proposition, and that is that at the end of that §0-year
period, with this amendment adopted which will be proposed
by the committee, they will be nothing but tenants by sufferance
or tenants at will. They can not raise money with that kind
of a title after the 50-year period.

Mr. SHERLEY. I know of a street railway company in a
city—not here—that were tenants by sufferance, in my judg-
ment, for 20 years. They did not advertise the fact, and it was
usually hushed up and denied that their right was for a limited
time, and they went on and borrowed money, trusting—and
successfully trusting—to the inertia of that city government to
prevent anything being done. The fact that they are there and
that you have to move to get rid of them gives them a tre-
mendous advantage, I would make them move in order to
stay there.
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My, JOHNSON of Eentucky., Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

The CHATRMAN, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yleld
to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. In reference to what my col-
lengue [Mr. SHERLEY] has just said, it may not be amiss just
now to invite attentlon to a contention which has arisen in the
District of Columbia relative to the street car companies which
are located here. Recently there was a bill before the District
of Columbia Committee, which has been reported from the
committee und is now on the calendar, for municipal ownership
of the street railways of the District of Columbia. It has been
argued before that committee—and by good lawyers—that, not-
withstanding the fact that as a part of each one of these
charters there is a provision that Congress reserves the right
to alter, amend, or repeal those charters, it is contended by
these attorneys that Congress has no right to repeal; that Con-
gress can not repeal their franchises nor take them away from
them: and that. in acquiring the physical property itself, it
would be necessary also to acquire their franchises by purchase.

I say that question has been plausibly crgued before that
committee, and the argument is in print, and those who would
like to read it can get it from the District Committee.

Mr. LENROOT. With reference to the suggestion made by
the gentleman from Kentucky, there is not so much difference
between Lis position anc mine. I have been contending through-
out this entire controversy—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
gin has expired.

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to have a little more time.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. How much time would the
gentleman like?

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to have 15 minutes.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized for 15 minute. more.

Mr. LENROOT. I have been contending through this entire
controversy that at the end of the 50-year period Congress
ghould be absolutely free to deal with this utility as it saw fit,
and the only difference between us is whether Congress itself
ghall initiate it or the utility.

Mr. SHERLEY. The difference is that you have a theoretical
freedom instead of an actual one, because every delay works
for the benefit of the grantee. I want to have it put the other
way, and force the grantee to come up and get u new life.

Mr. LENROOT. The bill as drawn absolutelw deprives Con-
gress of any freedom in either eveuat. This amendment re-
gtores it.

Now, as to the reeapture provision, the commiftee has one
amendment here, in line 4 upon page .0, that I wish to say just
a word about, and which I hall discuss more at length when
we get cu the bill under the five-minute rule. It reads ncw:

Sgc. 10, That at any time after the expiration of said 50 years [as
Congress may prescribe] the Secretary of War terminate the rights

hereby grant u{mn Flv'lng to the owners thereof one year's notice in
writing of such termimation, and upon the taking over by the United
States—

And so forth. Now. I do not know what the committee has in
mind in the use of the words “ as Congress may prescribe.”” 1
know of no other interpretation than that Congress may pre-
scribe how the Secretary of War may terminate the rights on
one year's notice. But 1t certalnly does not change the provl-
gion that * the Secretary of War, after the 50 years, shall have
the right to terminate the license hereby granted,” which is not
in harmony and is inconsistent with the amendment that will
be proposed to section 9, that after the 50-year period their
rights may be terminated at any time by Congress itself withont
a year's notice or any other act; and that, 1 trust, will be
changed when we reach the consideration of the bill for amend-
ment.

Now, section 13 is the section relating to the right to alter,
amend, or repeal. I have discussed that already, and now want
to discuss the amendment that the commitiee proposes to make
to this section. I read:

SEc. 13. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved as to any and all dams which may be authorized in
accordance with the provisions of this act. 5

That is the present law, so far. Now, they propose to amend
by adding the langnage * whenever Congress determines that the
conditions of consent have been violated.” That is the way it
stood as reported from the committee. Now they offer another
amendment, * or after the expiration of the ¢riginal contract pe-
50(1' as may be deemed necessary for the interests of naviga-

on."”

Now, Heaven knows, this section was bad enough as originally
reported from the committee; but they. have made it a great
deal worse by this amendment.

As originally reported from the committee, with the amend-
ment, after 50 years it gave the right to alter, amend, or repeal,
because there would have been no franchise existing that we
did not have the right to interfere with. There could be no
contractual relation, and therefore after that time there could
be no violation of the conditions of the contract. But now this
amendment comes in:

Or after the explraﬂon of the original contract period, as may be
deemed necessary for the Interests of navigation,

So by this amendment this committee says that after the 50
years have expired you may amend, alter, or repeal a franchise
of a power company, or change the terms of this act, so far as
it affects such power company, only as may be deemed snecessary
for the interests of navigation. I hope before this debate Is
over some member of this committee will tell this House why,
after the 50 years have expired, Congress should not have the
right to deal with this question absolutely as it sees fit, whether
in the interest of navigation or otherwise. They ought to have
the right to change this recapture clause. They ought to have
the right to require compensation at that time if they choose
to do it. There are a great many rights that Congress might
wish to exercise at the end of the period, rights which the
Congress ought to have the opportunity of exercising.

Mr. AVIS. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the gentleman
for information about section 10, providing for the taking over
lt:yi the United States Government, one of the conditions

eing—
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constituted publie authority having Jurﬂﬁctin: :eprrgo"fal ey

Will the gentleman please explain what is meant by that lan-
guage, and particularly what is meant by the—
thagg;t;val of the duly constituted public authority having jurisdiction

Mr. LENROOT. I take it this is what is meant: Many of
the States in enacting water-power laws now provide that
contracts exceeding a certain length of time, usually 15 or 20
years, ghall not be valid unless approved by the utility com-
mission of the State. I take it that is what this means.

Mr. AVIS. Do you understand from that provision that the
Government can go into the good faith of that contract, from
the language that follows?

Mr. LENROOT. That is evidently the intention of the com-
mittee, I think. I am not a member of the committee, but I
think so.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. Will the gentleman yleld?

The CIAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the gentleman from Mississippi?

Mr. LENXROOT. 1 will yield for a question, if T can get a
little more time. I will yiald to the gentleman from Mississippi
anyway.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. The géntleman stated—
and I fully agree with him—that at the end of 50 years Con-
gress ought to be left free to impose any conditions that in
the wisdom of Congress are deemed desirable. Would not
that be taken care of absolutely in this bill if the suggestion
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] were to be
followed, that an absolute period be put to the rights granted
to the company, so that the burden would then be upon the
company to move?

Mr. LENROOT. I think that would be very likely to result.

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin, If the nmendment proposed in the
first paragraph of section 1%, page 14, becomes a part of the law,
will it not then impliedly say that these grants of water power
are perpetual? Would not that be the meaning that the statute
would necessarily carry if that becomes a part of the lnw?

Mr. LENROOT. In reply to this uestion, I will say that
there is a square confiict between that language in section 13
and the language in section 9 as amended, and I would not un-
dertake to interpret or construe the conflicting provisions, I
gincerely hope that when we reach the proper stage we will elimi-
nate the provision from section 13, making it entirely clear.

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentieman yield right there?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. FERRIS. I think It is fair to the chairman of the com-
mittee and the committee itself, and to all of us who have been
more or less concerned about this bill, to Ingnire nt this point
why the langunge In pirentheses in section 13. beginning with
line 15 anw ending with line 18, was placed in the bill? That
language undoubtedly does upset every thought that all of us
have had, and it does upset the views . f the committee. In our

' conferences on these matters we have all agreed that they should
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have a §0-year contract, and we have all agreed that at the end
of 50 years that should be the end of it, and we have all agreed
that no such limitation as that which has been inserted should
be incorporated in the bill, I want to say that I think this bill
is going to accomplish great good, and I think it is full of good
things, and I think it is going to be a good bill; but it seems to
me that we ought now, without waiting a minute, to agree that
that language go out of the bill. It has no place there. It is not
in keeping with one word that any of us have ever said or
thought on the subject, and I think some one on behalf of the
committee ought to rise and eliminate that language.

Mr. LENROOT. I shall not undertake to discuss the bill in
detail any further as my time is about expiring. When we
reach the bill under the five-minute rule I shall take the
opportunity to discuss it further and perhaps to offer certain
amendments,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr, Chairman—

Mr. LENROOT. I am afraid I can not yield further until I
have finished what I have to say.

Mr. FOWLER. I thought the gentleman had concluded.

Mr. LENROOT. I want to make a few general statements in
conclusion.

Mr. Chairman, I think T ought to say a word about the laws
of certyin foreign countries relating to water powers. The gen-
tleman from Georgia in his speech made some reference to a
certain water-power company being driven to Ontario, Canada,
because of the onerous conditions of our laws, and reference is
made in both the hearings before the Committee on Interstate
Commerce and Committee on the Public Lands to the induce-
ments held out to water-power companies by Ontario, Canada.
and by Norway. I thought it worth while to ascertain just
what those inducements were, and I was greatly surprised by
what I found.

I find that in Ontario, Canada, where these people were
driven to, as alleged, leases are not made perpetual as provided
in this bill, nor for even 50 years, as our present law provides,
but for 20 years only, with a privilege of two renewals of 10
years each, making a total term of 40 years. The lease ghall
contain such terms and conditions as the minister may pre-
scribe, and the grantee shall pay such annual rent as the min-
ister shall fix. At the expiration of the lease all the property
reverts to the Crown without any payment, except the machin-
ery employed may be removed within a term fixed by the min-
ister. A proviso is added that when the works are permanent
and useful there may be paid to the lessee such sum as the
legislative assembly of Ontario may appropriate; but this is a
matter of donation entirely and not a right of the lessee.

The laws of Norway provide a great many conditions and
restrictions as to operation of the water power, care of em-
ployees, and so forth, and provide for an annual payment of 25
cents per horsepower per year. The term of the franchise shall
be not less than 60 nor more than 80 years, and at the expira-
tion of the term the waterfalls, improvements, works, power
station, and machinery revert to the Government without any
payment to the water-power company. These foreign laws can
be found in the hearings of the Committee on the Public Lands,
pages 531 and 535.

Now, I want to say a word with reference to the reversion
of the property to the Government. I am not contending for
that in this bill. But the fact is that every water power that
is developed to-day provides for the amortization of their plant.
In other words, these plants are built, in nine cases out of ten,
from the proceeds of the issue of bonds, and in every case a
sinking fund is required to pay the entire bonded indebtedness
at the end of the term. So, as a matter of fact. at the end of
thie 50 years' franchise every dollar of that investment will pre-
sumably be paid out of the earnings of the plant. So it is not
going to be at all unreasonable at the end of the 50-year period,
if we renew the consent, to make a provision that in a shorter
period of time the entire plant shall revert to the Government.

Mr. SHERLEY. In other words, they make the rate to the
consumer of power sufficient to pay for the entire plant?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

In conclusion, I wish to repeat what I stated at the outset,
that this bill in its present form is an indefensible surrender of
the publie interest to special privilege, and I congratulate the
committee upon the fact that it will itself offer amendments
removing most of the serious objections to the bill.

Some of us who have been active in opposing the bill in its
present form have been severely criticized and have been
charged with desiring to lock up all the resources of the United
States and not utilize them at all. This charge is not true.
Some men smile at the words “conservation” and * conserva-

tionist,”” but they are good words, and that man or that party
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that does not mnke conservation of our natural resources a part
of his or its policy has but a short time to live politically.

Conservationists believe in development of all of our natural
resources for the greatest benefit of -all our people with the
smallest amount of waste that is practicable. We do not believe
they should be used to make a few men rich without resulting
benefits to the great mass of our people. We do not take the
position that the men who with brains and eapital develop these
resources should not be awmply rewarded, but, on the contrary,
insist that they receive encouragement and protection to the
fullest extent not inconsistent with the public interest. There
are those who honestly and frankly take the position that the
natural resources of our country still owned or controlled by the
Government for all the people should be surrendered to any
private interest that will develop them. That seemed to be the
theory of the gentleman from Georgia, the chairman of the com-
mittee, in proof of which I wish to read a paragraph from the
hearings upon this bill. Mr. Cooper made a suggestion that the
water power company be expressly permitted to make a mini-
mum return upon the capital invested, and 9 per cent was sug-
gested by bhim, and that any earnings above that sum should be
divided equally between the company and the State, to which
suggestion Judge Apamsoxn, the chairman of the committee,
replied:

What you want is something that will keo‘p the State from making a
fight on you people. I do not think you would ever get the Government
to adopt a partnership of that kind. You are riding two horses. You
are going, with the eonservationists part of the way and with us part
of the way. (Hearings, p. 26.)

Here we have a very frank expression from the chairman of
the committee that he is utterly opposed to the ideas and poli-
cies of the conservationists.

Mr. Chairman, the anticonservation policy was until a few
vears ago the policy of this Government. Under that policy
we have had a most reckless, if not eriminal, waste of our re-
sources. To that policy more than any other cause can be at-
tributed the existence of the great trusts and monopolies of
to-day. Our oil Jands have been so far placed in private owner-
ship that onr Navy ean not find enongh publie lands remaining
containing oil to supply our Navy with oil for fuel; and we have
the Standard Oil Co., the greatest monopoly of all time. Our
anthracite-coal lands are all in private ownership as a result
of that policy, and our people now have to pay annual tribote
to the Anthracite Coal Trust as a result of the anticonservation
policy. Our iron-ore lands are all in private ownership, mak-
ing possible a Steel Trust. But for the conservation policy,
creating national forests, our forests would all be under private
ownership now, strengthening the grip of the Lumber Trust.
Of all of our natural resources our water power is the most
important. It is the one resource that is not entirely or par-
tially destroyed by use. Water will continue to flow downward
to the sea so long as the world shall last; and on its way, with-
out diminution, for every horsepower created by it and used
10 tons of coal are saved each year. The development of our
water powers, therefore, is conservation in the highest degree;
and the only question is whether this development shall be for
the public good or primarily for private gain. Some time in
the future our fuel resources will be gone, and unless we retain
control of this, the only resource that ean not be destroyed, the
time will come when the owners of the water powers will ab-
solutely dominate all of the industries of the Nation.

1t is said by some that posterity can take care of itself. It
can, but the legislation of this generation will determine
whether future generations will care for themselves by revolu-
tion or orderly procedure under the form of government which
we now have. This bill in its present form attempts to fix
rights of water-power corporations a thousand years hence, and
conservationists are justified in being concerned with the wel-
fare of at least the generation which shall follow us. That the
ideas of conservationists are as I have stated can be demon-
strated by the bills now upon our ecalendar reported from the
Committee on the Public Lands, dealing with practically all of
vur national resources still a part of the public domain., Every
one of those bills makes provision for present use of those re-
sources, but retaining control over them by the Government in
the interest of all the people.

Mr. Chairman, this bill can be amended so as to secure de-
velopment and at the same time protect the public interest.
Each Member of the House has a duty to perform in the con-
sideration of this bill. Partisanship has no place in the con-
sideration of a bill of this character. While in a sense the
Democratic majority is responsible for all legislaiion which
passes this House, it is the duty of every Republican to do what
he can to perfect this bill and make it a bill safeguarding the
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public interest. With this In mind, I and other Republicans
have cooperated with Democrats in an endeavor to remove the
vicious features of this bill; and while I fully realize that as a
result of such efforts the Demoeratic majority will be relieved
of mnch criticism and will take the entire eredit for this bill,
if it shall be properly amended, I am willing that they should
take all credit to which they may be entitled, for the public in-
terest should always be considered before any partisan advan-
tage that miglt have been gained by the minority party had a
different comr=e been pursued.

That the bill will be amended in the public interest before it
passes this House I am confident, but if by any possibility we
shall fail in amending it, then better a thousand times defeat
the bill entirely and say to the people of the couniry that we
ean better afford to let our waters flow untrammeled to the sea
a few years longer than pass a bill denying to them and future
generations any control over the most valuable resource which
we possess. [Applause.]

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I refrained from interrupt-
ing the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNroot]
because I kuew that he has had that speech in his system a long
time, and that it would prove disastrous to him, if not to others,
if not delivered; but I desire to say that the clavse in the para-
graph to which he devoted so much time was not in the uriginal
bill, but was prepared as an amendment, and it was fully under-
stood should not be incorporated as one of the amendments to
the bill. The fact is that it is as much the faunlt of the other
gentlemen as ourselves. The gentleman and his associates had
a copy of all the amendments we intended to offer, and looked
them over, and they were satisfactory to gentlemen on both
sides. I do not think the gentleman ought to blame us any
more than we should blame him for the oversight in allowing
the clause printed. I desire to say that I am gratified that
the gentleman is now able to find himself so nearly in accord
with the bill, and feel so much gratified that I will not stop to
discuss whether the defect was originally in the bill or in the
understanding of the gentleman. I will remind the Committee
of the Whole that there is not a single amendment in the 14
that the committee is going to offer that is inconsistent with
the bill as originally drawn and introduced in this House. We
discnssed them over and over again, and we suggested these
amendments and they were agreed to by the other side.

I further desire to state that I made this statement in opening
the argunment, that the fears of the gentleman were entirely
imaginary; that the English language did not justify any such
conclusion as they tried to deduce from the language of the
bill. Mr, Chairman, T am so happy that the amendments we
are going to propose, and of which T gave notice, are satisfae-
tory to the gentleman that I have nothing further to say. I
hope we will proceed with the debate and adopt as soon as
possible this great and valuable constructive measure on the
most important subject to the country that has been before Con-
gress for a long time.. I now yield to tlhie gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Usperwoon] such time as he desires.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, T have listened with
much interest to the remarks of the distinguished and able
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor]. I am sore that he is
gincere in what he has said, and I am also equally sure that
through some misinterpretafion he has misled the House and
earried it very far afield from what is really in this bill.

Of course the most important feature of the bill. so far as the
public is concerned. is that provision in the bill that aunthorizes
a recapture of the dam and its accessory works in the interest
of the public. I can say to the House that although I have no
objection whatever to the amendments that the gentleman from
Wisconsin has sought to put in the bill. so far as the amend-
ments they have put in the bill in reference to the recapfure,
they are far more in the interest of the corporation that will
acquire the title to the dam than was the provision in the
.origina) bill. The original bill provides for the right of reeap-
ture, provides for Government supervision and regulation if the
plant is not regulated and supervised by the State itself; but I
will not take up the time of the House at this time to go into a
discussion of the features of the bill, beczuse they can be better
and more wisely discussed when the bill is under consideration
under the five-minute rule.

Mr. Chairman, for the last decade the bullding of dams
across the navigable rivers of the country to promote naviga-
tion and at the same time create hydroelectric development has
been a question much discussed, fruitful of some legislation,
and productive in the end of only meager results,

The Fifty-ninth Congress passed n general dam act, which
was nmended in the Sixty-first Congress. This legislation was
ample and complete in so far as it authorized private capital
to build dams and improve navigation under the supervision

‘phase of the su

and direction of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army.
But the law requires those desiring to avail themselves of the
law to first obtain the consent of the Congress, and it has now
become practically impossible to obtain the consent of the Con-
gress under the present law.

The objeetion to all bills propesed in recent years ean be
stated as:

First. That the general law did not provide for rate regu-
lation in the interest of the public.

Second. That there was no provision incorporated in the law
to allow the public in future years to acquire the ownership of
the dam and water power except by the expensive and doubtful
process of condemnation: in other words, to recapture the
property for the public benefit on reasonable terms,

Third. That the persons to whom the right to build a dam
was granted should be required to pay indeterminate eharges or
taxes to the Government or to some beneficiary named by it for
the privileges granted.

Fourth. That the granting of the right to use the water of
a navigable stream ereated a monopely, and should not be pet-
mitted by Congress, and Congress has refused to grant permis-
sion except on conditions declared to be by those asking permits
to build dams in violation of both economic and business prin-
ciples, and drove eapital away from such developments.

I shall discuss the last objection first, in order to determine
how far the monopoly exists and to what extent we can guard
against the abuse of the powar.

We must not forget that there are twe kinds of monopoly.
The first is the industrial monopoly, in which the price of a
useful commodity is privately fixed, in which competition is
driven out, and in which the largest possible revenue Is derived
by those maintaining the monopoly. The second is a public
menopoly, or a publicly controlled monopoly, such as a water-
power development, the services from which are performed
under public regulation. In the first class are to be found con-
solidations of corporations and artificial organizations and crea-

-tiens in restraint of trade and subject only to indireet public

eontrol and regulation. while in the second cluss, such as hydro-
electric developments and public-service companies, are found
natural monopolies performing a public-utility service wmder
public regulation. A hydroelectric development does not pro-
cl_Lwe and sell a eommodity In the snme sense in which steel,
oil, or tobacco are commodities. Hydroeleetric power is not
snbject to periods of overproduetion and underproduetion. to
storage, and to other methods of market manipulation, subject
to rising and falling.prices. but supplies its consumers to the
extent of their demands wnd fo the extent of the capacity of
the hydroeleciric development, and all the time at the same
price zs regulated and fixed by utility commissions or other
legally authorized regulatory authorities;

Supporting the contention that hydroelectric developments are
natural monopelies, the following quotations from various au-
thorities are offered:

From the testimony of Hon. Walter I.. Fisher, then Secretary
of the Imterior. before the National Waterways Commission,
November 23, 1911:

I do not think there should be any provisions In these grants against
so-called combinations or monopolies, but do belleve there should be
no assignment of the grant without the permission of the Government.
I think hydroelectric development is essentially monopolistic and should
be essentially monopolistic in its character.  That Is why [ think It
should be efectively regulated. T think they should have the advantage
of the econtrol of the market and the freedom from harassing and
vexatious competition if we are going to put them under the disad-
vantages of effeetive public regulation.

It is of interest to note that ex-Secretary Fisher admits
“the disadvantages of effective public regulation,” by which it
is inferred that he means that such regulation is not advanta-
geous in finaneing hydroelectrie developments, and such regula-
tions restrict and limit profits.

From the testimony of Mr. Gifford Pinchot, before the Na-
tional Waterways Commission November 23, 1911:

I am very strongly In favor of the comsolidation of water-power
plants, coupllng them up over large nreas * %  Better service
to the eommunity would be fortheoming If water-power companies
operated over large arens, But there must be public control of their
operaticns to prevent the benefits which come by reason of such con-
solidation from being franslated into a general overcharge to the con-
sumer,

From the report of the National Waterways Commission (8.
Doc. No. 469, 62d Cong., 2d sess.) :

The important fact to be gathered from the entire discussion of this
bject would seem to bz not so much that financiers and
promoters might find it to thenr advantage to promote a monopoly as
that the economl: considerations and the natural character of the busi-
ness make monopoly almost inevitable, and perhaps desirable, when
subject to strict publle regulation.
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T'he President of the United States, in an address before the
students of the University of California in 1911, said:

Publie-service corporations are, in a very interesting sense, natural
monopolies. * * * It is perfectly obvions that if other companies
are allowed to compete with them there is a wasteful duplieation in out-
lay and equipment, so that competition generally results in the eventual
combination of the competing companies and the necessity to charge
n price on what they supply that will pay the Interest on twice as
great an investment as was really necessary for the service,

By Hon. B. H. Meyer, member of the Interstate Commerce
Commission (the American Political Science Review for August,
1011, p. 374) :

There are few things which the industrial history of advanced na-
tions proves more conclusively than that competition in the fleld of
public utilities has falled to 'psure reasomably ndequate service at
reasonable rates. The public has had occasion to learn this lesson
many times on a large scale. * * ¢ Certainly we have had enough
repetition of disasters to the publle as well as to investors to lift this
su?lject out of the fiela of controversy; but somehow these lessons have
not been on a sufficiently large and overwhelming scale, for the fetish
of competition is still being worshiped, and the cry of competition Is
gtill raised by muu{y as the louchstone capable of dissolving every
obscure entanglement which the stralned relations between the utilities
and the public sometimes ereate.

The Wisconsin puplic-utilities law is a repudiation of the fallacy of
competition as a guarantor of good service at reasonable rates and is
planted squarely upon the idea of monopnlv in the utility husiness ex-
cept in the case of telephones, Give a utility lant a deflnite fleld and
compel it to do its proper work reasonably weli within that field ; this
Is one of the basal ideas in the law.

Electric Light & Power Co. (1 N. Y. P. 8. C, 1st D., 228)
(1908).

Here the commission refused to authorize a large issue of
securities on the ground that they were to be used to construct
a competing plant, which was unnecessary. The commission
says, at pages 249, 250, and 251, in part as follows:

The whole electric history of New York City points the futility of
competition.

Col. Roosevelt is to be complimented upon his progress and
his assimilation of the common-sense doctrine of monopoly and
its control, that in his late speech at Pittsburgh he says:

Unlimited competition has proved one of the greatest curses of modern
civilization. It was unlimited competition which created the great
trusts. exactly as it created the sweatshop, and is chiefly responsible
for chlld labor. The new freedom is merely the old, old freedom which
permits each man to cut his neighbor’s throat.

Combiuation is as natural in business as it is in human soci-
ety. Only among primitive peoples is every man a law unto
himself and an enemy to his neighbor. Combination was the
first step toward civilization and is a force which will persist
while civilization continues. In so far as it may invade indi-
.vidual rights, the remedy is not to seek its destrnction. which
would be impossible, but to compel its regulation for the publie
good. It is the expression of greater experience, better knowl-
edze, and higher intelligence, the result of education, the effect
of gradual appreciation of certain fundamental principles, and
the transmission of those principles into practical operation.

Only by regulated monopoly, and not by competition and dupli-
cation, can the best services and the lowest rates be secured.
As many as 20 States, recognizing the important economic fact
and prineiple of regulated menopoly as a method of control for
publie-service corporations, have passed laws prohibiting com-
peting service in public utilities until after it is shown that the
necessity for competing service is required, and then a * certfi-
cate of necessity ” is granted by public authorities.

A reading of the Adamson bill will disclose that sections T to
18, as also seetion 15, provide for complefe and effective control
of hydroelectrie-power development in the public interest.

Assuming, for the purpose of this argument, that the grant-
ing of the right to dam a stream to create hydroelectric power
will create a local monopely in the distribution of the power
produced, though, as a matter of fact, it may in some cases
produce active competition, and is more than likely to do so
when the power is used for mannfacturing purposes, and assum-
ing further that the eminent authorities I have just quoted are
correct in their advocacy of the control and regunlation of a pub-
lic mounopoly rather than its destruction, the question is squarely
presented to us as to whether the bill H. R. 16053, known as
the Adamson general dam bill, under consideration, fairly and
effectively meets the public’ demand for regulation and control
for the publie good.

Section 7 provides that any grantee who shall fail or refuse
to comply with the lawful order of the Secretary of War, made
in accordance with the provisions of the act, shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor,

Power is given the Federal courts to issue injunction, man-
damus, or other process to prevent the violation of the act; and
if the unlawful maintenance and operation are shown to be
such as shall require a revocation of all rights and privileges
held under authority of the act, the court may decree such revo-
eation.

This section gives ample power to enforce the law. The
power to regulate the rates is given in section 11:

Sec. 11, That in all cases where the electric current generated from
or by any of the projects provided for in this act shall enter into
interstate or forelgn commerce the rates, charges, and service for the
same to the consumers thereof shall be just and reasonable and every
unjust and unreasonable and undul iseriminatory charge, rate, or
service therefor is herehi' rohibited and declared to be iilegal; and
whenever the Secretary of War shall be of the opinion that the ra or
charges demanded or collected on the service rendered for such electrie
current are unjust, unreasonable, or unduly discriminatory, upon rom-
glnlnt made therefor and full hearlnﬁ thereon the Secretary of War is

ereby authorized and empowered to determine and prescribe what shall

be the just and reasonable rates and charges therefor to be observed
18 the maximum to be charged and the service to be rendered; and
in ease of the violation of any such order of the Secretary of War the
provisions of this act relative to forfeiture and fallure to comply shall
apply. That In the valuation for rate-making purposes of the prop-
erty existing under sald approval of the project there may be con-
sldered angu ock or locks or locks or other alds to navigation and all
other capital expenditures required by the United States.

Tne Secretary of War is further authorized and directed to inciude
among the conditions for his approval of any plans or any project
herein provided. as an express condition thereof, a clause reserving to
the Becretary of War the same rights, powers, and dutles set furti in
this seetion, together with the same penalty for violation thereof : Pro-
vided, That whenéver the State in which snch current shall be used
shall have provided by law adequate regulation for rates, charges, and
service tn the consumers for such electric current and such regulation
shall not he unduly discriminatory or unjust against the service or
charges in any other State arising from the use of the power from the
same project, and such facts shall be established to the satisfaction of
the Secretary of War, then in such case the provisions of this sectlon
5?;:.{1 not apply to the rates, charges, and service in and for such

2.

You can not obey two masters at the same time. Priority is
given to the State to regulate the charges in the interest of its
citizens if it desires to do so; if not, ample authority is vested
in the Federal Government to protect the consumers of the
power,

The bill, therefore, protects the public against monopolistic
abuse by providing just governmental regulation.

The right to recapture the property by the Government is
provided for in sections 9 and 10 of the bill.

The direct grant is limited to 50 years, and the Secretary of
War is given the power to terminate at any time thereafter
upon giving one year's notice to the grantee of his intention to
do so, the Government being required to pay the fair value of
the property to the grantee, but it is provided that—

In determining the value of sald property upon the termination of said
grant as above provided, no value shall be cla?&ed by or allowed for the
consent hereby granted (the franchise), nor for good will, profit in pend-
ing contracts, nor other conditions of current or prospective business.

Shonld the Government determine to recapture the property,
it will not be compelled to pay anything for the franchise rights,
business developed, or good will, but merely for the fair value
of the property belonging to the grantee, As the dam, the power
house, the machinery, and the transmission lines are subject to
depreciation and decay it is in the interest of the Government
that the price of recapture should be the fair value and not the
original cost. To provide that the grantee should receive less
would prohibit men with both money and brains from entering
upon the development of the power, for, with Government regu-
lation, the profits will of necessity be limited. and the grantee
takes all the chances of developing a paying business.

In the hearings before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce
Committee on the subject of general dam legislation it was
stated that—

All hydroelectrle engineers, as well as all Investors, in fact, nearl
all political students of hydroelectric developments, agree that experl-
ence has established the following business facts:

First, Hydroelectric, more than any other class of industrial invest-
ments, must bear a trying interest burden over longer nonrevenue ini-
tial perfods of construetion.

Second. The hazards of hydroelectrie investment are greater than in
nn% other class of investments.

hird, In proportion as any lease period is shortened or unprovided
for at Its termination, as Is the case in the present general dam law,
in like proportion bond jssues on such developments are with greater
dificulty and more expensively negotiated.

Fourth. Electrochemiecal and electrometallurgical operations, upon
which water powers must largely depend for development and must rely
for consumption, require and must secure power at extremely low rates,
covered by long contracts.

Only four important dams have been construeted in the navi-
gable streams of the country in the last decade: Keokuk, on the
Migsissippi River, under a perpetual tenure, the cost of the de-
velopment to date being $8,000.000 above the estimated cost;
the Hales Bar Dam, on the Tennessee River, with a tenure of
09 years, at a cost of $6,000,000 above the estimated cost. ot
these, only two dams have been constructed under the general
dam law of 1006-1910—the Coon Rapids Dam, on the upper
Mississippi River, and the Lock 12 Dam, on the Coosa River,
the latter costing $500.000 above the estimated cost.

At the Keokuk power development, of the 120,000 horsepower
now ready for sale there Is an available market for only 90,000
horsepower, and a market must be ereated for as much as 90,000
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horsepower 1o ‘he developed at Keokuk before the total possible
power development can be :sold.

Of the 40.000 horsepower developed .at Hales Bar, less than
one-half of this power has been marketed, and a market will
Tiave fo be ereated for as much as 25,000 horsepower of the total
development.

Of the 40.000 horsepower developed at Lock 12, on the Coosa
River. the Alabuma Power Co. will be competing two years with
the cheap coal in the Birmingham district before all of the
power at Lock 12 is sold.

Not a single joint improvement .of navigation and develop-
ment of water power by private enterprise in o' single navigable
gtream in this conntry is under econstruction at this time. The
so-called new principles exploited by those who have made |
politieal football of their so-called eonservation policies have
suceeeded 'in putting a stop to all such joint improvements by
Jegislative obstacles.

This bill undonbtedly protects the rights of the public, and
any only fear is thut it does not hold ont sufficient inducemen’s
o eapital to encourage investment in such enterprises.

The remaining objection that has been made to the present
Jaw is that no tax or charge is made for the use of the power.

1 will not enter upon the discussion of the constitutional right |

of the Government to charge for the mse of water in a navigable
river for power purposes. 1 believe the beneficial use of the
water belongs to the riparian owuners, subject to the laws of the
State In which it is located, and that the Federal Government

Jios no right to make a speeial .charge or tax as a condition of |

its enjoyment. [Applause.] No harm .can be done by not .in-

corporating a provision to tax din the bill, for the Government

at all times possesses the power to levy an excise tax on each!

horsepower of electricity ereated by water power in the United

States, so long as the fax is uniform and applies to all alike.

No Just man would propose fv.tax.a Cam bullt to-day and .et: Likewise, when the French Alnminum Co. decided to establish

go untaxed a dun tailt yesterday. [Applause.]

The best reason why no charge should be made and no tax |

be levied is that the people are entitied to as cheap electrical:

power as it is possible to give them, whether it is used in their

homes for light and heat or in the facto:ies for manulacturing. '

i1 you put the charge or tax on the owner of the dam, ke, d of ten or twelve million dollars is now being made by the

necessity, will hand it down to the consumer . the power.
Publiz regulation and the right o reeantare in ‘the interest
of the public are in the line of true progress; to go further would

not only be hijnrions to the public but in all humau possibility |

would prevent development.

The great issue invulved in this bfll is the development of
mnvigntion, the cutting down of freight rates, and the develop-
ment of our commerce, but it is so apparent that it is in the
public interest to mnke a stream navigable when it is done with-
out cest to the Government or the people that T will not delny

you with a discussion of the benefits to be derived from ‘that!

featnre of the bill. hut T do desire to call yonr rttention to
some apparent competitive economic facts, and more particularly

o T wish to cill your attention to some of the benefits that onr

commtry will derive from the development of the hydroelectric
power in our navigable rivers, that at this time is enfortunately,
and with great loss to the country, going to waste.

In the joint improvement .of navigation and development of |

water power in the nanvigable strenms .of this conntry, and ‘in
the enactment of laws that will encourage these developments,
wa pre confronted with eertain competitive economic facts which
neither Federnl nor State legislation ean regulate or control.
As gn example of one of these there may be cited the instance
in my own State of Alnbnma, where the Alabama Power Co.,
even in large units of hydroelectric power that can be supplied
from its development at Lock 12 on the Coosa River. swould
refuse to name a price for power lower than one-half cent, or
5 mills, per kilowatt hounr. At this rate—1} horsepower-hours
being equal to 1 kilowatt-hour—the jearly cost per hersepower
wonld be sbout, 833, and yet electric power can be generated.
using the by-product gases from by-product coke ovens in Ala-
bama, at a cost of 23 mills per kilowatt-hour, or at a cost of
about £16.50 per horsepower-year.

The production of coke in Alabama is now running at the rate
of abent 3.000.000 tons per annvm. This coke, ‘when all pro-
dueced in by-preduct coke ovens, will yield waste gnses that will
produce umder boilers 100.000 steam horsepower. It may be
expected that in 10 years, as is the case now In Germany and
Anstria, there will be no coke mannfactured in Alabama in
‘beehive ovens, but that all of the coke manufactured in that
State will be manufactured in by-preduct ovens, and the waste

goses from these ovens will produce steum power at abont one-

half the cost of hydroelectric power.
‘Thus we find a competition between cheaper steam power pro-

duced by waste gases from by-product coke .ovens and hydro-

electric power, which competition exists as an economic fact and
can not be regulated by law.

Another economic fact, not to be controlled nor regulated by
legislation, is that the hydroelectric power developed by build-
ing dams in the navigable streams of this country can only find
its largest consvmers through electrochemiical and electro-
metallurgical proeesses,.and by far the largest consumer will be
the electric furnace. It is not necessary to review all of these
Pprocesses to arrive at practical and correct conclusions for con-
structive legislation on this subject.

First, let ns follow briefly the history of the manufacture of
aluminum, the most nseful of the light metals and more abnn-
dant in mature than iron, yet which costs, by chemical methods,

at least §1 per pound to produce, though by electrochemicul

methods it is manufactured and sold with a profit at 25 cents
per pound.

Almminum was first manofactured in this country at Pitts-
Dbnrgh, but the Jower cost of hydroelectric power at Nidgara
Falls drew the industry away from Pittsburgh in 1803, and

i mow aluminum is manufactured on an immense scile at several

places where water power is cheap and abundant. It is of
interest :and strikingly pertinent to find that svhen the manun-
Tacturers of sluniinum, desiring to locate nearer raw materinls
mneeded In its manufacture, establisbed their factorles not .on
navignble streams but selected locations on nennavignble
strenms. The American mannfucturers have constructed their
new plant on the Little Tennessee River, where they can enjoy
a perpetual tenure in the supply of power, sind it is significant
ithat when it was suggested that larger supplies of power could
be furnished for their operations from developments made in
the navigable streams of the country. they replied that they
wonld not make Investments In factories for the manufacture
of aluminom with a tenure of only 50 years, as proposed by
the Federal Government for developments in mavigable streams.

its factories in the TUnited States, it did not apply to the
Federal Government for a permit to build dams in naviguble
streams for the development of its required power, but sclected
a very expensive power development on the Yadkin River. n
nonnavigable stream in North Carolina, where an investment

Prench Aluminom Co. This company preferredl to select a
location on the Yadkin River, where hydroelectric power will
be produced at a higher rate than can be prodnced at -a num-
‘ber -of points upon the navigable strenms of the country, but
they sald, we prefer to locate where hydroelectric power is
higher in eost but where, on a nonnavignble stresm. we nre
free from. the restrictive and prohibitive laws proposed by the
Federal Government in mavignble strenms.

In both developments, the one on the Litfle Tennessee River
'by the American company and the one on fhe Yadkin River
by the French Aluminum Co., the United States lost bwo lurge
navigation ‘improvements in fhe mavignble streams of the
commtry which, with more favorable and reasonable laws, the
improvement of the navigable strenms of the country svould
have serured free of cost to the United States,

‘Congress, in passing a general «lam nct. can not ignore the
competition between .developments on nonnavigable and navi-
gable strenms.

Second. investigation of the electric steel-furnace industry
develops importnnt economic facts as related to the develop-
ment of hydreelectric power. The lntest records show that at
the present fime ‘there are 159 electric steel-furnace plants in
operation and under eonstraction in the yarious countries of
the world, as follows:

France
Bwitzerland
Belgiom
Germany
.rilustrln
United States
England
Italy
Rnssla
BSwed -
Norway -
‘Brazil_
e e
Mei::il‘ﬂ

And the productive capacity of all of these plants when in
operation is estimated at over 1,500,000 tens per annum ‘of
electrical steel.

in arder to operate electrie steel furnaces cheap power is ‘the
first essential. Though the United States Is the greatest steel
and iron producer in the world, we stand third in the electrical
steel industry—Germany first. The great steel corporations of
the country, with waste gases from their by-product coke ovens
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for the manufacture of chenp electric power, have a practical :

monopoly in the manufacture of electrical steel.

As a measure of the importance of electrical steel as affecting
the safety of passenger transperfation. it is reported that there
are now 10.000 tons of electrical steel rail under test in the
tracks of half a dozen railroads of this country, and not in a
single instance to date has there been reported a blemish or
fracture.

One of the most important items of cost in the manufacture
of automobiles is the high-grade special steel required. This
class of steel is mnow being manufactured in electric steel
furnaces, using cheap electric power, and very fast electrical
steel Is supplanting crucible steel hitherto manunfactured at a
much higher cost in crucible furnaces.

Not only so, In considering this question, it is of unusnal
interest to know that of the 1590 electric steel furnaces now
in operation snd under construction in the various countries of
the world. 18 of these furnaces are making war materials.

That the electric steel furnace in its future eniarged opera-
tions, when cheap hydroelectric power is abundantly available
in the navigable streams of the United States, will contribute to
the safety of passenger transportation and to the decreased cost
of living there ecan be no donbt.

Third, more economically important and of larger commercial
interest is the manufacture of air fertilizers by the use of very
cheap power, and only by very cheap power through the electric
furnace using the cyanamid proecess. We find, and it is a shock
to our commercial pride, that only in foreign conntries are
eyvanamid plants, or lime nitrogen plants, located and in opera-
tion for the manufacture of air fertilizers in electric furnaces,
While there are no such factories in the United States, these fac-
tories are in operation in foreign countries, as follows:

Germany
Norway
Bweden
France

Istw“ zerland

Austria
Japan
Canada

B 1 b e 1S 18 20

Total number of plants 14, having a total productive capacity
of 200,000 tons per annum, and a total investment of over
$£30.000.000. The total capacity represents an output of $15;-
000,000 per annum,

One English company alone is proposing the development of
1,000,000 continuous horsepower for the production of cyanamid
and its derivatives, 600.000 of which has been secured in Nor-
way and 400000 in Iceland.

In addition to the operations using the cyanamid process in
Norway there are also factories producing nitric acid and air
fertilizers utilizing hydroelectric power with the arc process to
the extent of over 200,000 horsepower, with a capital invest-
ment of $27.000,000, making a total investment in these indus-
iries in foreign countries at the present time of uearly
$60.000,000.

Of infinitely more commercial importance, however, than the
mere fact that these factories are located only in foreign eoun-
tries, when we realize that not only are these factories engaged
in the fixation of the atmosphere as a fertilizer, is the wonderful
economic fact that the product from these factories competes
directly with nitrate of soda, or Chilean saltpeter, found only in
tle country of Chile,

As a mensure of the economic importance of this ques-
tion, we find that the estimated investment in Chile employed
in the nitrate of sodn industry, or Chilean saltpeter, is ap-
proximately $140.000,000. The export duty imposed by the
Chilean Government is $11.16 per ton, and 60 per cemt of all
Chile's revenues are derived from this one source alone. During
31 years, beginning with the year 1879, the world’'s Industries
and its agriculture have paid Chile a bill of nearly $500,000,000.
The official figures showing imports of nitrate of soda Into ths
United States, by years, for 31 years, from 1883 to 1913, inclu-
give, amount to 6516031 tons, with a value of $200071,246.
In the year 1883, 56.937 tons, with a value of $2,262,701, were
imported, and the importations increased so fast that in 1913,
589,185 tons, with a value of $20.718908, were imported; and
yet 500,000 horsepewer of our estimated 30.000.000 nndeveloped
horsepower in the streams of this country now going to waste, if
employed constantly during a year would produce eyanamid,
or lime nitrogen, equal to the amount of Chilean nitrate im-
ported in the year 1013, at a price of $21.000,000 to the people
of this country. And yet we find gentlemen on the floor of this
House who by eaptious criticism would destroy legislation thar
would effect results of this kind to the people of the United
States, and say that they do it in the public interest. [Ap-
plause,]

The fixation of the nitrogen of the atmosphere as a fertilizer
through the use of the electric furnace, supplied with very cheip
power, ranks among the very first industrial and economie
achievements of science in modern times, and while the com-
mercial importance and growth of this new industry hus been
by leaps and bounds in other countries and is established cumn-
mercially in other countries by every encouragement foreign
countries counld give to the industry, the United Stites, in con-
trast, holds the nnenviable and huomilinting distinetion of driv-
ing away the factory proposed to be established at Montgomery,
Ala., to be supplied with power from Lock 18 on the Coesa
River under a grant passed by Congress in 1912 under the gen-
eral dam law of 1806-1010, which grant the President of the
United States promptly vetoed.

While the electric furnace is to be an economic factor in our
future steel industry. the electric furnace, supplied by cheap
water power, is to find its most useful service to the people of
the United States in the electric furnace's relations and contri-
butions to agriculture.

The manufacture of air fertilizers, now established in other
countries, when established in this country promises alone to
create a new epoch in our fertilizer industry—and the fertilizer
industry is fhe most important of all industries in ite relation
and possibilities for the reduction of the high cost of living.

These present-day accomplishments and practieal lessons of
industrial achievements are but object lessons of the immense
importance which the electrie furnace, supplied by cheap water
power, is assuming in our daily lives and in our industrial
operations,

The very latest achievement through the electric furnace
usging cheap hydroelectric power, and in a sense sfill a secref,
but of wonderful economic and commercial importance to the
fertilizer Industry, is the production of phosphoric acid from
phosphate rock, so abundant in the States of Tennessee aml
Florida and algo in Western States, and so indispensably necus-
gary to the fertilizer industry.

The inereasing buginess in this country of selling phosphate
rock at the mines and of manufacturing commercial fertilizer
made largely from phosphate rock is a matter of common
knowledge.

The process of obtaining phospborie acid from phosphate rock
for use in agricultural fertilizers has been hitherto both tedious
and very expensive. The process now and for many years em-
ployed for procuring phosphoric acid has been the system known
as the sulphuric-acid process or treatment, in which process the
groumd phosphate rock is subjected to saturation with sulphurie
acid. This process is unsatisfactory and expensive, both in fail-
ing to extract completely the free phosphorie acid from phos-
phate rock and also as reguiring the use of large quantities of
sulphuric acid, not beneficial to plant life. Very recently it has
been established as a commercial success that with the electric
furnace charged with phosphate rock and operating with very
cheap water power phosphoric acid without the use of sulphuric
acid ean be successfully manufactured. The effect of this
achievement and its importance to agriculture and its final con-
tribution to the reduction of the high cost of living can hardiy
be realized.

Congress in passing general dam legislation can. with great
interest and profit to the country. ask * Where do the manufac-
turers of phosphoric acid under this new process with the elec-
tric furnace, supplied with cheap power, propose to locate their
factories?” The answer to that question is that the first mana-
facturers propose to lecate in Canada. on the Saguenay River,
where they have secured 200,000 to 300,000 cheap horsepower .
with a perpetual tenure.

Thus a second electric-furnace operation, for the manufacture
of phosphoric acid, so indispensable to the manufacture of cheap
fertilizers for the farmers of the United States, follows the lime-
nitrogen factery, which was driven to Cauadn, and which had
proposed to locate in Alabama and use Coosa River power. And
where do the manufacturers of phosphoric acid at their proposed
phosphoric-acid plant to be located on the Saguenay River in
Canada expect to secure their supply of phosphate rock? Suor-
prising as it may appear. they propose to ship Florida phosphate
rock by water up the Atlantic coast to their electric phosphorie-
acid plants and manufacture phosphorie acid with cheap power
on the Saguenay River in Canada, and ship phosphoric acid back
to the Atlantic ports for distribution to the fiurmers of this
country. How significant it is that those who propose to carry
Florida phosphate rock to Cannda by water and ship phosphorie
acid back by water to the United States, fo be distributed
largely by rail to the various States. have asked no permission
of nor have they requested this Government for the
right to develop water power in the navigable streams of this
country, when millions of horsepower are going to waste by non-
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use in our navigable streams. [Applause.] Are those who pro-
pose this $10.000.000 new fertilizer development by this new
phosphoric-acid process Canadians, and do they locate on the
Saguenay River inspired by pride of country? Not at ail; for
the financial organizers of this new development are citizens of
the United States. They go to Canada because of the cheap
water power to be found there and because the water-power
laws of the United States do not invite them to the cheap water
powers in the navigable streams of this country. And I wish to
say in passing that gentlemen who expect to make political capi-
tal for theniselves by throwing obstructions in the way of honest
legislation to develop the great water power of this country,
when these facts become known to the agricultural classes of
this country, will have a day of reckoning at their own homes.
[Applause.]

For seven years Congress has continued its debate upon this
question, and while we talk about the conservation of our water-
power resources other countries build dams and conserve their
water powers, while ours go on to waste.

In the arid regions of the West it is water. not land, which
measures agricultural production. In the cotton fields of the
South it is fertilizer, not land, that measures produetion.

An examination of the summary of appropriations made by
Congress for western land irrigation and reclamation discloses
the following:

Early irrization surveys $3§0. 0no. 00
Reclamation tund ______ TN, 450, 438, 53
Authorized bond lssue ___. . 20, f_)nﬂ. 000, 00
Expended by Geological Survey 4, 500, 000. 00
Expended by Department of Agriculture_____________ 056, 000. 00
Expended by or through office of Indian Affairs__.___ 10, 797, 316. 29

Total 116, 003, 754, 82

These contributions of the Federal Government by these
appropriations in aid of the reclamation of the aril lands of
the West are most wisely made, for Congress can make no ap-
propriations and pass no laws so useful to the country as those
appropriations'and laws which contribute to the increase of our
food crops.

What appropriations has Congress made, what enconragement
has the Government given to the increased production and
cheaper production of fertilizers, so indispcnsably necessary
to the food crops of the farmers of this country from Massa-
chusetts to California and from Maine to Texas? The agri-
cultural fertilizer bill in the United States during the single
year 1909 amount to $114,882541, and the fertilizer bill for
1509 of the 11 Southern States—North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, Florida, K:ntucky, Tennessee, Alabama. Missis-
sippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas—was alone $63,992,626.

Is it sound, is it sane, that out of the Federal Treasury the
enormous expenditures of public funds for the reclamation of
the arid lands of the West be continued—and they should be—
and Congress refuse to pass constructive dam legislation that
will invite and protect private capital, to be invested at its
sole expense in the construction of dams for the joint improve-
ment of navigation and development of power in the navigable
streams of the country, which power will be largely employed
in the manufacture of ferrilizers which are just as necessary
to increase the food crops and cotton crop, especially of the
Southern States, as water is necessary to the production of
food crops on the arid lands of the West?

As an illustration of what atmospheric nitrogen means as a
fertilizer, Mr. Frank 8. Washburn, president of the American
Cyanamid Co., which company has its factorles at Niagara
Falls in Canada, says:

Experiments at the Rothamstead Agricultural Experimental Station
in England, conducted now over a period of 60 successive years, prove
that an amount of nitrogen equivalent to that produced in the cyana-
mid process by one continvous horsepower will Increase wheat produc-
tlon by 150 bushels per year. This means that the application of a
horsepower In the United States to the cyanamid industry will some
day increase the food supply the ec}uhmlent in value of $150. The
factory sales price of the guantity of nitrogen thus required would be
practically one-half this amount, or about $73.

The President of the United States vetoes a bill passed by
Congress authorizing the construction of a dam in the Coosa
River, the water power from which was to be used in the fixa-
tion of the nitrogen of the atmosphere in that commercial form
that competes directly with Chile saltpeter, and the very first
year succeeding the date upon which the President vetoed the
bill this country paid to Chile $20,000,000 for nitrate of soda
used in the arts, sciences, and agriculture.

We man our forts and ships with big guns and pay big bills
to Chile for nitrogen material to manufacture powder to shoot
our guns with.

In view of the very startling testimony of Gen. Willlam
Crozier, Chief of Ordnance Bureau, before the Committee on

Military Affairs of the Sixty-third Congress, second session, the
Ordnance Bureau of the War Department has been, under con-
gressional authority, endeavoring to accumulate a reserve sup-
ply of 65,000,000 pounds of sodium nitrate. Gen. Crozier's
statement was made confidentially to the committees of the
Senate and House of Representatives and was never printed,
for the reason that this Government at that time did not eare
to disclose to the world the absence of a reserve supply of
Chilean nitrate, indispensable to the manufacture of powder.

Pursuant to the recommendations of Gen. Crozier, appropria-
tions were made for the erection of storehouses and for the ac-
cumulation of a supply of sodium nitrate, and we now have
on hand between 40.000,000 and 50,000,000 pounds. At the
present rate of supply it will require something over five years
to complete the reserve,

We use approximately 3,000,000 pounds annually of sodinm
nitrate from Chile, in addition to that which goes into the re-
serve, in the manufacture of powder, and I think the Navy uses
o somewhat greater amount.

Contemplate, if you please, the unprotected position of this
country for an adequate supply of sodium nitrate in time of war.

Shall the United States be the only important country in the
world wholly dependent upon other countries and pay an export
tax to other countries for the essentinl and principal material
necessary for the manufacture of powder? Shall the farmers
of the United States pay for fertilizers manufactured with the
cheap water powers in Canada and in Europe while our own
water powers go to waste and the navigation of our rivers goes
unimproved? Shall we continus to preach conservation of our
water-power resources and conserve them not at all? Shall we
put to service the power along the waterfallz in the streams of
this country now going to waste by nonuse and manufacture
fertilizers to restore the fertility now fast failing in our farm
lands? Every sentiment of national pride for our industrial
future demands that we do so.

It has been lately and very truly said:

The United States in our time is undergoing profound and far-reach-
Ing changes. The first great chapter of the Nation’s history Is closing
with the passing cf the public lands. From the earllest years of our
national existence almost until the present the main work of our people
was to acquire and to occupy the public domain, continental In extent.
The continent, however, i3 now practically occupled; there are no
longer great stretches of free land rich with all manner of unowned,
undeveloped resources., We have come, consetl‘uently, to new national
bases of life, and are forming new national habits, Our country, In
truth, has entered a period of fundamental readjustment—economic,
social, and political.

In this * fundamental readjustment” there will be proposed
many new * economic” theories of government, many * social "
panaceas, many * political " poultices; but none of these should
canse us to forget that the earth supports us: that whatever
embarrasses and is a burden to agriculture—the very founda-
tion of all wealth—harms society; and whatever contributes to
agricunlture contributes to the happiness of the human family,
[Applause.]

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes
his seat, will he yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman referred to the monopoly
of these electric powers. I want to call the gentleman's at-
tention to the fact that electricity now generated at Lock and
Dam No. 12, which Congress provided for a few years ago, is
being distributed at the present time at Gadsden, my home
town. Up to a few weeks ago the people of that place were
paying 16 cents per kilowatt-hour for the use of the electricity.
When this distribution or transmission plant was located at
Lock 12 the people made complaint that the charge was too
much. They demanded a reduction, which was refused. The
laws of Alabama require that these electric plants shall sup-
ply all parties at the same rate. The people at that place
then said to those who were supplying them with electricity
for lighting purposes, “We will contract with the Alabama
Power Co.” and they went to that company and found they
could get a much lower rate, and now those with whom they
had contracted. or from whom they were tnking these supplies
for their electricity at 1C cents, have reduced it to 12 cents, or a
reduction of 25 per cent. That is the kind of monopoly that
that brings about.

Take the town of Leeds, which is a liitle town in the
gentleman's home county. That town would not be able to
erect a lighting plant, but it is to-day securing electricity from
that company to light the town. Lincoln, in Mr. BLACKMON'S
district, is the same, and numbers of other little towns all
through that section of the country are going to be supplied
with electricity, and numbers of manufacturing pinnts are to
be supplied with electricity that actually could not obtain i
if they had to have their own plants to do it. -
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree with my colleague. Some
gentlemen who are obstructing legislation of this kind upon
the ground that they are conservationists, I regret to say in
my judgment are obstructionists against the best interests of
the people of the United States. [Applanse.]

Mr. STEVFNS of Minnesota. Afr. Chairman, I yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gmrerr] such time as he
may desire,

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, while T have very decided
opinions about the fundamental prineiples on which this bill is
based, I think it prudent for me not to discuss them now, be-
cause I have a distinct local interest in the bill and am anxious
thiat it should become a law whether it adopts the changes and
compromises which are being negotiated or not. My interest
springs from the fact that men in my district are awaiting the
passage of this bill in order that they may dam the Connecticut
River between Springfield and Hartford, and create an enor-
mous water power which is certain to stimulate and develop
industrial activity all through that enterprising and teeming
valley. But this new development and diffusion of power,
although highly advantageous, is not what most attracts me in
the new project. My chief interest is that I see in it the con-
summation of the design for which I have labored many years
of bringing salt-water navigation to Springfield and Holyoke.
You gentlemen who have been here longest know that discourag-
ing story which I have told so often that I will not repeat it
now. It is sufficient to remind you that though one of the most
popular and influential members of the River and Harbor Com-
mittee was deeply interested in the plan and by his pesition
could exert great influence on Congress, yet the project was
repeatedly and conclusively balked by the opposition of the War
Department. As yom know, all Congress could do against their
yeto was to keep ordering surveys, and that was done so re-

peatedly that it seems to me there ought not to be a pebble |
which has not been located or a pollywog or bullhead whose |

favorite pool has not been charted.
When, however, this plan for a power dam was proposed the

War Department at last became favorable and reported in |

favor of a Government appropriation in conjunction with it
which would insure the long-sought end. Then we should have
at once not only navigation but a stimulating diffusion of cheap
power. But just when everything seemed favorable and our
long-delayed navigation seemed certain of immediate fulfill-
ment, there arose over our bill in the Senate that memorable
constitutional debate which for the first time developed the two
fundamental lines of opinion on the subject of water-power de-
velopment. It seemed like fatality that our measure which for
years had encountered such unforeseen and unavoidable ob-
stacles should be the one over which this constitutional ques-
tion should be fonght out. We did not care particularly which
side won. We were willing to accept the charter on the terms
which either side offered—and each side was most friendly to
us and was desirous we should be incorporated—but was only
unwilling that in our charter the principles of its opponents
should triumph; and so we were the unfortunate vietim of the
conflict of two opposing forces neither of which wished us any
harm, but both of which together united to annihilate us.

Now, at length it seems that the antagonistic prineiples are

in the way to be harmonized and ecompromised and that a
general law will be enacted under which we can develop our
deésired water power and the Government will give us our
longed-for navigation. And therefore I refrain from discussing
or criticizing the bill or its amendments. I carefully abstain
from interposing any element of discord, and I only urge that
this bill in some form be speedily passed and made law.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greexe] such time as he
may desire.

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetis. Mr. Chairman, before hegin-
ning my remarks I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I receive
quite a number of circulars and letters every day through the

mail, but this morning I received a circular addressed to me |

which I opened and read, and I was interested in the same be-
cause of the statements therein made, and I desire to read it
for the information of the House. It is from Local Union No.
691, affiliated with the United Textile Workers of America and
the American Federation of Labor. I will state that the head-
quarters of the United Textile Workers of America are located
in the city of Fall River, Mass., where I reside, and that Johmn

Golden is the president and that Albert Hibbert is the secretary
and treasurer. This circular is dated “ Newark, N. J., July 6,
1914,” and is as follows:

[Local Ucion No. 691, affiliated with United Textile Workers of America
and American Federation of Labor.]
Newasg, N. T., July 6, 1815

Dear 8ir: The flax dressers of Newark, N. J., and vicinity wish to
have your attentiem drawn to the harm which has been done their trade
by the passage of the tarilf act of 1913, and fo ask {:m to use your best
influence to have Congress restore the protection which is necessary to
enable them to meet foreign competitors on an equal basis. We have
always had a 3-cent per pound duty on dressed flax until the passage
of tbe recent tariff uctEe:rh}eh placed dressed flax on the free list and
left us without any proteetion whatever. The result is that the Barbour
Flax S}:inning Co. and other firms have already disposed of fully 20 per
cent of the men employed In their backling departments. They have
opened hackling departments in Europe, where they now have thejr flax

at n much cheaper rate than [t conld be produced in this coun-

try. In a very short time backling of flax will become a thing of the

gst nnless prompt action is taken to have the duty restored on all
flax coming into this country.

We workingmen who have been and are being deprived of the oppor-
tunity to earn our living at our trade appeal to you to save our trade
from being entirely lost to us. We again wish to remind you that
prompt action is needed. For once the firms which have given us em-
ployment in the t ship their maecbinery to Europe, it will be impos-
sible to recover the trade to this country.

I am, yours, respeetfully,
CHAs. LavcHLIN, Seeretary,
¥ Pomeroy Avenue, Kearny, N, J.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Certainly, for a question.
Mr. TOWNSEND. I did not catch the name of the manu-
facturing firm that employed this writer.
nmurb((,}B.EENE of Massachusetts. The Barbour Flax Spin-
g Co.

Mr. TOWNSEND. What proportion of the labor employed by
that concern is employed in hackling?

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I do not know.

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is rather important to know,

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts—

I know not what the truth may be,
I tell the tale as "tis told to me.

The circular explains itself, and if the gentleman had paid
attention he wounld have found out something about what was
stated in the circular which I read. I wish to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that I listened with a great deal of interest to the re-
marks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD].
He s very much interested in advancing the interest of his

' section of the country, and I am very glad he is, and I believe

this country will grow and prosper and that every man ought
| to take care of his own part of it, but I believe we should all

be broad enough to not forget the interests of all sections of
this broad land. The South has great advantages and has
enjoyed great prosperity for many years under Republican
administrations. I was interested also when he talked about
the obstruction to legislation that has occurred in past admin-
istrations. 1 think there is- some obstruction here even with

 the Demoeratic Party in control in this House, and there is
' some legislation that has been put on record since the Under-
. woor Tariff Act was passed which I fear may prove to be not

| altogether for the best interests of the people.

The persons

| who issued the eircular which attracted my attention just re-
' ferred to it as the tariff act of 1913. For fear anyone should
' be misled as to what tariff aet that eircular refers to I desire

 passage of that legislation.

to say it refers to the Underwood tariff bill of 1913, which was
voted for by nearly all the Members on the other side of the

 House and by a few misgnided Members on this side of the

House. I thank God I was one of the Members who did not

| vote for it. I do not believe in it.

The country is beginning to reap some of the fruits of the
This is simply a cry of distress

| that comes from a section of the country that feels the effect
'of this law that was put on the statute books that destroys the
| efficiency of these men of New Jersey as workmen, and deprives
| them of the continuous employment which they enjoyed under

the policy of protection to American industry, which has always
been maintained heretofore under Republican administrations.
Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the gentleman yield for just a ques-

 tion?

Mr. GREENE of Massachusefts. For just a question; yes.
Mr. TOWNSEND, In the section of the country to which

| the gentleman refers, the number of depositors in the savings

banks has increased and the amount of the deposit of each

| individual depositor has increased.

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, I didnot yield to the gentle-
man for & speech. I decline to yield for a speech. T have not

| the time to yield, because I have only a few minutes. I want
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to say I know something about the industrial conditions of this
country. 1 know something about the people who are working
for a living; I know something about what they suffer from
the legislation that has been inflicted by the Underwood bill,
and I hope the time will soon come, and I believe it will soon
come, when we shall wipe this legislation from the statute books
of the country, and the Republican Party will replace it with
such legislation as will be for the benefit and advantage of the
men who work for a living, and also that the men and women
and executors of estates who have capital invested may reap
some benefit from their investments. :

This country will enjoy prosperity to a greater extent when
the interests of both labor and capital are best conserved and
property safeguarded.

But the ery has not alone come from the men employed in
the flax-hackling plants of the State of New Jersey. I call the
attention of the Democratic majority to the fact that there are
other flax-hackling plants in the United States; but the men
employed in that industry in Massachusetts are in the same
gitnation as their ‘brother workmen in New Jersey, but they
tried to impress their unfortunate sitnation upon the Demo-
cratic Party before the Underwood tariff law was enacted, but
their cries of distress fell upon deaf ears then. What is the
answer of the Democratic majority now?

One of the very few flax-hackling plants in the United States
is in Massachusetts, in the fifth district. which is ably repre-
sented on this floor by my colleagne Mr. Rocers. I refer to the
Smith & Dove Manufacturing Co., of Andover. A year ago last
spring, when the Underwood tariff bill was being prepared, the
employees of that concern, of their own volition, sent for my
colleague Mr. Rogers. He met them during the noon hour, and
they told him that if the rates then forecasted for flax hack-
ling—which rates were later enacted into law—should prevail,
it would mean the end of flax hackling in this country. While
the debate on the Underwood tariff bill was in progress, on
‘May 2, 1913, Mr. Rocers offered an amendment designed to pre-
vent the disaster predicted by the 100 or more workmen who
had interviewed him, and told more fully the story I have
sketched here. Nevertheless, like évery other meritorious
amendment offered by the Itepublican side of the House to that
measure, it was contemptuously rejected. Apparently the letter
from fhe workmen of New Jersey which I have read estab-
lishes the fact that the fears of those wage earners were not
idle forebodings.

During the discussion which arose while the Underwood tariff
law was being considered in the House of Representatives iast
year the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, UxpErwoon] frequently
stated that the measure which he presented was a revenne
measure, and, if enncted into law, it wounld remove the burdens
which had been inflicted upon the country, and especially upon
labor, by the laws which had been enacted while the Repub-
lican Party wns in power.

He stated that the measure which bears his name wonld be
a competitive measure, hecause it would provide competition
from abroad. and thereby reduce the cost of living to the
consumer. He has yel to learn that in order to be a consumer
to any considerable extent the laborer must Rave employment,
and that employment is dependent npon the prosperity of the
Tnited States rather tran the prosperity of aLy foreign nation.

While considering this phase of the situation I am reminded
that the President. when he addressed the Congress, stated that
it would be necessary to sharpen the wits of the American
manufacturer by bringing him in competition with the manu-
facturer from abroad.

This is Democratie theory, and will become Democratic doe-
trine if the people indorse this theory when they cast their votes
in the elections that are to take place in the months that will
soon confront the Ameriean people.

The ramblings of the thinking voters of the State of New
Jersey are beginning to find expression in notes of dissatisfac-
tion, which the circular I have read so clearly sets forth.

I want to emphasize what they state in their circular ad-
dressed to me, and I assume that they have mailed a similar
cirenlar letter to every Member of the House of Representa-
tives, and I quote as follows ngain from the circular:

We workingmen, who have been and are being deprived of the oppor-
tunity to earn our living at our trades, appeal to you to save our trades
from belng entirely lost to us.

Gentlemen of the Democratic majority, it is possible for you
to grant the petition of the wage earners of the State of New
Jersey. Will you do it? These wage earners know that their
misfortunes which have blighted their hopes are the result of
-erroneous tarifl legislation. They do not hesitate to so state.
Loss of employment at any stated occupation is a serious mis-
fortune: but when the full result of that misfortune is to trans-

| try.

fer an industry to another country, and you have the power
to prevent that misfortune and to correct the errors and mis-
takes of your own party in visiting the trouble and distress
upon the innocent victims of your erroneous legislation, I
repeat, gentlemen of the Democratic majority, will you lis-
ten to the Macedonian cry for help which appeals from the
laboring men of New Jersey?

There is another feature of the Underwood tariff law which
demonstrates the utter futility of the Democratic Party's at-
tempt to work out a theory, which should have been clear to
them in advance, as it now shows by experience to be a colossal
blunder in its resuits upon the industry which produces the
finer grades of manufacturing tools and machines in this coun-
In the tariff law which the Underwood law repealed raw
materials which are a necessity to advance this important in-
dustry which gives employment to high-grade, well-paid me-
chanies were admitted free of duty; but under the Underwood
law these raw materials are subject to a duty, but the fin-
ished product, which employs foreign labor to produce, is ad-
mitted free. This theory finds exemplification in many phases
of the Underwood tariff lnw. The results in practice is that
the interests of the foreign workimen is better provided for than
the interests of American workmen, while the policy of a tariff
for revenue only may possibly loom large in the item of receipts
at the eustomhouse.

The Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act was a good revenue producer,
but the tariff against the products of foreign labor provided
in that act gave full protection to the skilled American laborer
of the United States,

Our Democratic majority in the Congress seem to forget that
they do not represent the majority of the American people.

They unthinkingly assume that they have been commissioned
by some mysterious anthority to carry out the will of the people.

They forget that they are still the minority party in the coun-
try, and that only through the divisions in the ranks of their
opponents they are permitfed to exercise a little brief authority.
Episodes like the circular letter addressed to Members of the
House of Representatives should cause them to hesitate in theip
policy of enacting destructive legislation and to examine them-
selves and consider whether or not they will be likely to destroy
themselves in their anxiety to overthrow the policies in govern-
mental affairs which have given protection to American labor
and prosperity and happiness to the American people,

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

Mr. LENROOT.
request?

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. I ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an article from
the Chicago Tribune of July 17.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois to extend his remarks as indicated?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. On what subject?

Mr. FOSTER. On the subject of prosperity in the West.

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

Mr., ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to withhold my
motion for a moment, in order to advise my friend from Massa-
chusetts to answer his correspondent that he should date the
cause of the disaster further back, to the tariff of 1909. I move
that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed fo.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Garxer, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16053
and had come to no resolution thereon.

ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEORGE WASHINGTON CLICK,

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the reso-
lution for the special order, which is as follows:

House resolution 558.

_ Resolved, That exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance
from the State of Kansas of the statue of George Washington Glick,
erected in Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order for
Saturday, July 18, 1914, at 3 o'clock p. m.

The Chair designates the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Tac-
GART] to act as Speaker. [Applause].
Mr. TAGGART assumed the chalr as Speaker pro tempore.

Will the gentleman permit me to make a
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the reso-
lution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolrved, That exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance
from the State of Kansas olf the statue of George Washington Glick,
erected in Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order for
Saturday, July 18, 19014, at 3 o'c p. m.

Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Speaker, the law provides that the
geveral States of the Union may send to Statuary Hall statues
of two cltizens of the State eligible for such an honor, and for
the acceptance of such statue by the Congress of the United
States, This House is now for the second time engaged in the
acceptance of a statue from the State of Kansas. John James
Ingalls, in statue, has for many years occupied a place in Stat-
nary Hall. George Washington Glick, formerly governor of the
State, was a pioneer. He went to Kansas before it became a
State. He went before there were railroads west of the Mis-
sissippl River. :

When he arrived upon the prairies of Kansas in Atchison
County he was at the end of the road trail in that direction.
Travel had not gone beyond, and when he stopped he began the
work of a pioneer in making Kansas a habitable place in which
to live. At that time nothing greeted him and those with him
except the broad expanse of prairie that receded from the Mis-
souri River westward to the Rocky Mountains. There were no
common carriers of interstate commerce, no bridges, no public
buildings and but few of a private character. There were no
gas or electric light plants, no telephones, or rural delivery of
mails. A young man full of energy and ability even then saw
opportunities in that part of our domain that was then desig-
nated upon the map as the American Desert. He knew, as those
with him knew, what it would require to make that desert a
habitable home for a splendid citizenship. He knew of the sac-
rifices, of the energy, of the determination that it would take.
He devoted himself to the work of making Kansas a great State
from the day that he arrived upon her prairies until the day of
his death. He found it a raw prairie; he left it a fertile field,
inhabited by a prosperous and happy people. When he came he
found nothing; when he left the people had everything. Gov.
Glick saw the prairie broken, houses, barns, schoolhouses,
churches, bridges, courthouses, colleges, statehouse, and char-
itable Institutions all built and paid for.

Gov. Glick was one of the many thousands of heroes who went

to the front and removed the frontier. The frontier is gone,
and those who moved it are going. No honor is too great for
them, and George W. Glick was one of their leaders.
‘ He was early engaged in politics. He was a Democrat. He
worked for and voted with his party, and yet almost from the
beginning of his political career he was elected to office by the
vote of his political opponents. He was a member of the Kan-
sas Legislature from the early days of the State's admission
to the Union, at odd intervals, whenever he could be prevailed
upon to go, up to the time that he served as governor, in 1882,

He was a peculiarly popular man with those who knew him.
He had a way of getting close to his associates. It is nof
strange, therefore, that the people of Atchison County sent him
to the Kansas Legislature whenever he expressed a willingness
to go.

In 1882 a peculiar political situation arose in the State of
Kansas, which finds its sequel here this 18th day of July, 1914,
in the acceptance of a statue for the Hall of Fame of the man
who saw opportunity and seized it.

In 1880, after a long struggle, Kansas began as a prohibition
State. The Democratic Party in its platforms had been de-
¢laring against sumptuary legislation of any character whatever.
It had declared for resubmission of the prohibitory amendment
to the constitution. But the people of Kansas did not adopt
constitutional prohibition in a spasmodic frame of mind. It was
a deliberate judgment upon their part. It was a determined for-
ward movement from which they did not propose to recede.
One of the great men of Kansas and the Nation, John Peter
‘St. John, was the leader of the prohibition cause. He had just
served four years as governor and had much to do with the
adoption of prohibition in the State. He was running for gover-
nor for the third time.

The Democratic Party nominated George Washington Glick
as their candidate for governor upon a resubmission platform
and in opposition to a third term, and the campaign was made
on two lines—opposition to a third term for Gov. St. John and
resubmission of the constitutional amendment for prohibition.
Many men who were opposed to the Democratic Party and were
ardent IRRepublicans had not yet brought themselves into hearty
gympathy with prohibition, and they found it easy to vote for
a candidate for governor who was making the issne that Gov.
St. John had already had two terms. It was a violation of the

precedents for the people of Kansas to give to any man a State
office more than two terms.

Glick was elected. His term of office as governor was nol
conspicuous for any great achievement. The legislature was
Republican. Gov. Glick was the only man elected that year on
the Democratic State ticket. At the end of two years he re-
tired to his home in Atchison, after one term as governor, with

‘the respect of his political foes and with the devotion of his

political friends. He was many times rewardel by his party
and given place both of honor and emolument. He attended
many Democratic national conventions as a delegnte. He was
the choice of the Kansas Democrats in the national convention
of 1884 for Vice President. He was twice appointed by Grover
Cleveland as pension agent for the Topeka district, at Topeka,
Kans., pensions being distributed from there to the veterans in
a number of adjoining States.

In 1911 Gov. Glick, ripe with years and experience and full
of honor, reached the end of his earthly career. Gov. Glick
was chosen by the Kansas Legislature for this honor from
among a long line of Kansans eligible for the Hall of Fame.
Offhand, I think of John Brown, Jim Lane, Charles Robinson,
Preston B. Plumb, David J. Brewer, Charles W. Blair, and George
T. Anthony. I think of others whom death will enroll in the

list. Among the many, John Peter St. John, now full of years .

and crowned with honor. He is rising above political preju-
dice, and is esteemed and honored throughout the Republic for
his devotion to a great cause. But I must not speak more of the
living nor much more of the dead. A statue of Gov. Glick, that
does credit to the artist who prepared it and to Gov. Glick
himself, stands in Statuary Hall at the left of the door as you
pass from the House to the Senate, The statue of Ingalls stands
at the right of the door. They were neighbors in Atchison.
They are together in the Hall of Fame. The statue of Gov.
Glick has just been unveiled, I favor the resolution providing
for its acceptance by Congress. [Applause.]

Mr. HELVERING assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. Taceart] is recognized.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, George Washington Glick was
the ninth governor of Kansas. His name comes of that virile
and sturdy German stock,-of which people no less than 6.000,000
have come to the shores of the United States since the year
1820, at which time we began the practice of making accurate
statisties of Immigration.

His grandfather, George Glick, who was the son of the origi-

nal German immigrant, served faithfully as a soldier in the-

War of 1812. The father of the mother of Gov. Glick, who was
George SBanders, a Scotchman, also fought in the War of 1812
under the flag of the United States. The ancestors of Gov.
Glick were residents of Pennsylvania and were identified with
the interests and.industries of that State. His faiher was a
public-spirited man and took an active part in the affairs of his
community. He removed to Fairfield County, Ohio, where the
future governor of Kansas was born on the anniversary of
American Independence in 1827. George W. Glick beeame a
law student at an early age, and at 21 was admitted to the bar
and began the practice of law at Fremont, Ohio.

A young aftorney could scquire a reputation 70 years ago
more rapidly and more effectively than at this time. The pro-
fession was held in high respect. It had not suffered the un-
fortunate taint of commercinlism that has come to it, especially
in our great cities. It was then distinetly a profession, It has
now become scarcely anything more than a business. Young
George W. Glick attained local prominence and high respect as
a practitioner of law at Fremont,

Sixty years ago the Territorles of Kansas and Nebraska
offered to young and ambitious men the most promising field of
any part of the Union. There were no railroads in those Ter-
ritories at that time, and transportation was conducted by
means of stenmboats on the Missouri River. At that time there
were two cities of importance in the Territory of Kansas, only
about 30 miles apart and located on the Missouri River, namely,
Leavenworth and Atchison. These were perhaps the most
alluring places . for ambitious young professional men who
gought to identify themselves with the new and growing Terri-
tory. The name of Kansas had gone abroad throughout the
world. There, upon that soil, men met each other face to face
and debated with each other, sometimes with terrible meaning
in their voices, the grim question as to whether or not the State
of Kansas should be slave or free. So intense had become that
issue that there was bloodshed in Kansas. * There were drops
on the bunch grass, but not of dew.” The reputation of the
exciting struggle that was in progress added to the enthusiasm
‘of the young and vigorous class of men who emigrated there.

-
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George W. Glick heard the call of Kansag, and in 1859 he
went and cast his fortune in the town of Atchison. He imme-
diately identified himself with the movement for a free State.
He was an uncompromising foe of slavery.

I presume we have all noticed how certain towns produce a
great many noted men. We can go up into the little town of
Concord, Mass., and find that in that little city of a few thou-

sand fnhabitants there are perhaps a dozen names of men and’

women that have gone forth throunghout the world—names des-
tined for immortality. And we find it so in many another place.
Perhaps in every State of the Union tlrere is some one city
which, for some reason or another, was the dwelling place of
an unusual nuomber of celebrated persons.

About the same time there eame to the same town of Atchison
another man whose statue adorns Statuary Hall alongside of
that of Gov. Glick—John James Ingalls,

Strange, incongruous Kansas. Within that “grassy quad-
rangle ” the unexpected seemed to be the law of life. There, in
the midst of the pioneers who were passing through Atchison,
was the polisked and coltured Ingalls, an orator whose genius
approached that of Burke, a satirist outrivaling Juvenal, an
inteilectual gladiator whose arena for 18 years was the Senate
of the United States.

In that very same year came a young man to Atchison, Kans.,
from Brownsrille, Pa., the town in which James G. Blaine grew
up, and this young man afterwards became a governor of Kan-
sag, the next following Gov. Glick. He was John Alexander
Martin, secretary of the convention that drafted the constitu-
tion of Kansas in 1859, and colonel of the Eighth Kansas Volun-
teer Infantry, a gallant regiment, whose record for sacrifice,
heroism, and suffering stands high in the list of the military
organizations that have served under the flag of the United
States. Albert H. Horton, afterwards a distinguished chief
Jjustice of the Supreme Court of Kansas, came und took up his
residence in the little town of Atchison at about the same time
that George W. Glick came there.

Jehn Beaton. a mechanic and ironmaster—a man who had
learned his trade in the old-fashioned way—came and estab-
lished a foundry in Atchison and became one of the wealthiest
men in that city. He left after him not only wealth but an
inheritance of honor and a name and reputation for Jjustice
toward labor, for personal Interest in everyone who took part
in his life work with him, and for an exalted type of citizenship
that will remain as one of the brightest traditions of the city
of Atchison.

I shall not name the living now, nor ean I ecall to mind all
the distinguished dead who lived and worked ont their careers
in that one city. Suffice it to say, without mentioning States
or State lines, which seem to mean less as time goes by, that
they who came to Atchison represented all that was enterpris-
ing, generous, high-minded, and progressive.in the American
people. :

George W. Glick formed a parinership with an able lawyer
of Atchison—Hon. Albert G. Otis—and in this partnership con-
tinued in the active practice of law unti]l 1894, Mr. Glick was
recognized as one of the foremost attorneys at the Kansas bar.
Railroad building was active in his time, and his services were
sought by railway companies in the multitude of difficulties that
beset their path in the begiuning of their operations in Kansas.
He often received large fees, but it was said of Gov. Glick that
if a poor person had a case and seemed to have a right to be
heard in court, regardless of whether he was to receive any fee
or not, he never refused or failed to see to it that poverty did
not prevent a fair hearing in court, ;

No successful atttorney has ever escaped at least being re-
guested to take part in politics. Very few have been able to re-
sist that temptation. George W. Glick was a Democrat, and it
is well known that for the first 30 or 40 years of the history
of Kansas the State was overwhelmingly Republican in politics,
and there was little, if any, opportunity for one having other
views politically to attain to any high place in that State. Mr.
Glick, however, accepted a nomination for the legislature, and
he was elected in 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, and then again in 1868
and 1876 and 1882 as a member of that body.

He took a very active part in preparing legislation in Kansas.
He was especially interested in civil procedure, and his work
was of immense value to the bench and bar. Prior to his sery-
ice in the legislature the Supreme Court of Kansas was not re-
guired to render its opinions in writing. Through the infln-
ence of Mr. Glick as a2 member of the legislature laws requiring
opinions to be fully written and a syllabus to be prepared by the
judge who speaks for the court were enacted. In 1803 he
drafted and secured the passage of the first law in Kansas
regulating the rate of interest on money. In the early days of
Kansas, as in all other frontier places, exorbitant rates of inter-

1 1
est were allowed by statute. He had a law passed through the
legislature changing the then prevailing rates of interest from
§ and 3 per cent a month to 10 and 12 per cent per annum, with
penalties attached for usury.

He also took an active part in framing the marriage laws of
Kansas, It was extremely difficult under the early statutes of
many of the States to prove marriage. This was simplified so
as to establish, without all of those difficulties, the legiiimacy
of children and the title to property. He took part in establish-
ing and perfecting the occupying claimant law, the law relating
to wills, the mechanies’ lien law, with many others passed in the
early sixties that have stood the test of time and still remain
as a part of the settled policy of the State of Kansas.

In 1876, althongh the legislature was overwhelmingly Re-
publican, Mr. Glick was chosen speaker pro tempore of the-
House of Representatives of Kansas. This honor, more sig-
nificant than it perhaps may sound, usually means in the house
of representatives of that State that the speaker pro tempore
presides over a large part of the deliberations. DBut one
speaker pro tempore for an entire session is elected, and he has
much to do in conducting the proceedings. George W. Glick
was a feady and able debater. He had the facuolty of imine-
diately grasping the meaning of everything that is done in the
legislature. He was a practical lawyer. He did not have te
read a statute over and over or examine a bill at great length
to grasp the full import and meaning of it. His services were
therefore of great value in a legislative body.

He was three times elected a delegate to Democratic national
conventions, serving in that capacity in 1808, in 1884, and in
1802. A fact in his history that is not well known is that the
Kansas delegation in the Democratic national convention at
Chicago in 1802 presented his name as a candidate for Vice
President, and he received a large number of votes.

He was nominated for governor of Kansas in 1868 at a time
when he and everyone else knew that there was noe opportunity
to elect a Democrat to that office. He accepted the nomination,
performed his duty to the party, and made an active campaign
thronghout the State. The people of Kansas remembered the
canvass that was made by George W. Glick, and in 1882 he was
again put in nomination as the unanimous choice of his party
for the office of governor.

Something was said by Mr. CamperrL of the situation which
obtained in Kansas at that time. One of the ablest platform
speakers that has ever appeared in Kansas, or, perhaps, else-
where, was then closing his second term as governor of Kan-
sas. John Peter 8t. John, who still survives, and though past the
age of 80 years, retains apparently the fire and vigor that char-
acterized his movements 40 years ago, was elected governor of
Kansas in 1880 for the second time, and, in 1882, offered him-
self as a candidate for governor for the third term,

It is a straage fact that unwritten laws are very often en-
forced with greater rigor and with more certainty than the
most solemnly enacted statutes. The Republican Party of
Kansas in 1880 for the second time, and in 1882 offered him-
had its rules and regulations. It had its unwritten laws, and
whenever any member of that organization in public life, hav-
ing enjoyed two terms in office, presented himself as a candidate
for a third term, he was almost invariably disciplined by the
Republican Party of Kansas. Two great focts made George W.
Glick governor—the unwritten law of the prevailing party, and
the uncontested and acknowledged excellence of his character
and attainments. He was elected by a majority of more than
8,000 votes, although the prevailing party had an ordinary ma-
jority of more than 50,000 votes in that State.

He entered npon the discharge of his duties as governor on
the 8th day of Jannary, 1883. Sometimes 1 think that those
who are elected by a minority party, aided by some of the ma-
jority, make a special effort to serve the people. Their adminis-
tration is always interesting. They are always respected by
the majority party. They are almost idolized by the minority
party, to which they gave, perhaps, an unexpected victory.
George W. Glick was very popular as governor of Kansas.
His administration was marked by intelligence and dignity.
His long experience in the legislature and his knowledge of the
affairs of the State fitted him in the highest degree to discharge
the duties of governor,

He was an economist in publie affairs. Perhaps ultimately it
was lhopeless, as it seems hopeless always, to protest against
prodigal expenditures. It has always been an issue in every
new and growing State. Gov, Glick protested with the utmost
vigor against extravagance in public office. Perhaps he injured
his popularity to some extent by his protests; but he fore-
shadowed in his administration and in his canvass for governor
the fact that some time the people are going to take their minds
off the issues that are not so vital, and give their consideration
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to the more pertinent and practical issue of public expendl-
tures. He knew that the American peuple pay the heaviest of
all taxes. The national, State, county, school district, and city
or township taxes of the American citizen added together make
the greatest per capita expenditure for public purposes in the
world. He entered his vigorous protest against this great
abuse, so incidental to n wealthy and growing community.

Gov. Glick was a pioneer. He had that advantage that only
pioneers have. He saw a country as nature had fashioned it,
and witnessed the work of man by which it was converted into
homes. This can happen but once. Great artists have under-
taken to paint scenes that could have occurred but once in the
history of the world. Poets have sought after themes describ-
ing incidents in the history of the man as classics because they
never happened before and could never happen again. The un-
touched prairie could be broken but once, and in his time he
saw that prairie converted into a landscape that wonld delight
the eye of one who ean paint on canvas the glory of rural life.

He was always interested in everything incidental to the
growing community. While he was governor he caused to be
established the Live Stock Sanitary Commission for the protec-
tion of live stock in the State. He insisted on and had enacted
into law statutes prescribing better carve of the public funds.
And let it be said that since his day not a single dollar of the
public money of Kansas has been lost.

In 1885 he was appointed pension agent by President Cleve-
land, and afterwards reappointed. In that capacity he dis-
bursed $85,000,000, and among his papers is the receipt of the
Government, showing the faithful disbursement of that vast
sum of money. 2

He gave the last years of his life to agriculture, especially
to the improvement of the live stock of Kansas. He had
one of the finest stock farms in the State and took a pride in
breeding fine cattle. He was one of the commissioners appointed
hy the State to the Centennial Exposition in 1876. He was
again sent to the International Exposition in Omaha in 1898.
Throughout his long life he was an interesting figure in the
history of Kansas, and was identified with every important or
exciting event in the history of the State.

He went out as a volunteer in the Second Kansas Regiment
and took part in the protection of Kansas when it was at-
tacked in what is known as the Price raid.

In 1857 he married Elizabeth Ryder, of Massillon, Ohio, a
lady descended from a distinguished colonial ancestry. Her
ancestors were among the first settlers of Concord, Mass, and
she derived her name from forbears who were well known
among the early colonists of New York City. For 50 years and
more this noble matron having with her the best traditions of
American life presided over the hospitable home of George W.
Glick, with the grace and dignity inherited from a fine ancestry.
She added to the success of his public life the greater blessing
of domestic happiness. Two children were born of this union—
Frederick H. Glick and Mrs. James W. Orr, of Atchison, Kans.

George W. Glick died April 13, 1911, at the age of 84 years,
having devoted to the world two-thirds of a century of active
and valuable service, all of which added to the welfare of his
fellow men and the progress of the great and growing com-
munity that was the scene of his noblest efforts.

In conclusion, let it be said of George W. Glick that he had
one of those fortunate frames of minds which was not easily
changed nor readily prejudiced nor carried away by any sudden
impulse. He never moped nor mourned over defeat. He was
calm, good-natured, and sensible in victory. He never visited
revenge of any kind or character upon an enemy, if indeed there
was anyone who ever had such resentment against him as
to be described as an enemy. He was a kind and gentle citizen,
full of enterprise and hope. He was approachable and sympa-
thetic. George W. Glick was one of the best of that great
multitude of enterprising citizens who were the pioneers of
Kansas. There was no bitterness that gnawed out his life.
There was no hatred that troubled his spirit.
gzood will toward all men. He saw the beginning of a great
State and witnessed its progress for more than 50 years.
left it better than he found it. He added to the sum of its
enterprise and he helped to develop its resources. He left his
name and his work as a part of its history. [Applause.]

Mr., MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, there are several considera-
tions which lead me to add to the expressions alreandy made
here this afternoon, and not the least of the moving causes has
been the nature of the addresses made by the gentlemen who
immediately preceded me, Mr. CaappeLn and Mr, Taceart. In
the nature of things that portion of the Capitol once the Hall

of Representatives, and now known as Statuary Hall, in which !
each State may place two statues, will soon be closed to addi- |-

tional memorials. It may not be amisg to remark in passing

In his heart was |

He |

that as the custom of placing statues there grows old, and,
because of the physical limitations of the area itself, as well
as the provisions of the law, draws to a close, the legislative
business of presenting a statuve to the Nation has become more
or less perfunctory, a function performed in a wilderness of
empty seats, before a drowsy reporter or two in the press gal-
lery and a seant baker's dozen of other anditors. And yet the
function, I submit, desperately formal as it has grown to be,
carries with it a kindly office; for there must be virtue in the
mellowing reminiscences which on these occasions well up out
of the era that is gone, when, through the mists of the past,
the hard lines soften and the soft lines glow as they have to-day
to me, as I listened to the addresses of the two gentlemen who
have preceded me.

George W. Glick belonged to an exceptional generation in
time and place. The first settlement of Kansas came about not
g0 much through the lure of land as from challenge of political
contest. grown white-hot with the contention of 50 years. Men
moved from the South and from the North into Kansas to bat-
tle. Largely because of river travel, then the sole means of
public conveyance, the first part of Kansas settled was the
northeastern corner, which is touched by the Missouri River.
In this section of Kansas the chief cities were and are Atchison
and Leavenworth. George W. Glick was from Atchison. Across
the river is St. Joseph. That part of Kansas and Missouri is
one of the richest agricultural seections in the world. It was
here that the spark of conflict that had irritated a Nation for
decades burst into devastating flame. The nomenclature of
Knansas shows in many instances how early the southern ele-
ment dominated politically, for you will find on the map of
Kansas names of men who were politically prominent in the
South 60 and 70 years ago. The contest here was high-tensioned
and all-absorbing. There was no neutral ground. And no man
was neutral. Each new arrival was to one gide a loss, to the
other an acquisition. And no man escaped.

As a boy I heard my father tell the story, legendary but
illuminating, to the effect that when the proslavery men pos-
sessed the northeastern corner of Kansas it was their custom
to post themselves at an important landing on the Missouri
River and interrogate the new arrival to determine whether
he was proslavery or antislavery. The crowd had tied to a con-
venient post a cew, and they asked the newcomer what the
animal was. If he said it was a cow, they permitted him to
remain as likely to be proslavery, but if he saild it was a
* keow,” pronounced with what was believed to be the New
England twang, they sent him back posthaste across the Mis-
souri River as surely antislavery.

To the struggle for political possession the untold agricul-
tural possibilities of the domain remained for the moment
secondary and subordinate, for knowledge of its resources was
necessarily limited. The map makers had libeled it by includ-
ing a part of it in the “ Great American Desert.” Even its In-
dian population was not large. Some of it was unknown, for
indeed only a few years before—that is, until the Mexican
War—a part of Kansas was Mexico. The territory was a long
amphitheater, sweeping gently upward from the Missouri River
to the foothills of the Rocky Mountains—prairie—with all the
mystery and fascination and loveliness that Bryant limned
when he wrote—

These are the gardens of the desert, these

The unshorn fields, boundless and beautiful,

For which the speech of England has no name—
The prairfes. I behold them for the first.

And mf heart swells, while the dilated sight
Takes in the encircling vastness. Lo, they stretch
In airy undulations, far away,

As if the ocean, in his gentlest swell,

Stood still, with all his rounded billows fixed

And motionless forever. Motionless?

No; they are all unchalmed again. The clouds
Sweep over with their shadows, and beneath

The surface rolls and fluctnates to the eye;

Dark hollows seem to glide along and chase

The sunny ridges. Breezes of the south,

Who toss the golden and the fame-like flowers
And pass the prairie hawk that, poised on high,
Flaps his broad wings yet moves not—ye have played
Among the palms of Mexico and vines

Of Texas, and have crisped the limpid brooks
That from the fountains of Sonora glide

Into the calm Pacific. Have ye fanned

A nobler or a loveller scene than this?

Man has no part in all this glorious work ;

The hand that built the irmament hath heaved
And smoothed these verdant swells, and sown their slopes
With herbage, planted them with island groves,
And h them round with forests, Fitting floor
For this magnificent temple of the sky—

With flowers whose glory and whose multitude
Rival the comstellations. The great heavens
Seem to stoop down upon the scene in love—

A nearer vault, and of a tenderer blue,
Than that which bends above our eastern hills,
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This prairie, this fair domain, had its civil birth in the red i

passion of fratricidal strife, and a State, fitted incomparably
by unature as a theater for peace and contentment, came to the
Nation as * Bleeding Kansus.”

But the vastness of ifs natnral vesources were not long un- |

recognized. Affer the Civil War the immigration which eame
into Kansas was largely that of the soldiers of the Unlon Army,
men who had been tempered by the mighty rigors and discipline
of war. They launched, individually and collectively, not only
into the developnent of the State, but into polities, and there
followed in that period of the history of Kansas a day of the
most spirited political contest. condncted with a partisan dis-
cipline which was, in its severity, almost military. The Repub-
lican Party dominated. Its conventions were huge affairs of
tremendous contentions and intense factional passion. But the
diseipline was perfect. The defeated aspirant for a nomina-
tion pledged fealty. To “scratch” a ticket was an unpardon-
able sin; to be “read out of the party ™ a disgrace. A nomina-
tion was an election. Kansas in this period was probably the
most partisan Republican of all the States in the Union.

The Democrats of Kansas at that pericd were mostly men

who had been Democrats before the war, many of whom had |
served in the Union Army during the war. Immigration to the |

State added to their number, and in all localities they formed
small groups of individuals who held fast to their opinions and
who as a determined but always cheerful minority struggled
at each elect/on in precinet, city, county, and State; never, how-
ever, with notable success until George W. Glick was elected
governor.

Gov. Jolin P. St. John has been referred to here by Mr. Tac-
GART as one of the strongest, if not the strongest, man on the
platform this Nation has seen in a generation. He is, in fact,
one of the strongest men this Nation ever produced, the pioneer
in a principle which spreads around the world. He had been a
highly popular governor for two terms. His adherents at-
tenipted a third term for him. He was attacked by the Demo-
cruts under the leadership of George W. Glick, and Mr. Glick
as a Democrat was elected governor of Kansas in this most
partisan of Republican States, a little less than 20 years after
the close of the Civil War. This event was manna to the Kansas
Democrats. They had traveled long in the wilderness. And in
their hour of triumph and jubilation as partisans they exalted
George W. Glick. That initial triumph remains in the minds
of Kansas Democrafs epochal, and it led to the legislative pref-
erence which sent his statue Lere.

In the election of George W. Glick party discipline in Kansas
had broken down and it was known of all men that despite its
strong partisan qualities at bottom Kansas was politieally
individual in its mental processes. The conditions which led to
the early settlement of Kansas invited no weaklings there, and
the conditions in Kansas were such that if a weakling came he
could not stay. The early Kansans were sons of strength.
That is not mere laudation voiced by one partial to his Stute.
As a boy I knew mest of the Kansans who have been mentioned
here to-day—Robinsons, Hudsons, Martins, Ewings, Anthonys,
Brewers, Thatchers, Lelands, Wares, Ryans, Crawfords, Plumbs.
the Elders, the Pecks, the matchless Ingalls. the Speers. and
hundreds of others I could name were each distinet individnal
types, all of exceptional talent and strong fiber, men capable of
every responsibility and worthy of statnes here.

Kansas was the first of the Union States after the war to
send an ex-Confederate, W. A, Harris, to the United States
Senate, This was in 1807. But as early as 1883 Kansas was
forgetting the lines of pelitical division that grew out of the
Civil War and was turning to the issues of the future. It was
in Kansas among these same strong people later, fn 1890, that
the new foreseeing element of Populism arese, thriving pro-
digiously overnight in the fertile soil of political independence
in the individual. which is and will continue to be one of the
chief characteristics of this liberty-loving State.

The self-relinnce of the early citizenship was general. It
touched every walk of life. My grandfather, Thomas Murdock,
was a minister of the gospel and had part in these rigorous
times. Murgaret L. Wood, widow of Sam X. Wood. an early
Kansan, who was cruelly shot down In one of the county-seat
wars, wrote me the other doy from Boise, Idaho. In her letter
she instanced the dauntless spirit of that people by saying:
“Your grandfather Murdock used to walk from Emporia to
Cottonwood Falls to preach to us. One of the coldest Sunday
mornings T ever saw, my husband came in and said, * Now get
ready to go to chureh.” I said. * The weather is too eold” He
replied, ‘ That old man has walked 20 miles this biting morning
to preach to us. The wagon will be at the door in 15 minutes
and all of us must go." The girl whispered to me, ‘ We will
have to go though we freeze to death.’ We went, and heard a

good sermon. Your grandfather was like the old-fashioned
' Methodist ministers of Ohio and Kentucky—conscientious, de-
| vout, brave, and self-denying.’*

| I knew Gov. Glick in his later years. He hed all of the quali-
ties which have been ascribed to him by the two gentlemen who
have just spoken. He was old-fashioned in his devotion to fru-
gality. He believed in and he practiced economy. Like all
strong men, he was strong in his opinions, firm in his convie-
tions. Like all strong men, he was mistaken in some of them.
In common with Its entire citizenship, he rejoiced in the high
estate Kansas reached In social progress, for he grew to see the
State of which he was an early governor rise to the highest
development that in many respects. I think, it is possible for a
people to attain. He lived to see the day when this vast ex-
panse which he knew as n youth as an endless, treeless, virgin
prairie had grown fo a rich Commonwealth. populated by a con-
tented folk in the midst of rich fields, churches, schools, with
bursting bins of plenty, with bank deposits reaching $600 per
family. with §750 per family in live stock. He lived to see his
S_t.-xte. consisting of 104 counties. number among them 87 conn-
ties without any insane, 54 counties withont any feeble-minded,
96 counties without any inebriates, 38 counties withont any poor-
houses. 53 counties witheut any persons in jril, and 65 counties
without a representative in the State penitentiary.

He lived to see the State which he entered under the lure and
invitation of political contest bring to the vision of his old age
the splendid spectacle of an era of finished development, of
rounded citizenship, of peace and permanent prosperity.

As I said in the beginning, snd as I shall say in closing, nearly
all the States having given their quota of statutes in yonder Hall;
this enstom will soon pass. Available space for this statue was
found with difficulty in the chamber. We are among the last
who will so officiute. Let us account ourselves fortunate that
for a few minutes we may put aside the fever and hurly-burly of
political strife and, barking back to the contests of other days,
which time has softened, pay tribute, in this presentation to the
Nation, to the memory of a virile man who lived among virile
men in a virile generation. [Applause.]

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that a con-
current resolution has been adopted by the Senate accepting the
statue of Gov. Glick, but that it has not yet come over from
the Senate to the House.

The SPEAKER. It can as well be adopted on Monday as
to-day. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that it has not
yet come from the Senate.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjorrn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 18
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, July 20,
1014, at 12 ¢’clock noon. '

REPORTS OF COMMITIEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the severzl ealendars therein named, as follows:

Mr, MAHER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was
referred the bill (H. R, 17361) to regulafe the wages of
mechanies and laborers employed in or under any and all
departments of the Government, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 983), which said
bill and report were referred to the Commitiee of the Whole
House on the state of the Uniom.

Mr. GARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 1281) providing for the retire-
ment of certain officers of the Philippine Scouts, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 984),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder eclause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions
were severally reported from eommittees, delivered to the Clerk,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. GARRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 5203) for the promotion and retire-
ment of Col. David L. Brainard, Quartermaster Corps, United
States Army, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by @ report (No. 985), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.
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He also, from the same committee, to which was Teferred the
bill (8. 1149) for the relief of Seth Watson, Teported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a reporf (No. 986), which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 17969) authorizing the
Secretary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to the city of
Port Huron, in the State of Michigan, four condemned bronze
or brass eannon, with their carriages and outfit of cannon balls,
ete.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FALCONER: A bill (H. R. 17970) to provide for the
gurvey of certain lands in the State of Washington; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations,

By Mr. MOSS of Indlana: A bill (H. R. 17971) for securing
the uniform grading of grain, preventing deception in tramsae-
tions in grain, and regulating traffic therein, and for other pur-
poses: to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RAKER : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Virginia, memorializing Congress to acguire Mouticello, the
home of Thomus Jefierson; to the Committee on the Library.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Tnder clause 1 of Mtule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introdnced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 17972) granting a
pension to Julius Meincke; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 17973) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas W. Chamness; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H, R. 17974) granting an increase .of pension to
John Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 17975) granting a pension to
T. W. Etbridge; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also. n bill (H. R. 17876) granting a pension to John McElroy ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R, 17977) granting an Increase of |

gension to Samuel Warrell; to the Conunitteee on Invalid Pen-
Ons.

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 17978) for the relief of Flora K.
Campbell Sudduth, administratrix of the estate of Walter L.
Campbell, decensed ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17979) granting |

a pension to . Goodmun ; mmi ]
penEigs o Nemaedy M. @ R4 69 the G tyes oit Inyalid against House bill 17042 before report of the joint committee ;

Pensions.

By Mr. VOLLMER: A bill (H. B. 17980) granting an increase

of pension t " Duncan; ik ]
pension to John M. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid| ;5 ¢ ppiladelphia, Pa.. and the Southern Iren & Equipment

| Co., of Atlanta, Ga.. relative to withholding until next session

Pensions.
By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 17981) granting:a pension
to Rose Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clruse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ALLEN : Petition of 98 citizens of Hamilton County,
Ohig. ?mtesr.ing against national prohibition; to the Committee
on Rules. -

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of BDurfon R. Jones
and 1,100 people of South Pasadena, Cal, favoring national
prohibition; to the Commiftee on Rules,

By Mr. BOOHER : Petition of J. O. Maxwell and 30 other,
citizens of the fourth district of Missouri, favoring national,
prohibition; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. COOPER: Petitlons of G. F. Hayes and other resi-:
dents of Beloit, Wis,, protesting against nation-wide prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on Ruoles.

Also, petitions of Joseph H. Zirbes, secretary, and other.

menibers of the Racine Musicians’ Union, of Racine, Wis,
protesting against nation-wide prohibition; to the Committee
on Rules.

By Mr. CRAMTON: Resolutions of the First Presbhyterian
Church, Lapeer, Mich,, representing 300 people, and petition of |
Elmer Johuson and 49 other voters of Bad Axe, Mich,, in sup-
port of the Hobsen resolution for national prohibition; to the
Conunittee on Rules,

Also, petition of A. T. Raymont and 41 ofbers of Mount
Clemens, Mich., protesting against national prohibition; to the
Committee on Rules.

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Central Federated Tnion,
'lltlarlorlng passuge of the seamen's bill; to the Committee on!

ules.

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the City Council .of Hamilton, 1L,
relative to building bridge across the Mississippi River at Ham-
ilton ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FESS: Petition of sundry citizens of the seventh Ohio
congressional district, favoring House bill 5308, to fax mail-
order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of 910 citizens of Salt Lake City,
Utah, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, petitions of 16 citizens of Ogden, Utah, protesting
against national prohibition; to the Commitiee on Rules

By Mr. HULINGS: Petitions of Le Roy B. Campbell, E. O
Holmgreen, and Alfred J. Mooney, of Warren, Wurren County,
Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: Petitions of 192 citizens of Well-
man, Iowa, favoring national prohibition; to the Commitiee on
Rules.

By Mr. LLOYD : Petition of 70 citizens of Shelby County, Mo.,
favoring national prohibition; te the Committee on Rules. 3

Also, petition of 54 business concerns of Hannibal, Mo., favor-
ing the passage of House bill 5308, relative to taxing mail-order
houses: to the Commitiee on Ways und Means.

By Mr. MERRITT: Petitions of Mrs. John Thwaits, Willie
B. Witt, Delbert D. Flagg, Herbert Chatterton, Mys. Richurd
Elliott, H. M. Thwaits, Horace Curpenter, F. J. Beattie, It. H.
Smith, George Booth, Erick Erickson, Joseph Currier, all of
Clintonville; Milford Babeock and D. W. Adgate, of Ausable
Chasm: Simeon 1. Meclntyre, of Crown Point; B. C. Lawreuce
and Mary T. Lawrence, of West Bangor; A. J. Bigelow, of
Keeseville: T. L. Allen, of Pern; Myron Baker, jr. Lemuel

| Buker, and Mrs. Daisy Baker, of Harkness, all in the Stute of

New York, all favoring Federal censorship of motion picturess;
to the Committee on Education.

Also, petitions of AMrs. John Thnwaits, Willie B, Witt, Delbert
D. Flagg, Herbert Chatterton, Mrs. Richard Elliott, IL M.
Thywaits, Horace Carpenter, F. J. Besttie. R. H. Smith, George
Booth. Frick Erickson, Joseph Currier, all of Clintonville; Mil-
ford Babeock and D. W. Adgate. of Ausable Chasm; Simeon
L. McIntyre, of Crown Point; B. €. Lawrence and Mary T.
Lawrence, of West Bangor; A. J. Bigelow, of Keeseville; F. L.
Allen, of Peru; Myron Buker, jr., Lemuel Baker, and Mrs. Daisy
Baker, of Harkness, all in the State of New York, all favering
‘the passage of the Sheppard-Hebson resolution; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of F. C. Mickel, Junetion City,
Cal., favoring salary for fourth-class postmasters; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the presidents of 23 railroads, protesting

1o the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads.
Also. petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa-

legislation affecting business; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of J. H. Newhauner & Co., of San Francisco, Cal,
favoring passage of House bill 15086, relative to mailing false
financial statements; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads,

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Protest of sundry citizens of the fonr-
teenth congressional district of Texas, against national prohi-
bition: to the Committee on Rules.

Also, protest of sundry citizens of the fonrteenth congressional
district of Texas, against national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Resolutions and petitions
from the Southern California Conference. Free Methodist
Church. representing 1,100 members; the Euclid Heights Metho-

| dist Episcopal Church, of Los Angeles. mass meeting; the Mer-

rill Lodge. Independent Order of Good Templars, Los Angeles;
a mnss meeting at Alamerio; Mary Stark and 25 others of I.os
Angeles; Joshua Carney and 13 others of Watts; and individual
cards from Mary M. Moore and 554 other citizens of lLos
Angeles City and County, all in the State of California, favering
national prohibition amendment; to the Committee on IRules.
Also, resolution of the Sheet Metal Contractors’ Association
of San Francisco, Cal., favoring subcontracts in Government
work: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds.
Also, resolution of the Traffic Association of Fresno, Cal,
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post

| Office and Post Roads.

Also. resolution of the State Federation of Labor, of San
Francisco, Cal, concerning bill of complaint of the Vallejo
maekinists; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of Charlotte A. Lane and 16 other citizens of
Los Angeles, Cal,, favering Smith-Hughes motion-pictuze censor-
ship bill; to the Committee on Education.
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Also, resolution of the Chamber of Mines and Oil, of Los
Angoles, Cal, favoring governmental mining experiment and
mine safety stations; to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

Also. letter from Stetson-Barret Co., of Los Angeles, Cal,
against mailing false financial statementis; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, individual protests against national prohibition amend-
ment from H. T. Scott and 67 other citizens of Los Angeles,
Cal.; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. STONE: Petition of sundry citizens of Peoria, IIL,
favoring investigation of the North Pole controversy; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. WICKERSHAM : Memorial of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Unions of Petersburg and Seward, Alaska, favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on Rules.

SENATE.
Moxvay, July 20, 191}.

The Senate met at 12 o'clock m.

Rev. J. L. Kibler, D.D., of the city .of Washington. offered
the following prayer:

O Lord, our God, we turn again to Thee because without
Thee we can do nothing. We have no strength of our own for
the battles of life. All power belongeth unto Thee. Thou art
the creator of all things. Life and death are in Thy hands.
But we thank Thee for Thy love, which has provided for all
our needs. We come, therefore, with great confidence into Thy
presence and look steadfastly into Thy face. We linger at Thy
feet. “Our soul waiteth for Thee more than they who watch
for the morning.” Gunide us this day in the way that Thon
shalt choose, and may we work out all our problems in harmony
with Thy righteous laws. We ask it for Christ's sake. Amen.

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.

TRANSPORTATION OF COAL AND OIL (H. DOC. NO. 1124).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a
communication from the Interstate Commerce Commission,
transmitting a report of the investigation in the matter of the
relation of common carriers subject to the act to regulate com-
merce to coal and oil and the transportation thereof. The com-
munication has alieady been printed, and it will be referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION (8. DOC. KO. 530).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter
from the Postmaster General submitting an estimate of de-
ficiency appropriation in the sum of $10.000 to cover the period
from March 9, 1914, to June 30. 1914, for payment of amounts
‘acerning under the provisions of the disability clause contained
in the postal act approved March 9, 1914, ete., which, with the
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO (S. DOC. NO. 549).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the 16th instant, certain information relative
to the truth or falsity of the press report sent out from Vera
Cruz, Mexico, and published in the United States, that an en-
sign in the United States Navy caused to be shot unarmed
Mexiean prisoners under the so-called Mexican “ley de fuga,”
which. on motion of Mr. PoIrNDEXTER, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed.

CALLING OF THE ROLL.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. ;

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Culberson Overman Smith, Ga.
Bankhead Cummins I'a Smith, Mich.
Dorah Galllnger Perkins Smoot =
Brady Golr Pittman Sterling
Drandegee Gronna Poindexter wanson
Bristow Jones Pomerene Thomas
Bryan Kenyon Ransdell Thompson
Burton Kern Reed Thornton
Camden Lane Saulsbury Tillman |
Catron MeCumber Shafroth Townsend
Chamberlain Martin, Va. Sheppard Vardaman
Chilton Martine, N. J. Bhields White
(‘Iapl;: Newlands Slmmongs Works
Clarke, Ark. Norris Smith, Ariz,

Mr. CAMDEN. T wish to announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. JaMEs]. He is paired with the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks]. I will let this announcement
stand for the day. '

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to announce the necessary absence
of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr, Farr]. I will let this
announcement stand for the day.

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. SUTHERLAKD], who has a general pair with
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, CLagge], and also the unavoid-
able absence of the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STE-
PHENSON], who has a general pair with the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. Gorg]. :

The VICE PRESIDENT, Fifty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. Sonth,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House disngrees fo the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17824) making
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the
fiscal year 1014 and-for prior years, and for other purposes,
asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, FiTzcERALD, Mr.
S1ssoN, and Mr. GILLETT managers at the conference on the part
of the House.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message algo announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and they were therenpon
signed by the Vice President:

H. R. 1694 An act to amend an act approved October 1,
1890, entitled “An act to set apart certain tracts of land in the
State of California as forest reservations; and

H. R. 11317. An act to increase the limit of cost of the
United States post-office building at Neweastle, Ind.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Winona, Cairo, and Formoso, in the State of Kansag praying
for national prohibition, which were referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minne-
sota, praying for natfonal prohibition, which were referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary, :

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ainne-
sota, remonstrating against national prohibition, which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Typographical TLoeal
Union, No. 136, of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment
of the so-called Clayton antitrust bill, which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. THOMAS presented a petition of sundry citizens of West-
minster, Colo., praying for national prohibition, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the Pattern Mak-
ers’ Association, of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the enact-
ment of the so-called Clayton antitrust bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MYERS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Polson, Mont., and a petition of sundry settlers on the
Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont., praying for the enactment
of legislation for the relief of seftlers on the Flathead Indian
Reservation, which were referred to the Committee on Public
Lands.

Mr. KERN presented memorials of sundry citizens of In-
dianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against national prohibition,
which were referred to the Committee on the Judieinry.

He also presented a petition of the City Council of Hammond,
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions
to civil-service employees, which was referred to the Committee
on Civil Service and Retrenchment.

He also presented petitions of the Typographical Union of
Kokomo, of the Pattern Makers' Association of Fort Wayne, and
of the Molders’ Union of New Albany, all in the State of
Indiana, praying for the enactment of the so-called Clayton
antitrust bill, which were referred to the Committéee on the
Judiciary. '

Mr. LIPPITT presented a petition of the congregation of the
Trinity Baptist Church, of Providence, R. I, praying for na-
tional prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on {he
Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the City Council of Woon-
socket, R. 1., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide
for the retirement of superannuated civil-service employees,
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