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and other citizens of New Britain, Conn., for the repeal of the tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: ~ccount and affidavit to ac
comps.ny House bHlfor the relief of Mrs. S. A. E. Bailey, of Hinds 
Connty, Miss.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of General William Dudley Post, No. 45, of 
Mississippi, in favor of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch 
Soldiers' Home at Johnson City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Mili
tarv Affairs. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Papers to accompany Honse bill for the re
lief of the heirs of H. W. Hargrove-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of patrons of the Fowler (N. Y.) 
butter factory, praying for State control of imitation dafry prod
ucts as provided in House bill No. 3717-to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of J. C. Summ~rs, of Mount 
Hope, Ohio, for State control of imitation dairy products as pro
vided in House bill No. 3717-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr . .MIERS of Indiana:. Petition of citizens of Vincennes, 
Incl., in favor of increasing salaries of mail carriers of second-class 
post-office8-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of S. S. Knoles, United States 
commissioner at San Diego, Cal.; W. H. Bailhache, and H. J. 
Place, for legislation allowing pay for orders of Chinese deporta
tion-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Resolutions of Canfield Po8t, No. 
124; George R. Fow 1er Post, No. 153, and J. Wash Post, No. 679, De
partment of Ohio, Gr.and Army of the Republic, in favor of House 
bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers' Home at Johnson 
City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Louis Snvder-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of W.W. Perkins Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of New London, Conn., to accompany 
House bill to increase the pension of Gorton Brown -to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of H. F. Mellen Post, No. 497, 
Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of the establishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near Johnson 
City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petitions of the Methodist Epis
copal Church, Baptist Church, and Epworth League of Birming
ham, Mich., for the passage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in 
canteens and in the Army, Navy, post exchauges, transports. or 
premises used for mihtary purposes-to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. TERRY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of W. H. Roach-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of the Dairymen's Supply Company 
and Pure Butter Protective Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., to 
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine-
to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of 20 citizens o~YorkCounty, Pa., 
urging th~ passage of the Grout bill to increase the tax on oleo
margarinS", etc.-to the Committee on Agriculture: 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1900. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary: proceeded to read the Journal of ye_sterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. KENNEY. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the proposed amendment offered by me yesterday. It9is printed 
as l:eing an amendment to the Army appropriation bill. It should 
have been printed as an amendment to the bill (S. 4300) to increase 
the efficiency of the military establishment of the United States. 
I ask to have that correction made. 

The PRESIDENT pr~tempore. The amendment will be re
printed in correct form. The J omnal will stand. approved, with
out objection. 

COLORED AND INDIA....~ SOLDIERS IN SOLDIERS' HOMES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, certain information relative to the 
number of colored and Indian Etoldiers, or persons partly of Afri
can or Indian descent, in the National Soldiers' Homes and 
national insane asylums; which, on motion of Mr. HOAR, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EJ."l"ROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 

House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 268) to amend the Revised Statutes of tbe United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, to divide 
the same into two districts and provide for the terms of cctnrt to 
be held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of pend
ing causes; 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Eleanor McDevitt; 
A bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Patter

son; 
A bill (S. 681) grantiug a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 
A bill (S. 752) granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 

Comery; 
A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to Hannah R. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 

Deitzler; 
A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Fletcher; 
A bill (S. 995) granting an increase of pension to Nelly Young 

Egbert; 
A bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to Mary E. Fenn; 
A bill (S. 1202) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

Stubbs; 
A bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Adele W. 

Elmer; 
A bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 
A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon; 
A bill (S. 1600) granting an increase of pension to John T. 

Hayes: 
A bill (S.1754) granting an increase of pension to Burton Packard; 
A bill (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 

Pope; 
A bill (S. 180!) granting an increase of pension to Rida B. Has

kell; 
A bill (S. 19"77) gmnting an increase of pension to Levi l\foser; 
A bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 

Murphey: 
A bill (S. 2332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret H. 

Kent: 
A bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to James C. 

Carlton; 
A bill (S. 2545) granting a pension to Nellie A. West; 
A bill (S. 2863) restoring to the pension roll the name of Francis 

H. StapleB: 
A bill (S. 2869) authorizing the Cape Nome Transportation, 

Bridge, and Development Company, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of the State of Washington, and author
ized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to construct a traf
fic bridge across the Snake River at Nome City, in the Territory 
of Alaska; . 

A bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
Bradford; · 

A bill (S. 2943) granting an increase of yension to James J. 
Holland; ' 

A bill (S. 3004) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Stevens; . 

A bill (S. 3018) for the appointment of an additional United 
States commissioner in the northern judicial district of the Indian 
Territory; . 

A bill (S. 3102) gi·anting a pension to Seleder Burnham; 
A bill (S. 3125) granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer; 
A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Margaretha Lippert; 
A bill (H. R. 9824) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 

regulations governing the running of loose logs, steamboats, and 
rafts on certain rivers and streams; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 51) recognizing the gallantry of Frank 
H. Newcomb, ·commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his of
ficers and men; a.1so retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious service in 
command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch, at Manila. 

PETITIONS AND ME:MORllLS, 

:Mr. NELSON presented a petition of . the Anti-Saloon League 
and sundry citizens of Grey Eagle, Minn., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating iiqnors in 
Army canteens and in all Government buildings and premises; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of N. H. Winchell aud. stmdry 
other members. of the faculty of the University of Minnesota, 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
House bill No. 10308, relating to geological and natural history 
surveys, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth Fales and 17 other 
citizens of Min:neapoHs. Minn., praying for the enactrrm:1t of leg
islation to autnorize the withholding of certain Indi::m r eserva
tions from sale until 1902; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. PENROSE piesented petitionsof Summit Grange,No. 427; and.confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of 
Barr Grange, No.1121; North Shenango Central Grange, No. 844. Indians, and for other purposes. and the othe1· from the Cherokee 
and Forward Grange, No. 1003, all Patrons of Husbandry, in the Nation, praying Congress to reject the amendments to the pezid
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of certain amend- ing Cherokee agreement contained in Honse bill No. 1091 , to 
ments to the inteTstate-commerce law.; which were ordered to tie ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of !n
on the table. dians, and for other purposes. The petitions were prepared. by 

He also presented a petition of Oxford Grange, No. 67, Patrons , order of thesa tribes. I move that they l;e printed as separate 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of documents for the benefit of the Senate ·and l'eferred to the Com
legislation providing for State control of imitation dairy products; mittee on Indian Affairs. 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fotestry. The motion was agreed to. 

He also presented a petition of the Presbytery of the United , RA1''"K OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL. 
Presbyterian Church of Chartiers, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in ~ny Mr. PETTIGREW. I }:>resent a memorial from the Union Vet
post exchange, canteen, or transport or upon any premises used erans' Union of the United States, 'remonstrating against the pro
for military purposes by the United Sta'tes; which was referred motion of tbeAdjn.tant-General of the United-States Army to the 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. rank of major-general. I ask that the memorial be read and re-

H al t d f ti f th p I · p b t f ferred to the Committee 'On Military Affairs. 
e so presen e ape 1 on ° e ennsy vama res Y ery 0 There beim? no obJ'ection, the memorial was read, and referred 

the Cumberland Presbyteiiau Church, praying for the enactment ~ 
of legislation t-0,prohibitthesaleof intoxicating liquors in Alaska, tothe Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 
in our new island possessions, in any post exchange, canteen, or liEADQUARTERS-OF THE UN1:0~ VETERAN' u.-10N, 

ORDER OF UNTON B.A.TTLE MEY. transport, or upon any premises nsed for military purposes by the Washington, D. c., April !B, 12fJO. 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military There is a proposition in Congress togi'\"e to the present Adjutant-General 
.Affairs. or the United States Army (against whom, of course, we have nothing per-

Mr. PLATT ()f Connecticut presented a petition of the Cham- sonal) the rank of major-general. The Union Veterans' Onion, which I have 
ber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., praying that the Com- the honor t-0 -command, respectfully but most earnestly protest against this. 

In every possible manner attempts are being made by 'individuals and 
mercial Cable Company be authoriz.ed to lay a cable between the branches of the public service to get something more out of the colossa-l 1·ev
United States and Cuba; which was 1·eferred to the Committee on enues which are being collected an.tl for which the p<mple ar~ being heavily 
R 1 t . "th Cub taxed. TheexpendituresfortheWar Departmentn.reah'eadyswollen to an 

e a ions Wl a. enormous extent. Most urgent pleas, by patriotic citizens, in and out of Con-
He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper· gress, are being made for retrenchment in the public expenditures. If there 

anoe Union of Plymouth, the Young People ·s Society of Christian be a plethora from the immense revenues. let taxation b1' lowered, instead 
E d f Pl t h f d "ti" f Pl th d f of giving the people's money away; but, under extravagance, e\en these n eavor o , ymou . ....., O sun ry Cl ~ens O ymou • an O revenues do not seem to suffice and. in conseq_uence thereof n.nd, ;p~rhaps, 
the Woman·s Christian Temperance Union of Pawcatuck, all in of a wretched little war in which we are engaged, and which costs more than 
the State of Connecticut, and a petition of the Woman 'a Christian the entire pension roll, every obstruction is said to be put in the way of the 
Temperance Union of Vinita, Ind~ T., praying for the enactment applicant for a pension in order t-0 save(?) money. If this be true, it may be 

remarked that such does not embrace the proper idea. of retrflnchment. R& 
of legislation to prohibit the s.ale of intoxfoating liquors in Army trencbment does not consist in avoidance of payment of ju t debts any more 
canteens. or upon any grounds and premises used by the Govern- than it consists iu presenting the public money to shoulder-strapped or 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. other individuals and unnecessarily mcreasin~snlaries. 

NN Y d · · f Mill d In addition to the fact that it ap:pears invidious to increase the rank bf thl} 
Mr~ KE E presente a petition o or Grange, No. 6, Adjntant-~neral. withoutincreasmgthe rank of the head of the other staff 

Patrons of Husb~ndry, of Delaware. praying for the adoption of officers of the War Department, and to the fact that increasi~~ the rank of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was the Adjutant-General is a reflection upon the efficiency of me Adjutant· 

1 h bl General's Office of the civil war. when we had an army of more than 2,00J,<XX> 
ordered to ie on t eta e. men and the rank of the Adjutant-General was that of brigadier-general. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- it would seem to be untimely and particularly wrong to give him increased 
ance Union of Kent County, Del., praying for the enactment of rank and thus increase the cost of his office, while and merelybeca.use we are 
l · I · "'-~ h"b"t th 1 f · · ti l" · Ar involved in increased, even if unavoidable, expense. Tbis, especially, when eg1s at1on Ii\) pro 1 1 e sa e o mto:x:1ca ng 1quors in my the duties and responsibilities of theAdjutant-General'sOfficeare,atpresent. 
canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military as nothing compared with the duties and responsibilities of the Adjuta.nt
Affairs. General's Office during our civil war, when, as above said, the rank of the 

Mr. JONES of Nevada presented the ..rnetition of Elda A .. Orr, Adjutant-General was that of brigadier-general. 
.t' Very respectfully, . 

president, and Frances A. Williamson, secreta,ry,on behalf of the ~- G. DYRENFORTH, 
Woman Suffrage Association of Nevada, praying for the adoption Conimande-J' in Chief, Union Veterans' Union. 
of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the dis- Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a word concerning that 
franchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; which letter. I am not pi-epared to express an opinion, and the opinion 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. would not be worth much if I did express it, as to whether or not 

He also presented a memorial of the Cattle Association of Elko this increased rank should be given to the Adjutant-General of 
County, Nev., remonstrating against the leasing of Government the Army. 
lands to syndicates, corporations, or individuals, such leasing be- But inasmuch as some observations have been made in the 
ing inimical to the interests of stock raisers; which was referred letter concerning the policy of the Government, I want to say 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. that I think the Government has been and is extremely liberal in 

He also presented a petition of the Cattle Association of Elko its pension policy. Pending before the committee of which I 
County, Nev., praying foithe adoption of a proposed amendment happen to be chairman are more than fifty general pension bil1s, 
to section 4836 of the Revised Statutes relating to feeding and which, if they should be enacted into law, would annually take 
watering of lh··e stock in transit; which was referred to the Com- out of the public Treasury millions upon millions of dollars. As 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. . chairman of the Committee on Pensions I am being roundly 

Mr. F AlRBANKS presented a petition of Hamilton Grange, No. abused in every mail by letters from all over the country, prompted 
1107, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana., praying for the adoption from some source the origin of which I do not know, saying that 
of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which I am opposed to granting adequate pensions to the soldiers of the 
was ordered to lie on the table. United States, and this in face of the fact that I have been a con-

He also presented the petition of Edwin S. Jay, president, and sistent supporter of liberal pension legislation and liberal admin-
120 other members of the Christi.an Endeavor Society: Charles E. istration of the pension laws. 
Newman and 170 other members of the Sunday schooL and of Mr. President, I have in my hand a bill introduced into the 
sundry members of the East Main Street Society of Friends, all of Senate the other day, by request, it is tru~, which proposes to 
Richmond, in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment give pensions to all the civilian employees of the United States. 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any of I wm read three or four lines from the bill, but before doing so I 
the military possessions of the United States; which was referred wish to say that I probably will have to answer hundreds of let
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ters -concerning this bill, and will be ~ed to acconnt for beinr, 

He also presented the petition of J, W . Coleman and 918 other an enemy to pension legislation because I will not recommend its 
citizens of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation grant- enactment. 
ing to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors a pension· of $1 This remarkable bill proposes to pension all the employees in 
per day: which was referred to the Committee <>n Pensions. the navy-yards or naval stations. United States arsenals, forts, 

Mr. GEAR. presented stmdry papers to accompany the bill (S. magazines, custom-houses, or mints, or institutions of like char-
2896) to remove the charge of desertion against Anthony R. acter where civilians are employed as·~ superintendent, overseer, 
Ravenscroft; which were referred to the Committee on Military foreman, quarterman. leading man, tinsmiths, coppersmiths, 
Affairs. blacksmiths, ship smiths, plumbers. pipe fitters, galvanizers, block 

AGREEMENTS WITH CREEK AND CHEROKEE Th!>IA.NB. makers, calkers, oakum spinners, shipwrjghts, shiP. joiners, mold
ers roofers, brass fi.nish6rs, iron ship fitters, millwrights, spar 

1\fr. TELLER. I present two petitions-one from the Creek ~makers, lnmbeT insp-ectors, and all mechanics of first, second, 
Nation, praying Congress to reject the amendment.s to the pend- third, fourth, or other grades, submarine divers, fasteners, drill
ing Creek agreement contained in House bill No. t09l9, to ratify ers, measurers. ship keepers, care takers, watchmen, firemen, · 
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engineers, stenographers, apprentices at any of the mechanical 
trades, helpers of all grades, laborers of all grades, and all others 
who may be employed in uny capadty-professionally~ mechani
cally, or laboriously." The bill also provides fo1· the payment of 
a certain form of annuity, and also al'l'ears in certain cases. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me to 
suggest that there is no provision there for the pensioning of Sen
ators?-and I think they are employed laboriously. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression that they ought to 
be included. 

Now, Mr. President, I have called attention to this matter partly 
in self-defense, and I will venture to express the hope that bills of 
this character sent to Senators had better be put in the pjgeon
holes of their desks instead of being sent to the Committee on 
Pensions, thus saving the chairman of the committee from being 
bombarded by letters from all over the country urging him to 
report bills of this character favorably, on the plea that justice 
will thus be done to the soldiers and the civilian employees of the 
Government. 

I simply desire to add that the criticisms that are being made 
upon the pension policy of the Government are, in my judgment, 
extremely unjust, and that the $140,000,000 that is now being 
spent for pensions is about as much as the Government ought to 
be asked to expend under existing conditions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1455) restoring the pension of Alexander 
W. Browning, reported it with amendments,_ and submitted a re-
port thereon. . 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, i·eported·an ad
ditional amendment intended to be proposeu to the bill (S, 602) 
to revive and amend an act to provide for the collection of aban
doned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary 
districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 187) for the relief of William J. Murtagh, 
late proprietor of the National Republican, of Washington, D. C., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3660) to inc1·ease the 
limit of cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public 
building at Joplin, .Mo., reported it without amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VES'.r. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9884) authorizing the con
struction of a bridge across the n.ed River of the North, to report 
it with an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. · 

Mr. VEST. I move that the bill (8. 3760) to authorize the con
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North at a point 
on said river where the section line extending east and west be
tween sections 8 and 17, in township 157 north, of range 50 west, 
in Marshall County, State of Minnesota., intersects said river, be· 
ing order of business 819 on the Calendar, be indefinitely post
poned, and that the House bill just reported by me be given the 
place of the Senate bill on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was·re

ferred the bill (H. R. 9559) to provide for the construction of a 
bridge hy the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company 
across the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak., reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wa.s referred the 
bill (H. R. 10310) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Back Bay, at Biloxi, ruiss., reported it without amendment. 

He also. from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5056) to authorize the Carolina Northern Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Lumber 
River in or near the town of Lumberton, Robeson County, N. C., 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. KENNEY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
refened the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8926) granting an increase of pension to Chill W. 
Hazzard; and 

A bill (H. R. 3642) granting an inc1·ease of pension to Adolphus 
Lavine. 

Mr. KENNEY (for Mr. LINDSAY), from the Committee on Pen
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8378) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Steffens; 

A bill (ff. R. 2734) granting an increase of pension to Dolly L. 
Harrell; . 

A bill (H. R. 8682) granting a pension to Louisa C. Germain; and 
A bill (8. 2557) granting a pension to Josie Brown. 
Mr. KENNEY (for .Mr. LINDSAY), from the Committee on Pen

sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Smith; and· 

A bill (S. 4086) granting an increase of pension to T. L. Turnip
seed. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 741) granting an increase of pension to 
Zedock C. Andrews, reported it without amendment, and submit
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2409) granting an increase of pension to Frank C. 
Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. 6554) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 4037) granting a. pension to Annie M. Church
wai·d· 

A bill (H. R. 7614) granting an increase of pension to David P. 
Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 8655) granting an increase of pension to Edgar H. 
Stevens; and . 

A bill {H. R. 7391) granting a pension to Mira B. Woolson. 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 

referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend-
ments, and submitted reports thereon: · 

A bill (S. 3746) granting a pension to George W. Bodurtha; 
and • 

A bill (S. 3642) to restore to the pension roll the name of Rhe
nault A. Rollins. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1943) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Price; 

.A bill (H. R. 3224) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
B. Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 6285) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Green. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. KYLE), from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3655) granting a pension to Margaret Burns; 
A bill ( H. R. 192) granting an increase of pension to Anna H. 

Tupper; and 
A bill (H. R. 359) granting an increase of pension to William 

M. Walker. . • . · 
Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was -

referred the bill (S. 2245) directing the issue of a duplicate of a. 
lost check, drawn by William H. Comegys, major and paymaster, 
United States Army, in favor of George P. White, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, tow hom were 
ref erred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 528) granting an increase of pension to Isabel B. 
Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Matilda Hennessy; 
A bill (H. R. 1751) granting a pension to Cordelia Sessions; · 
A bill (H. R. 9180) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 

L. Colson; 
A bill ( H. R. 9457) gr an ting an increase of pension to Roger 

Fenton; 
· A bill (H. R. 4138) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Hyatt; and . 

A ?ill (H. R. 9944) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Rudiger. . 

Mr. QUARLES, from the same committe~. to whom was re
ferred the bill (H. R. 1737) granting a pension to Cora I. Crom
well, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also (for Mr. ALLEN), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4789) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Young, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 364) to appropriate funds for in
vestigations and tests of American timber, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 88 0) granting an inqrease of pension to 
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William F. Boyaldn, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon. · 
· He. also, from the same committee, tO whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3356) granting a pension to Mary J. Quinn, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER (for Mr. PRITCHARD), from the Committee on 
Pensions , to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1381) grant1ng an 
increase of pension to J. J. Angel, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. PRITCHARD), from the same committee, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9574) granting an increase of pen.sion to Catharine 
A. Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 2125) granting a pension to Thomas R. Harris. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re

ferred the bill (S. 2534) for the relief of Frank B. Crosthwaite, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted' a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2776) granting an increase of pension to Pinnie L. 
Carr; and 

A bill (H. R. 7022) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Patman. 
GEORGE S. THEBO. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred -the bill (S. 3753) for the relief of George S. Thebo, as
signee of Qharles F. Thebo, reported the following resolution; 
whieh was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3753) entitled "A bill for the relief of George S. 
Thebo, assignee of Charles F. Thebo," t\OW pending in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of' Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled "An 
act to provide for the brmgingof suits against the Government of the United 
States," approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. 

SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was refe1Ted the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CHANDLER on the 23d ultimo, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concun'ing), That there 
be printed 700 copies of the books cf testimony with the t·eport in the Mon
tana. Senatorial election case, bound in cloth, of which 400 shall be for the use 
of the House, 200 for the use of the Senate, and 100 for the use of the Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

FLAGS OF MARITIME NATIONS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent.resolution sub
mitted by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SCOTT] on the 
21st ultimo, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its pres· 
ent consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concuri·ing), That there 
shall be printed 10,000 copies of the document known as "Flags of Maritime 
Nations," under the supervision of the Bureau of Equipment of the Navy 
Department, with all necessary co1Tections and changes; 3,000copies of which 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the Bouse of Rep
resentatives, and 2,000 for distribution by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2, 
to strike out the word "ten" and insert "five;" in line 5, to strike 
out the word " three" and insert "one;" in line 6, after the word 
''thousand," to insert ''five hundred;" in line 7, to strike out" five 
thousand" and insert "two thousand five hundred;" and in line 
8 to strike out the word ''two" and insert "one." 

':Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the resolution be read as it would 
read if amended. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as proposed to be 
amended. 
- Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very interesting and, in some re
spects, a valuable publication. It is a very desirable one, and the 
only question with me is whether there are enough copies ordered 
printed or not. Ought there not to be a larger number printed? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Itis a pretty expensive publication, 
and the committee propose to reduce the number of copies one
half. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that there have 
been various editions· printed, and a new one is desirable. I 
should myself be very willing to see a larger number printed, but, 
as the Senato1· from New York says, it is an expensive publication, 
comparatively speaking, and ihe Committee on Printing h~ve 
wisely reduced the number one-half. If the Senator would llke 
to have it doubled--

Mr. FORAKER. What is the number provided for? 
Mr. PLATT of New York. The original resolution provides 

for 10,000 copies and the amendment calls for 5,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. Five thousand for the Senate? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Fifteen hundred for the Senate. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Five thousand in all. 
Mr. FORAKER. I earnestiy hope that that number may be in

creased. I have a great many calls for it. I have been unable to 
supply, in a great number of instances, constituents who have 
written to me. If it is worthy of publication at all I think a 
larger number might very well be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. If there is a disposition to print the 
larger number, I will withdraw the amendment of the commit
tee--

Mr. FORAKER. I trust the Senator will do that. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. And let the resolution pass in its 

original form. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I believe we had better do that. 
The PRESlDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendments reported by the committee. 
The amendments were· rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the concurrent resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

MRS. LOUISA. E. M'I,EAN AND OTHERS. 

· Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1482) foi· the relief of Mrs. Louisa E. McLean· 
A bill (S. 1139) for the relief of the estate of David Jameson, de

ceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.; 
A bill (S. 2923) for the relief of the estate of Elijah Thompson, 

dee.eased; 
A bill (S. 3718) for the relief of the estate of Isaac M. Hollings· 

worth, deceased; 
A bill (S. 3779) for the relief of Marcellus J. Edwards; 
A bill (S. 3903) for the relief of William Fowler, adminisb:ator 

de bonis non of Hickman Fowler, deceased; 
A bill (S. 4115) for the relief cf the estate of Samuel Noble; 
A bill (S. ·4308) for the relief of the estate of Samuel T. Cai'row, 

deceased; · 
A bill (S. 4349) for the relief of Adolph Hartiens; and 
A bill (S. 4508) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre Sauve, de· 

ceased- · 
reported the following resolution; which was considered byunani· 
mous consent, and agreed to: · 

Resolved, That the claims represented by the following bills, to wit: S. 
1482, 1139, 2923, 3718, 3779, 3903, ill5, 4008. 434:9, a.n d 4.508, for the relief of Louisa E. 
McLean, for the relief of the estate of David Jameson, for the Telief of the es
t.ate of Elijah 'fhompson, for the relief of the estate of Isaac M. Hollingsworth, 
for the relief of Marcellus J. Edwards, for the relief of William Fowler, admin
istrator de bonis non of Hickman Fowler, for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Noble for the 1·elief of the estate of Samuel T. Carrow, for the relief ot 
Adolph Hartiens, and for the relief of the heirs of Pierre Sauve, now pend
ing in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same are hereby, referred to the. Court of Cla.ims, in pursuanc;e of the provi· 
sions of an act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing of snits against 
the Government of the United States," approved March 3 1887. And the 
said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions ot 
such act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

ESTATF.j OF JACOBS. ENGLEMAN. 

Mr.WARREN. I am directed by t.h9 Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8188) to amend the act ap· 
proved March 3, 1899, for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and _supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes, to report it 
without amendment; and as it is merely a matter to reform a 
prior act and to change a name, I ask for its immediate consid· 
eration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera
tion. It proposes to repeal so much of the act for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and suppUes reported by the Com't of 
Ulaims under the provisions of t~e act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for other pur· 
poses, approved March 3, 1899, as authorizes and directs the Sec· 
retary of the Treasury to pay to the legal representati,es of 
Jacob S. Engleman, deceased, late of Augusta County, Va. , $510, 
and in lieu thereof appropriates to Jacob S. Engleman, adminis
trator of John Engleman, deceased, late of Augusta Connty, Va., 
the sum of $510, and directs the same to be paid him by the Sec
retary of the.Treasury. 

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

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4532) for reestablishing the 
range lights on the Delaware River known as Finns Point range, 
Reedy Island range, and Port Penn range; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4.s..q3, to r.v>r,.P.ct the military record 
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of Evan D. Dunlap; which was reard twice by its. title, and re- a.nee of the statue of the late Oliver P. Morton, presented by the State of 

ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Indiana, 16.500 copies, of which 5,000sball be for the use of the Senate, 10,0'.XJfor 
the uS& of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 1,500 shall be for 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 4534:) granting an increase of use and distribution oy the governor of Indiana; and the Secretal'y of the 
pension to Chester W. Lynds; which was read twice by its title, Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an en.,,araving of said statue to 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. accompany said proceedings, said engraving to be p:iid for out of the appro-

priation fort.he Bm·eau of Engraving and Printing. 
Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev-

erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on PAYMENT OF STID'OGRAPHER. 
Claims: Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 

A bill (S. 4535) for the relief of the est.ate of Mrs. Ann Cham- referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
bera, cleceased; Expenses of the Senate: 
· A bill (S. 4536) for the relief of Thomas C. Gibbons; and I Resolved, 'l'hat the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author-

A b ·11 S 4 3 f h i· f f h t t f J N Ch b ized, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to pay for stenogi·aphic work 
1 ( • 5 7) or t e re le 0 t e es a e 0 · • am ers, done before the Committee on A~ricultnre and Forestry, February 7, 1900, 

deceased. in relation to the agricultural intierests of Alaska. 
Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS. 

ally read.twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mr. TELLER. 1 submit a resolution, andaskthatitbeprinted 
Pensions: and lie over. • 

A bill (S. 4538) gr:mting a pension t.o the minor heirs of Patrick The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to 
M~; ~rt~~ 

A bill (S. 4539) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Mr. TELLER. I desire to have it read and lie over until to· 
Moy; and 
- A bill (8. 4.540) granting a pension to David J. Leahy. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 4541) for the establishment 
of lights at the mouths of Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the 
Woods, Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORA.KER introduced a bill (S. 4542) granting a pension 
to Jane Woods; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committ~ on Pensions. 
. Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4543) granting an in
erease of pensi.on to Stacey H. Cogswell; which was read twice 
by its title, and ·referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4544) for the relief of J. S. Neal; 
which was read twice by its titl~, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4545) to remove the charge of de
sertion from the record of Isaac Thompson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military; Affairs. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 4546) for the relief of E. H. 
Martin and Richardson & Martin; which was · read twice by its 
title, and refened to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4547) granting a pension to 
Benry F. Tower; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
. Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert A. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committea on Pensions.-

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BIIJS. 
M1·. KENNEY submitted an amendment proposing to appro

priate 84,000 for the improvement of the channel at the mouth of 
St. Jones River, Delaware, intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundl.·y civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 
for the improvement of the channel at the mouth of Mispillion 
River, Delaware, and extension of jetty below the mouth of Cedar 
Creek, Delaware, etc. , intended to be p110posed by him to the sun
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment authoriz
ing the appointment of two additional engineers to the Civil En
gineer Corps of the Navy, intended to be proposed by him to the 
naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
· Mr. WARR&~ submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $100,000 for the construction along Piney Creek, Wyoming, 
of a reservoir system, intended to be pTOposed by him to the sun
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$20,000 for the repair and completion of the military road from 
Fort Washakie to near Jacksons Lane, Wyo., intended to be pro
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered t-0 be 
printed. 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment providing that out of the 
amount appropriated for the imp1·ovement of the 1ississippi River 
between St. Louis and St. Paul the sum of $50,000 shall be used 
for the construction of a levee on the Iowa side from the mout-h of 
the Iowa River, in Louisa County, to Muscatine, Iowa, in Musca
tine County, intended to be.proposed by him to the snndry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commi~tiee on Appro
priations, and ordered to be p1inted. 

STATUE OF OLIVER P. :MORTON. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted the following concurrent ·resolu

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represe1itatives concurring), That 

there be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the accept-

XXXIII-311 

morrow. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas from the hour of achieving our independence as a people the peo. 

ple of the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other 
people to free themselves from Em·opean domination: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we wa.tch with deep and abiding interest the war between 
Great Britain and the South African Republics, and, with full determination 
to maintain a proper neutrality between the contending forces., we can not 
withhold our sympathy from the strugglingneoj>leof the Republics, and it is 
our earnest desire that the Gove1·nment of the United States, by its friendly 
offices offered to both powers, may assist in bringing the war to a speedy con
clusion in a manner honorable to both Great Britain and the African Repub
lics. 

l\fr. HOAR. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
whether it would not be well to strike out the word "European." 
The sympathy of the United States should not be confined to peo
ple who are struggling to free themselves from European domi· 
nation, and would it not be better to say "unjust domination?" 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go as it is for the present. There is no 
time to discuss the resolution now. 

Mr. HOAR. I wished to make that suggestion now in order 
that the Senator might have it in mind to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. I wm look at it to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 

and lie on the table. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose the Senator from Co1orado de

sires to have it lie over under the rule, so that it will come up to· 
morrow without motion. 

Mr. TELLER. That is my request. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the request, and it is 

so ordered. 
PRESIDE~TIAL A.PPROV .AL, 

A message from the President of' the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. announced tl:iat the President had 
on the 1st instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
116) to provide for the administration of civil affairs in Porto 
Rico pendmg the appointment and qualification of the civil officers 
provided for in the act approved April 12. 1900, entitled "An act 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
Rico, and for other purposes." 

FREDERICKSBURG MEMORIAL PARK, 

The PRESIDEJ.~T pro tempore. If there are no further con· 
current 01· other resolutions, the morning business is closed and 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
1920. -

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
Senate resolution 284, a privileged resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
was recognized. • 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have this bill passed. I do 
not think it will take any longer than the time necessary to read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I yield for that I shall feel obliged to 
yield for other bills, and I think the question of privilege should 
be laid before the Senate. I think it may be very shortly disposed 
of so far as to-day is concerned. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to remind the Chair that the pending 
measure is the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp· 
shire moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
following resolution, 

'1\fr. CHANDLER. ·I do not move that the Senate proceed to 
its consideration. I ask the Chair to lay the privileged resolution 
before the Senat.e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not do it. 
Mr. SEWELL. Then I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate 

bill 19.20. 
The PRES;J)ENT pro tempore. It is proper for the Chair to 

say to the Senator from New Hampshire that he holds that a 

• 



4962 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. MAY 2, 

motion is neceSEary to take the resolution from the Calendar and 
lay it before the ~enate. 

Mr. 1\IASON. Mr. President. if there is to be any discussion on 
the bill, 1 gave notice that at this hour I would desire to be heard 
upon the pure-food bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think 
this bill will lead to any discussion. I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 1920) to establish the Freder
icksburg and Ad1acent National Battlefields Memorial Park, in 
the State of Virginia. 

The Secretary read the bi11; and by unanimous consent the Sen
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consjderation. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are some amendments reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, on which I ask action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was, in section 2, on page 7. line 9, after the word •Gen
eral," to strike out "Barry" and insert "Berry;" so as to read: 
"General Berry, of the Union Army," etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was on page 10, line 12, at the end of sec· 

tion ~. to insert the following proviso: 
Pl'ovided, That the Secretary of War shall vroceed with the establishment 

of the park as rapidly as jurisdiction over the roads of the park and its ap
proaches and title to the separate parcels of land which compose it may be 
obtained for the United States. 

The amendment waR agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, on page 12, line 24, afte1· 

the worcl ''act," to insert: 
And the Secretary of War is authorized to accept on behalf of the United 

States donations of land for road purposes. 
The amendment was a.greed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word" act," in line 16, at 

the end of section 7, on page 13, to insert: 
And the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are herE'!by au

thorized to deliver to the com.mis ioners of the Fredericksburg and Adjacent 
Natio:ial Battlefields Memorial Park. at the park, such number of condemned 
cannon and cannon balls as their judgment may approve, for the purpose of 
their work of indication and marking locations on the battlefields of Freder
icksbru·g. Salem Church, Chancellorsville, the Wilderne s, and Spottsylvania 
Com·t-Rouse. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amenclment was, after the word " park," at the end of 

section 8, on page 14, line 15, to insert: 
And no monuments or memorials shall· be erected upon any la.nils of the 

park, or remain upon any lands whiC'h may be purchased for the park ex
cept uuon ground actually occupied in the course of the battle by troops of 
the State which the proposed monuments are intended to commemorate, 
except upon those s~ctions of th~ park set apart for m~morials to tro~ps 
which were engaged m the camprugns, but operated outside of the legal fun-

• its of the park. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendment was. in section 11, on page 16, line 10, after 

the word "employed," to insert ·' office, clerical, and all other 
necessary expenses;" so as to make the section read: 

SE~. 11. That to enable tha Secretary of War to begin to carry out the 
purpo es of this act, including the condemnation and purchaRe of the neces
sary land, marking the boundaries of the park, opening or improving and 
repairing the necessary roads, making the necessary maps and surveys, and 
tbe pay and expen.<;es of the commis ioners and their assistant, if one is em
ployed, offico. clerical and all other necessary expenses, the sum of 100,000, 
or such portion thereof as may be nece sary, is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise aypropriated: and disbursements 
under this act shall require the approval o the Secretary of War, and he 
shall make annual roport of the same to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SE WELL. Mr. President, I do not think it is necessary for 

me to make any remarks on the bill, as I never occupy the time of 
the Senate when it is not positively necessary to do so. The com
mittee have made a report· covering the entire ground, and that 
report is unanimou~ in its character. 

On the battlefiel<fs named in the bill, which it is proposed to 
preserve and suitably mark, more men were engaged at the clo e 
of the war than on any other, not alone in this country, but in any 
other country, practically, since the days of Attila and other 
generals~ 

I trust. Mr. President, there will be no objection to the passage 
of the bill. • 

The bill was reuorted to the Senate as amended, and the amend
ments were c01:.1curred in. 

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

FOOD ADULTERA.TION. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor. 
Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me. I 

had hoped that I should be able to have the conside1·ation of the 
Army appropriation bill continued, so that the pending amend
ments might be disposed of and the bill passed; but inasmuch as 
the Senator from Illinois has given notice that he would address 
the Senate this morning on the subject of food adulteration, I 

make no contest for the floor; but I do give notice that immedi
ately upon the conclusion of bis remarks I shall ask, and if neces
sary move, that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President-
The PRE::>IDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will ex

cuse me. I ha:rn been waiting for a week or ten days to obtain the 
floor; and I said tbat after the passage of the long bill which has 
just been passed I did not wish anything else to interfere with 
my speech this morning. 

Mr. HANBBROUGH. Of course, Mr. President, the Senator 
having given notice that he intended to atldre s the Senate this 
morning. I shall not insist upon the request I was about-to make; 
bot I shall endeavor to get in at a later stage of the prnceedings. 

Mr. MASON Mr. President, I think the reason will appear be
fore I finish my remarks this morning why I take up the discus
sion of the adulteration of the food manufactured or prepared in 
this country at this time. I will state the matter as briefly as I 
can consistently with my duty as I see it, considering the impor
tance of this question. I recognize the fact that the subject is 
somewhat tedious to those who ha vu taken no special interest in 
it: yet it is one of the most important sub~ects before the present 
Coo~e& · . 

This is the cnly civilized country in the world that does not 
_protect the consumer of food products against the adulterations 
of manufacturers. I think I can say that, civilized or uncivilized. 
this is almost the only country that does not give to t he consumer 
some protection when he goes into the market tQ buy prepared 
food for himself and bis family. 

The committee have had the matter under investigation, and 
have taken a great deal of evidence in Chicago, in Washington, 
and in New York. in accordance with the resolution which was 
passed byi.his Senate, and which gave that committee authority 
to find what, if any, foorl produ<:ts were adulterated, what of 
those adulterations were deleterious to the public health, and 
what, if any, adulterations were mere sophistications and a mere 
fraud upon cofilumers. 

I think, Mr. President, you will understand at once that there 
are two classes of adulterated food. For instance. and by way of 
illust.l:ation, you bny a jar of honey. The committee find by analy
sis that it consists of less than 1 per cent of honey, a little honey
comb on the top of the glass jar. and the i·est of it is filled up 
with glucose. While glucose is not unhealthy, and is a natural 
product, undoubtedly, as any other sugar produced from cane or 
beets, yet one can readily see that that is a sophistication and 
fraud upon the consumer. 

Not only that, but it is an absolute detriment to those people 
in this country who have given their time and their capital to the 
production of honest bome-made bee honey. Take another class 
of adu' teration, such as is found in jeUies. in jams, in beers. and 
in wines in some cases; although I should say in mentioning it, 
that the American beer, which we have had analyzed under the 
direction of the A~ricultural Department, I_thiuk out of the 140 
samples wh·ch were sent to the National Government for analy
sis. only two American beers showed the presence of any preserv
ative such as salicylic acid or anything else to preserve it: but 
the fact remains that in a large class of adulterations articles are 
inserted which are absolutely dang-erons to public health. 

I want to show and perhaps I should now show here to Sena
tors, the imperative nece sity of establishing a good character to 
the goods that we manufacture into food products. Two years 
ago in this Senate the Committee on Manufactures reported an 
amendment to the revenue bill which put adulterated :flour in the 
same olas of legislation which now covers oleomargarine and 
filled cheese. I think there are now but three of our great food 
products that are under Government inspection and control, and 
they are filled cheese. oleomargarine, and flour. 

You will remember how much difficulty we bad in passing 
what was known as the pnre-fiour bill. tiome of the Senators in 
this Chamber will reme.lliber that, notwithstanding the fact that 
we proved that 60 or 70 per cent of the flour sold in this country 
was adulterated with cheap and, in some cases. dangerous stuff, 
the by-products of the gluco e factories. out of wh:ch all the life, 
or glutin and sugar, had been extracted-notwithstanding the 
fact that we showed that in 60 per cent of the. flour sold in the 
South there was 10 or 15 per cent of terra alba, or ground white 
clay, mixed with it: yet when we sought to put it under the 
interna.1-revenue law, having three objects in view-to protect 
the honest manufacturer and miller, to protect the consumer, and 
to advertise our goods among the nations of the world as good 
and pme-we had the most desperate fight in this body to secure 
an amendment which would compel the people who sell wheat 
flour to either make wheat flour or mark it for what it was. 

Let me call your attention just for a moment to the i·esult of 
that law. · I say now the evidence taken before the committee is 
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here in print so that anyone can see it. From this it appears that 
we increased the sale of American tlour 5.000,000 barrels the first 
twelve months atter the passage of the bill. If you will take the 
report and take t ime to ~ee what it contains. you will find that 
there are letters from all the large cities of the world saying that 
the moment the Government of the United States undertook to 
say to the r eople of the world that wheat flour should be wheat 
flour and should not be mixed with anything else it increased the 
demand for .American flour all over the world. 

I want to call attention to some of the letters we received on this 
subject. Here is a letter from London; here is one from Bremen, 
another from London, one from Glasgow, one from Liverpool. one 
from Rotterdam another from London. another from Glasgow, 
one from Amsterdam, one from Antwerp, one from Bristol; and 
so I might go on, Mr. President, showing that the consumers of 
American flour and the agents of American millers in European 
countries the moment we passed that bill found a greater demand, 
and the sale of American flour was increased 50 per cent. I do 
not say that that who e increase was on account of the fact that 
tbe Government stood with a guaranty back of every barrel of 
flour that went out as American flour. 

Yet Senators all know how the sale of American meat was in
creased the moment the inspection law was passed some years ago, 
whereby to-day. as to every pound of meat that leaves a port in this 
country to go to any other port in the world, one ~ample of the 
creat nre killed goes through a microscopic examination. The 
result bas been a gri- ater demand for American products to feed 
the people of the world since they have found that we are advanc
ing to a position that has been maintained by European countries 
for years: that is. having the Government, as to these large arti
cles of food products. like butter. cheese, flour, and meat, before 
they are sent abroad into the world, guarantee their purity, health
fulness. and cleanlinef;s, 

I wish to impress this upon Sen·ators. for we are asking the com
mittee having this matter in charge that we be given an early day 
to cons1 der a bill. There are two general plans of legislation sug· 
gest d. The plan we adopted for flour was the plan adopted for 
oleomargarine. That bas worked well. It has, I say, not only 
increa ·ed the sale abroad, but has given protection to tM honest 
American mil.er. Millers came before our.committee last year 
and said they were perfectly willing to quit mixing if the other 
mwers, the.r competitors, would. 

One man from Illinois said to me: "I stopped my mill for the 
simple reason that 1 can not pay for the wheat what other people 
sell a barrel of fl our for." I wi.l say that since the bill has passed 
the two large mills in North Carolina which made the clay that 
was being sold largely in this country have gone out of business. 
I have not that informatfon before the committee under oath, but 
I have the statement of representatives of the neighborhood where 
the mills were located which were making this mineraJine, really 
terra alba, or white earth. These mms have gone out of business, 
and the Government ha.s captured over 12,000 barrels of adulter
ated flour and condemned it under the bill passed at the last Con
gre~s. 

So I beg that you may understand the importance of this legis
lation. First. jt is to protect the honest manufacturer. I wish to 
say right here that that is the complaint which comes all along the 
line. For instance. we had before the committee sirup maners 
with a dozen different brands of sirnp, all marked "maple sirup. '' 
The gentleman who brought them said: ''This holds 20 per 
cent of maple sirup: this has 40 per cent of maple sirup; this 
has 60 per cent of maple sirup, and the rest is glucose." He 
said: ''We are perfe<;tly willing to make our sirnp and mark it for 
just what it is, if our competitor will do it." Therefore I say 
there should be a national law that will fix the standard of all 
food products. and that is the plan suggested by the bill which I 
have had' the honor to introdm:e. 

I think it is due to say here that the Secretary of Agriculture, 
through Dr. Wiley, has given the committee most valuable assist
ance day after day. I think if there is any one man in this coun
try who deserves great credit for trying to furnish the fac ts for 
the benefit of the people of this country and helping the commit
tee to have alJ these different products analyzed it is he. 

The bill which I introduced, and which I am informed has been 
favorably recommended by the House commit tee, does not reter 
the products to the revenue department. In other words, Senators 
can well see bow impossible it would be to have all of the small 
packages stamped. There must be fixed standards of foods to 
which all the fooos that are offered for sale must rise or be con
demned or marked for what they are. 

I will state to the Senate the two general rules the committee 
have adopted. First, that class of adulwrants which are said and 
are believed to be deleterious to the public health are abso~ntely 
prohibited. Those that are mere frauds upon the customer and 
which destroy the honest manufacturer are simply to be marked 
for what they are. The bill for the hearing of which we hope to 
have a date set provides for the establishment under the Agricul-

• 

tural Department of a bureau that sh~ll establish food standards. 
You cau t ake every article upon your tab!ewhen yon go liome to 
dinner, and at some time or at some place you will find it adnl· 
terated, except possibly the salt in the saltcellar. We had before · 
us pepper makers, men who are called spice grinders. 

I do not say that many of the manufacturers do not grind the 
substance pure, like cinnamon, cloves, sp~ ces, and mustard, but 
the evidence before the committee is that all of them, by direction 
of the people who give them the orders, adulterate. for instance, 
their pepper with cocoanut shells. In many cases those adulter; 
ants are not necessariiy unhealthful. The mustard is adulterated 
with corn meal. lt does not follow that it is unhealthful and 
ought to be prohibited, but the proposition of the committee over 
which I have the bouor to preside iR that when they insert into a 
food produc.t salicy lie acid or any other thing that is a poison or a 
danger or a detriment to the public health, theGovermnent should 
absolutely prohibit it. Where it is simply put in as sophistication 
to cheapen it and deceive the consumer, then we purpose that 
there shall be a standard fixed. 

For instance, coffee. They manufactured the coffee bean for 
years out of a dongh. A machine was patented or attempted to 
be patented which would grind the coffEe out of dough, colored 
green, so that it looked green until it was baked. Coffee became 
so cheap that it became known, and, so far as the committee have 
observed or have -learned, that bas now been abandoned. But I 
will tell you bow they adulterate coffee now. They take an ordi
nary grade of coffee; and we have this in evidence from men who 
do it. A man who stands well in the commercial world says: "I 
do not want to adulterate my coffee, but my competitors do it. I 
have either to go out of the coffee business or to do it with them." 

He mixes in from 20 to ~O per cent of what is <:alled black-jack. 
Black-jack is a by-product of coffee. if yon may call it so. In 
Germany and in other countries where they drink real coffee 
every diseased bean is picked out. If it is sour or decayed and has 
no natural coffee fiavor, it is picked out by women and chHdren 
and it is sent to America to be mixed with real coffee and sold 
here. The sale of it is prohibited in Germany. If you would • 
offer a. pound of ''black-jack" for sale in Germany for what it is, 
and call it black-jack even. you would be punished for selling for 
food an article unfit for food. 

Yet the fact remains that after they have selected those decayed 
beans they send them over here by the ton. and our manufacturers 
and merchants, driven by competition, use them. Frrst A puts in 
a little, then B, then C. They are driven by competition into 
adulterating the coffee until it take~ an expert to determine it. 
You can not tell anything about your coffee as you buy it in this 
country unless you are an expert in the business. Everyone gets 
it whether you buy it for your own table at home or drink it in a 
dining car or in a hotel or in a boarding house, It is only a sam
ple of what you get. 

The proposition of this committee and the proposition of the 
bill is that there shall be a standard fixed for coffee the ~ame as 
for beer; that it must contain of the inherent qualities of coffee 
er beer or whatever it may be the standard fixed by the United 
States-it must rise to that standard. 

I ask permission to insert as a part of my .remarks the letters, 
or a part of them, which I have noted. Here is one of the letters 
from Hamburg. I will not take the time of the Senate to read 
them now, but I will exercise my own judgment in setting forth 
the letters. which I think prove conclusiv.ely the increased de
mand for Amer~can food products when we show to the people of 
the world that we intend to give them good products. There has • 
been an increase in the sale of everything to which we have ap
p lied the Government tests. 
To-d~y , Mr. President, we a1·e discredited among the nations of 

the world. Germany is attempting to pass bills against us. She 
is attempting to direct her legislation against our meat products, 
our lard, our sausages, and she finds a pretended excuse in the 
fact that we have no general food. law in this country although 
ag a matter of fact we inspect every pound of meat that goes out 
of this country into any other country in the world. 

I wish Senators to understand the rule we are trying to adopt, 
and which we shall ask the Senate to indorse. Of course we can 
only regulate such manufactured articles as go by interstate com
meree trom one State to another, possibly, or that are manufac
tured and sold in the District of Columbfa and the Territories. 
But we have adopted these two rules, in which we" hope to have 
the support of the Senate: First, t hat when food is adulterated 
with the intention of deceiving, it shall be marked for what it is, 
and when it is adulterated with a dangerous preservative it shall 
be absolutely prohibited. 

.Mr. President, I desire at this t ime to submit a few observations -
upon a subject whose t r ue character and importance came to me 
in the nature of a discovery in connection with the pure-food in
vestigations so extensively carried on by the Committee on Man
ufactures of the Senate of the United States. For the first time 
in my life I became aware of the actual facts pertaining to the 
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existence of a great and growing industry whose product touches 
ver.v closely not alone the public palate but the public health as 
well. I refer to the American champagne industry, in which are 

·invested several millions of capital and in connection with which 
many thousands of wage eru·n€rs directly or indirectly obtain 
profitabffi employment. 

Most of you will doubtless be as surprised, as I was, to learn that 
thousands upon thousands of acres of land of no practical value 
for any other class of crops-soil so lean and poor that a white 

• bean would thrive but precariously-ate planted with flourishing 
vineyards whose juicy fruit finds its way to the wine presses of 
the champagne makel". In on€ county alone of the State of New 
York fully a million dollars worth of grapes is every year pro
duced and sold to the makers of American champagn~. The lake 
districts of Ohio also contribute a very important quota of the 
grapes used in the production of American champagne. The 
greater portion of this valuable crop is harvested from sunny hill
sides who. e steep inclines, curiously resembling those of the Rhine, 
would seem to have been planned primarily for vineyard terraces, 
fortheirstony, barren soil is of no value for anyotheragricultural 
use. 

Straight into the bowels of these vine-clad hillsides rnn the cool, 
dark cellars of the wine maker, wherein are stored millioru; of bot
tles of that bevera~e rightly called king of wines and the wine of 
kings. Three to fl.ye years must this ine remain in these cool, 
dark dungeons before it is permitted to see the sun once more
this time in the shape of champagne. 

Champagne is worthy to be classed as among the finest products 
of nature's chemistry. In America, as in France-the land of its 
origin-the true and honest method of fermentation m the bottle 
is pursued by the makers of genuine champagne. Not a detail is 
omitted which an experience of two hundred and fifty years has 
shown to be essential. From time to time during the past forty 
years the expert wine makers of the Old World have been tempted 
by high wages to bring to the United States the secrets of their 
craft-the knowledge without which the successful production 

• of American champagne would have been impossible. In time 
these secrets have been acquired by clever, watchful Yankees, 
until, in some respects, the Frenchmen have been beaten at their 
own game. In an article on the subject of" Food Adulterations," 
which I had the honor of contributing to the North American 
Review for April, 1900, the following statement occurs: 

There has been a great de3ire on the part of the American public to eat 
and drink imported food products. Imported champagnes have been re
garded as mo t de irable. Tbe analyses and te ts show that the genuine 
American champagnes that have been fermented in the bottle are superior 
to the imported. 

Please note the qualification, "that have been fermented in the 
bottle.'' 

My judgment as to the superiority of our true American cham
pagnes over the sparkling wines of all other countries is fortified 
hy the testimony of the five leading makers of true champagne in 
the United States. These five gentlemen, whose testimony I de
sire to incorporate as a part of these remarks, united in stating un
der oath that the French process of fermentation in the bottle is 
scrupulously followed here in all its details, and that in some par
ticulars the American method is better tban the French. For 
example, far greater care is taken by the Americans in the sorting 
of the grapes and the rejection of every grape that is in any man- , 
ner imperfect, whether it be underripe, ovenipe, dried, shrunken, 
or moldy. . 

Again, it was shown by the testimony of these expert cham
pagne makers that whereas the Frenchmen use certain liqueurs 
or cordials to impart to their wines their peculiar flavors, the 
American makers wholly depend for their flavors upon the blend 
of grapes used and do not employ any artificial flavors whatso
ever. 

In looking over the different definitions of the word champagne 
I find that all are essentially agreed upon the main central point, 
viz: A wine that is fermented in the bottle, or a wine that is 
grown in the district of Champagne, France. 

Such is undoubtedly the true definition of the word-that is, a. 
wine naturally fermented in the bottle. No wine not so fermented 
has any right to masquerade under the name of champagne. Funk 
& Wagnalls's Standard Dictionary is among the authorities quoted 
in behalf of the carbonating interest regarding the generally ac
cepted meanipg of the word champagne. I read from Funk & 
W Hgnalls's Standard Dictionary the entire definition of the word, 
as follows: 

[Standard Dictionary, page 316.] 
Champagne: 1. A highly effervescent wine, typically amber-colored. made 

in 1\Iarne :mu adjoining departments in France, or wine in imitation of it. 
Champa~o effervesces through liberation of carbon·dioxid gas &'enerated 

during- the fermentation in bottle, or, in spurious varieties, forced m. 
2. Originally, any wine, still or sparkling, white or red, produced in the old 

province of Champagne, France. 
In spite of statements made to the contrary by parties engaged 

in the productio:q of bogus champagnes, I am perlectly convinced, 
as the result of thorough investigation, that it is a chemical im-

.. 

possibility to produce an artificially carbonated wine that will 
remain for any length of time-say longer than two or three 
months.._in a cleai· and unclouded state without the use of some 
preservative that is injurious to health. If, however, I am in 
error regarding this matter. which I do not believe, and if it be 
true, as the carbonating people assertt that the wine they make. is 
purer and better than any naturally fermented wine could be, 
then these gentlemen should have no objection to a. law requiring 
them to use the word "carbonated' on their laools. If, as they 
claim, imit.ation champagne is better than genuine champagne 9 

they ought to welcome this law as the best possible advertisement 
of their product. That they are not exactly sure of their ground 
in this regard is unmistakably suggested by the fact that the car
bonaters are, one and all, bitterly opposed to the proposed require-
ment as to labels. . 

But there is, I think, no question as to the propriety,.indeed the 
necessity, of the proposed requirement regarding lallels. It is an 
indisputable proposition in Jaw and in morals that the consumer 
is entitled to know what it is that he buys and consumes-whether 
it be true champagne, fermented in the bottle or an artificially car
bonated wine whose carbonic-acid gas is forcibly injected. In the 
case of the true champagne, as a.ppea!'s from the sworn testimony 
of. the witnesses examined by your committee, the finished bot
t.le of wine requires at least three years to bring it to perfection. 
It is handled by hand labor more than 300 times. In the ca..~e of 
the carbonated wine the :finished product undergoes no such stages 
of time and labor. It starts with a still wine and in fifteen min
utes it receives its eru:bonation and is practically ready for the 
market. · 

Clearly the consumer is entitled to be informed concerning this 
important distinction. Each and every one of the makers of true 
champagne has expressed a willingness to print upon his labels 
the words" Fermented in the bottle." Certainly the producers 
of the carbonated article should be equally willing to declare the 
precise character of their product. It is to this end that there has 
been incorporated in the pnre-food bill recommended for pa sage 
by the Senate Oommittee on Manufa~ture.s a clause requiring that 
every bottle of imit;ation or bogus champagne shall bear upon its 
label the word, distinctly legible, "Carbonated." 

As bearing directly upon the question of protecting the con
sumer against adulteration, sophistication, imitation, or fraud of 
any character in food or drink, I append hereto the report of the 
Senate Committee on Manufactures relative to the labeling of 
carbonated wines and the testimony of the following-named gen
tlemen, leading producers of true champagne in the United States: 
Edward R. Emerson, president Brotherhood Wine Company, 
Washingtonvillet N. Y.; W. E. Hildreth, president Urbana Wine 
Company, Urbana, N. Y.; De Witt Bauder, secretary and man
ager Pleasant'Va.lley Wine Company, Rheims, N. Y.; Doug1as G. 
Cook, president American Wme Company, St. Louis, Mo.; 
Charles G. Wheeler, prasident Lake Keuka. Wine Company, Pul
teney! N. Y.; also Prof. H. W. Wiley, Chief Chemist, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C.; William Mc
Murtrie, chemist, New York City; Duncan B. Harrison9 Washing
ton, D. C.; Alex. Hamill, assistant appraiser of merchandise, 
district of New York City. 

[From the report of the Senat.e Committee on Manufactures.] 
WINES. 

A large amount of evidence has been taken in regn.rd to wines and liquors, 
and it may become necessary to hnve a separate bill as to this article. It is 
thought, however, by the committee that the Government will ha vesu.ffi.cient 
power under the bill recommended to compel the proper branding of the 
wines so that the c.onsumer may know with a reasonable certainty what he 
is purchasing. The manufacturers of champagne in this country have com
p~ained bitterly that the American product is being injured by the sale of 
artificially charged wine ·which is being sold as champagne. Champa..,une 
originally meant wine that came from the champagne districts of Fro.nee. 
It is contended by the manufacturers of .American champagne that thetrade 
word "Champagne" means any wine fermented in the bcttle. A lar~e class 
of .American manufacturers, however, are engaged i.n carbonating still wine 
artificially by the injection of carbonic acid gas, and that wine is also sold in 
the market as champagno. . 

The tests made by the experts show that the American champagne which 
js fermented in the bottle excels in ~ractically every point the im:ported 
champagnes which are also fermented m the bottle and, under the evirlence 
of uninterested witnesses, it is clear to the committee that champagne fer
mented in the bottle is superiorinanalygjs and very much more expensive to 
the producer than the wine which is artificially carbonated. For the purpose 
of bringing this que tion within the rule adopted by the committee it is not 
necessary to make any decision as to the true definition of true champagne. 
It is admitted that the artificially charged champagne is cheaper than that 
fermented in the bottle. 

It is claimed by the manufacturers that it is just as good or better than the 
wine fermented in the bottle. If that is true, there ought to be no objec· 
tion to having it marked for what it is, and the committee reeommend the 
amendment offered, which compels the manufacturer of carbonated wine to 
place upon the outside o! the bottle the word "Carbonated" in di tinctly 
leg-ible letters. The committee does not say by this recommendation MY· 
thing against artificially carbonated wine. It simply follows the set rule that 
it should be sold for what it is. 

Testimony of Edward R. Emerson. 
Edward R. Emerson, sworn and e~amined: 
The CR.ilnMAN. Where do you live? 
Mr. EMERSON. In Washingtonville1 N. Y. 
The CHAIRYAN. What is your busmesst 
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Mr. EMERSOY. I am president of the Brotherhood Wine Company, which 

is a. corporation. 
The CHAIRMAN. What do yon manufacture? 
1\Ir. EMERSON. We manufacture champagne and still wines of different 

kinds-port, sherry, and claret. 
The CHAIR~. Where is your vineyard? 
Mr. EMER ON. We have a vineyard at Washingtonville, N. Y., and also a. 

vineyard at Hammondsport, N. Y. 
The CHArnMAN. You manufacture champagne and still wines at both 

places? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes, sir. 
The CBAIR~IAN. What is your definition of champagne? 
Mr. E~mRSON. Champagne is a sparkling wine, made by the French proc

ess of fermentation in the bottle, which requiies from three to four years 
to complete. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything properly known as or that can be called 
champagne that does not ferment in the bottle? 

Mr. EMERSO~. Yes, sir; there is what in t he trade we call a bogus cbam
:pa~ne, made byt,aking a still wine and forcing into itcarbonicacid gas, which 
18 prcduced from sulphuric acid and marble dust generally. That is not con
sidered in the trade to be a true champagne. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. In what partkular does the American or domestic cham
pagne differ from the imported or French champagne? 

Mr. EMERSON. There 18 practically no difference. They are made in ex
actly the same way by the leading companies. We are using the same 
methods and experience that it has ta.ken them some two hundred years to 
acouire. We use exactly their methods. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you have to age your wine that length of time here? 
Mr. EMERSO.'. Yes; we never pnt a bottle of champagne on the market 

until it bas been in bottles at least three years. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is the process of manufacture, briefly? 
Mr. EM:ERSOY. The process is in the first place to have your grapes abso

lutely clean, well picked ornr, and the proper variety of grapes to produce 
the flavor that you wish in the champagne. Then it is crusbed and the juice 
is put in barrels or casks and allowed to ferment. In the spring tbfa wine is 
taken and put into a large tank-what we call a bottling tank-holding from 
two to four thousand gallons. It is then bottled, after the addition of some 
older wine. Champagne always contains more or less old wine. 

The perfection of the champagne comes in in the perfection of the wine 
and in the careful and judicious selection of the grapes to make the original 
blend, and also in the care and skill that is taken in regard to developin~ the 
wine in regard to temperature. Then it is bottled and allowed to remain in 
a mooerately warm place until fermentation commences in the bottle. As 
the fermentation proceeds the bottles break more or le s, and that is the 
only way that we cant.ell how the fermentation is proceeding. After it gets 
to a certain point and the bottles are breaking too fast we move that cbam· 
pagne into a colder apartment, so as not to entirely chill the fermentation, 
but so as to les.c;en it and lessen the pressure slightly on the bottle. 

It is gradually moved from one apartment into another until at the end of 
perhaps three, four, or six months it arrives at the coldest cellar that we 
have, which we call our storage cellar. There it lies in tierage, lying on the 
side, to keep this gas from escapin"' and also to economize space. It lies there 
from three to four years in properiy-made champagne. Then it is taken and 
put on tables which have holes made through them-plank tables, set in the 
form of an A, with holes intended to bold the bottles. When it is first put 
in, it is quite fiat, and a sediment is formed from the fermentation which 
falls directly to the side of the bottle in a little streak. It is shaken every 
day by a dexterous twist of the wrist and gradually raised up, until in the 
course of some weeks-sometimes two weeks, but sometimes three months, 
according to tbe obduracy of the sediment to leave the bottle-it arrives at 
a v-ertical position. 

When the sediment is directly on top of the cork, then we take the cham
pagne to t.Q.e finishing room. carefully keeping the bottle with the cork down, 
so as not to disturb the sediment. In the finishing room it is disgorged; that 
is, the cork is dexterously taken-withdrawn-allowing the sediment and a 
small portion of wine to be removed. A small quantity of the escaping gas 
is allowed t-0 blow ont with the sediment. Then it is put on a finishing table 
and a small dosage is added to it to slightly sweeten it and render it a. little 
more palatable. That addition is called dosage. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the dosage made of? 
Mr. EMERSON. It is made of rock candy and old wine. A very small per

centage is used. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does not the carbonic-acid gas escape? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yea; to some extent it does, but the bottles originally con

tain more of that gas than is needed . 
• The CHAIRMJ.-N. The investigation that this committee is con~ucting is 

intended to include all food products and all drink products-what, it any
thing, is deleterious, and what, if anythin~, is sold for what it is not. Do 
you, in your opinion, use anything that is aeleterious to health? 

Mr. E~ERSON. Absolutely not. 
The CHAIRMAN. You have told everything that you use? 
l\tr. EMERSON. I have told everything that we use. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you have any competition with adulterated wines? 
Mr. EillERSON. The ~eat LTDpediment to the increase in the sale of true 

domestic champagnes IS largely in the prejudice that exists in the public 
mind against them-against American champagneG. That, perhaps, up to 
the present time, has militated to a considerable degree against the sale of 
our gennint\ rightly_produced champagnes in this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you have to compete with some of these artificial 
champagne people-this carbonated material, or with any other that is not 
genuine champagne? • · 

Mr. EMER ON. That., in my opinion, is what has caused the prejudice 
against the true champagne. The carbonated product being artificial and 
being produced in ten or fifteen minutes, simply carbonated with artificial 
gas and made with any kind of wine and labeled so a.s to tell an untruth
they call that champagne which is not champagne in any sense of the word, 
and it has turned a great many American wine drinkers against the domestic 
champagne. People who have been in the habit of drinkin~ wine would try 
that so-called chaml.Jagne, and of course they would be di<>gusted with it, 
make up their minds that all American champagnes were poor products. 
Every such man becomes an enemy of the true American product. 

The CHAIRMAN. What remedy would you suggest for that condition of 
affairs that this committee or the Senate could have jurisdiction over? 

Mr. EMERSON. I would suggest that the producers of such wines or such 
so-called champagne should be compelled to state on their labels what a.re the 
contents of the bottle, whether carbonated champagne or genuine cham
pagne, although there is no carbonated "champagne" really. 

The CH.AIRMAN. In other words, if it is a genuine champagne you would 
like it to be marked so? 

Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The artificial carbonic-acid gas can be put into new win.,, 

but if it.is to be natural it has to be made in old wine. In other words, it 
takes time to generate it in the old wine, does it not? 

Mr. EMERSON. Yes, sir. • 
The UHA1RMA.N. And it it is a natural champagne it is bound to be old 

wine? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
Senator MAsoN. And people understand that they are buying old wine 

when they buy champagne? 
Mr. EMERSO . When they buy true champagne. 
Tho CHAIRMAN. And, of course, carbonic-acid gas may be injected into 

fresh. new wine? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
Senator MAsoN. That is, if put in by the artificial process? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. So that at least it is a sophistication and is intended to 

decei"e? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
Senator HARRIS. In your definition of champagne you spoke of wine that 

bas undergone certain processes. 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
Senator HARRIS. Would not a proper definition go farther-back? Would 

it not mean grapes of a certain character or grapes {p"OWD on a certain soil, 
primarily-of course, grapes grown in a certain provmce of France? 

Mr. EMERSON. Yes; that was originally the truo rnurce or origin of the 
name champagne-grapes grown in a particular province of France. 

Senator HARRIS. A province of a very limited area? 
. Mr. EMERSON. Yes. Subsequently the producers m that province of the 

wine called champagne in that district of Champagne got their materials 
outside of their own district. and still they called their wine or their product 
champagne, until now the word "champagne" meane a wine produced in a 
certam particular way, just as we speak of a wine produced in a certain way 
as port wine, meaning a wine that is produced in the same way as wine was 
produced in Portugal originally. The term "champagne" now means a wine 
produced by the French or natural proces3 of fermentation in the bottle. 
•rhey speak of German champagne and French champagne without any re
gard to the original Champagne <l,istrict. 

Senator HARRIS. Is there any other sophistication or adulterati<m that 
you know of used in what are called champagnes? 

Mr. EMERSON. No, sir; I do not know that there is. It is practically im
possible to adulterate a true champagne. The-wine bas got to be a true 
wine or you can not make a champagne of any merit out of it. 

Senator HARRIS. That is, even with this injected carbonic-acid gas you 
still have to have wine? 

Mr,E:MERSOY. Well, 1 was speaking then of the true champagne. With 
an artificial method you can use any kind of wine; it does not make any dif. 
ference whether it contains salicylic acid or other things. 

Senator HARRIS. That is, you could make i t sparkle for a time? 
Mr. EMERSON. You could make it sparkle fora time, whereas in the case or 

the natural wine if it contained any imuurities it would not respond to the 
process. It would not sparkle. It would remain flat in the bottle. In making 
a true champagne yoti would have to have a perfect wine to begin with. 

The CH.AIRMAN. You would recommend. then, that whether for domestic 
or imported wine the trtte champagne should be marked as such, and that 
the other should show that it was carbonated? 

. Mr. EMERSO~. Yes; most decidedly. 
The UHAIR.ll.A..."i. And thatl in your opinion, would protec~the consumer of 

the real c::iampagne and worud inform the consumer of the other? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes. 
Senator HARRIS. Going back to champagne, is there a large amount of 

this artificial-process champagne on the market and being sold all the time? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes; a large amount. 
The CHAIRMAN. Of domestic and foreign manufacture both? 
Mr. EMERSON. Yes; I think both, although I have no experience with the 

carbonated imported wine, but I understand that that is also sold here in a. 
limited way. A while ago, when the duty was less on champagne, therllwas 
more of that cheap character of wine sola here, but under the present tariff 
we have not had that to compete with so much. 

Tha CHAIRMAN. You feel that there ought to be a national law to compel 
people pritctically to show by their labels or to say by their labels what is in 
the bottle? · · 

:Mr. EMERSON. I think so. I think that would be to the ultimate greatad
vantage'Of the American wine industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it would be also a benefit to the man who buys a 
thing, who outht to be permitted to get what he pays for? 

Mr. EmmsoN. I think it would be a. benefit to the producer and the con
sumer both. 

Testimony of Walter E. Hildreth. 

Walter E. Hildredth, sworn and examined: 
The CHAIIDIAN. What i~ your residence? 0 

Mr. HILDRETH. New York City. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is your business? 
Mr. HILDRETH. I am president of the Urbana Wine Company. 
The CHATRMA..."i. What kind of wines do you make? 
Mr. HILDRETH. Champagnes and still wines; some brandies, but very little. 
The CHAIRMAN. You have beard the evidence of the last witness in regard 

to what ha considers a champagne? 
Mr. HILDRETH. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is that your definition of champagne as it is now under

stood in the trade? 
Mr. HILDRETH. As I understand the word champagne, it is a term used 

for a certain wine, made in a certain way. It has become an accepted term 
for wine which is fermented in the bottle, which produces carboruc-acid gas 
and has a. sparkling effect when poured out. 

The CHAIRMA...'i. In manufacturing your wine do you use anything but 
grapes? 

Mr. HILDRETH. No, sir; but of course in the finishing we add a finishing 
sirup to the wine, but the sparkling quality of the wine is due entirely to the 
fermentation of the grape juice in the bottles. 

The CHAllDIAN. Do you or not use any artificial carbonic-acid gas? 
Mr. HILDRETH. No, sir; none whatever. The wine is, in the first place, 

the result of a process which the old French covered by the term "the mar
riage of the wine." It is a new and an old wine blended together. The wine 
made in the fall is blended wit.h the old wine in winter and allowed to remain 
a certain length cf time, after which it is bottled and corked. The wine is 
then left in the cellars for a period of two to three years or more, during 
which time it goes through what they call the second fermentation. Dm-ing 
that second fermentation carbonic-acid gas is produced. the same as a.ny wine 
will ferment. In fermenting it will produce carbonic-acid gas, but with a 
cork in the bottle the gas is all retained in the wine. 

In producing that gas it forms a. sediment, which drops to the bottom or 
side of the bottle as the bottle is laid in racks in the cellar. When they get 
ready to finish the wine it is put in "horses" or tables. The bottle is kept 
nearly flat at first and lies there from ten days to two weeks, after which 



4966 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MAY 2, 

time the bottle is handled with a certain quick knack, and each time it is The CllAIRMAN. Do you agree with the fast witness as to what real cbam-
picked up it is tilted a little more, bringing the ediment down by degrees to pag-ne i~? 
the cork. Sometimes the sediment ill stuck to the side of the bottle and they Mr. BAUDER. I do. 
ha>c to do what they call " pounding" it until they get the sediment removed The CHAIRMAN. It is a wine carborui.ted by its own gas? 
and get it down to the cork. When it is finally down to the cork it is ready Mr. BAUDER. Yes. ~ .. 
to he what they call "finished." The CHA IRMA:\'. And developed in process of time? 

When ready to be finished it is taken up to the ftniqhjng room. The wine Mr. BA.UDER. Yes. 
is the-n. as they ::-ay. "disgorged," and a finishing sirup is added to the winP. The CHAIRMAN. An artificial champagne is one carbonated by a1·tificinl 
c01L fating of old wlile and a smaU 'percentage of white cognac brandy and means? 
r ock candy. In the American champagne we use simply the e three ingre- .Mr. BAUDER. Yes. 
dient . We depend entirely for the flavor of wjne on the blending of the The CR.AIRMAN. The gas being manufactured by some process outside. 
gra-i;cs that weu e. In the Fren<'h champagne the wine its elf has little orno Mr. BAGDER. Yes. · 
flavor, and they add to the original liqueurs or cordials. which js the secret The CHAIRMAN. Do yon mark your goods for what they are? 
of the flavor of the French champagne. We dep end entirely on the flavor of Mr. BAUDER. Yes. sir. 
the grapes which ent er into its compoRition. 1 'hat is really the only differ- The CHAIRMAN. Do you put on them your name and the place at which 
ence between the l!' r ench and the American true champagnes. you manufacture them ? 

After that when the wine is d~gorged it is passed quickly to a dosing ma- Mr. BAUDER. Yes. sir. 
chine. where the pre sure is equalized and the sirup allowed to fl.ow in, and The CHAIR~A~. What do you say, as a manager of a wine company, as to 
it is then corlfed and allowed to be put out for use. We keep it for from the question before this committee whether there should be a national law 
three to six months, allowing the sirup to blend with the wine. to comnel the branding or markin g of wines for what they are? 

Senator HAHRIS. Can champagne be made from the juice of any grape ~ Mr. BAUDER. I am h i:artily in favor of a law of that kind. 
Mr. HILDRETH. Almost any grape-the black grape as well as the white The CHAJR):[AN. Do you feel that the carbonating of new wines is a detri· 

grape. In fact, the best champagne grapes that we have are the black grapes. ment to the legitimate m anufacture or the true champagne? 
Senator HAU.RI . It is in the process, then, more than in the natural juice Mr. BAI:DEH. I do, in the way poken of, that many people, as you your· 

of the grape, that the champagne function or quality lies? Relf explained a little while ago. supposed that nll champagnes were mad 
M.r. HILDRETH. It depends entirely on the process; bnt some grapes will by the artificial process-all that wer e made in America or in the United 

ferment and produce the gas better than other grapes will. 'rhere are cer- States. A man that buys that wine gets a very bad impression of American 
tllin classes of grapes that produce a good champagne, while others will not wine, and it takes a great deal of persuasion to persuade him out of that 
do so. impre~ion. 

Senator HARRIS. Aside from the question of flavor, you think? The CHAIRllAN. Do people get that impression from the taste or the effect 
Mr. HILDRETII. Ye8. of it? 
Senator II.ARRIS. Of course the bouquet would differ? Mr. BAUDER. Both. 
Mr. HILDRETH. It would differ with the different grapes used. The CHAilrnA..~. In champagne you wait for months and years until tho 
The CHA.IRMA . Have you any suggestions to rr..ake to the committee as to sediment is depo$ited and then take it out? . 

adult.erations? You do not adulterate any goods? Mr. BAUDER. Yes. 
Mr. HILDRETH. No. sir. The CHAmMA. ·. Before final corking? 
The CHAIRMAN". Do you think there-ought to be some national legislation l\fr. BAUDER. Certainly. 

to compel all manufacturers, whether foreign or domestic, to mark their The CHAIRMAN. But, of course, if they carbonato new wine and mako 
goods for what they arer champagne in a few days that would leave the ingredient necessary to make 

Mr. HILDRETH. I do. that sediment, would ic not ? 
The CHAIRMAN. And when they are carbonated that fact ought to be .Mr. BAUDEa. A genuine champagne made by fermenting in the bottle must 

shown on the lal::el? • of necessi t y be a p ;,rfectly pure wine. We have occasionally some little ac-
Mr. HILDRETH. YeR; the question of carbonated wines is a serious one for cident , and we fi nd that something has gotten into tho wine in ti.le p1·oce s 

us in this country. We make wine of t h l:l same character as is made in Cham- of champagnizing it or of fermenting it in the bottle. 'l'be t hing will magnify 
pagne, France .. We do not say that it is ma~e in C~a~pagne or in France, like a magnL'ying g1ru s. _and will ';!Ome out and Le >ery strong. You can see 
but we put on it our own lab91, and we claim that it is a true champagne, why, becau e the uottle 18 hermetlca.Jly sea.led. and, although fermentation is 
inasmuch as it is made by the same process as the French champagnes aro going on in t he bottle. nothing <:an e cape. We are obliged many times to 
made. Of course we do not want to come into compet.i.tion with a wine which dump a great many thousand bot tles because it has a tlavor that is objec· 
can be made in fifteen minutes and which has none.of the properties of the fionable. We can not always explain why, but that is the fact. 
truP ·bampagne. And it seems to me that those qruckly made champagnes 

1 

'l'he URAlRYA..•. I un1erstood you to say that you would recommend. or 
ought to be labeled for what they really are. would bo glad to have this committee r ecommend. to Congr ess a. law that 

The L'ITAIBMAN. That would protect you and the consumer ac; well? would compel bottiers of goods to mark their goods for what they are. 
Mr. HILDRETH. Ye$. We are perfectly willing to put on our label the fact l\Ir. BAUDER. Yes; just for what they are. 

that our wines are made in the Uuited States. In fact, we do put th::lton our The CHAIRMAN. And if they are carbonated that they should say so on 
wines ourselves, and we put on also the name of the place where the wine is the bottle? 
made, and we would like to see evorybody else do the same thing. It is a pro· Mr. B UDER. Yes: I would be perfectly willing to put on our bottles the 
tection to the public as well as to ourselves. words" Fermented in the bottle." 

Henator liARUIS. Js there a large amount of this artificial·process cham- 'The CH A rn~IAN. All true champagne is so fermented, is it not? 
pazne on the mar ket? Mr. BAUDER. Yes. 

Mr. HILDRETH. How much I could not say, but we run across it all the The CHAlR:'.>IAN. It would be an advertisement to a person enlightened 
time and in every direction. upon the snbject, would it not ? 

8fnator H.ARms. You have no idea as to the percentage at all, or could you .Mr. BAUDEIL Cer tainly. If any man id satisfied. with the <'arbonized wine 
givE! us an approximation as to the percentage of that kind of wine that is and buys it for what it ishnamely, a carbonized wine, I have no objection. 
sold as champagne? They certainly have a rig t t.o manufacture it. but they have no right to 

Mr. HILDRETH. No; I could not. We run across a good deal of it, and manufacture and sell it for something that deceives the people. 
there is a g-ood deal of prejudice again t American champagnes due to that 'The CH.AIR:li.A.N. It injures the trade of a. man who is making straight 
cla,c;s of wines. There is no question about that. goods? 

Senator HARRI.S, That is aside from the preference for"wines made in Mr. BAUDER. Yes. I picked up a paper the other day and meant to bring 
France? it before this committee, but it slipped my mind, in which there was a very 

Mr. HILDRETH. Yes, entirely aside from that. We very often run across fine advertiSi}ment from different carbonators throughout the country, not 
illustrations of this prejudice in this way: We speak to people in regard to one of them stat ing that they madA carbouized wines. They all state that 
the American wines and they say: "Oh, I have ta.<ited such and such a wine; they are American champagne, and that they are equal to the best imported 

• it is a miserable sort of stuff; I would not touch it again." We attempt to champagne. l.\ ow., a man not knowing anything about champagne might be 
tell those people that our wines are different from the wines that they say easily taken in t.y ~ sign or advertisement Hke that, and when he took bis 
they have been drinking and against which they have formed this opmion. wine home he would be much di~ppointed in it. He certainly would be dis
But they say: "Your wi.ne.s are American champagne?" We say: "Yes." appointed if he bad a >ery fine taste. 
Then they say: "Well. this was American champagne, and I do not want to 
have anything to do with it." Testimony of Douglas G. Cook. 

They have got from their g:rocer something~ the way of an article called Douglas G. Cook, sworn and examined: 
American champagne for which they have paid, perhaps, a quarter of a dol-
lar per half pint. They have taken that home and tried it and have been The CHAIRMAN. What is your residence? 
disgust~d with it, and when anyone wants them to taste American cham- Mr. CooK. St. Louis. Mo. 
pagne, they say: "Ob, well, we have tasted that sort of thing, and we don't 'rhe CH.A.IRMA.I.~. And your business? 
want to have anything more to do with it." They will not be t&.lke.d out of Mr. COOK. I am president of the American Wine Company. 
that prejudice derived in that way. The CHAJRlli\N. What kind of wine do you manufacture? 

The CHAIRMAN. Could you produce and sell at retail, at that price, a bot- Mr. CooK. ChamJ.:agnes. 
tle of that wine if it was a genuine article? The CHAIRMAN. Where are your vineyards? 

l\Ir. HILDRETH. We could not, of course; it wonld be impossible. :Mr. COOK. We buy our grapes in the Lake Erie district, near Sandusky. 
The CB.AIRMAN. Have you any suggestion to make to the committee re- The CH.AIRMAN. Wbat wines do you manufacturo? 

J?arding th~ subject-matter which they are investigating? Mr. COOK. Just one brand; sparkling wine. 
Mr. HILDRETH. I would suggest that it would he an excellent idea to label The CKA.I.RMAN. Known by the name of" Cook's Imperial?" 

wines for what they are. 'Ve are perfectly willing to put on our labels the Mr. CooK. 1'e . 
words "Fermented in the bottle." I have heard some carbonated wine peo- The CHAIRMAN. Where do you say you buy your gr~pes? 
ple say that their carbonic-acid gas that they put into the wine is p~rfe~tly Mr. Coore Ia the islands of Lake :Erie-Put in Bay and Kellys Island. We 
pure, and I have even hear<l some of them go so far as to say that t heir wmes press our juice in Sandusky and ship in the spring of the year to St. Loui~ 
are better, purer, than the natural fermented wine. Now. that may: be a Vfo have our first fermentation in Eandusky. 
matter of opinion. If anybody wants tbat kind of wine, let him have it, but The CHAIRMAN. You have hearu the definition of true champagne as ac
it ought to be correctly labeled. I think people ought to get what they pay cepted now in the trade, or by m en in that bnsine . Do you agree with the 
for. gentlemen here who have testified on that subject? ls tha~your idea. of 

Testimony of De Witt Baudei·. champagne? 
Mr. C'oorc Yes. 

De Witt Bauder, sworn and examined: The CH.AIRMAN. Do yon use any preservatives in your goods? 
The CHAIRM,AN. Where is your residence? Mr. CooK. No, sir. 
Mr. BAUDER. At Hammondsport, N. Y. I am manager of the Pleasant The CH.A.IRMA •• Yoo manufacture the same champagnes a the other gen-

Valley Wine Company. . tlemen here, do you, u ingthe same grapes? . 
The CB AIRMAN. What is the business of that company? Mr. (;ooK. Yes. Our superintendent has just returned from Europe. 
Mr. BAUDER. To manufacture champagne and still wines. ·where be was for some months, and he says that he saw no imp1·ovement on 
The CHAIRMAN. In any of your manufacturing processes do you use any- our methods. He was through all the wine cellars in Europe. 

thing but grapes? St'nator HARRIS. I intended to ask some of the other gentlemen a question 
Mr. BAUDER. No. sir. that I will now ask or yon. How id the cWier en ce produced between what is 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you use anypreservatives-salicylio acid , or anything called sweet wine-sweet champagne-and d!·y champa!rne? 

of that kind? Mr. COOK. By adding less sirup to the dry champagne. The dry wine has 
Mr. BAUDER. Not at all; nor any coloring matter. less sirup than the other. · 
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Senator HAnRrR. So that the quality of sweetness fa produced by the addi-

tion of more sirup? 
1\Ir. CooK. Yes, sir. 
Senator HARRIS. And the dry champagne has less added matter? 
Mr. CooK. Yes. 
Senator HARRIS. But you do not r egard that as affecting the question of 

the healthfulness of the product? 
1\Ir. CooK. Not at all. It is only a question of the palate. 
Senator HARRIS. You do not think there is any more headache in c.-ne than 

in the other? 
Mr. COOK. I do not. I prefer the sweet wine of the two. 
'enator HARRIS. You manufacture both kmds, however? 

:&lr. COOK. No, sir; we have only one brand. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever visit a factory where they carbonate wine 

artificially? 
Mr. COOK. No; I never have done so, but I have been in soda factories and 

places of that sort. 
'rhe CHATRMAN. Yon know bow it is done in a general way? 
Mr. CooK. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know how that gas is manufactured! 
Mr. COOK. Only from what I understand-from marble dust and sulphuric 

acid. I understand that it is on the same principle as if you used large 
quantities of soda water or charged min~ral water. It is very bad for the 
health. It is said that soda water or charged mineral water is not at all 
good in large· quantities; that it is bad for the kidneys. 

The CHA lRMAN. How much cheaper could you manufacture your goods, do 
you think. if you were allowed to carbonate your wine artificially? 

Mr. CooK. About $10 cheaper per case. 
The CHAJRlfAN. That would save 40 or 50 per cent, would it not? 
Mr. CooK. Yes; more than that; nearly 'i5 per cent of the cost. 
The CHATRllAN. Then the great expense of all in manufacturing cham

pagne is aging and developing it1~ own carbonic-acid gas? 
Mr. CooK. Not only that, but the manipulation of the wine in the bottles. 
'l'be CHAIRMAN. But you do not have that expense if you carbonate it arti

ficially? 
Mr. COOK. Ob, no. 
The CHAIRMAN. All that manipulation is done away with when it is car-

bonated?· 
Mr. COOK. Yes. 
The CBAlIDlAN. And all that idle capital is saved? 
Mr. COOK. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. You are the Mr. Cook from whom "Cook's Imperial" is 

named? 
·ru.r. CooK. Yes. 
' The CHAIRMAN. You have been in the business a good many years? 
Mr. COOK. I succeeded my father. 
The CHAIRMAN. You are willing to market your goods and mark them 

for just what they contain? 
1\i:r. COOK. Yes; we do mark them now in that way. 
The CH.A IRM.AY. Do you favor-a law which would compel your competitors, 

who make an artificial wine, to mark theirs in the same way; that is, to mark 
them for what they contain? "' 

Mr. CooK. Yes;· I think it will be a very beneficial thing for the public 
and ~lso beneficial to the general manufacturers of sparklinl$' wines. 

The CHAIRMAN. I suppose this carbonate is sold cheaper, IS it not? 
Mr. COOK. Necessarily it must be cheaper. There is very little expense 

connect;ed with it except the original expense of buying the carbonating 
machine. In a carbonated wine you can take any wine, no matter what the 
quality of it is, and charge it up and sell. Naturally, in buying wine t-o car
llonate, they bought the cheapest that they could get. They had to sell it 
cheap and lf they could get their fundamental wine cheaper, why, tho more 
money they could make. 

Senator HARRIS. Not being experienced, people in general would not be 
able to distinguish the difference in the bottles. I suppose the bottles are 
put up in the same way and look like the bottles in which there is pure 
champagne? 

l\Ir. CooK. Yes; it has all the appearance of the other wine. They cap it 
and label it in the eame way. 

Charles G. Wheeler, sworn and examined: 
The CHAIRMAN. Wbere do you li•e? 
Mr. WHEELER. In Pulteney, Steuben CouLty, N. Y. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is your business? , 
Mr. WHEELER. I am a producer of champagne. 
The CnAJRMAN. Do you make anything besides champagne? 
Mr. WHEELER. No, sir. 
The CHAJRMAN. What brands of champagne do you make? 
Mr. WHEELER. "White Top." 
The CHAI R:\IAN. Do you use anything in your wine to pre~erve it? 
Mr. WHEELER. No; we do not. 
The CHAJRMAN. Simply the grape? 
Mr. WHEELER~ Nothing but blended grapes-different grapes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Just as has been testified here by other gentlemen in your 

business? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
The CRAIRMAN. Do you carbonate these in the usual way by aging your 

wine? 
Mr. WHEELER. By fermentation in the bottle. 
The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever seen it done in any other way! 
l\tr. WHEELEH. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tell the committee bow it is done. 
Mr. WHEELER. I saw some of it done about three weeks ago. They use an 

ordinary still wine. They can use any kind of wine. for that matter-that 
is, a light-colored wine-whether a true still wine or a sugared wine; that is 
put into a tank or cylinder; they have attached to that a cylinder of car
bonic-acid gas. and they turn that gas on to this wine. The wfae at first, of 
course, is sweetened to the taste or sweetness that they want. '£bey turn 
this gas on and run it up to a pressure of about iO or 80 pounds per square 
inch, and then they revolve it and work this gas all through the wme. Then 
it is run through a machine to which the bottles are attached, and filled. In 
this machine that probably occupiPS a minute or two. Some machines run 
faster than others. After it is filled they pass it through a corker, and it is 
corked in the regular way like a true wine anda label is put on. 

The CHAIRMAN. While it is being corked a little gas escapes? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes; but it is put on with a heavy pressure, so that they 

can afford to lose a little. But every twenty minutes or so a man revolves 
this machine and keeps the gas going through the wme. It is finished in 
the same way as our wine. 

The CHAlR.MAN. Have you ever seen a bottle marked in a way that would 
indicate that it was carbonated artificially? 

Mr. WHEELER. Never. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does it compete with your wine? 
Mr. WHEKLE.R. Well, we don't claim to be comnetitors of those people; 

but still in one sense we are competitors. If anybody tells me that _he can 
buy a certain wine cheaper than our wine, wby, I say to him that we are not 
competitors of those people; we are not carbon a tors. Still, there is no doubt 
that they are in one sense our worst competitors. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not your opinion and observation and experience 
that the consumers largely suppose that this is the same sort of champagne 
as any other champagne is? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. It is put on the n;arket in that way, and it is 
labeled as champagne, and oftentimes the consumer buys it for a true cham
pagne and pays the highest price; that is, the prfoe of the true champagne. 
It is sold to the jobber: and the jobber and the grocer may understand that 
it is not a t r ue champagne, because, a '3 a rule. they can buy any quantity of 
it for five or six or seven dollars a ca.c;e, whereas the true wine would be 
twelve or thirteen or fifteen dollars a c-.ase. Where they know it is carbon
ated, they sell it for less-for one-third, pra-0tically-but they do not tell the 
customer, and the consumer buys it for a true champagne. 

Senator HARRIS. 'The fraud is practically done by the seller? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. He will sell it for eleven or twelve or thirteen dol

lars a case until the consumer gets onto it, and then the seller or retailer will 
sell the same wine for six or seven or even five dollars a case. 

Senator HARRIS. The retailer fa the beneficiary in that case? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes; of course he is. He has a chance to sell it to the con

sumer for a true champagne. Of course if it wer~ labeled for what it really 
is, the consumer would not buy it, or at least very few persons would. To be 
sure, if he wanted it for what it is, that is his business, but there is not 1 per 
cent of the people who do know. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not asking us to prohibit artificial carbonating? 
Mr. WHEELER. No. 
The CHAilULAN. But you people would like to be protected by having the 

labels state the factB? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes; we would like to have a label on those goods according 

to what the goods are. It ought to be call£\d carbonated wine, not carbonated 
champagne, because it is not a champagne. Then, if people want to buy it 
let them buy it. The consumer is the man who $Uffers if there is anything 
wrong. 

The CHAIRMAN. What percentage could yon save on the cost of manufac
ture, in your opinion, if vou were to carbonate artificially? 

l\Ir. WHE~LER. I think it would be about the same as Mr. Cook said. I 
think he got that about right. A case does not cost more than the expense 
of ca1·bonating-more than a case of still wine-like a case of sweet catawba, 
which could be sold very cheap. Perhaps it would be three or four dollars, 
or about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would save, perhaps, 75 per cent. 
Mr. Wm;:ELER. Easily. 
The CHAIR!llAN. If I can carbonate a wine artificially and make ·the con

sumer feel or believe that it is a genuine champagne and carbonated by age, 
I have that advantage? 

Mr. WHJ::ELER-. Yes; of course they can carbonate any wine, whether old 
or new. 

The CHAIR11AN. You think the brand or label should contain the name of 
the makerY 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. And should state what it i<>? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. As a rule the people in the carbonating business are 

not wine producers at all. '.rhey have no vineyards nor wine cellars. They 
buy everything. They are what may be called ·•guerillas.". 

The CHAIRMAN. They have no regnlar location? 
Mr. WH EELEn~ No regular Jocation. Many of the mare liquor dealers and 

in other business, like 'vhiskies, etc. 

Testimony of. H. W. Wiley, chief diemist, United 'States Department of Agri
culture. · 

The CHAIIlMAN. Will you please state, Professor Wiley, if you have made 
a com par a ti ve examination of Amen can and European champagnes and of 
carbonated wines which resemble champagnes? 

Professor W1LEY. Yes. l have ma.de comparative analysis of the wines, 
with the resnlts which follow. I made an examination of the samples of 
champagne furnished me by Maj. Duncan B. Harrison. They were entered 
in our books as follows: l~, Gold Seal: 19326, Great Western; 19327, Cook's 
Imperial; 193~, White Top; l9it.~, Le Grande Monarque: 19330, A. Werner & 
Co., Extra Dry: 19331, Pommery Sec.; 1933'J, Moet and Chandon; l!la:xJ, G. H. 
Mumm, Extra Dry. 

Examination.-The wines were placed in cylinders an inch in diameter to 
the depth of 5 inches in each and kept :it a temperature of 16.5° C., equiva
lent to ti2° F., from 12.30 to 5.30 o'clock. They were examined every-half 
hour to determine the rate of effervescence. The samples showed very little 
differeTice in this respect. The bubbles, however, which c-ame from the 
19830-tbat is, the Werner wine, were larger in size and less evenly dis
tributed than from the other samples. In other words, the distribution of 
the gas in 19~ seemed to be less perfect than in the other samples. 

The samples were allowed to stand overnight; and on the morning of Feb
ruary 6, at 9 o'clock, when they were next examined, it was found that all 
the effervescence had ceased. Even on jarring the cylinders no appreciable 
effervescence was produced in any one. Tlle cylinders were then placed in 
a room at a temperature of 31° C .. e9.ual to 88° F. Tbe rise of temperature, 
however, failed to produce any additional effervescence. This experiment 
shows th1t there was very little difference in the samples in regard to their 
ability to retain gas. . 

Color.-All samples were examined for color. the deepest color being 
marked 10, and a cylinder of water. used for comparison. marked 1. The 
depth of color of each sample marked on this scale is shown by tho following 
figures: 

19325, 7; 19326, 7.5; 19327, 7.5; 19328, 7; 19329, 10; 19330, 4; 19331, 7; 19332, 5.5; 
19333, 6. 

Odor.-On the morninj?of February 6 the odor of each of the cylinders was 
carefully tested. All of the sample , with the exception of 19330, which had 
a bad odor. were pleasant to the smell. The American wines, however, had 
a richer and nuttier flavor than those of foreign origin. . 

Chemical examination.-The samples were submitted to a chemical exam
ination and the data obtained are found in the inclo:=;ed table. It will be seen 
from the ctata that the artificial champagne, viz, 1933ll, contained a much less 
9_Uantity of alcohol than the natural champagnes. As shown by the polariza
tion also, this wine differs entirely from all the others in beinl'r right-banded to 
polarized life. The figm·es show that a considerable quantity of cane sugar 
has been added to this wine. Tho other data show that the natural Ameri
can champagnes correspond very nearly to the standard European varieties 
in chemical composition. 

In closing, I would say that these analyses show that an artificial cham
pagne can be easily detected by chemical means as well as by the taste and 
odor. In my opinion, all champaj?nes shonld w sold under their proper name 
and no artificially carbonated wine should be allowed on the market as a. 
genuine champagne. 

• 
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Total Volatile fl 
Polari- Polari- Reducing Extract Asb Alcohol acids, as acids.ace-

Serial number. <ro;amsper (~ams per Extract.- Almhol by (grams per Specific tartaric ter (grams scoJie, scope, sugar 
00 c. c.). 00 c. c.). ash ratio. volume gravity. rea ·ng rending (grams per 100 c. c.). (gramspe1 

100 c. c.). 
per 100 
c. c.). direct. invert. 100 c. c. ). 

Per cent. 
19325 (Gold Seal) _______ ·------- 5.870! 0.1036 40.1 12-.09 9.59 1. 0064: 0.953 0.0786- ' -0.7 ---··· -----· 2.71 
1~'>6 (Great Western) _________ 7. 93!8 .1184 40.9 13'.10 10.39 1.0138 . 95.1 ------.-0800- -2.6 ------ .. --··- 4.09 
19re7 (Cooks Imperial)-------- 7.0050 .1376 34.3 11.6! 9.24 1.0150 .87 -2.0 ------ --·--- 3.36 
19328 ~White Top) ______ ------- 6.?'iW .1080 43.7 lZ.17 9.62 1.0101 .886 .0790 -2.4 ---·-- ................. 3.49 
19329 Grand Monarque) _______ 8.0008 .1448 36.5 11.67 9.26 1.0157 1.050 .0798 - 2.2 ---·-+2s.-3· 3.77 19330 (Werner's) _______________ 7.8028 .2040 30.8 9.&! 7.81 1.0168 .748- ------:oo...<>9- +23.3 2.52 
l !JB31 (Pommery~--------------· ~-~16 .IID! 31.4 13.62 10.'81 1.0001 .731 + .7 ............................. 1.50 
19382 (.Moet & C andon). --~-- 5.~ .1100 34:.5 12.63 10.01 1.004.5 • 785 .076! + .4 ............................... 2.52 
19333 (G. H. l\Iumm)-------··-- 4J.979S .1336 33.3 13.59 10. 78 1.0042 .953 ...... -------- +1.5 .................. ---- 1.52 

The extract-ash ratio is obtained by dividin~ the extract (minus redncing sugars in excess of 0.1 ~· per 100 c. c.). by ash. 
The polariscope reading was made on Schmidt & Harnsch instrument with 200 mm. tube, and is Calculated to natural dilution of the wine. 

Testimony of Duncan B. Harrison. 
w ASHINGTO ", D. c., January 18, 1900. 

Senator WILLIAM E. l\I.ASON, 
Cltai1·man Senatorial. Comtnittee on Pure Foods. 

DEAR SIR: Pursuant to your instructions, I herewith submit the following 
report: 

I procured in open market a pint bottle of each of the following wines, viz=
Impo·rted champagnes.-G. H. Mumm's Extrn. Dry, l~ Pommery & Grcno, l; 

Piper Heidsiec~ l; Moet & Chandon, l; J"euve Clicquot, l; total, 5-. . 
Avu1'ican champagnes.-Cook's Impenal, l; Great Western, l; White Top, 

1; Gold 8eal, 1; Le Grand Monarque. l; total, 5. 
American carbonated wines.-A. Werner & Co., Extra. Dry 1; Ripin & Co., 

Extra Dry, 1; Frash & Co. 's Imperial Cabinet, l; Germani& Wine Cellars, Im
perial Sec, l; total, 4. Grand total, U. 

I placed the U bottles, also a. thermometer, in a refrigerator. After a 
period of two and a half hours. had elapsed I opened so.id refrigerator and 
examined the thermometet", which registered :35°. I withdrew the bottles 
of wine uncorked them, and placed said. bottles. with. the thermometer, on 
top of a steam radiator, and then proceeded to time the escaping gases, with 
the following results: 
Actual time consumed f01· the total cessation of effe1·vescen<"e. in each of tl!e 

following bottles of wine. 
AMERICAN CARBON.A.HID WINES. 

.Minutes. 

~i~~ rm~~i~!ri1~r~:=~~~~::::~~=~:: :::::::::::: ::::::::::~~~:::::::: ~. 
Frash & Co.'s Imperial Cabinet----------------·------------------------- 8 

Total ------ ---- ~- ----. ----- - ---- - ----------- ---- ---- _ --·-- ---- -- ----·-- _ Z'l 
Average ..... __ ---------------------------·---------------------- - 61 

Actual time consumed for the total cessation of ejf ervescence in eacll. of the 
following bottles of wine. 
IMPORTED CHAMPAGNES. 

Minutes. 
Moet & Chandon ___________ -·------------- ------------ ------~---------- 411' 

i!i~~~~~:::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~i~~~~~~~ fi1 

Total. __________ ·---·----------------· -- ----~--- ------------· -- --- - 217 
Average--~--------·------··-·-----------------~-------------- 43f 

.A.XERICAN CHAMPAGNES. 

~~~ ~i~~:~=== ==: :: ::::::: :~::::::::: ~::: ==~: :: ~: =~: =: ::::·: ~:=:~== n· 
Gold Seal _____ ------ - ---- ·----· - --------------· -· ---- ------ ----· ""'"" ----- 48l Le Grand Monarque _________________ ________ ---------------------·------- 49 

Total------------·---------------·--·----·------------~---·--------- 239 
Average.-----·-----------------·---~--------- - --·-· -------- -·-··· 47f 

As the effervescence in each bottle ceased, I shook them to secure, if pos
sible, a continuation, but with-0u.t success. The gas in each instance had 
completely evaporated'. 

At the finish of the test. or after fifty minutes had elapsed from the time 
of uncorking the first bottle, th& thermometer on top of the steam radiator 
registered 98<>-. 

The tinfoil was first removed from the neck of each bottle, and the wires 
securing the corks were cut from all the bottles before withdrawing- the 
corks., so that there was no appreciable difference in time in the uncorking'. 

The American champagnes were uncorked first. then the itaported cham
pagnes, then the carbonated wines. One minute and five seconds were con-
sumed withdrawing the corks. · 

It will be seen n·om the above results that the capacities of the various~ 
wines to retain their AfferveHcenee averaged~ 

In the carbonated wines, six minutes forty-five seconds. 
In the French champagnes,, forty-three minutes twenty-four seconds. 
In the American champagnes, forty-seven minutes forty.eight seconds. 
These tests were made in the presence-of Col. Edwin B. Hay, attorney and 

counselor at law and handwriting expert, of Wa hington, D. C., and James 
B. Green, attorney and counselor at law, of Washington., D. C. 

I delivered to Prof. H. W. Wiley, Chief Chemist Agricultural epartment, 
for analysis, samples of wine, viz: 

Imported champagnes: Mum.m's Extra Dry, Pommery & Greno, Moet & 
Chan.don. 

American champagnes: Gold Seal, White Top, Great Western., Le Grand 
Monarque, Cook's Imperial. 

American carbonated wines: Werner & Co. 's Extra Dry. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully,~ 

DUNCAN B. HARRISON, 

Witness: 
Sergeant-at-Arms Senator-ial Committee on Pure-Foods-. 

.JAMES B. GREEN. 
Witness: 

E.B. HAY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of January, 1900. 
{SEAL.] GEORGE W. BAGG, 

Notary Public. 

Testiniony of Dr. William, McJtnrtrie-, Chemist. 
The CHAIRMAN. Let me make an inquiry of you on another subject. We 

have had under discussion. here the question of ca.rbonated wine . I wonder 
whether in t he course of your profes ianal experience you have had any oc
casion to investigate tho matter of wines. '!.'he American makers of wine 
who fe rment the wine in the bottles claim that that is champagne, and that 
if it is not fermented in the bottle it is not ch::unpa~e. Or. the other hand, 
r epresentatives of other leading manufacturers of wme appeared bore before 
the committee within a day or two and testified tbat they carbon:i.ted their 
wine; that they took a good wine, prepared it carefully by filtra..ti.on, and 
then put into it a carbonic-add gas which wa.s imported from Germany. 

Senator FOSTER. From the Apolinaris Springs. 
The CHAIR..\I.AN. From the Apolinaris Springs-gathered from the springs 

tbemsel ves and injecwd into this wine. In other word , it ma.y be said to be 
artificially charged with carbonic-acid gas, or to be carbonized wine. Have 
you had any experience, Dr . .Mcl\Iurtrie, in tbose matters which you would 
be willing to tell the committee? 

Dr. MCMURTRIE. I have made a very careful study of the manufacture of 
wine in Fr<~nc&nnd in this country, and have given a. good d.eal of attention 
to the manufacture of champagne wines. 

The Ca.A.IIUI.L..,. Who are the legitimate American champagne manufac
turers; that is, those who pursue the natural method of fermentation in the 
bottles? 

Dr. McMTJR'TRIE. Th.ere !Ll'e, I think. five legitimate champagne manufac
turers in the United States, who are making champagne wines equal to any 
produced in the world. They are the Pleasant Valley Company, Tbe B1·oth
erhood Company, Cook's Imperial Company, fl'he Urbana Company, and the 
Lake Keuka. Company. These companies have developed an enormous 
American industry through adoptin the natural method of fermenting in: 
the bottle. . · ~ 

Now, I believe it has been generally accepted that in this process of fer
mentation certain peculiar ethers are fm·med-possiblyethereal ca.rbonates
w~ when the bottle is.opened and the :pressure removed, undergo a slow 
decomposition, with a continuous liberatIOn of carbonic-acid gas; and it is 
true that a wine that is not seriously cooled will continue this liberation of 
gas for a. long time after it is opened, and this gives the exceedingly pleasant 
quality to a wine made in this way. In othe.r words, the wine a.fter being 
opened does not quickly become flat and dead. 

If, on the other hand, the wine is produced by the quick fermentation and: 
is cleared by the ordinary methods of producing a still wine, and the wine is 
then bottled and charged with carbonfo-a.cid g3.! , if the wine be strongly 
cooled, when it is opened it will continue to give off the ga for some consid
erable time. This will last as long as the wine is cold; but if the wine should 
become warmed at all-to the temperature of the ordinary room, say 65°
the gas is liberated ve:ry ra.pfd'ly and the win~ very quickly becomes fl.at. Of 
course we enjoy champagne because of the presence of th~ cnrbonic·acid 
gases liberated, because of the ethers that undergo decom.position become 
volatile and give to tbe wine its bouquet. Therefore the wine is valuable. 

The CIIAmMAN. Can you produce that effoot by artificial carbonizing? 
D1'. MCMURTRIE. That can not be J?roduced by artificial carbonization. 

Therefore the artificially-carbonated wme bas by no means the value, in my 
opinion, that the wine made by natural processes has. 

The CHATrurA.N. Did you ever hear of their importing this gas from the 
springs in Germany? 

Dr. McMURTRIB. I do not know anything abont that. I should imagine 
that in view of the comparatively low cost of carbonic acid of very high 
quality in this country it would be impossible as a wade proP.9sition to bring 
it in. We have in this country the carbonic acid pr0duced either directly by 
compres ion o:r that which issue from the springs, as is clone in the neigh
borhood of Sara.toga, o.r that which is produced by the heating or ignition of 
the limestone in retorts. We have alSo now in this country that produced 
from the process of fermentation in the manufacture of beeran.d1q>lrits; and 
the carbonic acid from either of tbese sources would be eminently snited, I 
think, to any carbonating process; and it can be :produced at suc.h low cost 
that I doubt whether the trade would: admitofthennportationof the product 
from any other country. 
Testiniony of Alex. Hamill, Assistant United States Appraiser of Merchandise. 

OFFICE OF THE APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
Port of New YQTk, N. Y., February 5, 1900. 

Sm: Replying to the inelosed communication of the 23d ultimo from Hon. 
WILLIAM E. MASON, relative to th.e importation of carbonic-acid gas, with 
request to be ad vised as to the quantity of this merchandi e imported during 
the past five years I have to state ~ _ 

Carbonic-acid gas had been returned free of duty previous to the opera
tion of the present ta.riff as: acid used for manufacturing purpos . This 
provision. was not made in the present ta.riff, no:r was the article pecifica.lly 
mentioned, and therefore it was returned for duty as a nononu:merated acid 
at the rate of 25 per cent a.d va.lorem unde1• the provi<rl.ons of p ragra-ph 1. 

An appeal was taken to the United States Board of General Appraisers on 
this classification , and the action of this ofilce was sustained.. the whole mat
ter being the-subject of T. D. 1!1134 (G. A. 4107). Since the decision has been 
rendered no merchandise of this character bas b en received here. If it is 
brought into the con:ntry it comes through other ports. 

The records of this office do not furnish the information desired as to the 
<iuantity of this merchandise imported, as it is only returned in. our record 
book as an acid. No specific items of particular merchandise are recorded. 

Respectfully, 

Hon. W. F. WAKEMAN, 
United States Appraiser. 

ALEX. HAMILL, 
Assistant.App1·aiser, Seventh Dtvt'.sion. 
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Let me state again brieily the proposition of the committee on 

that point. There is a general disposition am<mg s certain class 
ef Amertcans to buy everything abroad. Nothing is so good as 
an imported cigar or imported wine. Clothes that are made 
across the water are a little bit better. Far fetched and dear 
bought seems to have been the craze with the American people 
for some time, ·whereas this investigation at the end of the year 
shows-speaking now upon the subject df American wines-that 
there are scores if manufacturers of wine in this country who 
make, according to the tests made by the Government experts, 
ju.st as fine champa~es as are made anywhere in the world. Of 
course there are imitations of them. 

Some of our busy, ingenious people in this country take still 
wines, perhaps fermented, a few days old, inject into it carbonic.. 
acid gas, and call it champagne. That has inJured the-manufac
ture of American champagne to a large degree. The proposition 
that we propose to make is that carbonated champagne is a fraud 
upon the consumer when it is marked "champagne." He be
lieves that he is getting wine fermented in the bottle. The p1·opo
sition, and that is only one of the scores of things in the bi • is 
that be shall be made to mark it "carbonated" upon the outside. 
If it is just as good as the wine fermented in the bottle, then he 
can not ha-ve any objection to marking it what it is. We st.and 
npon the two roles, as I have said before, and I hope to get it 
cleal'ly into the record~ that these goods must be marked for what 
they are, and the man who says, "I make just as good goDds as 
anyone," if he is hon&"t, will not be either ashamed o.r afraid to 
mark his goods on the outside for what they are. 

The general food products of this country are the best in the 
world, but scattered out all through this conn try are small manJ,I
facturers of different articles of food which go onto the table of 
the American people that are not fit to go into the human stoma~h. 
Take sugar made in this country. The committee bought sam
ples. We know the stat.ements that have been made from time to 
timethatsugarwasadulterated withsand and was mixed with glu
cose and flour. We not only took the evidence of the chemists of 
the large sugar refineries of the country, but we took samples 
from the small groceries and the great groceries in several of the 
large cities, and the report of the chemist is that the sugar is just 
as pure as it can be made. We are to be congratulated upon that 
fact. But if the time comes when the adulterant is cheaper than 
the sugar itself, the proposition of the pending bill is that the peer 
ple may be protected and that a. standard for sugar shall be fixed 
by the same board of agriculture. 

It is true there have been many claims made and a memorial is 
now pending before another committee to the effect that there is 
no right of appeal; that it leaves all these things in the hands of 
one board. The committee had already, away b ck in March, 
recommended an amendment to what was known as the Brosius 
bill, provi4]ng that before the standard was fixed again.st .anyone, 
whether he was ma.king beer with salicy lie aCJd or cream of tartar 
baking powder or alum baking powder, he should -have a chance 
to be heard before the commission, with the right of appeal 
allowed. There can not be any question about that right. There 
ought to be no question about it. I say whether we put it in the 
bill or not, it is the law; it is the inherent law; it is eonstitutional 
law. 

A great deal has been said about the condensed milk of the 
.country. The Agricultural Department analyzed it. It is un
doubtedly true that in some of the cheap-quarte1·s of New York 
City they have been selling condensed milk that means starvation 
to the children who are fed uIJon it. Yet we were never able to 
get a sample of anything except the genuine condensed milk. 
We had before our committee in New York one of the officers of 
the largest condensing factories in the country, and he testified 
that he was familiar also with the processes used by his compet
itors, and that the condensed milk of the country made in those 
great factories in New York and Illinois was produced in the 
same way and by the same process. It is merely a condensation, 
taking the water out, and the simple process -of adding sugar. 
Yet the fact remains that people have used skimmed milk and 
have got up artificial brands. 

Our proposition is, if this bill becomes a law, that it mnst reach 
a standard to be fixed by the Govemment of the United States. 
A standard is easily fixed. The same with beer. As a matter of 
fact. too report of the Government chemist, under the dfrection 
of this committee, shows that out of 160 or 170 samples of Ameri
can beer which he tested, I think -only two samples were found 
that contained salicylic acid or any other deleterious subject, 
whereas imported beer, that imported in casks especially, con
tained in many cases a large percentage of salicylic acid or other 
preservatives. 

I have spoken briefly upon the subject of sirups. There is no 
reason why a consumer should not know what he is buyjng, and 
there is no reason why an honest manufacturer should not be pro
tected against unfair competition. There is no reason why the bee 

keepers of Illinois and California, who malre an honest honey 
and put it on the market, should be compelled to compete with 
the man who sells for pure honey a jar -of glucose with an ounce 
of honeycomb floating on the top. I do not say that is one of the 
things which i.s deleterious to the health, but it is one of the things 
which is a common fraud upon the consumer and a detriment to · 
the honest manufacturer and producer. 

On the question of extracts, we propose under this bill th.at 
there hall be a standard fixed. I wish to say to the Senate that 
I can think of no subject that is so grossly adulterated as the ex
tracts sold to the people of this country that go into the soda
water fountains-and into the food we eat at home. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from lllinois permit me? 
Mr. MASON. Certainly. I shall be glad to have anyone ask 

questions, because I can only cover a part of the subject. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I read with interest aml astonishment the 

report which the honorable Senator made of the investigation he 
carried on with sucll industry and success, covering the adultera
tion of almost everything that we eat and drink in this country, 
and I am very much gratified to know that the Senator proposes 
to push the matter further and to have some legislation on this 
subject. 
· I rise simply to ask the Senator, for the reason that I have been 
engaged in other matters, as the Senator knows, and have not 
kept up very accurately with the action of the committee of 
which he is chairman, whether he has prepared and presented a. 
bill and made a report upon it? Is the bill on the Calendar? 

.Mr. MASON. I presented a bill, and I have been in consultation 
with the committee in the House as to their bill. To the bill which 
I have prepared we have now several committee amendments 
which we propose to submit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not on the Calendar? 
Mr. MASON. It is not on the Calendar. 
Mr. PL....t\.TT of Connecticut. It is Senate bill 2426. 
Mr. MASON. That is the one. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator will be as industrious 

in this matter as he was in the investigation. I simply want to 
say to the Eenator that he will have the support of at least one 
member of this body in any proper effort he may make to corl'ect 
this tremendous evil that exists in our country as I view it. 

l\Ir. MASON. I am obliged to the Senator. I want to say th.at 
I propose and have afilred the committee to give us a day to hear 
the bill. It has been deemed wise to wait, possibly, until the House 
bHI comes over. lt may not be thought wise to wait for the House 
bill, and I am not particular--

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Presideut-
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FOSTER in the chair). Does 

the Senator from lllinois yield to the Sena tor from Nor th Dakota? 
.Mr . .MASON. Certainly. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to say that the Committee on 

Agriculture, of which I have the honor to be a member, has un
der consideration se-veral bills whtch have been introduced at this 
se3sion on the question of pure food. We have also had some 
hearings on certain features of those bills. It .is the intention of 
the chairman to call the committee together soon for the pmpose 
of taking up the seYeral bills and eonsidering them with a view of 
bringing a measure into the Senate for consideration. 

I believe that bills of this character have always gone to the 
Committee on Agriculture. I have no doubt the Senator from 
lliinQis has obtained a great deal of interesting testimony on this 
subject which will be of value to the Senate, and I do not desire 
to antagonize him in his efforts to bring a pure-food bill into the 
Senate but I insist that the subject belongs to the Committee on 
Agriculture. . 

Mr. MASON. In regard to that, Ithinkitistrue that for years 
all pure--food legislation has found a graveyard in the Committee 
on Agriculture. I have no doubt that is true. .About tw:o years 
ago, when wet-ook up the question of manufactured food, it was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and we reported the 
bill and passed it. We are dealing with no agricultural products 
except as everything is a part of agriculture. We are dealing 
with preparedoi:manufactured food, and the Senate of the United 
States passed a resolution authorizing us to makean investigation. 
I had, as I remember, the hearty cooperation of the distinguished 
Senator who just took his seat in securin.g the passage of the reso
lution authorizing the Committee on l\Ianufactures to investigate 
the adulteration of manufactured food products. 

Afterwards the Senate passed another resolution instructing us 
to make a report and authorizing us to employ a stenographer and 
to pa.y witnesses. Carrying out the plan that we h.ad two years 
.ago, we supposed, of course, the Senate, having put the matter 
into the hands of the Committee on Manufactµres, would permit 
us to report a bill, and that the Senate would not send us out to 
take this evidence and spend eight or ten thousand doU~rs in wit
ne s fees and stenographers' fees and hotel bills to get this evidence 
unless they intei:ided us to report a bil1. I did not understand 

• 
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that we were acting in a clerical capacity for the Committee on body as it does upon this committee, without some consultat10n 
Agriculture. If so, and if the Senate so desires--and that ques- and a general nnderstanding. Our committee has opened ita 
tion will be tried, I suppose, at the proper time-we are perfectly doors, and they are open now. Under the resolut10n we are au
willing to .resign. thorized to hear 'witnesses at any time. No man has ever been 

I have so much interest in this legislation that after having given denied a hearing. But because we have made a report based 
two years to it on the on~y committee where I have active work upon the evidence of the gentlemen there, now this protest comes. 
to do (the Committee on Manufacture3 never had a bill before it, If these gentlemen are wrong, upon whose testimony we rely, I 
I guess, until the last session), going from one end of the country have no desire to probitiit the use of alum. I want to give the 
to another to secure the evidence, that if the Senate wants to take Senate an idea of the class of men we have called. They are the 
it out of the hands of that committee, of which the present Pre- leading scientists from every college of tha United States that we 
siding Officer lMr. FOSTER in the chaiij is a member and six other could get hold of. Yet I havA no doubt that many of these have 
Senators. and put it into the hands of the Committee on .Agricul- been suggested by the cream of tartar baking-powder companies. 
ture, I should jn<;t as heartily support the bill from that commit- I have no doubt that plenty of them were suggested by them to 

. tee as if it came from my own committee. be called, for we had open doors, and no witness ever came before 
I have no pride of ancestors on the question or pure-food legis- that committee in the twelve months we were hearing evidence 

lation. As a matter of fact, the pure-flour bill, which I intro- but who was permitted to testify. 
duced two years ago, was presented by the National Board of There is a fight here between the baking-p·owder trust, so ca11ed, 
Trade, and a gentleman in the House from Minnesota, if it is on one side, which manufactures cream of tartar powder, and the 
proper to ill!ehis name [Mr. TAWNEY], was more efficient and de- baking-powder organization .on the other side known as the alum 
serves more praise for passing that bill, I think. than all the rest baking powder organization. The witne ses state that the cream 
of the Congress put together. But it came to our committee be- of tartar people are in a trust, and I have no doubt it is true. I 
cause we were dealing vvith manufactured articles. There is not think t.he evidence shows that. I am not dealing with the trust 
a recommendation here. and we do not propose to touch in that question. I am simply saying that the leadina physicians of the 
anything that comes from the farm nnless it goes through some world say that cream of tartar is a pure, natural, healthy food 
manufacturing process. product. It is a product of the grape. and when it is put in so\u-

We do not touch apples or wheat or corn, but we simply say tion in the bread with soda, if there is a residuum left it does not 
that after you bsgin to manufacture then you enter the realm of hurt the stomach. and it does not go into nor injure the brain or 
manufactures, whether yon are dealing with wheat or corn or the blood or the kidneys. 
steel wire. It is a manufactured product. The Senate has gone When you mix a mineral poison, as they all say that alum is, 
to the expense and trouble of sending us to work on this commit- it is impossible to mix it always to such a degree that there will 
tee, and there has been no special objection made, so far as I know, not be a residuum left of alum, which produces alumina and 
and no special lobby here against any part of the bill until after we which contributes largely to the diseases of the people in this 
made a report condemning certain articles which go mto human I country. · 
food, and which I propose now to take up, and that is the question I will tell you now of the men before the committee who con-
of baking powders. demned the use of alum baking powder, some in one language and 

We start out with the two propositions: First. that all articles some in another. I have not all the names. I simply asked my 
that go into the manufacture of human food that is deleterious stenographer to go through hastily and g ive me those that could 
to pub:ic health ought to be prohibited. For years we have stood be found readily out of 700 or 800 pages of evidence there. 
on the proposition that alum baking powder ought to be marked Ames, Howard E., surgeon, United States Navy, Washington, 
for what it is. But as a matter of fact it was found impracti- D. C. 
cable, and in the States where they compel them to mark alum ApplE1ton, John Howard, professor of chemistry, Brown Uni-
on the outside they have in most cases found some way to conceal versity, Providence, R. I. 
the fact that jilum is in the baking power. We have had before Army, United States, refuses to allow the use of alum in any-
the committee no less than twenty different cans where there has thing like a food product in the United States Army. 
been a State law compe.lingthem to mark the alum in the baking Arnold, J. W. S. , professor, University of New York. 
powder. We have had no less than twenty different samples of Atwater, W. 0., profe sor and directorGovernmentexperimen~ 
different manufacturers who had attempted or pretended to com- tal station, Washington, D. C. 
ply with the law, and.it si:id "just as g.ood as cream of tartar Bar ker, George F., professor, :University of Pennsylvania. 
baking powder," puttmg m large letters the words "cream of Busey, S. C., professor, Washmgton, D. C. 
tartar. " Caldwell, G. C., professor, Cornell University, Itha~, N. Y. 

l\lr. President, you can enter into no avocation of life without Chandler, C. F .. professor, Columbia University, New York. 
oppos·;tion. When we- thought to put through the bill years ago Chittenden;Russell H., professor, Yale University, New Haven, 
to compel them to mark oleomargarine for what it was, we were Conn. 
met witlt the opposition of those gentlemen who wanted to sell Cornwall, H.B., professor, University of Princeton, New Jer-
oleomargarine tor butter. When we attempted to put through a sey. 
pure-flour bill we were met with opposition, and bitter opposition. C"Tampton, C. A., professor, Division of Chemistry, Washington, 
We felt it everywhere, and in the capital of the United States we D. C. 
met oppositian from men who were interested in selling to the Cuthbert, Dr. M. F. ,.physician, Washin~on, D. C. 
American people, nnder falEe colors and under false names, a thing De Schweinitz, Emile, professor, United States Department of 
that was not fit to go into the human stomach. Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

When we made this report we made it ba~ed on the evidence .F'airhurst, Alfred, professor, chemist, University of Kentucky, 
before us. The report is based upon the evidence, and the evi- Lexington, Ky. · 
dance is simply overwhelming. I do not care how big a lobby Fleming, Walter M., physician, New York City. 
there may be here for the alum baking powder, I do not care how Frear. William, professor, State College. Pennsylvania. 
many memorials they publish, and they have published one here. Freeman, George F., surgeon, United States Naval Hospital, 
We kept our committee open for a year, and I have letters and Washington. D. C. . 
telegrams showing that if they had any evidence to offer that alum Jenkins, Edward H., professor, department of ag1iculture, 
was a fit subject to go into the human stomach they could have State of Connecticut. 
produced it. Yet they bring here an affidavit by some man who Johnston, Dr. William W., Washington, D. C. 
said he wrote me as chairman of the committee and sent me a Johnson, Joseph Taber, professor of s.urgery, Washington, 
registered letter. asking to come before the committee, and he D. C. 
never received any answer, whereas I was in communication al- Johnson, S. W., professor. Yale College, New Haven, Conn. 
most every day with both the manufacturers of bakiug powders, Kerr, Dr. William R., ex-health officer, Chicago, lll. He is not 
asking them to bring in their evidence, and all the evidence they a chemist. 
produced was the witnesses they called on behalf of the alum bak~ Mallet, John William, professor, University of Virginia. 
ing powdff. The .Marine-Hospital Service reject in their rules all alum baking 

There is an underlying fact back of all this. There is no place powders or any food containing alum. It is a drug, and no chem
in the human economy of human food for this thing called alum. ist bas ever testified that in any food that goe into the stomach 
The overwhelming evidencil of the leading physicians and scien- of any animal the particles that form alum are found. It is a 
tists of this country is that it is absolutely unfit to go into human poison, and it is so testified to by every one of these witnesses, 
food, and that in many cases-if the gentleman will read the evi- some in one form and some in another. 
dence. some of the physicians say they can ti-ace cases in their MeMurtrie, William,. professor, consulting and analytical 
own practice-there are diseases of the kidneys due to the per- chemist. 
petnal nse°'>f alum in their" daily brrnd. Mew, W. M., professor, Army and Medical Department, United 

Now, Mr. Pres dent, I do not care particularly for this circular. States Government. 
I should not have printed it> reflecting upon any member of this Morton, Henry, president of Stevens Institute, Hoboken, N. J • 

• 
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Munroe, Charles Edward, professor of chemistry, Columbian 

Un:ver ity, Washington, D. C. 
l\1ott. Henry A., professor, New York City. . 
The United States Navy refuses, under the direction of the Sur

geon-General, to have alum used in any of the products that go 
into the food of the men of the Navy. 

Prescott, Albert B., professor, University of Michigan, Ann Ar
bor, Mich. 

Price, A. F .. medical director United States Naval Hospital, 
Washington, D. C. 

Smart, Chai'les, lieutenant-colonel, assistant surgeon-general, 
United States Army. 

Sternberg, George M., Surgeon-General United States Army, 
Washington, D. C. 

Stringfield, C. Pruyn, professor, Chicago Baptist Hospital, Chi
cago. 

Thurber, Francis B., president American Grocer Publishing 
Company, New York City; not a chemist. 

Tucker, Willis G., pro:essor of chemistry and director of .State 
board of health, State of New York. 

Vaughan, Victor C., professor, University of Michigan, Ann 
Arbor, Mich. 

Van Reypen, W. K., Surgeon-General, United States Navy, 
Washington, D. C. 

Wayne, E. S., professor, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Weber, H. A., professor, Ohio State University, Columbus, 

Ohio. 
Wiley, Prof. H. W., Chief Chemist, Department of Agriculture, 

United States, Washington, D. C. 
Wise, John C., medical inspector, United States Navy. 
Withers, Prof. W. A., chemist, North Carolina agricultural 

experiment station, Raleigh, N. C. 
Wyman, Walter, Surgeon-General United States Marine Hos

pital, Washington, D. U. 
Woodward. Dr. William C., health officer, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I have ·seen the statement made that the 

use of alum in baking powder is not harmful, for the reason that 
the character of the drug is changed by its use in baking. 

l\1r. MASON. Certainly. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Do these gentlemen answer that question? 
Mr. MASON. Yes. Iwillshow you how it is answered. What 

you state is right. I may not get the technical terms all right, but 
the carbonic-ac d gas, which raises the brrad, is formed by the 
uniting of the acid, like alum or o.-:-eam of tartar, with soda. It is 
mixed in a dry state; it becomes moist when it goes into the 
bread, and then the moisture throws off the carbonic-acid gas, 
which raises the bread. 

The best and the most carefully frained chemists and physicians 
combined say that if it were true that you could in each case have 
no residuum, in other words, after the carbonic acid is given off 
and the soda has consumed all of the alum, and the alum all of 
the soda. that contention is right, and unless there is a residuum 
left, something left, it is not necessarily dangerous to public 
health. But cream of tartar, which is a natural acid, a fruit acid 
made fro~ the grape, in case a residuum is left, is not dangerous 
or deleterious to pnblic health; and, indeed, they all say that the 
use of alum bak ng powder occasionally, even where there is a 
residuum left. is not necessarily dangerous; but that the constant 
nse does produce these diseases, and that naturally no man is far
sighted enough and no man bas skill enough in advance to mix 
the soda and the acid in such proportions that there will not ce a 
residuum left. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if what be 
has just stated is the sum and substance of the statements of 
these eminent professors on that subject? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; of those who took up that branch of the 
case. · 

Mr. PETTIGREW. All those who took up that branch of the 
case agreed with yon in that statement·~ 

M:i.·. MASON. No: I was just coming to that. They called on 
the otbn side two gentlemen, both, I have no doubt, reputable 
chemists. and good men, so far as I know-Mr. Peter F. Austen, 
IJrofessor of chemistry in New York (..,'ity, who stated th~t he had 
been employed by the alum baking powder company to make in
vestigations; and also Prof. Marc Delafontaine, professor of chem
istry in Chicago, Ill.; and also Mr. George C. Rew. who said at 

• the opening of his evidence that he was a chemist, but at the 
close of bis examination it was disclosed that he was the manager 
or vice-president of the Calumet Baking Powder Company, of 
Chicago. 

So as against those three who are interested there 'are perhaps 
50 men, not one of whom, so far as I know, has any interest. and 
the weight of the evidence is on that side, if the Senator was on a 
jury. While it is not necessarily the greatest number of wit
nesses, I take such men as come here from the University of 
Michigan, from Yale, and from Harvard, and from Cornell. -

There is an insinuation in this memorial by-this ~entleman wh1, 
tried to masquerade betore the committee as a chem:st that the 
chairman of the committee in some way knew that these distin
guished men were in Chicago, and thr re is an insinuation that 
they were brought there by the Royal Baking Powder Company. 
So far as I know it may be true. I have no knowledge upon that 
subject. But I do know that the ornrwheiming weight of evi
dence convinced me as against witnesses who were simply em
ployed to testify, and the leading cherni ts of this country are 
thoroughly convinced that it is not a proper food product. 

.Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator a further 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield? 

.Mr. MASON. Certainly. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then the mass of testimony was that there 

must be alum left after the chemical process takes place? 
l\Ir. MASON. No. . 
Mr. PETTIGREW. In the baking powder there must be some 

left-a residuum? · 
Mr. MASON. Yes; not necessarily in-each case, but-that there 

would be, in all human probability. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. And that the constant use of it would be 

injurious? 
Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. That was the universal testimony? · 
Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Was there any testimony-which showed 

that there were cases of injury to health as a result of constant use? 
Mr. MASON. Yes; I can turn you to the testimony. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to have the Senator turn to 

it. l simply want to emphasize the point. I agree with the Sen
ator. It bas always been my own impression that alum baking 
powder is injurious, but I wanted to bring it out and make it em
phatic, if the proof sustains that position. Of course,-alum baking 
powder is very much cheaper than the other, and it would be to 
the advantage of the public if it were equally healthful to use it, 
and it would be a disadvantage to d iscournge its use. But if it 
is injurious to health, of course the question of price does not 
come in. 

Mr. MASON. I quite agree with the Senator. r only speak 
now for myself. I put in the report ba ed upon the evidence. I 
never examined the law. It is c laimed that there id not a country 
in Europe that doe·s not prohibit the use of alum. Certainly 
three or four of the leading qountries of Europe to which I have 
had my attention called prohibit the nse of alum in baking pow
der. But if I could be convinced that, being a cheaper -product. 
it was healthful, if it is the desire to pass this bill or the bill intro
duced bytheSenatornowin the chair,leaveoutthatque tion; The 
main thing I want to get is to establish a standard of food prod
ucts, and if the prohibitive bill does not pass I still want one bill 
to fix the standard, to give a start for this department which we 
ought to have in thiR country, and which every other civilized 
country in the world has except ours. 

You go to your hotel or your boarding house. Yon sit down to 
flour bread. You absolutely do not know; it may he or it may 
not be pure flour bread. You lift your pepper box, and 60 per 
cent of it is, or may be, ground cocoanut shells. You ask for 
mustard--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator suspend a mo
ment? The hour of 2 o'clock having arrh·ed. the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppres
sion of insurrection in and to the government of the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill may be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it will be-temporarily laid aside, The Senator from Illinois 
will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to be understood in this matter, Mr. 
President, after callmg, as I did call, as chairman of the com
mittee, on the leading professors of every colJege in New England, 
and every one of tht'm condemned the use of this article of food, 
yet to-day when you buy your food in a dining car, hotel, or 
toarding house you are getting it, and you are getting it becaus 
some of the Senators may saJi hereafter it is a little cheaper. Yet 
one of the best physicians in Chicago testified that in his judg
ment a large percentage of the disease of this country was attrib
utable to the pel'petual and continual use of alum. 

I have uo desire, and I dislike as much as anyone, to enter into 
this contest. I know what that sort of warfare m-eans. I appre
ciate it here every day when people can file memorials of this kind. 
But you can ~ot stand here -and fight the people who adulterate 
the food of this country without -having that sort of a fight on 
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your bands: Rnd if they insist on that sort of a fight so far as I I erately are not injured by it; but in the extracts in one yea r 
am concerned I shall have to trust to my health and to the Lord to nearly that we were taking evidence, there was but one manu
get through with those people. fac turer in the United tates who oEered to have this committee 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator a further go through his factory from top to bottom and examine every-
qnestion. thing he had. We adopted the same m le as to extracts that we 

.Mr. MASON. Certainly. did as to every other food product. We went into the open 
l\1r. PETTIGREW. I feel at liberty to ask questions, because market and bought it, and sent it to Dr. Wiley, who is the Chief 

the Senator invites it. . Chemist in the Department, and he annlyzed it. Now, take va-
Mr. MASON. Yes, I do. It is one of the best ways to get the ni11a extract. Ought there not to be a standard fixed? Ought 

facts before the Senate and to get the people interested in it; and there not to be some way that the consumer may be protected 
I think it is a. very important question and the honest producer protected? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In cream of tar tar baking powder is there The bill which I had the honor of introducing ancl whicht as I 
any chemical change that goes on in the bread as the result of its said, was prepared by Dr. Wiley, will, I believe, fix a standard. I 
use? do not think the bill is perfect. It will be a step in the right direc-

Mr. MASON. Exactly the same. tion, and it will be taken if lean induce the Senators of the United 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I have heard it said that the residuum was States to read only one-half of the evidence that has been taken 

Rochelle salts. and that that was injurious. heTe as to the adulteration that is being practicecl. Why, take the 
Mr. MASON. Yes; Mr. Rew, who, as I said, masqueraded as question.of jellies alone. Take a.pail of glucose, which is in it elf 

a chemist, brought in some Rochelle salts, which he said was the healthy if it is properly made. lt will have a teacupful of acid 
residuum. No, he did not say it ·was the residuum. No one tes- that would eat your hand off if you put it into it and stir it in. 
tified that, not even Mr. Rew, the vice-pi·esident of the Calumet This is the evidence sworn to before the committee. 
Baking Powder Company, but those who have testified at all about Sometimes they will get the apple parings from an apple-paring 
it testified that when there is a residuum it is the residuum of a fac tory, or from some apple-drying establiehment, and boil them 
natural fruit acid. and it is not an astringent, as alum is-and you out so as to give a little apple flavor; bnt as a rule not. They put 
know what alum is if you ever as a boy had taken it in_your mouth. in aniline dyes in the glucose to sour it, or rather to color it, and 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So there is no injurious result in the use the acids to sour it. I said to one man who made it, "Now, that 
of cream of tartar? is apple jelly?" "Yes." ''How did you make it? " He told me. 

Mr. MASON. Everyone who has testified upon thissubjectsays I said, "This is cun-ant jelly?" " Yes." "How did you make 
there is not. it? =1 He said, "I made it just as I did my apple jelly, except I 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The combinations, then, of that acid with put in a little more red." 
the soda which produces the gases that raise the bread does not Now, those things are sold and they are s9ld, as a rule, to poor 
produce a chemical result that is injurious in any way? people, who have not an opportunity who have not the ability, 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; I say there is no reputable chemist who who have not the chance, to put away their own preserves. Every 
bas been before this committee who has testified to anything of man should be prohibited from putting into the manufacture of 
that kind. food products in this country those dangerous acids. AB I said, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I knew the Senator was familiar with the if one child would only eat one slice of bread with one spreading 
evidence, and I wanted to bring that point out, because it is im- of this once a day, the danger is not there, butitisacheapprodnct 
portant. and they say it is .cheap. They recognize this because it is che3J>; 

Mr. MASON. That is right. That is exactly the evidence. it looks like the genuine thing, and you go down among the poor 
Now, I do not say that there may not be other evidence to be pro- people and you find them using what you would not permit to go 
duced; and if there is, we are ready to hear it; we have never into the stomach of your child if yon knew it. I say that this is 
clo ed the door· but after hearing what this evidence was and the only country in the world that does not have some statldai·d 
waiting a year for those gentlemen, we thought we would make a fixed. • 
report to the Senate of the true situation. Upon the question of beers, ales, and porters we have now what 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I noticed something-I do not know is known as the Pasteur process. They pre&erve beer that is put 
whether it warn memorial or not-that was placed upon our desks. in bottles. That process was invented by Paateui-. The beer is 
I glanced through it, and in it the statement was made that the put into a large vat and boiled up to a temperature so that it de
resnlt of using cream of tartar baking powders is Rochelle salts. strnys all germ life. But you can not apply that pasteurizing 

Mr. MASON. Yes. process to beer in the cask. And so it has become a temptation 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wanted to know whether there was any among the bee1· makers of this country. Some oi the:m have tes

evidence taken by the committee that proved the truth of that tified that they use small amounts of salicylic acid. I do not 
statement. believe it ought to ba permitted at all, because if a brewer or .. 

Mr. MASON. The only evidence given, as I s:ay, that tended brewmaster simply neglects his business and it is liable to destroy 
that way was the alum baking powder officer, Mr. Rew, who came his beer in a few day~ he ought not to be permitted to use 1 
before the committee as a voluntary witness and testified that he ounce of sa1icylic acid fa a barrel of beer,. because if he- uses t 
was a chemist, and then produced in a bottle some Rochelle salts ounce to-day, he may use 10 ounces to-morrow. 
which he said was produced in some way from cream of tartar a I notice the Senator from Wisconsin [M.r. QUARLES], who lives 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There was no other testimony? in Milwaukee. They do not do it there. 
Mr. MASON. Not before the committee, as I now remember, Mr. QUARLES. They make pure beer there. . 

and I was befo1·e the committee, I think, every day except one or Mr. MASON. Yes, sir~ thay do, and the testimony of experts 
two. proves it. We had testimony before the committee. We had 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Did the chemists who came before the the evidence of that great manufacturer up there. What is. his 
committee, these professors, generally testify-was it the result of name? · 
their evidence-that the cream of tartar baking powder is healthy Mr. QUARLES. Pabs~. 
and does not leave a residuum which is injuriQus to health? . Mr. MASON. He testified that he did not use an ounce of that, 

Mr. MA.SON. Yes; I say emphatically yes; that the weight of and the evidence of the Agricultural Department before the com
the evidence is that wherever any of thesedis~auished men, who mittee is that bis testimony is true. Not an ounce or a drop of 
ba~e a national reputation, the leading chemists of the college~ salicylic acid was found in his bottle, and that is to be said to the 
were interrogated upon the point, they stated that fact, every one honor and credit of a man who will manufacture it. Now, any 
of them, to my re(!ollection. Of course I am only speaking from other man can make it without that preservative. If everybrew
:µiemory now; but not one of them said that there was a prospect master was a doctor, or skilled, and put into a position so he 
of anything <leleterious coming from the use of cream of tartar, could handle these poisonous things with safety, I should not ob
and the reason for it was given that one was a fruit acid and the ject to it. 
other was a mineral acid. But I propose to present a bill to the Senate, even if I have to 

Mr. PETTIGREW . .Axe there any other kinds of baking pow- make a minority report from my own committee, which will pro-
der except those made from cream of tartar and alum? hibit the use of these deleterious things in manufactured goods. 
• Mr. MASON. No; but there is another baking powder. I will Honest manufacturers do not need them, and I do not see why we· • 
get the name of it in a moment. should permit the others to make np for their lack of intelligence 

On the question of extracts I had spoken but briefly when I was and their lack of diligence by putting a lot of preservatives into 
diverted for some reason or in some way. I think it is more their goods which diligence and proper attention to their bnsi
grossly adulterated, but perhaps there is not so much danger from ness would have made it unnecessary for them to do. I want to 
it from the fact that it is used in such small quantities. In all say that the committee investigated this subject very fully. 
of these adulterants-for instance, Dr. Wiley testified that in sali- There has been a demand from some people that the beer of th& 
cylic acid it is put in beer to preserve it; that is, it destroys the country should be made from nothing but hops and malt. I had 
germ life and prevents fermentation. great pleasure in reading tbe report made by Mr. Gladstone. I 

It is put in in such small quantities that people drinking mod- think he took some two years in the investigation of the question 
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as to whether the brewmasters should be permitted to use any- querade as wheat, and we do not want oleomargarine tomasquer
thing but hops and malt in the manufacture of beer. In most of ade as butter. It seems to me if the present law was enforced 
the German States they prohibit the use of anything else, but, as that the people would have protection. 
a matter of fact, in this country we find that the maJtsters contend Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt · him a 
tbat certain of their customers and consumers want a lighter- moment? 
colored beer that is produced by the use of corn or rice in an un- Mr. MASON. Certainly; I shall be glad to have the Senator 
malted state. Every man who has testified before the committee do so. 
has said that rice or corn is just a.s healthy a material to be used in Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will glance over the bill I recently 
food or beer as malt made from barley. Mr. Gladstone, after giv- introduced in regard to oleo, I think be will see that proper pro
ing over two years to the examination of this question, i·eported tection would be afforded by it. Having lately occupied the posi
tbat the brewmaster ought to have the absolute liberty to make tion of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, I know something of 
his beer from whatever cereal he chose; and that is the English the difficulties which present themselves to the purchaser to know 
system to-day. whether he is buying butter or whether he is buying oleo. An 

There has been a contention before this committee. but only by I article ought to be so represented to the purchaser that he may 
one or two. people, that American beer was unhealthy because it know what he is buying; and I hope the Senator will give that 
was made lighter; that while using a certain amountof malt and matter his attention. 
hops they used a certain amount of corn or rice; but there was Mr. MASON. I am very much obliged to the Senator. He is 
no evidence before the committee that that in any way deterio- a member of the committee of which I have the honor to bechair
rates or weakens the virtues of the beer . . Therefore the commit- man, and I think the suggestion in his proposition is to have each 
tee, witnout a dissenting voice, after hearing the evidence, agreed package marked. 
that there should be absolute liberty to the brewmaster to use Mr. SCOTT. Yes; to have what it is imprinted on the article. 
whatever cereal he wanted, so long as he used none of the preserv- Mr. MASON. Yes; to have it imprinted on the article itself. 
atives and none of the things that are deleterious to the public That will be an additional guaranty to the consumer as to what 
health. he is purchasing. It does not seem as though anyone could pos-

The committee have taken up many of these different subjects, sibly object to such a provision as that. 
and I want to make just one or two additional suggestions. · Candies and confectionery are the source of a. good deal of 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the subject of beer, I understood the trouble in this country, and we found it difficult to get at the real 
Senator to say that the adulteration is more noticeable in the for- facts regarding them. I subpa:naed before the committee the 
eign than in the domestic beer. leading confectioners of Chicago, and every one of them testified 

Mr. MASON. Yes. I should have said the preservatives. I that he had stopped the use of aniline dyes, and that he did not 
will tell the Senator why it is so. The pasteurizing process, which use terra a.Iba or ground earth; and yet the analyses showed 
yon understand is the boiling of the beer after it is in the bottles, adulteration, though not in their product. It so happened that I 
can not be accomplished whoo the beer is in casks, when they ship knew these gentlemen by reputation, they being confectioners in 
casks of beer, for instance, from Bavaria1 in Germany. There is the city where I have lived for many years; and they all testified 
not any State in Germany but what says, "You must have somany that they had neve1· used or had abandoned the use of terra alba. 
bushels of barley to so many barrels of beer, if you want to sell in confectionery. 
it to Germans, but if you want to send it to America, you can put I think Senators can hardly fail to appreciate the importance of 
in·all the preservatives you want to keep it from spoiling before havingtheconfectioneryof thiscounh'ymadesafe. If thereisany 
it gets over there." class we oughttoprotect: it is the children. They get money in the 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator a. question. I most inconceivable ways. There never was a boy or a girl born, 
noticed the tribute he paid to Milwaukee beer-- in my judgment, who would obey the rules of heme government 

Mr. MASON. That was suggested by the Senator from Wis- in regard to confectionery. I have known children to be perfectly 
consin f:.M:r. QUARLES], who lives in Milwaukee. faithful in regard to everyotherthing in life, from the morning to 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not an expert on the beer question, I the evening prayer, but they always slipped a oog when it came 
will say, but I want to ask the Senator-and he need not mention to getting money to buy candies, and you never saw a confectioner 
names-whether or not he found inferior beer or adulterated who hesitated to sell to the child whatever he had the money to 
beer or beer that had these preservatives in it which was manufac- pay for. Those of us who have been up at nights in settling with 
tured in this country? the confectioners understand and appreciate this. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, we did; and some of the people testified As a matter of fact, some of the evidence before the committee 
that they used them. We had an analysis of 140or150 samples of shows a very sad situation. The confectioners all claim that they 
beer by the Agricultural Department, where we had sent them to have stopped it now. But why should there not be a standard 
be examined, and out of those samples a very small percentage fixed for confectionery just as wtill as for bread? Honest confec
was found to contain these preservatives. I yrill say that there is tioners favor it. It is the same principle as with the brewers. 
no excuse fer using them in tottled beer. All the brewers who appeared before the committee said, "We 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. There is no need of it? are willing to have a standard fixed upon our product, a Govern-
Mr. MASON. Thereisnorealneedofit. Itissimplyamatter ment standard that a pint of beer shall contain so much or so 

of laziness on the part of the brewmaster. It is merely a matter little of alcohol and so much of malt extract." All of the large 
of boiling the bottles of beer in great vats, and instead of doing and small brewers said, "We are willing to have a standard 
that they find ita little cheaper to put in preservatives, which de- fixed." But the small brewer finds in competition with the large 
stroy the germ life and prevent fermentation. brewer that he can not produce as cheaply, and he begins to 

The question of oleomargarine has been covered by the law to adulterate and sophisticate his goods until you can almost buy 
which I have called attention. There are two general laws regu- them cheaper than you can buy lake water in some places; 
lating the question of food adulteration. I do not now desire to .finally, their beer contains almost no malt extract at all. 
take the time of the Senate to discuss that question, but it is un- This is a serious question so far as that is concerned; and the 
doubtedly n·ue that late developments show that there must be report of the committee is that on all goods, whether candy for the 
something done in the way of a more rigid enforcement of the children or honey on the table for us old ~olks, or beer or wine or 
.present law. I have it, not officially, before the committee, but anything else, these preservatives are not safe in the hands of the 
it appears now that hundreds and thousands of pounds of that manufacturer, arid that he frequently uses them to cover his 
product have been shipped, the stamp taken off, and the product own negligence, to cover up the defects in his own manufacture; 
sold for butter, I bad supposed at the time of making this report and that the Government of the United States ought absolutely 
that the present law was sufficient to protect the consumer and to prohibit such a practice. I do not believe that aniline dyes 
to protect the honest manufacturer of dairy butter, and I do not ought to go into confectionery. There is an amendment pending 
know but that it is sufficient now if we had plenty of men to en- before the committee to that effect. 
force it; but late developments show that there has been a great When glucose goes into any food product it should be marked. 
deal of wholesale robbery going on by avoiding the existing law. Certainly that is fair when glucose masquerades as honey. We 

At the time of making this report we thought the present law found that some people made a very fair quality of maple sirup 
was sufficient; yet there may be some additions which the com- by boiling hickory bark and pouring it into glucose, but it should 
mittee will gladly hail and recommend, which will protect the be marked as containing glucose. 
honest manufacturer of butter against the unjust competition of We want to be fair to the confectioners of the country, whose 
the people who make oleomargarine. Oleomargarine is a healthy representatives have been before the committee. They say, ''Our 
food product. Every chemist and every physician who testified confections do not pretend to be made of cane sugar or beet sugar; 
before the committee so stated. Indeed, there was no contention and so long as we do not use any dbleterious substance like terra 
to the contrary by the gentlemen representing the Dairymen's A&- alba, so long as we do not use any aniline dyes .or any material 
sociation. It is a product of the farm, just as much as butter is which would be pojsonous to the children of the country, and so 
a. product of the farm. But what we contend for is, as we did in long as we make a confection, a sweet, so called, why should we 
the case of the pure-fi:om· bill, that we do not want com to mas· be obliged to mark it as containing glucose?" That is one of th~ 
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amendments to be voted on, and I make this statement so that we 
may all have a fair understanding of the question. 

I confine myself to glucose used to deceive the public, as it is in 
the case of sirnps and honey, in wh;ch case it ought to be marked 
for what it is; but where it is used in confectionery-as it is a pure, 
healthy food product-I should not insist, at least against the 
judgment of others, that it should be marked. However. I run 
perfectly agreeable to accept the wisdom of those who are to pass 
upon it when we come to it. 

The whole quest!on is very important; but as to the details of 
it I shall not be particular if we can only get a general statute 
which will fix a standard of food, so that when you, Mr. President 
rthe President pro tempore in the chair], go to your home or to a 
hotel or a boarding hou e and sit down to eat, you will know what 
you are getting. I say to you that, after two years' experience on 
this committee, I do not say that all foods are adulterated, but I 
say that while the large portion of the food products we send out 
of this country are the tinest in the w.orld, they a.re made so be
cause of our inspectio!l law, as is the case with wheat tlour. But 
I say everything from your pepper box to your dessert, your ice 
cream, your vinegar, is liabJe to be adulterated with substances 
which are not fit to go into the stomach of a human being or of 
anv animal. 

We considered the question of cream of tartar. Dr. Wiley, of 
the Agricultural Department, went, for the committee, to a num
ber of different places to buy cream of tartar. His evidence 
shows-I only state this from recollection-that he bought cream 
of tartar in seven different drug stores and groceries, and but 
three of the samples were pure cream of tartar. They were 

· "C. T. S., '' cream of tartar substitute. which is a preparation of 
alum; and even -in the drug stores, where they are supposed to 
keep pure cream of tartar, that was the case. 

There is one sub:ect which we expect to embody in the bill 
which I think is probably as important as any other, and that is 
to prevent absolutely the importation of foreign articles of food 
the sale of which is prohibited in the country where they are pro
duc€d. I have shown how they bring in '' bla.ck jack" and call it 
coffee and sell it for coffee. If they sold it i.n Gennany, they would 
be arrested and fined, and yet they sell it here. 

Our analysis shows how imported beer contains these preserva
tives; and anyone can see at a glance the necessity for them when 
it is shipped across the water for thousands of miles, lyi.hg out for 
we&ks and months, and not being in bottles, so that, it not having 
been previously submitted to t.he pasteurizillg process, they put 
in these preservatives: and yet if they should put an ounce of 
preservative in beer in Bavaria. to be used there, they would be 
punished for it. There is, however, nothing in any law of Ger
many which protects our people against the manufacturers of 
adulterated beer or coffee or anything else; there is nothing which 
prevents them from Eending such articles to America in any shape 
they please. The law in Bavaria which says you must have so 
many bushels of barley to every barrel of beer does not apply to 
the e~port trade. 

What I hope is that we will take some action which will pro
hibit the importation into this country of goods the sale of which 
is prohibited in the countries from which they come; and this is 
a matter which should receive attention. 

Mr. President, I have taken more time than I intended. I beg 
Senators to examine this subject. I can not ask them to read all 
of this evidence, for it consists of a good many hundred pages, some 
six or seven hundred. 

I want again to re tate what the committee of which I was the 
chairman propose to you. First, that all foods which are manu
factured and which are sophisticated shall be marked for what 
they are; second. that food which is deleterious to public health be 
prohibited, and that the shipment of it from one State to another 
or its mi:mufacture and sale in any District or Territory or insular 
possession shall be prohibited. The reasons for this, which I ask 
you to remember, are, first, to protect the honeet manufacturer 
from unfair competition; second, to, protect the consumer, wto 
bas a right to know what he buys; and, third, to give credit and 
character to the goods of America, as we did in the case of flour, 
so that we may increase the sale of the products of American fac
tories and American farms in other countries. 

lam exceedingly obliged to those Senators who have been kind 
enough to hear me. an11 I expect to ask for a day as soon as the 
appropriation biUs, which are now pressing, are disposed of, to 
consider the report of the committee. 

A.RllY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

There are some Senators who I know desire to be here when the 
bill is considered, who are now absent. 

The PRESlDENT pro tern pore. The Secretary will call the roll 
of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an
swered to their names: 

Bacon, 
Bard, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Burrows, 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Deboe, 
Depew, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Frye, 

Gallinger, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Hawley 
Heitfeld, 
Hoar, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Lod~e. 
Mccomas, 
McCumber, 
Mason, 

Money, 
Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
Proctor, 
Quarles, 
Ifoss. 
Scott, 

Sewell, 
Shoup, 
Simon, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Vest, 
Warren1 w tillington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have re
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President-
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 

should like to offer an amendment. 
Mr. TURNER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk, to be added at the end of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 

the following: 

Tliat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be investigat.ed all just claims against the United States for pri· 
vate property taken and U!"ed in thb military service within the limits of the 
United States during the war with ~pain, and to ascertain the loss or injm·y, 
if any, that may have been sustained by such claimants. and cert.ify in a re
port to C'.ongress the amounts he finds to be equitably due from the Unit.ed 
States to such claimants. That all claims not presented to the Secretary of 
War under this provision prior to the 1st day of January, 1901, shall be for
ever barred. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make the point of order against the amend
ment. It is proviillng~ l believe, for a commission to ascertain 
certain claims against the United States, and it does not pertain 
to an appropriation for the Army. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not press the point of 
order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I feel ob1iged to do so. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will have to ask the Chair to rule upon it 

after I have explained its purpose. 
The volunteers who were assembled during the Spanish war 

were in camps at various places in the United States, principally 
in the States of Geor¢a, Alabama, and South Carolina. There 
was more or less injury to the surrounding property of citizens, 
mostly farmers. These claims which have been sent up to me 
among others amount to very little. 

The Secretary ot War has no authority to adjust them or even 
to find out whether the Government o""es or not. There jg a 
continual stream of complaints coming up that such and such 
damage was done. No doubt lots of them are fictitious. This 
amendment simply provides that through the machinery of the 
War Department, with the officers at its command, while there is . 
nothing much for them to do, a board shall be sent down there to 
take testimony and put on record the amount that the Govern
ment through its own officfals-nobody else to determine it-will 
say is just and proper. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President-
T be PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. TILLMAN. I yield. 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the nature of the claims? 
Mr. TILLMAN.. For insti:i nce, a brigade would ~e out drilling; 

they would run over some man's crop and trample it down. They 
did not have sufficient space within the camp that had been pro
vided by the Government, and they simply went where the line 
of march and evo.utions took them. I suppose they stole some 
man·s fruit or some litt1e odds and ends Jike that, for soldiers 
will do those things. But they are for trifling amounts, so far as 
I know, and can not amount, I suppose, take it all in all, so far as 
the South is concerned, to a hundred thousand dollars. The men 
who are injured are poor people. I refer to those who have ap
pealed to me. I do not suppose any of them are worth $10,000. 
They need this money, and. if the Government owes it, I think it 
is only just and proper that the Government should take some 
measures to find out what the damage is and settle for it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not press the point of 
eration of the Army appropriation bill. order, but will let the information be obtained, and let Congress 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of next year act as it sees proper. 
the Whole. resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8582) Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Pres!dent, I am not convinced that this 
making appropriation for the support of the Regular and Volnn-, has anything to do with an appropriation bill for the support of 
teer Army for the fiscal year endmg June 30, 1901. the Ai·my. If the Senator can persuade the Committee on Claims 

Mr. HAWLEY, I call attention to the absence of a quorum. to present a bill providing for a commission or any Army board. 
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we can afford to give it c~ns~del'a~on, but I hold that it has no l mel'its of the proposition and-to withhold a point of crder if he 
place on the Army appropriatlon bill. has one in mind concerning it until I have made a stat~ment · 

The .PRE::HDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to sustain in reference to the matter. ' 
the pomt of order. Mr. HAWLEY. I will wait until the Senator from WaS'hinO'-

.Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, I have to yie1d to the apparent lack ton can be heard. 
0 

of considerati~n ~f the ch~irmai;i of the committee ~or wha~ every The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by 
one must realize is a perfectly Just and proper thmg. It is well the Senator from Washington will be stated . 

. un.derstood that smal~ ma~ters like tills bav~ great diffic~lty in 'lbe SECRETARY. On page 12, after line 17, insert: 
gom~ th~ough as sp~cial bills, put I myself ~ntrodu~d thls as .a And such further sum. as may be necesAAry to accomplish tho following: 
special bill and had 1t referred to the Senators committee, and it That all officers and soldiers in the "olunteer service of the United States 
has been lying there a month. H mav lie there ten months or who were serving in the Philippine.Islands at the time they were entitled 
possibly five years and not get a favorable report simply because un.ddi::rlthe law to m~ster ~mt of serTice, and who continued in the service in 

b 
.· . • sru. is ands after said period and were thereafter transported at the expense 

t e Senator is ov:erworked ai:id has so many thmgs on his hands of ~he United ~tates to this country and hi;re were mustered out, shall be 
that .be ~as not time to examme the matter. It goes to the House entitled to ri::ce1v:e travel ~a.Y a!ld commutation of subs~tenoe fro_m the port 
and it dies there and these wrongs to poor people go on simply of embark.at10n m the Philippme Islands t? the place m the Umted States 

b 
' . ' where their muster out took place at the same rate and to the same exte,nt 

ecause we have red tape heI e. that officers and soldiers of the Regular Army would receive such a\lowance 
Mr. HAWLEY. Such a bill ought not to have been referred to if discharge4 in the PhiliJ?pine Isla:nds by reason of the expiration of their 

the Committee on Military Affairs. It OU<Yht to have gone to the term of s~rv1ce. or otherw~: f'romded, That the actual cost to the Govern-C 'tt Cl . 0 mentof conveymgand subsisting such volunteer officers and soldie.rsonGov-
ommi ee on ;ums. . . . ernment transports from ~be sai.d P~ilippine Islands. and the monthly pay 
Mr. TILLMAN. They are claims arising from the Army, and allowed them ~or the per10~ while m transit, shall be deducted from the 

I thought it was germane to have the War Department go to work allowance provided for by tlp.s act. d d. d h d h d b d f That the proper accountrng officers of the Government shall determine 
an lS<?over an report w a~ amage a. .een one rom the the cost of ~nveyin~ .and subsisting the everal volunteer organizations 
occupation by the Army of this country with 1 ts camps. affected by this ~roVIB10n from the- Philippine Islands to this country, and 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to make a sugO'estion to the Sen- shall Pi:ora,te eqmtc&bly between the member~ of said organ!zations, and on 

t f S th ,.., l' b f" th" tt 0 r? the basIS of the amount of travel pay and subsistence due to each person, the 
a or rom ~~ varo I?a e ore is ma er passes a wa~ cost of such transpor~a~ion and su t sistence, and charge the same against the 

Mr. TILL.MAN. With pleasure. amount due each. md1vidual, and shall a.~certain and find all other facts nec-
Mr. HOAR. If he will put in a simple call on the Secretary of e~sary to dete:z:mme the amount due the several_ individuals i!lsaid organiza

War to give to the Senate imch information as he has regardinCI' tions unier t?is act, so that the sam~ may be p~1d to the~ d1rectly on their 

1 
· f th~ I · h. D tm t h t· . h o own app cation on forms to be furrushed by said accountmg officers. 

c auns o UJS c ass m is epar en , t e pe itloners can t en . . · . 
send to the Secretary of War, being informed of that purpose, Mr. TURNER. ~fr. President, I wish to state as briefly as I 
their claims and the Secretary of War can then inform the Senate ?an the ~at.ur.e of .this am~n~ment, first, for the purpose of show
what the amount of the claims are on file, or made to his Depart- mg tha:t it ism aid of ex:strng law and therefore not amenable 
ment, and ve~y proba~ ly he would accompany that report witn a to a ~omt of o~de:; and m the sec~I!-d place, f~r t~e purpos~ of 
recommendat10n on his part of a method of tryin<Y the question showmg that it mvol.ves a proposition so mentor10us and Just 
and disposing of it. I suggest to the Senator that ~ight accom- that upon ~rounds of Justness and equity my honorable friend on 
plish his object. the other ~id.e of the Chamber wh? h'ls charge of the bill ought 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have already done that. I have been to the not, even _if it be ~me~~ble ~a pomt of order, to urge it against 
War Department and presented these claims and filed them. I the a~opt1on _of thls legis~ation. 
'!as notifi_ed t~at nothing could be done, that it required addi- . This amendment, as will be .observed._ 3:PP1Jes to volunteer sol
tional legislation; I then came back and put in a bill and I can- diers and officers who served m the Phihppme Islands, and only 
not get any action on that. ' t~ such of those a~ served after _their .terms of en istment had ex-

Mr. HOAR. Has there been any authoritative communication pired, and who, mstead. of berng discharged in the Philippine 
to th'e Senate by the War Department of the information in its Islands, as they were entitled to be, were ordered home under the 
possessioninregardtothisclassof claims? ThatisthesuO'gestion orders of the War Department for the purpose of being dis· 
I make. 0 charged here and. for t~e purpose of preventing a charg~ against 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senate has not called for this informa- the Government m their behalf for travel pay. 
tio~. b~t the W~r Department ~as informed me that it requires .It does not,. however, propose to g:ive them full travel pay. I~ 
legislation here m order to obtam anythlng at all. prnpos~s t~ grye them travel pay lllinu~ the cost to the Govern-

.Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted, my purpose, I desire to me~t ot brmgm~ them home, and provides that. that cost shall be 
say-- eqmtablyascertamed bytbe War Department, and de mctedfrom 

~fr. TILLMAN. I understand that the Senator's purpose is a the ~avel pay to be due to each of them :nuder this amendment. 
friendly one, and that he wants to facilitate the payment of this This amend~rnt. as I understand, apphes to about 10,000 of our 
money, and I thank him for his kindly interest. v_olun~eer sold1.e~s ~nd officers. There were volunteer iorganiza-

Mr. HOAR. I want to say, further, that 1 have had a very large tioi;is m th~ Ph1llppme Islands ~r?m seventeen States and Terri
e:xperience, I think mor6 than any other man in this body in re- tones. P1·obably when they or1~nally went out there there were 
gard to this general subject. That may be too strong ~ state- 12,000 or 15,000 of the~. T~kmg those who were kilted, those 
ment, but I think not. I went on the Committee on Claims when who ~ere wounded and mv.a11ded and sent home. and those who 
the war claims growing out of thA late civil war.which amounted remarned there under reenlistment, I ~o no.t think i~ can be said 
to a great many millions, were before Congress, and we had to that ~here are over 10,000 men who will be mcluded m the effects 
work out the rules and the policies which we would adopt in deal- of thIB amendment. 
ing with that important question and apply them to indiVidual They do not come from any particular section of the country, 
cases. I. suppose in general the country has been satisfied with but fr~m all over the country. They come from New York, Penn
the policy which wa.s adopted-just to the Treasury and just to sy~vama. Iowa, Tennessee, Kansas, Nebraska, Wyoming, Utah, 
the petitioners. Mmn~sota, North _Dak~ta, Sou.th Dakota, Montana, Idaho, Oregon, 

Now, my suggestion is that the Senate by resolution call upon Washmgton, C~1forma, and (J_olo~ado. Possibly organization3 
the Secretary of War to give us such information as he has in re- !t'o~ some other ~~ates and Territories may have been in the Pbil
gard to the exis~ence of this class of claims, and to suggest to the 1ppme Islands besides those I ha ye mentioned .her~. No doubt a 
Senate some po '1cy for the Department in dealing with them. great ~any of the m~n who w.e~e m t.!;tose organizations come from 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have had a letter from the Secretarv of other 8tates.. So this proposition affects 10,000 men scattered all 
War-- w over the Umted States . 
. Mr. ~OAR. That is a.different thing from a private conversa- Up to the ~ime their places had peen tak~n by the provisional 

tion with Senators. I thmk that would bring a communication. arI?r e~tabhshed under Congressional leg1slat10n to go to the 
We should know whether there are a fewthousand dollars or two P.h1hppme Islands the law had been that those persons who were 
or thre{j hundred thousand involved, and we should have the Sec- ?Jscharg~d from th~ Army should be entitled to travel pay. That 
retary·s idea o~ what is the best way of dealing with the matter, is. f_ound m the Rev1Sed Statutes as section 1290. This is the pro-
and then I thmk the Senate would adopt any recommendation vISion of the law: , 
made by the Department. I merely make that suggestion. SEc.1290. When~ soldier is [honorably] discharged from the service [ex-

Mr. HA. WLEY. The Senator from Massachuc-etts means by an cti~pt bydway ~t pumshment for a.n offenseJ, he shall be allowed transporta-
independent inquiry? "' on an subsrnteuce fr~~ the place of his discharge to the place of hisenlist-

. - men t, enrollment, or or117mal muster mto the service The Government may 
Mr. HOAR. By an independent inquiry. furnii:ih the same in kind .. but in case it shall not do so, he Rhall be allowed 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will vote for it with pleasure trav~l-pay and commutation of sub~nce for such time as may be suIBcient 
Mr TURNER I ff th d .' . . for him to tra'\"el from the place of dIScharge to the place of his enlistment 

1 t 
· . · now o er e amen ment which I submitted enrollment, or orig}nal muster into the service, computed at the rate of on~ 

as evening. day for every 20 IDJles. 

th T~e PRESIDENT pr~ tempor~. The amendment proposed by As I say, up to the time that the places of these volunteers had 
e enator from Washmgton will be stat~d. . been taken by the provisional army organized for the purpose of 
Mr. TURNER. Before the !lmendment 1s rea~ I w1sh to appeal taking their places-and it was nea1·ly a year after thev were en

to the Senator from Connecticut to suspend Judgment on the titled to their discharge-all whose terms of enlistment had 
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expired in that country and elsewhere who werediseharge<l there
under were permitted to come back to their homes at their own 
expense and receive this travel pay. But when it was found that 
it was necessary to discharge ten or twelve thousand men, the 
Department thought this expense would be a great chain on the 
Treasury, and it changed its policy by special orders of the War 
Department, providing that; inBtead of being discharged at the 
point where they were at the time of the expiration of their term 
of service they should be sent home upon Government transports 
and discharged. That action is the basis of this proposed amend
ment. 

But an exception to this i·uJe was made, which I think it is well 
for the Senate to understand, and that was that any of the volun
teers who would remain up-0n this foreign s~.rviee and reenlist 
should be entitled to travel ~ay from the point of their discharge 
back to their home, notwith.crtanding the fact that they were not 
to travel there at all. I find this order in a communication on 
this subject made by tha Secretary of War t;o the Senate: 

[General Orders, No. 67.] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 

ADJUTANT-GE!\'"ERAL 's OFFICE, 
Washington, April 11, 18!J9. 

By direction of the Acting Secretary of War, the following instructions 
are published for the information and guid.anee of all concerned: 

When soldiers belonging to org1mizati<:ms, regular or volunteer, Rerving in 
Cuba, Porto Rico. Ha.wa.ii, and the Philippines, are discharged undtn· provi· 
sions of General Orders, No. M. March 22 11:199, from this office, immedif'..tely 
reenlist in the Regular Army, they will ba entitled to travel allowances for 
land and sea travel involved from plaoo of discharge to plaoe of previous en
listment. 

The commandiD'g generals in Cuba, Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines 
are authorized to discharge such enlisted men ot th-e volunteer organizations 
as mav be selected by Signal Corps officers,forservice in the Regular Army, 
provided the men reenlist for three years in the Signal Corps. Men when so 
discharged will receive the allowances provided for in this order. 

By command of Maj01··General Miles: 
H. ~· CORBIN, Adjuta:nt-GeneraJ.. 

The ebservation I desire to make right here is, that these boys 
who remained in the volunteer organizations fighting in the Philip
pines for a year after they were entitled to their discharge, per
formed every service there thnt the volunteers did who were 
tempted by this order to seek their discharge from the volunteer 
organizations and enlisted in the regular organizations remaining 
there, because all the fighting in the Philippines was done before 
the volunteer organizations wel'e sent back here. We have it on 
the authority of the President and the Secretary of War that at 
that time the backbone of the insurrection in the Philippines had 
been broken, and there has been nothing in that country since 
these volunteer organization came home, except a desnUory guer
rilla warfare. 

But it was determined tbat these volunteers should not have this 
bounty of the Gove1LllD.ent, and they were packed like swine in 
the holds of a lot of old, antiquated, worn·out, rotten, dirty ves
sels and sent home at the expense of the Gove1·nment. I went to 
the city ·of San ~'"'rancisco for the purpose of meet=..ng the FiTst 
Washington Regiment, which came home from the Philippines 
only last October, ~nd I visited that ship when she came into the 
harbor and went down into the hold to see what the accommoda
tions were which the Government had furnished these volunteers 
in kind. I aver, upon my honor, that they were not fit, sir, for 
animals. I venture to say that there is nota member of this body 
who-would go from here to Manila in the hold of one of those 
vessels as those boys came back, packed like sardines, for any 
amount of money which the Government would reasonably give 
to him for performing a service of that kind. Instead of calling 
that tra\el in kind they ought to have paid the volunteers double 
pay for packing them into these dirty holds like sardines and 
bringing them back in that manner. 

It is remarkable, Mr. President, that this discrimination should 
ha\e been made s.gainst this most deserving class of onr soldiers 
just at the time when their service had expired and the Govern
ment had determined to dispense with them for the future. 

The President himself upon a number of occasions has taken 
opportunity to eulogize th€1Il for their self-sacrificing devotion. 
The Secretary of War bas done the same thing. General Otis bas 
done the eame thing. In the President's message to Oo-noaress de
livered to us last December I find that he uses this language con
cerning the merits and deserts of tpese soldiers: 

The rebellion must be put down. Civil government can not be thoroughly 
established until order is restored. With a devotion and gallantry worthy 
of its most brillia!lt history, the Army, ably and loyally assisted by the 
Navy, has carried on this unwelcome, but most righteous._ campaign with 
richly deserved su-0cess. The noble self-sacrifice with which our soldiers 
and sailors whose terms of service had expired refused to avail themselves 
of their right to return homt=1 as long as they were needed at the front forms 
one of the brightest pages in our annals. 

Mr. Pi·esident, last July the President sent this telegram to 
General Otis at Manila: 
OTIS. Manila: 

The President desires to express, in the most public manner, bis apprecia
tion of the lofty patriotism shown J?y the volunteers and regulars of the 
Eighth Army Corps in performing willing service through severe campaigns 

and battles against the insurgents in Luzon when, under the terms of their 
enlistment, they would have been entitled to discharge upon the ratification 
of the treaty of p~ace with l:;pain. 

Pursuant to that telegram, General Otis i sue this general 
order to the yolunteers then about to return to their homes: 

l Genera.I Orders. No. 3S. J 
. HEADQUARTERS DEPARTME:\T OF TIIE 

P.A CTFIC .A"SD EIGHTH ARMY CoRPS, 
..Ma:ita, Philippine Islands, July 1, 18!J9. 

Emerirencies have rendered it impcr::>Sible to transoort to th~ United Sta tag 
the volunteer organizations of the Army of the Philippines as soon as medi
tated and desired, thereb~ preventing their members from joining their 
b.om-es and reengaging in their civil pursuits for a consideraole perfo::l. of 
tim-e after they acquired the acknowledged rjght to demand theJ.r release 
and ret~. No~thstandin~ this unexpected ~etention, thes!'l .soldiersha.ve 
uncomplammgly given to thell' Government unmterrupted militaryse1·vice 
attended with deprivations arid dangers to life and health, which those of 
their countrymen unacquainted with conditions c&n n-either realize nor ap
proximately appreciate. 

This spirit of devotion to country and its announced humn.nita.ria.n policy, 
manifested so abundantly in their individual sacrifiC'es, has animated them 
from the day they commenced their long voyage of 7,000 miles of sea to en· 
ga.ge its European enemy, then represented in these islands, a.nd asstst the 
island subjects to obtain social and political regeneration. It did not tail them 
when those snbJeets, freed by their efforts from the control of Spa.in and de. 
ooived by evildisposed persons to distrust the beneficent intentions of the 
United Stat.es in their behalf plaeed th-em elves in hostile attitude with SUl'
prising-celerity. lt displa.yeiUts greatest achievement durinq: the weeks of 
waiting and watching, when, confined within the city limits or a. singfo city 
by the battle lines of a self-constituted enemy, these men offer d neither 
threat nor violence for insults received and the hostile demo:nstrati-0ns wbich 
menaced them. -On the contrary, responding to their Government's eom
mands to avoid war, they vainly endea\01·ed to placate that enemy by peace· 
ful and friendly assur-.mces. 

This obedience to instructions was construed as cowardice by the insu:r· 
gent army and infiuenc.ed it to precipitate a formidable attack, assured not 
only -0f victory but of its ability to completely destroy its declared adversary. 
The victory, in fact, was won and belonged to the American soldiers at the 
moment that attack was inaugurated, for they were then absolved from the 
duty of longro· self-imposed restraint which they had rigidly enforced during 
the preceding weeks of anxious expectancy, whereby they exhibited the 
crowning virtue -Of the highest type of civilization. They had 11.ehieved the 
vietory over tMmselves, nd the easier task of eonfrontin~ an enemy who 
had assailed the majesty of their Government alone remamed. This they 
have accomplished most efficiently. Withstanding the heat of the Tropics, 
it scorching un and drenching l'Bins, overcoming every obstacle which pro· 
lific nature and a wily, active, and courageous foe could devis , their onward 
march has been a series of astonishing successes. They have responded with 
alacrity to every demand made upon them, however desperate the conse· 
quences ~ht appear, a.nd ha>e never failed to more than accomplish ex
pected results. 

To all soltliers of the department the department commander desires to • 
acknowledge his great obli,,""8tions. The country owes them a debt of•grati
tude which it can not repay. To the volunteers and troops of the regula.r 
e tablishment who pledged their ervices during the war with Spain only, 
and who have continued to render them under sacrifices innumerable. witll
out complaint. and cheerfully, intelligently appreciating, as they did, the 
public necessities, even greater praise and regard are due. Some have re. 
cently departed. All others will follow within a hort period of time and as 
rapidly as facilities can be secured. The department commander desire for 
them a speedy and safe return to their homes and that merited re t and 
public gratitude to which their exceptional services entitle them. 

By command of Major-General Otis. 
THOMAS H. BARRY, 

Assistant Acljuta t-Gene1·aJ,, 

Mr. President, one would think that the President and every;. 
body in the Administration under him, in view of these high and 
well-deserved commendations of these soldiers for the patriotic 
spirit they had manifested and the self-sacrificing devotion to duty 
which they had shown dming their stay in tho"e islands, would 
gladly seek any avenue open to them by the law to deal with them 
justly and generously instead of dealing with them niggardl v. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allowme to ask him aquestion? 
Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. Do I understand the Senator to intimate that the 

soldiers in the recent war have been unjustly treated compared 
with the soldiers of the war from 1861 to 186:')? • 

l\Ir. TURNEn. I would not say that. Mr. President, at all. 
However, I think that the Congress of the Unified States has shown 
a very commendable and liberal spirit in dealing with the soldiers 
of the war from 1861 to 1835, and it is that liberal spirit I am in
voking here now. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask the SenatQr aJ?.other question? Is it 
not true that the soldiers of the Spanish-American war were pro· 
vided with PuUman cars to transport them from one part of this 
country to the other and that other conveniences and comforts 
were furnished them that were not f uruished to the soldiers of the 
war from 1861 to 1865? 

Mr. TURNER. Some of them may have had exceptional luxu· 
ries here on this coast, but I know that they did not have that on 
our. coast. I know that the soldiers who were brought home from 
the Philippine Islands w~re packe_d into.-the hold of the dirty ves-
sels like hogs, and that no civilized human beings ought to have 
been e::iq>ected to be returned under such conditions. · 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me another inten·uption? 
I think there are Senators on this floor who will bear testimony to 
the fact that during the war' of 1861 to.1865 they rode in hog cars 
in this country. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I feel as kindly toward the sol· 
diers of 1861 to 18&> as the Senator from West Virginia, and he 
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can not get up any controversy with me by reprobating the treat
ment which they r eceived at that rime. He can not get up any 
controversy with me unless be wants to say that the treatment 
which the soldiers of 1 98 received is all right in every respect, 

' and if he says anything-nf that kind. I have to differ with him. 
N ow, )lr. Pre ident, I was proceeding to say. when I was inter

rupted, that one would expect the President and his advisers to 
gladly gra p at any opportunity the law might afford them for 
the purpose of dealing justly and generously with these soldiers, 
and if by any oversight they had not been dealt with in that man
ner, that they would gladly look with favor upon any Congres
sional le-gislation designed to correct errors and omissions in that 
respect. 

I was very much smprised, therefore. having offered this as a 
separate bill in the early days of the ses ion, to find that the Secre
tary of War had written a letter to the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs opposing the passage of the 
bill on the ground that it would require an e.xpenditurn of $7,000,-
000; not that the bill was not equitable and just-there was not a 
word upon that subject-but that we could not affo.rd to be equit
able and just to the soldiers of this Republic, because it might 
take a little money out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Moreover, Mr. Pre ident, the Secretary of War bas been im
posed upon by somebotly,or he would not have made the assertion 
to the 1\iilitary Committee that this provision worud require 
$7 ,000,000, or anything like that sum. Any Senator can figure it 
out mathematically for himself and see that that is not true. 
There are not over 10,000 soldiers--

Mr. RAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a r emark 
simply byway of information? The calculat_ion of the Paymaster· 
General makes it about $7,000,000. 

Mr. TURNER. I have looked for that communication. I never 
have been able to get i t. I was down in the Military Committee 
room to-day trying to get it. But I say there are not over 10,000 
men who will be affected by the provisions of this amendment. 

Now, the provisions of law are that they shall receive one day's 
pay for every 20 miles that they travel. Our private soldi'ers get 
13.50 a month. For the purpose of round _figures we will say it 

is 50 cents a day. So they get 50 eents for . every 20 miles that 
they travel under this amendment, or they get $2.50 for every 100 
miles that they travel, or $'.25 for every 1,000 mil.es that they travel. 
Now, it is 7,000 miles from .Manila to San Francisco. _Every one 
of these private soldiers would get, we will say. seven times $25, 
which is 8175, under the provisions of this amendment; and there 
is to be deducted from that the cost to the Government of actu
ally bringing them over, which I assume-I do not know that it 
is correct-would probably reduce the amount of this bounty 
which we propose to give these soldiers to about 8100. Now, there 
being about 10.000 of them, a hundred times 10.000 would be a 
million doDars for the private soldiers. One of my colleagu~s-
- Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Washington allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 
- Mr. FORAKER. The calculation which the Senator makes, as 
I understand it, is ba~ed ~pon the supposed number of volunteer 
soldiers who would be entitled to this extra pay and allowance. 
I will ask the Senator if he bas taken into consideration the num
ber of soldiers who were enlisted for the Spanish-American war 
in regimen ts of the Regular Army, and who~ereentitled to their 
discharge under the same circumstances as the volunteer sol
diers--

Mr. TURNER. No, sir. 
Mr. FORAKER. Namely, upon the conclusion of the treaty of 

peace? . 
Mr. TURNER. I am simply taking into consideration those 

who come under the terms of this amendment which I have of
fered. If there--

Mr. FORAKER. I so understood the Senator, but I wanted to 
be confirmed about it. I wanted to say in this connection, if the 
Senator will allow me that I have a .communication on my table, 
which came to me onl y this morning, calling my attention to the 
fact that there were about 8,000 "Volunteer soldiers that served in 
the Philippine Islands .during the war--

Mr. TURNER. Regular soldiers, do you not mean? . 
M.r. FORAKER. In regular regimen ts, and that they would be 

entitled to this same extra allowance. Quite a number of them 
are from the State that I have the honor in part to represent-it 
is said nearly 4,000-and if this amendment should be adopted, I 
want to offer an amendment to broaden it, so as t-0 include those 
who served in the regular regiments as well as those who served 
in the volunteer regiments. · 

Mr. TURNER. I am satisfied that the estimate which the Sen
ator has from his constituent is a very gross overestimate. 

Mr. FORAKER. That may be; I know nothing about it ex· 
cept what is stated in this letter. 

Mr. TURNER. The Regular Army, in this respect, was dif
ferent from the volunteer organizations. W..henever an individ-
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ual is entitled to his discharge from the Rei ular Army he gets it 
aa a matter of course; but these volunteer organizations weri:: held 
over there intact, being perfectly willing to waive their rights to 
c0me back home. and none of them were discharged until their 
places had been supplied byre~arsolruers. There maybe some 
regular soldiers who ought to be entitled to the same benefits, if 
we should pass a law of this kind, that we give to vo!unteer sol· 
diers, but their number is very small indeed, and would not air 
preciably add t.o the number I have estimated. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator Will allow me, there certainlyara 
a number of reryulars who occupied the same position as the vol
unteers for whom he is trying to provide, and who ought to be 
included, I think, in the amendment. 

Mr. TURNER. Now, Mr. President, I have just a few more 
words to add. So far as the volunteers who are are affected by 
this amendment are concerned, it is certain that there are not 
over J0,000 of them, and upon the computation that I have made 
it would not require over a million dollars for their payment. A 
confrere sitting by me over here bas made a computation ~s to the 
travel pay of the officers of the e volunteer organizations un <ler 
t his amendment, and he finds that it wou~d require a bout one
third as much for t heir travel pay as will be reqmred for the pay 
of the soldjers so that a million and a half dollars, at the outside, 
would meet this dra1n upon the Treasury, so far as the provisions 
of this amendment create such drain, instead of $7 .000 000, as esti
mated by the Secretary of War and the Pay Department. 

Now, I think these are deseTVing men, and that they ought to 
receive the consideration of the ~enate and the Congress of the 
United States. They are brave, courageous, heroic men, who dared 
all and suffered almost even to death itself in the cause of the1r 
country. In a campaign of six months made over there after their 
terms 9f enlistment had expired, they fought fifty battles and 
marched and countermarched hundreds of m · es under the blaz
ing tropical sun of the Philippine Islands. Some of them have 
told me that during that period they were not permitted for weeks 
to remove their clothing, and that during that time they were 
-µnder the fu-e of the hostile guns of the enemy every day without 
intermission. 1 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a question? 
:Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the Senator if it would 

not be just, if such legislation is adopted, that it should be ex
tended and made general and apply to all soldiers now in the Phil
ippine Islands? They would seem to me to have reason to feel in
jured ·if, when they come to be discharged, they did not fare as 
well as those whom the Sena.tor proposes to provide for. 

Mr. TURNER. I think not, Mr. President, because the spfrit 
and purpose of this amendment is to give this as a bounty or com
pensation to the volunteer Roldiers who remained over there a year 
after their terms of enlistment had expired, serving the country 
when they were entitled to come home. 

Now, Mr. President, when these patriotic young men answered 
the call of their country, they undel'Stood that they were not only 
to be exposed to these dangers and trials and privat10ns and suf· 
ferings, but that they were to be compelled to brave as well the 
perils of the sea. and the dangers of a killing and inhospitable cli· 
mate. Yet they answered the call of their country with alacrity, 
heedless of interrupted business avocations and pursuits, never, 
in many cases, resumed; and notwithstanding the fact that they 
we.re compelled to sunder the ties of tender love and friendship 
which bind and paralyze the energies of men of weaker fiber, they 
went over there, they served their country loyally, and they are 
entitled to the same treatment now when they come back here 
that others who went over there and did not serve the country 
under the same circumstances as they did, who were discharged 
sooner than they were, received at that t ime. 

Mr. President, through all of their arduous service there these 
young, green American boys conducted them..c:elves like trained 
veterans and gathered for American arms imperishable laurels, 
which have elevated American character to the highest pitch in 
the es.timation of the world. Some of them sleep over there in 
unmarked and forgotten graves. - Those of them who returned to 
their homes, when they were finally permitted to return, found 
themselves impaired in health, and many of them, physical 
wrecks from wounds and disease. will be subjected to the shame 
and ignominy of penury and want unless relieved by the generous, 
but just and merited. consideration of a grateful country. 

This amendment which I have prepared and offered. and which I 
I sincerely hope the Senate will be permitted to act on, is simply 
an act of justice toward them. Suppose it does take two or three 
million dollars, or even 87.000,000. as the War Department has 
i·eported, did we not give the Cubans $3,000,000 for a lot of rusty 
old -guns? Did we not as an act of charity appropriate $2,000,000 
for the purpose of building roads and schoolhouses in the island 
of Porto Rico? Are the broken frames and ruined fortnnes of 
10,000 American soldiers who gave all to their country less worthy 
the consideration of this great1 rich, powerful Government? 
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No one will say so. Mr. P1·esident. No one, then, should act so portation in lnnd all the way home. They transport him at their 
as to carry such an affirmation. In behalf of these soldiers I ap- own expense, in their own ship, and in their own car, or they may 
peal to the sense of justice of the Senate, to t}\e generosity of Sena- pay him under the law .of 1813. 
tors. to their_ pride in the achievements of these brave, patrigtic Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me a question? 
citizen soldiers of ours, and I appeal also to their sense of patriot- Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. I ought not .to be talking, because 
ism. They have a patriotic duty to perform as well as the men the amendment has been declared to be out of order. 
who shouldered their mnsketsandshed their blood, and that duty Mr. TELLER. We will talk on the bill then, for just a moment. 
is to recognize and recompense courage and valor and worth in Mr. HAWLEY. Very well, then; I do not care. 
the defenders of our flag in order that those qualities may be found Mr. RAWLINS. To illustrate this situation, there was a light 
again when the flag needs defenders. There will always be found battery from New York, known as the Astor Battery, which went 
a multitude of men among our citizenship to do the great deeds to the Philippines. There was a li_ght battery whiCh went from 
which our future mayraquireof themif theyknowthatu~gI'udg- my own State to the Philippines. The volunteers from my'State 
ing and unstint~d justice wi11 follow them after their toils and went earlier. The Astor Battery was discharged from service in 
privations and sufferings and dangers have gone by. the Philippines, before hostilities began with the Filipinos, on the 

Mr. President, I appeal especially to the distinguished Senator 4th of March. I understand that the members of that battery 
from Connecticut, the chairman of the Military Committee, to drew their travel pay in accordance with the proposition made 
permit this measure of justice to be done to these soldiers. He by the Senator from Washington. The volunteers be~onging to 
was a great soldier in that other day when the country needed the Utah Light Artillery were entitled to their discharge in the 
defenders. Be is one of the few volunteer officers yet left to us Philippines at the time of the ratification of the treaty in the 
who won distinction in that day. We all of us honor him for spring of 1898. They were not so discharged. · They were kept 
what he did then and for his Jong and distinguished and useful in the service virtually under compulsion, ordered into the 
career in civil life since that time. He is an old soldier who un- trenches, fought 50 battles, day and night, hour after hour, for a 
derstands what arduous service is and how inadequate even the period of six months. 
most generous and munificent benevolence is to recompense for If this Government had done to them as it was bound to do ac
such service. I appeal to him as an old soldier to allow this jus- cording to the terms of their enlistment, they would have been 
tice to be done to these young soldiers, as a patriot of 1861 to do discharged in the Philippine Islands and received their travel pay 
justice to these pJLtriots of 18~8, and I shall be very much disap- under the law. The Government now by this obje~tion is seek· 
pointed indeed if he declines to listen to the appeal. ing to take advantage .of its own wrong, compel1ing those men to 

Mr. HAWLEY. :Mr. President, I served about four years; got serve in the Philippine Islands after their terms of enlistment had 
every dollar that was due me, and I have no complaint to make. expired, in order that it may deny to them what was freely ac· 

This amendment I raised a point of order against -because it corded to the Astor Battery, which was discharged before the term 
changes existing law. It is a complete reconstruction of the pay of its enlistment had expired. I say this is an outrage, a wrong 
roll, and general legislation most emphatically. · which no man loving justice, it seems to me, would consciously 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Wash- I be guilty of, whether it cost Sl,000,000 or $5,000,000. 
ington ~ead to the Cha.ir the existing law under which he claims l\lr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President. I think I can clearly show 
this amendment is justified? the reason why the Utah battery was thus treated. South Dakota 

:Mr. TURNER. The law is section 1290 of the Revised Statutes. sent to the Philippines a regiment of a thousand men. They were 
It provides that- the boys from our universir-ies, the young doctors and the young 

When a soldier is discharged from the service (except by way of punish- lawyers of th2 State. A brighter and more capable body of men 
ment for an o!fe~e) he 8hall be allowed tr~nspo~tation and snbsistencefr~m were never gathered together anywhere in the world. They en
~he place of hµ drncharge t? the place of his enlistment, enr?llment, or or1~- listed to fight Spain. They enlisted to free the people of Cuba 
mal muster mto the service. 'l'he Government may furmsh the same m . . . . 
kind; but in case it shall not do so, he shall be allowed travel pay and com- from oppression and wrong. They went to the Ph1hppmes for the 
mutation of snbsiste?ce for such time as may l?e suff!cient for him to travel same purpose. But when the treaty of peace was signed in De
fr?~ the place ?f discharge~ the place of his enli tment, enrollment, or cember they asked for their discharge and it was refused. In 
ong~nal muster mto the service, computed at the rate of one day for every April, after the ratification had been finally exchanged, they again 
20m1les. d d d h . d" h h . f d . 

It would seem to me thatthis might very justly be considered as eman e t eir ~sc .arge, w en 1.t 'Ya~ re use · . 
an amendment within the language of the first clause of Rule I den;i.and~d their discharge, at tne1r 10quest, of the President of 
XVI to the effect that it is made to carry out the provisions of the _Umted ~tates and th~ Secretary of War. but ~y ;request was 
existing law. demed. The-_governor of my State demand:ed ~h.e1r discha.rge and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point that was demed. Yf e ~ere told that any md1v1dual soldier who 
of order chose to ask for bis discharge would be returned. Then hun· 
· Mr. p

0

ETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from dreds of t~ose_solcliers sent in their applications tor discharge. but 
Washington a question. I snould like to know whether this ~hose apphc~t10ns "'.'ere ret~rne~ and refused a~d th~y were kept 
amendment which he offered was not introduced as a separate m that servi~e agami::t their ~Ill; they we_re, .m spite of them· 
bill and referred to the Committee on Mihtarv Affairs. and I would selves, conec~pted and forced mto that f!ervJce m order to compel 
also like to know what has become of the separate bill? them to reenlist. ? . 

Mr. HAWLEY. The separate bill was reported adversely on What furth~r occurred. "\Yhen the regi~ent returned to my 
the 15th of February. State the President of the Umted States ~et its members at Aber-

Mr. TELLER. Why? d~e1! and told t~em that they had s~~t him. wor~ that t~ey were 
Mr. HAWLEY. I can read the report. It is a short report: w11l~ng to remam and that they desued 1'.0 t emam and fi0 ht. He 

· · received no cheer, because what he said to them was untrue. 
Your committee, having had the above-entitled bill under consideration, F. f th b f th · t · - ffi f h 

report the same to the Senate adversely, and recommend that its passage be ive o e oys o at regimen came into my O ce a ter t e 
indefinitely postponed. As the law now e~sts there i8 no discrimmation ba- President had made that statement and told me that the state
tween regular and volunteer soldiers in the payment of travel pay. '!'hough ment was untrue; and one of them, who had been wounded, said 
prior to January l, 1899, a few fioldiers, both regular and volunteer, who had h th d f th p 'd t · h · 1 th t h 
been discharged in the Philippines, were paid full travel allowances from the t at e wor s o e res1 en m1g t unp Y a a man W O 
place of their discharge to that of their enlistment, yet the payment or the asked for his discharge after hostilities COIIlII1enced was a coward; 
refusal of these allowances is not due any soldier as matter of right. but and he said, ''I resent any such imputation; I was in 22 engage
rests in theop"Lion of the Government. 'rhisbeing so, it isur~ed as a further men ts·, I am wounded and cripo_ led for life, and when I applied 
reason for an unfavorable report that the Paymaster-General, Unit.ad l::itates 
Army, estimates that the Government would be under the necessity of dis- for my discharge when my term of service expired, it was not 
bur::-mg more than $7,000,000 to those who would come within the terms of given to me; " and he added, "Any man who intimates that I am 
this bill. a coward under tbo:-e circumstances is not worthy of my respect." 

Mr. TURNER. I understood the committee to report thatit Hundreds of those soldiers havewritten letterstothe same effect. 
woi1ld take too much money. I am r.oming to the quest 'on alluded to by the Senator from 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask whethe.r the commit- Utah [Mr. RAWLINS]. I said yesterday in debate: 
tee were unanimous. Was there any objection in the comrriittee These men reenlisted in the Philippines. and the inducement to get them 
to that report? to reenlist was the proposition to pay them commuted travel pay from 

11-f HAWLEY Tb · d f •t I d t b Manila home. amounting to between ft ve and six hundred dollars apiece, and 
.1ul'. • ere JS no recor 0 l • 0 no rem em er with that bribe and that bonus they got a little over 70 of our boys to reenlist. 

particularly. 1 know it was very easily reported adversely. Mr. SEWELL: If the Senator will allow me, I should like to know what evi-
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- dence he has to sustain the !<tatement he has made. 

tion? Mr. PETTIGREW. I have plenty of letters from the men who enlisted from 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. South Dakota. · 
Mr. TELL.ER. The report says: The Sen.ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] then said: 
Yet the payment or the refusal of these allowances is not due any soldier The Senator makes broad statements here in relation to matters which 

as matter of right, but rests in the option of the Government. are of national importance, when he has no facts to sustain them. 

I should like to ask the Senator how that option was exercised After the debate yest~rday I telegraphed to several of the boys 
where they did make-the payment? in that regiment. I have a telegram in my b~nd from the adjn-

Mr. HAWLEY. They have a right to furnish the soldier trans- tant of the re~iinent, in which he replies to my telegram asking 
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what inducements were offered to secure reenlistment of South bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole for discus-· 
Dakota troops, as follows: sion. , 

DESMET, s. DAK., M.ay 1, woo. Mr. PETTIGREW. J was g-oing to say a moment ago that the 
To Senator PETTIGREW, W...a.shillgton, D. a. Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ScoTTj was before the Senate . . 

Volunteers were given ravel payhume,fivetosixhundreddollars,andnon- Mr. SCOTT. I merely wanted to know what was pendjng. I 
commissioned officers, if they would reenlist. Strong arguments were also asked for information. 
used. - GEO. W. LATTIN. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakcta. 

I barn another telegram, which is as follows: [Mr. P ETTIGREW] has the floor. 
Sioux FALLS s. DAK., May 1. Mr. PETTIGREW. The law probably is plain enough; but 

Senator R. F. PETTIGREW, Washington, D. a. what I complain of is that the Astor Battery, Jor instance, who 
Private soldiers were offered an amotl\lt approximating !500 if they would were discharged before they wanted to compel these men to reen-

reenlist tor the war or until July l , 1001. list, were given commuted pay. ~omebody had the power to do 
Arthur Swenson, sergeant; Eug-ene L. Parker, private; Milton it, and the men composing that battery were sent home and re

Crandall, musician; Elwin L. Hawkins, second lieutenant; ceived this bonus. After that, when the fig-_hting commenced, 
C'arl Roman. artisan; A. J. Groves, sergeant-major: Cha.<1. ~. 
Ward, corporal; John Johnson, private; w. s. Doolittle, first and the Administration wanted to compel our volunteers to stay 
lieatenant. and fight against their wi11 iri r. dishonorable cause, they con-

I also have a telegram from Sioux Falls, dated May 1, as follows: ceh'ed t he idea of compelling them to reenlist or depriving them 
sroux FALLS, s. DAK., M ay 1, 1900. of this bonus. That is what I am getting at. The law is p!ain 

Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, WaRhington, D. c. . _ enoagh. '].'hey could have discharged these men at Manila and 
We. as privates, were offered by General Otis about $44-0 travel pay, two allowed them travel pay, as they dtd with 1.he men who agreed to 

months' extra salary, and clothing. amounting altogether to more than five reenlist: but they wonld not do it where they would not reenlist. 
hundred, as inducements to reenlist. We emphatically declined. · This amendment simply gives those men who did come home, and 

SERGT. R. F. LUCY. who had been fight ing for five or six months after their time had 
The facts of the matter a.re exactly these: These soldiers-- expired, the same pay as the men who were induced to reenlist 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator. were these men discharged at by this bonus. That is all there is to it; and there is no getting 

the expiration of their terms of enlistment? · around it. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. They were discharged at the expiration of The Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] com.plains of the treat-

their terms and came home with the regiment. ment of the battery from his State. The men composing that 
Tbe facts of the matter are exaCtly these: These soldiers were battery were punished for what? For staying iu the Philippines 

offered this bonus of $7>00 if they would reenlist, and were told and fighting: and the New York battery was rewarded by giving 
that if they did not reenlist they would be sent home on a trans- them just what is now asked for the men of the Utah battery; but 
port and deprived of the bonus. the Committee on Military Affairs reports the bill unfavo1·ably, 

Mr. FORAKER. T.q.e Senator says this was offered them as a and the chairman of that committee nowma.kesthepoint oforder 
bonus. Is it not true that if they were mustered out in the Philip- against the amendment. · 
pine Islands they were given all they were entitled to under the - Mr. NELSON. Mr. President. if the Senator from South Da
law? They were entitled to be mustered out there, and it was at kota had been a little older, if he bad been old enough to have 
their option whether they should be mustered out there or be been a so1dier in the war of the rebellion and had bad a little of 
brought home to be mustered out; and they were entitled to travel the experience some of the old soldiers had in that war, he would 
pay and all these allowances. If they were to reenlist they would not have been guilty of making the remarks which he has made 
certainly elect to be mustered out there. in the hearing of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But the choice of whether they would be Duringthatwar, afteroursoldiershadservedfaithfully for three 
mustered out there or not was not left to them unless thev would years, the Government felt that their services were more valuable 
reenlist. That is the trouble. They were simply told,'· We will than would be the services of fresh men-mere recruits-and in 
muster you out here and give you this commuted pay if you will order to induce those veterans to reenlist the Government, in 1863 
reenlist; but if you will not, we will send you back to San Fran- and 1864, as an inducement for them to reenlist, gave them a vet
cisco;" and they were taken back to San Francisco and there dis- eran's bounty of 5300, two months' furloagh, and transportation 
charged. This amendment simply gives these men the pay they home. Mr. President, there was no sold ter or loyal citizen in 
would have been entitled to if mustered out there. I those days who complained of that act and who tortured it into a 
· Mr. FORAKER. It was the right, was it not, of the Govern- wrong or an act of injustice. 
ment, undn the law as it then stood. to either muster the sol- Now, what are the facts in this case? Our troopsweretbere at 
aiers out there and alltiw them travel pay and the other allow- Manila; their term of enlistment wa.s expiring; we needed soldiers 
ances mentioned, or else to bring them home and give them to take their places over there: the sold~ ers who were there were 
transportation in kind? So the Government was not enforcing more valuable than mere recruits at home by the fact that they 
anything against them, but only exercising its own right. had had the training and experience of soldiers and because of the 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The law does not say,as the Senator from savingoftimeandcostof transportation. Underthesecond1tions 
Colorido says, who had the option. What officer of the United was there anything wrong in the Government saying to those 
States had the right under any law that anybody can cite to say trained so1diers, "lf you stay and reenlist, we will give you as a 
to those men. "lf you will reenlist, we will give you this bonus; bounty all that you wou]d be allowed for transportation and sub
and if you do not, we will send yon home in a transport?" sistence to your homes; but you are not obliged to reenlist on these 

M1·. PROCTOR. The Senator will not claim that the Govern- terms." 
ment had not the option to furnish those returning soldiers sub- If you do not reenlist the Government wm either furnish you 
sistence or traneportation in k1nd, I suppose? transportation and subsistence home or make you the statutory 
- Mr. PETTIGH.EW. Certainly not . allowance therefor. The Government has always had such an 
. Mr. PROCTOR. ThA law especially says that the Government option: it had it during the war of the rebellion, and during the 

may furnish the same in kind. Spanish war. It had the option either to let the soldier pay his 
' Mr. FORAKER. Yes. own transportation and subsistence and receive the allowance for 

Mr. PROCTOR. But in case it shall not do so, they shall be it. or to furnish him with transportation and sub~istence. This 
allowed commutPd travel pay. offer of transportation and subs stence allowance for veteranizing 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator kindly give the sections of was merely a bounty, under the circumstances of advantage to 
the Revised Statutes? both the soldier and the Government . 

.Mr. PROCTOR. The proviElion will be found in two sectionB, Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 
one applying to the officers and one applying to the men-sections Mr. NELSON. I will yield in a moment. 
1289 and 1290 of the Revised Statutes. I remember very well when I was discharged at bforganzas Bend, 

Mr. FORAKER. Jam obliged to the Senator from Vermont for La., in 186-!. I came home on my own account at my own ex
calling attention to the statutes. It is my understanding that pense and received my allowance for transportation and subsist
such was.the law, and that the Government has the right under ence; but the Government could have furnished me transporta
the law to either muster nhe soldiers out there and allow travel tion and subsistence, and if it had I should not have had my al
pay, etc .. or to send them hoine; that is, to give them transporta- lowance. 
tion in kind. The Government, to secure reenlistments in the Philippines, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I clearly understand the law. did in substance the same by way of offering bounty as in the 
Mr. SL OTT. I ask the Presiding Officer what is before the Sen- days of the rebellion. None of the veterans of the war of the re

ate at t he present time? I understand that a point of order had belllon complained of this system, nor did any of their uncles or 
been m::i de. and that the President pro tempore had sustained the aunts or nephews complain as in these modern days; and I have 
pomt of order. I want to know what is before the Senate? never heard until to-day any complaint of this bounty offer in re-

.Mr. PETTIGREW. I will answer the Senator that- spect to reenlistments in the Philippine Islands. Certainly no 
The PRESlDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the qhair). soldiers are complaining. 

The Chair will state to the Senator from West Virginia that the - I have a higher opinion than has the Senator of the young men 
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of South Dakota who enlisted in the service of our eountry in the 
Spanish war. I know they were more patriotic and had a bigher 
love for their country than the Senator from South Dakota ac
cords to them in his remarks. If those soldiers could be here and 
hear the remarks the Senator has made they would all resent and 
r epudiate this attack upon their patriotism and their loyalty. No 
man can secure the favor or approval of real soldiers by such as
saults. There was not a real soldier either in the war of the 
rehellion or in the recent war with Spain who would take any 
comfort from or who would approve any such remarks as have 
been uttered by the Senator from South Dakota this afternoon. 

Mr. RA WLIN:.:>. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from i\linnesota a question. 

Mr. NELSON. I will amwer your question. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I want to ask this que tion of the Senator: I 

ask if, during the civil war, where the term of the enlistment of 
a volunteer had expired in any instance the Government re
quired his services, say, six months longer without giving him the 
option of either going home or taking advantage of or receiving 
the bounty of which the Senator has spoken? · 

Mr. NELSON. lean speakfrom my own experience. !served 
some forty days over my time without geWng permission to leave 
sooner and without getting a bounty. It never occurred to me 
that the Government was tyrannical. When the Government 
got ready to discharge me and allow me to go home, I left; and it 
never occurred to me that I had been badly treated, or that the 
Government was a bad Government because I served overtime. 

I could have veteranized and received my $DUO bounty and two 
months' furlough, but not having done so I had no claims to the 
bounty. It was a matter of frequent occurrence for soldiers to 
serve overtime, more or less. during the civil war, and neither sol
dier nor citizen cursed the Government therefor. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The question I asked the Senator was not 
whether he voluntarily continued in the service-he had a right 
to do that, of course-but where the privilege was given to a vol
unteer, after his term of enlistment had expired, of volunteering 
again for s1x months, say, with a bounty of 6300, oi: to take his 
discharge, if the soldier should elect to take his discharge and not 
receive the bounty, does the Senator know of any inst.a.nee in 
which the Government or those in command of the Army retained 
a soldier against his will? 

Mr. NELSON. If the emergency-the necessity-existed, sol
diers were often retained after their term of enlistment expired 
against their will. 

There were repeated instances where our soldiers served beyond 
their term of enlistment. I know in the seige of Port Hudson, 
La., in the bloody charge of the 14th of June, there were a num
ber of nine months' regiments from New England who were in 
that charge whose term of service had expired. and yet there was 
not one of those New England boys who refused to go into battle 
and fight for their country, although their time had expired. Our 
soldiers at Manila were possessed of the same patriotic spirit, and 
would never have deserted their colors in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the other day while we 
were discussing the amendment to the Alaska bill an opportunity 
was offered to the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. NELSON] to eulo
gize the Scandinavian race, and to tell us what wonderful deeds 
they had performed under Gustavus Adolphus, and he also in
formed us that he was a Scandinavian. To-day, in the discussion 
of an amendment to the Army appropriation bill, the Senator 
finds an opportunity to inform the country that he was a soldier 
in the civil war, and was exceedingly brave and fearless. I am 
very glad this opportunity has been offered to the Senator to get 
into the RECORD. 

The attack of the 8enator upon the South Dakota boys because 
they wanted to return would be resented by them if be lived where 
they could get at him; but as he does not, I suppose they will 
content themselves with taking it out in .an opinion in. regard to 
his sample of bravery. 

I ask the Secretary to read a letter from Captain Lattin, of the 
South Dakota regiment. upon this subject. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
DE S.MET, S. DAK.1 January 30, 1900. 

DEAR SIR: I had supposed, now that the volunteer were home, that the 
question of woother they were held against their will in service in the Phil
ippines or not was settled beyond any question. No one who was there will 
dispute the fact t.hat the volunteers were ready and anxious t.o come home 
as soon as the war with Spain was over. They did not expect to be held for 
garrison purposes and supposed that they were to be returned home at once, 
or at leastas soonas regulars could be brought over totaketheir pfaee. Any
one who says that the rank and file of the volunteers wa..nted to stay and .fight 
the natives is uttering a fa.lsehood. and he must be an extremely bold liar in 
the matter in view of the well-known facts so easily proven by the volunteers 
theinSP.lves. We received an ordel' at one time to take a vote on this question 
in the South Dakota. regiment, but the order was eonntel'manded before the 
vote was taken. It was well understood that this order was countermanded 
because those regiments that had voted were almost to a man in favor of re
turning home at once. 

The vote was not what the commanding officer wanted and so it was snp- , 

preiosed Afterwards, when a letter that had been sent out from thH War 
Department at Washington sayingthatthe volunteers who wanted tneir dis
charges could get them by applying through the regular channels reached us 
a considerable number of the men made out avplications for discharge; but 
these applications were stopped by the officers m command, not\vithstanding 
the law said that they must be indorsed and forwarded unmediately. It was 
under such circumstances as these that letters and petitions were ent home 
to the governors of States, members of Congress, and ome of them directly 
to the President him elf, as il: ing that the volunteer might be ent homo ac
cording to the law under which they had en listed and as the Government had 
already promised the people at home should be done. · 

The volun~rs did all thf!ot they had enl~ted to do willingly. They did 
m~ro. Th~y did an that thell' couut;:t·y reqmred of thei;n,and tllt3y did itnot
Wlthstandmg the fact that they considered the war a.garnst the natives of the 
Philippines both unneeessary and upjust. That they rendered obedience to 
their cou.nt~y under these circumstances is the greater ;rn:oof of their loyalty 
and patriotism. The attempt on the part of the Admlillstration, wbo com
manded them to do this work, to claim that because they obeyed their orders 
~a.consented to and approved that work is political chicanery of the worst 

. It is probable that no reoor~s hav~ been preserved of these things, but it 
IS not too late to get the unwritten history from the actors themselves. 

Very respectfully. 
GEO. W. LATTIN, 

Late Captain, First South Dakota Volunteer Infantry. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, Washington,D. C. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer a letter, which I ask to have 
the Secretary read, on the same subject, from another officer of 
the same regiment. 

The PRE:.:>IDlNG OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

W A.TERTOWN, S. Dak., January f4, 1900. 
DEAR Sm: Yours of the 20th instant, requesting information as to the de

sire of the volunteers to return home and the reason for their being turned 
down, at hand. 

To be exact in answering your question it would be necessary fo:r me to 
look over the regimental and company records now in the hands o~ the 
Adjutant-~neral at Washington; but perhaps I can refer yon to these rec
ords in such a way as to permit of your securing the same with but little 
trouble. 

The first effort made by the men of our regiment to secure the discharge 
was about the first of the year 1899. The officers of Colonel t5tover 's battalion 
(the first) were instructed by him to notify their men that under certain 
orders of the War Department (I have forgotten the number) the men could 
apply for a discharge, giving their reasons, and that the said orders required 
~he applications to be forwarded to the Ad~utant-General's Office, whether 
mdorsements were favorable or not. A notice of the men's privilege in this 
matter was also posted :in the men's quarters by Colonel Stover. As a result 
upward of 40 men of my company (H) applied for a. dischar~ for reasons 
stated (see letters sent, book Company H)il and other compames of this bat
talion made a similar showing. The day fo owing the matter came under the 
observation of Golonel Frost, and he reprimanded Colonel Stover for his ac
tion, at the same time instructing the company commanders of the regiment 
to counsel the men to withdraw these applications. As a. result these appli
cations were withdrawn, as the books will show, with the exception (in 
my company) of two men. These two refused to withdraw their applica
tions, and they were supposed to have gone through channels as a test case. 
If my memory serves me correctly, one of these was M. G. Rowen, wagoner 
of my company, who was killed :in action at Pulilan. April 24,, 1 99. I could 
ten by the records. His widow now lives in Watertown. This application 
may be followed fi'om my company letters received or letters sent, then to 
the regimental letters received and letters sent. and so on np through bri
gade, division, and corps headquarters to the Adjutant-General's Office, if it 
was handled according to the War Department order referred to. 

The second time the men would have formally expr · d themselrns ou 
the matter of th~ discharge, if given the opportunity, was about March 1, l 99, 
a.fter they had taken the line of blockhouses, while waiting for the advance on 
Malolos, then occupying the line around t.he city. :My own part in the mat
ter probably serves for the whole regiment. About that time Colonel Frost 
orally informP.d. me that General Otis expected to take a poll of the volun
teers for the purpose of ascertaining how many of them would be willing to 
remain if given their discharge::J and an opportunity to reenlist. receiving 
full travel pay to their homes upon reenlisting. He said for me to informally 
l)Ut the matter to my company and let him know how the men felt. This I 
did and found that not a man of my company was willing to remain, and so 
reported to Colonel Frost. Further than this the men were not given ~n op
portunity to express themselves, as the matter was not again pre ented to 
them. The other companies of the regiment and, in fact, of other regiments 
e:x:pre sed themselves in the same way. 

Again, after the regiment reached San Fernando, with no apparent hope 
of being relieved from the firing line. fou.· rteen men of my company (all that 
were on duty at the time) applied, through channels, for their discharge, giv
ing as their reason that the purposes for whlch they had enlisted, viz, to engage 
:in the war with Spain, had been accomplished. These letters ar~ e. matter of 
record, and may be fouud in my company letters- ent book, dated oma time 
in May. In fact, the identical letters may be found in the documents of the 
company turned in to the must.ering officer at the time of muster out. 
They were forwarded by me to regb:nental headquarters approved. They 
were returned from re~mental headquarters and contained an indorsement 
from the colonel reading something like this: "Under instructions from 
corps headquarters, applications of this nature are not to be forwarded for 
the reason this regiment will be returned to the United tates for mnster 
out shortly.'' This is the nature of the indorsement. but it was in direct 
violation of the order first referred to from the War Department. 

The regiment continued to do duty at San Fernan.do and on the line 
around the city for more than two months after these applications were 
made, notwithstanding there were less than 300 men in the entire regiment 
for duty, and that a board of doctors appointed by General Otis especially 
for the examination of the South Dakota 1-egiment, as his reports must 
show, found less than 10 per cent of those remaining on duty with pulse and 
temperature normal I am not positive just what the report was, but am 
sure it was less than 10 per cent.-

This is the information you have requested, as near as I can give it with
out access to the records. I give it without any prejudice against the Presi
dent, as it was antl still is my belief that Otis. and not he, was at f :ult for the 
ill-treatment of the Volunteers. While I knew nothing of official re-ports 
sent in by Otis.. I did know, as every other officer and soldier on the island 
knew1 that his "uno:ffieial" reports, as given to the -public through the press. 
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were grossly false and misleading from long before the inception of hostili
ties until at least our departure from th~ island. 

I can only say thanks for the compliment you pay the regiment, and that 
the boys have always appreciated what you have done for them. 

Very truly, yours, 
C. H. ENGLESBY. 

Hon.R.F.PETTIGREW, 
Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President--
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator in a. moment. 
Mr. Presid~nt, the Jetter which has just been read, I believe, is 

from a gentleman who was either a captain or a first lieutenant 
in the same regiment. .My opinion is that he was a captain; but 
his rank is not given. I know he has always been a Republican 
in politics in the State of South Dakota. • 

I will now yield to the Senator from Washington for a. ques
tion, though I am not through. 

Mr. TURNER. I merely wanted to make a remark, and will 
wait until the Senator concludes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask to have a letter read from one 
of the first sergeants of the same regiment on this same question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection; the letter 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
RAPID CITY, S. DAK., March SO, 1900. 

MY DEAR SEN.A.TOR: You can in some way use the lit tle information I may 
be able to give regarding· the mista ken idea of our Chief Executive in rela
tion to the return of the First South Dakota United States Volunteers. Many 
a time I wished since 1 came home that I had gone to Aberdeen, w here the 
President welcomed the regiment, to have been present when he made cer
tain statements in connection with the great patriotism of the First South 
Dakota Regiment, in so far as they were willing to st~y on the islands after 
their time had expired. I would liked to have asked him who the d-d fool 
was that sent such a lie. I think the Administration would put the old 
granny of General Otis in a bad bole if it should demand an investigation. 
Now t-0 the point. _ Not long after General Order 4{J or 41 (I can ' t say which) 
was out there was some talk that anyone who demanded his discharge could 
obtain the sa-me by applying at the proper place and have his request put 
forward through the proper military channels. 

The talk got so common that the officers got scared for fe~ they ~onld 
lose their jobs. and the order was kept from us tor a long t~e . . Fmally 
Lieut. Col. Lee Stover wanted to go home, and made the boys beheve that he 
could obtain their discharge if they so desired. Nearly the whole of the 
First Battalion put in their application. and all were rejected. I heard after
wardR that they never went further than the colonel (Colonel Frost). I had 
talked with Regulars who enlisted during the war, and were considered the 
same as we were, and they told me that their applications were all suppressed 
in the same manner. I made an application to the captain of our company, 
and told him I could not afford to do garrison duty in the Philippine Islands 
at the soldiers' pay. but he would not consent, and the matter dropped. This 
was some time m December, 1898, l think. Major Howard. commander of the 
Second Battalion, came around to our qua.rtdrs one day and <'ailed out the 
four companies. D, M, F , and E, and told us a lot of bosh, which we were not 
allowed to contradict. as we were soldiers. He told us that we should not 
get such ideas into our heads that we could get home before our two years 
were up, and we s];!ould not show any cold feet a~ this_ stage of the · gam.e. 
~,ine talk to men wuling to work at home, and gettmg la per month, and m 
the Tropics, living off rations intended for the ~ondike or some ~ther place. 
Well, we were soldiers, and could not do otherWlSe than obey; and after that 
time we never had an opportunity to hear about our chances of going home 
until about the 4th of August, 1899. · • 

The South Dakota regiment was held over their time of enlistment against 
the consent of the enlisted men; and when I heard about McKinley malting 
the remark at Aberdeen tlmt the regiment was held overtheir time of enlist
ment against all law and ruling , he opened the eyes of many South Dakota 
Volunteers. I always contended that our time was up when the treaty of 
peace with Spain was made, and so did all the men in the First South J?akota 
Regiment, and all were eager to return. ··Why should they not be anxious to 
leave the country when they did not sympathize with the work they were 
doing? 

The boys of the First South Dakota Infantry must have felt pretty cheap 
on hearing the President tell them such stuff, when he knew all the time why 
the regiment staved on the islands. 

We could scarcely get the news from the United States because they would 
censor our ma.il ana take out all political news. I had some San Francisco 
papers sent to me, and all I got wa.s the advertisements. The boys wanted 
to know how things would turn, and I always told them to watch the de
mands of the trust in the United States and they could outline the policy of 
the Administration; but when we could get no more news, we ,iust guesse.1 . 
I r eceived a letter from you in the Pbilippfae Islands, and told the boys what 
you said in regard to our time, and all were pleased to hear that they had 
some one who tried to have them sent home when their time was up. 

You can safely deny the falsehood .of the President and count on the First 
South Dakota Volunteers to substantiatd' you in your remarks. 

- Yours, truly, 
HENRY F. SPETHMAN, 

Formerly First Se1·geant Company M, First Sou th Dakota Volunteers. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That soldier stayed through until the regi
ment was discharged, and he was one of the bravest men in the 
regiment. I now submit a Jetter, and ask to have it read, from 
another soldier of this rE\giment. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withoutobjection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK., March S5, 1900. 

Sm: Yours of the 22d instant at band. Am very much obliged at your ef
forts in my behalf. In regards to the President·s address here, I will give 
the part r eferred to as near as possible. 

During his address he referred to the regiment: 
"I am glad to be in the State which sent such gallant men to the front, 

the men who so gallantly refused to return home after their term of enlist-
ment had expired." -
· Or words to that effect. 

_ How ridiculous it sounded to us, you can realize~ as man after man applied 
for his discharge and never heard from it. Petitions were framed and signed, 
and it did no good; and not until one regiment were worn out. unfitted for any 
service whatsoever, were they sent home, and then it was owing to Governor 
Lee's and yonrself's earnest efforts. 

Hoping this statement may be what you desire, I am, yours, respectfnHy, 
EDWIN E.HAWKINS. 

P. S.-Any time I can be of any service to the cause, would gladly do so. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What cause? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. This soldier was sent home and not dis

charged, and therefore was denied travel pay, even the travel pay 
which the regiment got from San Francisco. He was denied the 
two months' extra pay also. As he is still weak, and an invalid 
to a certain extent, and unable to do manual labor, he took the 
civil-service examination in order to go into the civil service, and 
he failed because of physical disability. His case would be 
reached by the passage of this amendment, and yet it is denied. 

I now ask to have another letter from another one of these sol
diers read. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator from South Dakota per
mit me to intenupt him? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to have the concluding sen

tence of the last letter reread. I do not know that I caught it 
accurately. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am perfectly willing that it shall be re
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Hoping this statement may be what you desire, I am, _ 

Yours, respectfully, 
EDWIN E. HAWKINS. 

P. S.-Any time I can be of any service to the cause, would gladly do so. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Since the Senator seems to be anxious 

about that statement, I will state the facts in regard to it. 
Mr. SPOONER. What cause does he refer to'r 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think he refers to the cause of turning 

out the present Administration and putting in an horn~st one, and 
I am of that opinion because he was a Republican before he went 
to the Philippines, and he has become a Populist since he came 
home or while he was there. 

.Mr. SPOONER. Was his head affected in Manila? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not think his head was. ms body 

was. But there have been influences that have affected the heads 
of a good many people who went to the Philippine Islands, and 
there are several hundred of them, I understand, in the asylum at 
St. Elizabeth as the result of that service. More men have gone 
insane in that service--

Mr. SPOONER. Have any of them become Populists? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know. I presume the Senator 

will look after them when the election comes around. More men 
have become insane in the Philippine Islands than in any other 
service any army of the United States ever engaged in, and nearly 
a hundred suicides have occurred. There were less insanity, less 
desertion, less suicides among the volunteers than the regulars. 
That applies to the office1·s as well as the men. At least so I am 
credibly informed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
SIN.AI, S. DAK., March ! 5, 1900. 

DE.AR Sm: In reply to yours of the 20th instant, I will say that while the 
First Reryiment South Dakota Infantry were in the Philippines they were 
never asked w.hether they wanted to go home or stay, neither when the 
Spanish war was concluded nor afterwards; at least I was not. and I was witb 
the regiment until I was wounded the 25th of April, 1899, and was with the regi· 
ment awhile in June again. If any such a question was asked of the regi
ment, it did not get any further than the colonel I am not prepared to state 
whether the men would have decided to go home or stay, but I think, in fact 
I am sure of it, from the expression that I heard, that the majority of the 
men would have decided to go home, not because they were cowards-their 
records show they were not-but becau e they did not believe t ba t the war was 
a righteous one. We would have stayed and fou~ht the Spaniards till bell 
froze over, but we did not like to fight the Philil?pine insurgents. because 
they fought for the same thing that we professed to fight for, namely, Liberty. 
Oh, how many crimes are committed in thy name! 

I remain, sir, respectfully yours, 
C. L. UFYHRE, 

Formerly Corporal, Company E, First 80t£th Dak-0ta Infantry. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. f ask to have the Secretary read extracts 
from different letters of different dates on the s me subject writ
ten by soldiers while they were in the Philippines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Sacra. 
tary will read as requested. · 

The Secretary read as follows: 
[Extracts from letters addressed to Senator PETTIGREW.] 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE IsLil"DS, October £5, 1898. 
Some weeks ago I wrote you, asking rou to look after my interests in case 

our rej?iment is transferred to the regular service, I at that time having had 
a desire to go into that service. Upon further consideration of the matter, I 
have decided to withdraw this reqnest, as I now understand such action 
would mea.n a.n indefinite stay in the Philippines, a.nd I could not be induced 
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to remain here longer than is absolutely necessary. The men, too, are very 
anxious to be returned home, and I am sure that but a very small ner cent 
of them would enter the Regular Army to remain here. 

C. H. ENGLESBY, 
Captain, First South Dakota In,f antry. 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE lSLANDS, November 3, 1898. 
I desire to obtain my discharge from the United States Army. I would 

consider it a very great favor if you would use your influence in obtaining 
my discharge, that I may be able to avail myself of opportunities that present 
themselves to me ~..s a physician. 

HARRY F. THOMPSON, 
Hosvital Corps, First S01lth Dakota Infantry. 

relieved me of command. Going to Colonel Frost, be gets these applications 
and locks ~hem up in the company field desk, whert'I they are being held. 

HORACE C. BATES, 
Second Lieutenant, First ~out/~ Dakota Infantry. 

SAN FERNANDO, PIIILIPPINR ISLANDS, May 31, 1899. 
I wish to congratulate you myself and in behalf of Company !! for the 

1?reat step you have taken trying to g€'t our regiment returned home. It is 
the wish of every man in our company, and your heart is in the right place. 
All join hands in thanking you agalll. 

. FRANK MUNGER, 
Sergeant, Company H, First South D:ikota Infantry. 

I . W ATERTO~N, S. DAK., Januar1J 14, 19£?0. 
MANILA, PHILIPPI~ ISLANDS, November ! 7, 1898. I It hn.s been officially said b:y- the President and others in authority that the 

Over 90 per cent of the boys have but one wish _in life now, and that is to •olunt(!~rs voluntarily remamed in the Philippines after the purpose for 
go borne. I speak advisedly when I give you that percenta_g:e. and I really which they enlisted had been accomplished, and af ter they were legally en
think that not 20 of the enlisted men. of the regiment could be induced to titled to their discharge they -patriotically continued in the service of their 
stay here if they had a chance to go home. country until a new army could ba sent to replace them. As a matter of 

LEE STOVER, fact, 90 per cent of tho volunteers would have demanded their discharge if 
Lieutenant-Colonel First Sourh Dakota Infantry. given the opportunity when their term of service. -bad expired, and an in-

formal expression of the men of our regiment was to that effect; but an order 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, Novembe1· ~7. 1898. 
There is not a man in the regiment who is not anxious to return home, 

now that there is practically no reason for their remaining, excepting a few 
officers, and I am sure yon would rereive the everlastin~ gratitude and 
friendship of the First South Dakota if you would use yourmfluenceto havo 
them returned home as soon as possible. 

A. H . BOWMAN, 
Captain and Surgeon, First South Dakota.Infantl'y. 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE IsLANDS, December 14, 1898. 
After being in charge of the ho3pital at Cavite for the past three months, 

I am now back with the r egiment. I find many of the boys homesick and at 
least 90 per cent of them want to go home. If you can do anything to bring 
about this result. you will have the lasting thanks of this9011ercent. lwrite 
this because I believe yon should know how things ~tand. 

. R. C. WARNE, 
Major an.d Sui·geon First South Dakota Inf an try. 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE IsLA.NDS, December f!8, 1898. 
The eentiment in this regiment, as probably in all volunteer regiments. 

bas undt>rgone no changes. ·when we were in San .Franci co. we were all 
anxious to get to the Philippines. Now that we are hexe, we are all thor
oughly disillusioned and are as anxiou~ to get home as we ever w~re to get 
away. I am perfectlf satisfied to remam here, ~u~ I know. the reglDlent too 
well to be ignorant o the fact that every man m it, practically, wants to go 
home as soon as possible. 

JONAS LIEN, 
Adjutant, First South Dakota Jr,f antry. 

MANlLA, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, Janumy~5, 1899. 
· Ninety per cent of this regiment wants to be mustered out. I beg you to 
use your influence to get us home. 

· R.J.MOES, 
Company H, First South Dakota lnfantnJ. 

MANILA, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, Janum·y 26, 1899. 
We ask your influence and aid in effecting our return to our homes and to 

the more lucrative avocations which we abandoned at the call of our coun-
try's need. '' · 

- HUGH D. McCOSHAM, 
Company H, First $outh Dakota Infantry. 

MA1'-i-LA., Febrnary 6, 1899. 
I took occasion late the ni~ht I saw your letter to tell the boys of the dif

ferent companies, a<J I was making my round as field officer of the day , of the 
welcome news in your letter, and if you could have seen those boy.,;' faces 
and beard the heartfelt expre3Sions of joy at the immediate prospect of 
their release from this life. you would say, as I do. that not 90 per cent, but 
99 per cent of the enlisted men want to be returned home. 

LEE STOVER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel First South Dakota Infanti-y. 

MANILA, PHILIPPD'E ISLANDS, March 16, 1899. 
The regiment, almost to a man. will refuse to reenlist under the new Army 

bill, and r want you to keep things moving to get us out as soon as it can be 
done. 

LEE STOVER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel_First South Dakota Infantry. 

MANTLA, PHILIPPINE lSLil"DS, Ap1iZ 9, 1899. 
I dare say that it is the desire of e>ery enlisted man in our r egiment to go 

home as soon as possible. 
GUYE. KELLY, 

Compan1J H, First Sottth Dakota Infantr1J. 

• . SAN FERNANDO, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, May~7, 1899. 
The boys all want to come home, excepting 6 who wish to enlist in the 

Regular Army and 15 who wish to be mustered out here for the purpose C'f 
prospecting or of going into busine.ss. .Many of the ~e.n have attempted 
to apply for t heir retnrn home and discharge through m1btary channels, but. 
Colonel Frost has held them up. · 

R.C. WARNE, 
Major and Surgeon F irst South Dakota Infantry. 

SAN FERNANDO, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, ~May 28, 1899. 
On the 21st of this month I received 46 applications for dischar~e f;-om 

members of Company I, First South Dakota Infantry. These appucations 
were forwarded, approved by me, but the next day Lien tenant McClelland 

came from General Otis informin~ regimental commanders that application;; 
for discharge because of expiration of service would not be entert.ained at 
headquarters, and the order instructed regimental commanders not to for
ward such applications. As a result of this order H applications from the. 
men of my company were returned to me from regimental hetldquarters 
with an indorsement setting forth the order~ from corps headquarters, and 
applications from other companies of tb.e r egiment were similarly treated. 
Tb.is order of General Otis was in direct violation of orders from the War 
Department. 

C. H. ENGLESBY, 
Late Captain Compan11 H, Fil'st South Dakota Infantr11. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I also have some extracts from letters 
written to the governor of South Dakota and extracts from let
ters published in the papers of South Dakota on the s:J.me subject, 
and I ask that tbey may be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are they of the same tone and character? 
Mr. PETTrGREW. Yes. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Might they not be profitably omitted? -
Mr. PROCTOR. ·Let them be printej in the RECORD. 
Mr. PETTIG-REW. There are but few 6f them. It will take 

but a few moments. 
Mr. TELLER. I shall object to anything being put in the 

RECORD without being read. We do not know what it is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre

tary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read a8 follows: 

SAN FERNANDO, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, May ft!, 1})99. 
To T. H. AYERS, Private Secretary to Governor Lee. 

I have to-day mailed a petition from my company to Governor Lee, up
hold:ng the action be has taken in regard to our regiment being held here 
against its will. 

D. E. CALLERAN, ' 
First South Dakota Infantry. 

•ro THE ALEXANDRIA (S. DAK.) HERALD: 
MANILA, May 8, 1899. 

To say that we want to go home is putting it far too mild; and to say that 
we have done our share is not half enough. 

J AS. il. LEE, 
First South Dakota Infant171. 

[Extracts from letters to Governor Lee, of South Dakota.] 
SAN ~"RR~ANDO, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 1l1ay 19, 1899. 

The bovs all want to come home now. The boys are signing applications 
for their discharge and will send them direct to the United States. They 
have been misrepresented at corps headquarters here by some one. General 
Otis says our regiment wants to stay in the service. This is false. 

· R. C. WARNE, 
Jfajo1· and Surgeon First South Dakota Infantry. 

SAN FERNANDO, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, May SO, 1899. 
A daily effort is being made by Colonel Frost to detain our boys here as 

long as possible. N cne of the boys have succeeded in getting their applica
tions for discharge to the Adjutant-General yet. 

• • R. C. WARNE, 
Major ana Surgeon First Sotith Dakota Inf anfr11. 

SAN FER~ANDO, PHU.TPPINE IsLANDS, June 8, 1899. 
Allow me, as a member of the South Dakota regiment, to congratulate, 

and at the same time thank, you for your earnest efforts to have the regi· 
ment returned. We contend that our obligations to the United States ceased 
with the ratification of peace and that we were then entitled to honorable 
dic;charge. Onr boys, contrary to reports of General Otis and other officers, 
as we!l as certain newsoapers, have expressed their desire to retire from the 
Rervice, and the enlisted men without exception want to be mustered out n~ 
::ioon a 3 possible. 

CLYDE W . ALLEN, 
Principal llfitsician First South Dakota Infantry. 

[Extracts from soldiers' letters published in newspapers.] 
MALOLO~ , April 8. 

FLANDREAU HERALD: 
I do not believe there is a people anywhere livin1?in a tropical climate who 

are more intelligent and industrious than the Filipinos, and it almost breaks 
our hearts that we have to fight them. I was over and had a chat with some 
Nebraska lads last night. Lots of them say they will not go another step if 
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they are t>rdered to advance. They enlisted for a better purpose than to be 
used as murdering tools. 

HOWARD DBMOCRAT: 

PRIV A.TE CLARK, 
First South Dakota Infantrg. 

MANILA, June 8. 

· I hope they will let us to go home when the regulars get here, but I har!!ly 
think we will leave here for some time. 

ARMOUR HERALD: 

DICK MILLS, 
First South Dakota lnfant111. 

How long it will be before things are quiet it is bard to tell. Maybe not 
for months yet. We, like the niggers, want to play quits, too. 

OTTO .ROSS, 
First South Dalcota Infantry. 

IPSWICH DEMOCRAT: 
All we want now is our discharges and home. When they will come is a 

ridci'.c none of us can guess. 

L.AKE PRESTON TIMES: 

FRED MITCHELL, 
Ffrst South Dakota Infantry. 

MALOLOS, May 1. 

There is no doubt the volunteers are imposed upC\n, for there are regulars 
here who have seen little or no fighting at all. I do not think General Otis 
can keep the volunteers here much longer. 

• .TNO. B. MAY, 
First South Dakota Infantry. 

CALUMPIT, May 4. 
DE SM.h'T NEWS: 

We will all be glad when it's over and we can board the transports for 
the homeland. · · 

SIOUX FALLS PRESS! 

CHAPLAIN DALY, 
Fi.T'st South Dakota Infantry. 

MANILA, April 9, 1899. 

It is funny that the boys have to fight after the peace treaty has·been signed. 
We are jnst laying around in the dirt and hot sun fighting w_ith each other 
and wishing we were back in the States. 

WM. E. FAY, 
Company H, First South Dakota lnfantry. 

MANILA,--,-. 
DE SiIET INDEPENDE!<"'T: 

There is no talk here of the South Dakota regiment joining the Regular 
Army. Most of them are anxious to get back home and go at their regular 
occupations again. · 

MINNEAPOLIS T&TBUNE: 

CAPTAIN LATTIN, 
First South Dakota Infanfry. 

GINOUINTO, April!O. 

We don't know when we will get home. and are getting so we don't care· 
But don't you beli~ve anyone who says the Thirteenth wants to stay, be. 
cause they don't. 

ALEX.ANDRIA JOURNAL: 

MYRON W. IDNGELEY, 
Thirteenth Minnesota Infanti-y. 

MANILA. Aprils. 

Well, I think that we will go home about November or December, if God 
and Otis are willing. 

JAS.H.LEE, 
First South Dakota Infantry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. These facts were called to the attention of 
the President of the United States by the governor of South 
Dakota, who wrote the Presidertt a letter some time in April last, 
and i ask to have the governor's letter to the President upon this 
1mbject read. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre
tary will read as req nested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
His Excellency Wn,LIAM McKINLEY, 

President of the United States, Washington, D. 0. . 
Sm: In obedience to what I believe to be the most universal wish of the 

people of my State, I desire to request the return to the United States of the 
First South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, now engaged under General Otis in 
a war against the inhabitants of the island of Luzon. 

This regiment was mustered into the service of the United States nearly a 
year ago, when your excellency called upon South Dakota for volunteers to 
defend the flag of our common country" in a war undertaken in the interests 
of humanity and against the Kingdom of Spain. · 

The soldiers of the First South Dakota enlisted in the war against Spain 
which wa.CJ concludt:d some ti.me i:rince by the signing of the Paris treaty of 
peace, and the ta.c;k for which they entered the serdce has been completed; 
the war for humanity bas ended; the battle for the liberation of Spam's en· 
thralled su bjents has been successfully concluded, and since tliat war, the one 
for which the soldiers enlisted, my people feel that the South Dakota volun· 
teers have filled every oblii:rntion wbich they owe to their native land to re· 
join their families and friends and to take up the peaceful pursuits whi.ch 
they dropped when the call came to enter upon a campaign for the promo
tion of the right of self government. 

We view their present or future retention in the service as unconstitu· 
tioual and a violation of the law which called the organization into being, 
and we feel quite certain that your Excellency will not bold them in the serv
ice against their will, against the law which terminated their service with 
the close of the war. and against the moral sense of the people of our State, 
without at least offering some sound reason for so doing. 
· Ro far as the information of the people of my State goes, they do not know 
that a:dy war or exigency exists at the -present time. The Congress of the 

United Statt-s has never made a .declaration of war against the inhabitants af 
the island of Luzon. The Constitution does not permit yot:r Excellency or 
any com.mission appointed by your Excellency, to make a declaration of war. 
The fighting which has teen done in the island of Luzon is regarded as an 
enterpri!'e which lacks the consent of the Congress, and in which the people 
of their Republic ha.Te been in no wise counseled or consulted. · 

The course of the constituted authorities of the United States is regarded 
as rm effort to subjugate an alien race to the authority of the United States, 
a course which is repugnant to the fundamental principles of this Govern
ment, a violation of the Declaration of Independence, a repudiation of the 
theory upon which we engaged in a war with Spain, and utterly inconsistent 
with your excellency·s splendid announcement respecting th~ policy to be 
pursued toward Cuba. viz, that forcible annexation can not be thought of, 
because under our code of morals that would b6 criminal aggression. 

We a.re unable to reconcile the slaughter of our soldiers in the Philippines 
which will be consequent upon a prolonged struggle for the subjugation of a 
race which has been fighting for three centuries to gain its freedom with any 
code of political ethics or with the tenor of our Christian religion, and tor 
these and many other manifest reasons we will be p:irdoned for feeling that 
our soldiers should no longer be impressed into a service the purpose of 
which is the direct opposite to the motive which caused them to enlist. 

Our people take great pride in their soldiers; they have viewed their bril· 
liant exploits and their gallant devotion to the tasks a.'!signed them with a 
pride which is both natural and pardonable, but a further display of their 
ability and willingness to die in obedience to the orders of a superior man 
will neither add to their glory nor to their country's honor; nor is it likely 
to change the fatal policy which has plunged them into an unwelcome con· 
test. 

This nation expended $2,000,000,000 less than forty years ago tQ repudiate 
the feudal theory that a white man had the right to buy the body and force 
the service and the undi,sputed allegiance of the black man without that 
black man's consent, and the citizens of South Dakota, many of whom en· 
gaged in the horrors of that conflict, and others who have read its thrilling 
mcidents, are unable to countenance the present attempt of this Government 
to enforce a title with bayonets to a nation of brown men purchased from a 
disgraced and vanquished despot. 

'fhe hundreds of relative3 and the thousands of friends of this regiment 
would willingly bear the loss of the best manhood of the State it they felt 
that our soldiers were fighting to defend our homes and firesides or to save 
the Union of States and preservdourin&titutions, or to expel despotism from 
any quarter of the earth; but they have occa..'lion to regard the further sa.cri· 
flee of our soldiers in a conflict waged against liberty, and in the interest of 
exploiting capitalism, as totally incompatible with the spirit of our institu· 
tions, and a more grievous hardship than we should be compelled to bear. 

I am, with great respect, 
ANDREW E. LEE, 

Governor of South Dakota. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. On the 2d of April I addressed a letter to 

the PI:esident saying the South Dakota troops.wished to be ditt
charged; that they had served their full term, and that I had re
ceived very many letters from them requesting their return. The 
facts in the matter are that after the treaty of peace was signed 
the troops began to demand that they be returned to the United 
States. I went repeatedly to the Department to ascertain when 
they would be returned, and I was always encouraged that it 
would be very soon, so much so that I wrote the soldiers and told 
them that they would be promptly returned to the United States. 
Mattera ran along untjl April, and on the 2d of April I wrote the 
President a letter and asked him to have the soldiers returned. 
On the 14.th of April the governor of my State wrote the letter 
which has just been read; and I received a reply dated the 14th of 
April to my letter, which is as follows: 

Your letter of the 2d of April to the President, in which you urge the re
turn to the United States of the First South Dakota Volnnteers, now serving 
in the Philippinelslands, has been referred to this Department, and in reply 
the Secretary of War desires me to say that, while he is unable at this time 
to indicate, even approximately, the date of the return of the volunteers 
now in the Philippin~ Islands, it is the hope of the Department that at least 
snch of them as do not desire to remain in the islands will be returned at an 
early date, and that orders looking to that purpose are now in preparation. 

Thereupon I wrote the President a letter, which I desire to have 
read from the desk. I demanded the discharge of this regiment 
as a regiment, not that some individuals should ask to be dis
charged and returned home, but that the whole regiment, having 
served their full term. had a right to return, and that those who 
wIBhed to remain should reenlist. 

The PRESIDING OFFWER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: · · 
COMMITTEE ON lNDTAN AFFAIRS, 

UNITED STATES SE.YA.TE, 
Washington, D. C., A11ril 17, 1899. 

DE.AR Sm: I again write to insist upon the discharge of the First South 
Dakota Regiment, now serving in Manila. Their term of enlistment has ex
pired. No act of Congress passed since they entered the service can affect 
their status, and the private soldiers of that regiment want to come home. 
Enough of their number ha>e been sacrificed already in your effort to de
prive the people of the Philippines of the right to govern themselves-a right 
which they have won by their success over Spain and their assistance to us 
as our allies; a right which they show they have the ability to exercise by 
their willingness to lay down their lives for it. 

I feel that the blood of the South Dakota boys sacrificed in that contest 
must be laid at the door of your Administration, and that impartial history 
must place yon among the most dishonored of rulers in all time. Your ef· 
fort to subject these -people by force, indicated l>y your declaration of war 
against them on the 21st of last December, is the international crime of the 
century-in fact, must be classed as among the greatest of international 
crimes of all centuries. 

I can not remain silent under these circumstances and allow the South 
Dakota troops to be used in this perfidious work. We granted you $50,CXX>,000 
two months before the Spanish war commenced, and yet you armed the 
South Dakota troops with Springfield rifles of an ancient pattern, and with 
those guns of short range our boys have lost their lives, in almost every in· 
etance before within shooting distance of the enemy. You should have ex· 
pended the money which Congress so generously placed in. your hands and 
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obtained modern arms and smokeless powder. I would like to know why 
you did not do it, and wbytbe lives of those Dakota boys were sacrificed in 
this tr.anner. I feel that every mother who lost her boy has a right to call 
upon r.ou for an explanation. 

I will not pursue this subject further. I simply write the letter to insist 
upon t he right of these soldiers to return t-0 their homes. 

Yours, truly, R. F. PETTIGREW. 
Hon. WILLIAM McKINLEY, 

President of the United States. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. On the 16th of June the governor of my 

State addressed another letter to the President demanding the re
turn of this regiment, and I desire to have that also read by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
PIERRE, S. DAK., June 16, 1899. 

Srn: On the loth of April, 1899, I addressed you requesting the return to 
their homes of the members of the First South Dakota Volunteer Infantry. 
At that time I stated that their term of enlistment, which was for the Spanish 
war, had been concluded by the ratification of the treaty of peace between 
the United States and the Kingdom of S~ and that the volunteers who 
enlisted for the war with Spain, having faithfully served their country with 
distinction to themselves. their State, and honor to the nation, were entitled, 
under the laws of the country and the rules of justice and equity, to be r e· 
lieved fr om their trying and necessarily hazardous life and given an oppor
tunity to return to their homes and friends. 

Since that time these soldiers have been ordered into battle on several oc
casions; some of them have lost their lives, others have been wounded, and 
still ot.hers have broken down under the rigors of the climate and excessive 
labor. Without stopping to properly characterize the conscription of these 
soldiers in this manner, I desire to call your further attention to the letter 
which I reooived through the Adjutant-General on May 6, l b'99, nearly a month 
after I bad written to you concerning the return of the volunteers, in which 
the distinct promise is made that our troops would be ordered to return to 
America to be mustered out by the middle of June and not later than the 
1st of July . . 

The fulfillment of this promise was made.contingent upon transportation 
facilities. · Am I safe in assuming that this promise will be fulfilled? Since 
the lUth of April not less than 18 transports have left Manila, some of them 
carrying but a few men and others carrying no soldiers to speak of at all. 
Can the volunteers who have served their country under such trying cir
cumstances, who have done their duty when no legal 01· moral obligation 
would have dictated that they perform the service, rest in the assurance 
that they will now be sent home and given the rest which they have so richly 
eamed? Can the parents and friends of these me.n rest with the same assur
ance, or are they to be disappointed in the future as they have been in the 

P3jt~m in receipt of a late report from the surgeon of the regiment, in which 
he states that but 400 men in the organization are fit for duty. This was on 
the 27th of April, since which time much arduous service has been experi
enced by the men, and the presumption is that a much less number a.re now 
fit for service. 

I feel very strongly the injustice which has been practi~d upon these 
men, and I sincerely doubt the propriety of a great GOvernment exercising 
bad faith with its volunteers, the result of which will be that it may be more 
difficult in the future to Recure volunteer soldiers, who in this war, as in 
others, have shown that they are superior soldiers, deserving the highest 
consideration. 

It is not a pleasant matter to be compelled to complain of the chief officer 
of the Government, but the impulse of duty is stronger than the amenities of 

- official life; and while the President is entitled to the ronfidence and support 
of the people in all good works, the people will not fail to remember that he 
is still their servant. 

I was in hopes there would be no further necessitr of writing regarding 
the return of the South Dakota volunteer'!, they havmg been ordered back 
to Manila, I supposed, for the purppse of being returned home at once: but 
after reading the following article, which appears in the press of the 15th, I 
am again led to believe that the promises recently made are no more to be 
relied upon than those made in the past. 

w ABBINGTON, D. c., June 1.k, 1899. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, Sio-uz Falls, S. Dak.: · 

Your telegram received. First South Dakota was the twelfth regiment 
to go to Manila and will return in the order of its going. The question .of its 
further service on the firing line will be determined by General Otis and the 
exigencies of the service there. 

G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Acting Secretary of War. 

From this it appears that there is no certainty when the South Dakota 
regiment will be returned. 

I hope to be assured, without the delay of one month, which was required 
to answer my last lett~r. that the soldiers of my State are to be returned to 
America with all possible speed. 

Very respectfully, yours, ANDREW E. LEE, 
Governor of South. Dakota. 

His Excellency WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The governor's letterwasread to thecom
panies of the regiment, and thereupon Company A sent the gov
ernor the following: 

COMPANY A. 
STATION COMPANY A, FIRST SOUTH DAKOTA INFANTRY, 

UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, 
San Fernando, Philippine Islands, May ~z. 1899. 

To bis excellency the GOVERNOR OF SOUTH DAKOTA., Pierre, 8. Dak.: 
We, the undersigned members of Company A. First South Dakota Infan

try, United States Volunteers. do hereby sanction and uphold you in the 
action you have taken in regru·d to our ooing held after the signing of Paris 
treaty of peace. · 

W. C. Notmeyer, Fred C. Cloter, Frank Groseclose. Howard H. 
Ainsworth, Corpl. William M. Walters, Alfred Hecrlund, 
George Reynick, Albert T. Caveness, Sergt. W. 0. Oldfield, 
Jesse W. Owens. Sergt. A. Rathmel. W. M. Bradford., Bert 
Jones, John H. Goddard, Peter L. Lynott , John Jess, John W. 
Latta.. Milton A. Snider, William H. McNutt, Howard R 
Boyles, Daniel F. O'Neil, Charley B. Green, Ray L. Greer, E. 
A. Beckwith, Charles Kiser, V. H. Green, Christopher Mal
lick, Cor1>.L S. E. Snyder).. Oliver Fellers, Andrew Stick. Ter
rence P. Leonard, Fred ui.fford, A. S. De Hart, L. F. Ferry J., 

E. Ca.lhoun, Harry R Johnson, Char ~Y H. Doane, E. E. Gr~ 
bam, D. 0. Kiesborg, John J,. Frisk, Charles M. Bray, Fred A. 
Jewell, Ernest E. Gooding, Corpl. James H. Prat ten. First 
Sergt. George E. Barker, Calvin F. Barber, H. V. l\Ialone, 
Newton Garner. Arthur J. Bushnell. Oscar I. Williams, Leon
ard T. Scovel, Melvin A. Perkins, Edward J. McMackin, Roy 
Atkins, Wilson Hinkley, W. C. Hoover , H. A. Chase. 

As will be seen, this letter is signed by 57 of the men of this com· 
pany. It says here: 

There are still other members who are on special duty and sick leave. 
Company G also sent the following: 

COMPANY G. 

SAN FERNANDO, PHILIPPINE lsLAi."'iDS, May f!Z, 1899. 
To ihs excellency Governor LEE, Pierre, 8. Dak.: 
· Srn: We, the following members of Company G, First South Dakota Vol· 
unteers, do uphold and sustain the action which you have taken in r egard to 
om· being held in the servic~ after the signing of the Paris treaty of peace. 

James E. Canty, George Swanholm, James Black, P. H. Albert, 
Swan Anderson, George W. Bower. L. H. Dexter, A. E . Spown, 
Bert Kellett, Edwin J. Allen, Frank L. Sayles, John P . Bir
kemo. George S. Bertrand, Oliver R. Burdett , Henry E. Han
son, Nelson Oliveri..,.John G. McFadden. James Ross Kelling, 
.Patrick A. Maney . .v·red W. Dricken, E. 0. Rloan, Lon F. Wes
ley, Fred C. Hazelt on, Car l W. McConnell, Heru·y Tunis, am· 
nel F. S. How, Carl F. Oliver, Lowell F. Chesley, Jerry C. 
Turman. John A. Knoodel, J. B. Calbert, Clar ence A. Sron!f, 
C. L. Kelso, R. M. Lanlo, Charles A. Fonda, Paul Weiss, ChrlS 
Peterson. James E. Doughty. C. F. O'Brian, Orval Tucker, 
Frank Stew.rt, Will Alexander, A. H. Eisile, Chas. P . Green. 

This is signed by 44 members of this company, and at the foot 
is this note: 
Governor LEE: 

Sm: The above names are of the men who are able to report for duty, 
and the balance of the company is sick in the hospital and in quarters. 

Now, the fact of the matter is that these soldiers were kept 
until they were absolutely destroyed as a fighting machine. They 
were in nearly every fight from tbe beginning clear through the 
entire summer. Sixty of their number either died of djsease or 
were killed in battle, and many others were wounded and crip· 
pled for life. Twelve of their number bave died since they re
tumed home. An examination by the surgeon at San Fernandino 
in June or early in July shows that there were not eiC7ht men in a 
company fit for duty or sound and well or who had a normal 
pulse or a normal temperature. 

They had been worked in that deadly climate, while the regu
lars were kept in Manila and out of the service. Why? Because 
ultimatt'ly they could send the volunteers home. w)lat was left of 
them, and they determined to use them to the fullest extent, 
knowing that there would be no loss in the number of troops that 
thev would have, no matter how many of them died or were killed, 
and so they worked this regiment. No braver men ever went to 
war, no braver ever lived, and no soldiers ever performed a braver 
service in spite of the fact that they did not approve of the cause. 
Yet we are told that those who do not sympathize with this threat 
of criminal aggression a.re responsible for the death of these ment 

I am going to read a letter now from one of the boys of this regi· 
me"1t who is a resident of Minnesota, W. C. Akers. I read sim
ply an extract: 

[Sioux Falls Press, July 21, 1899.] 
PIPESTONE, MINN, July 20. 

The following extract from a letter from W. C. Aker!l, of the -First South 
Dakota Volunteers, to his sister, who lives with her paren ts in this ci ty, is 
believed here to fairly express the views of all the bOys in regard to the sit
uation in the Pbilippines-

This is the letter: 
"The boys are sick of it. There is no glory fighting against a people stru~

gling for independence, and the regiment is being kept here agamst their 
will. The boys are loud in their praise of Governor Lee in his determined 
stand taken with the Administration in our behalf, and when the re~ment 
returns to the States our governor will be vindicated. The papers whtch are 
criticising him are doing it solely for political effect ; but t he regiment will 
stand by Governor Lee to a man. I do not make the above statement a t ran
dom, because I know the exact po ition all the boys take, and time will prove 
that it is true. Wait until we get back and we will stand by "Andy" Lee to · 
a man. You may have this letter published if you want to. I want the peo
ple back there to know how the volunteers feel about this matter. 

"The whole Philippine Islands is not worth one drop of American blood, 
regular or volunteer." 

Now, Mr. President, after this regiment had been destroyed, 
after all the men were sick, aft.er out of a thousand men there 
were less than 400 who reported for duty, they were reluctantly 
returned home. If they had been returned home when the Astor 
Battery was returned, they would have received the commuted 
travel pay which the Astor Battery received. lf they had been re· 
turned home when they demanded to be returned, they would 
have got four or five hundred dollars, as was given to the Astor 
Battery; but having remained, having fought through all these 
fights and lost 60 men, this regiment was told tb.jl.t t he Govern· 
ment would give them what it gave the Astor Battery if they 
would reenlist. 

Who exercised the option? Somebody exercised it, and because 
they would not reenlist they did not give them what they gave 
the Astor Battery that returned without seeing any fighting, but 
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after keeping them four or five months against their will they are 
now cruelly to!d to "reenlist if you want what we gave those men 
who went back before the fighting commenced." Then they were 
impliedly told that if they ask to go home they are cowards, be
cause the President implies that when he makes the statement I 
shall read. At Sioux Falls, S. Dak., in October, 1899, the Presi
dent, addressing a company of tl;iese ~oys, said: 

Our flag is there. Our boys bore it, bore it heroically, bore it nobly; 
stayed with it when they could have been mustered out; but they said, "We 
will stay until our places can be filled with new soldiers rather than see the 
ting go down in dishonor." · 

That is the statement which prompted five of those boys who 
heard it to come to · my office and brand it as untrue. It was 
placed in fine phrases in order to catch a cheer. It failed because 
these men had been outraged by unfair and unjust treatment. 

I received in one mail letters from 119 of those men demanding 
their discharge, and when I transmitted that request to the 
Department it was ignored. My letters were not answered in 
almost every instance; no reply came when, as a Senator from the 
State of South Dakota, I wrote to the President and the Secretary 
of War and demanded the retnrn of this reg1ment. The clamor 
became so wild throughout the State, and throughout the whole 
country for that matter, for the return of these troops that that 
and the fact that they had been destroyed as a fighting machine 
finally led to their return. -

I have hundreds of other letters from these soldiers, all to the 
same import and not one to the contrary. When I first demanded 
their discharge in December, or ear yin January, I wrote to the 
adjutant of the regiment, Jonas Lee, and I asked him if the sol
diers wished to remain; if they wanted to be transferred to the 
Regular Army. There was some talk of passing a bill to increase 
the Regular Army and allow those organizations who wished to 
be transferred bodily into the servfoe. He wrote back and said 
he hoped l would never mention such a thing; that there were no 
men in the regiment who wished to remain and fight; that they 
wished to come home. 

He said he was willing enough to remain, because he had no 
family ties and no one dependent upon him, and that he might 
gain promotion if the war went on. 1 asked him how it was with 
the rank and file; if they insisted upon their return? In fact I 
cared littleabouthowtheofficers stood on this question. I wanted 
to know how the rank and file of that regiment felt about it, for 
I knew that the brave soldiers in this regiment were from the best 
families in my State. They were the students' from onr schools, 
the young doctors and lawyers and business men, and almost 
every one of them was able to fill almost any official position in 
the regiment. 

I visited the Department at various times, and I was told re
peatedly by the Adjutant-General of the United States that these 
troops would be returned by the next transports. I was told 
this early in June; I was told it time and again. I asked for 
their return, and they said the transports on the way to Manila 
should bring back the South Dakota troops. Now, what are the 
facts? Here is a letter to the governor of my State, signed by Mr. 
Corbin, which I will read: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 5, 1899. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of June 16, 
addressed to the President of the United 8ta.tes, m reference to the return 
from the Philippine Islands of the First South Dakota. Volunteer Infantry, 
and in reply, your attention is invited to the fact that the First South Da
kota Regiment was the thirteenth organization to arrive at Manila., and the 
commandiJ?.g general a~ Mai:iila. has ins~ct;ions to r.e~ur!l the volunteer 
regiments m the order m which they arrived m the Philippmes. 

When the letter of May 6 was written, this _office was then under th~ ~
pression that by July 1 the South Dakota regunent would have left Manila, 
but on account of the lack of transports it was found that these expectations 
could not be met. The onlv regiments now to return before the South Da
kota are the Thirteenth Minnesota.and the First Montana, and it is estimated 
that the regiment from your State will probably leave Manila by the end of 
thismonth. · 

Very respectfully, H. C. CORBIN, 
.Adju tan_ t-General. 

Hon. ANDREW E. LEE, 
Governor of South Dakota, Pierre, S. Dak. 

This is dated July 5. I say the War Department thus makes 
the sole excuse for the neglect of the return of the First South 
Dakota regiment, which at that time had been reduced to 275 
men on duty, that there was a lack of transports for the return of 
the regiment. Now, we will see whet_hertherewasalackoftrans
ports or not. The following transports had returned from Manila 
previous to May 14 last: 

The Warner, March 8; the Hancock, March 9; the Newport, 
March 9; the Morgan City, March 12; the Senator, March 20; the 
Ohio, March 20; the Gmnt, March 25; the Sherman, April 3; the 
Valencia, April 18; the Sheridan, April 26; City of Pueblo, May 
7; the Pennsylvania, May 10; the St. Paul, May 13. 

This letter from Mr. Corbjn is dated July 5. On these 13 great 
transports there were brought home a total of 388 soldiers. None 
came on the last three named. The letter of Adjutant-General 
Corbin to Governor Lee was written May 6. The next day the 

City of Ptieblo sailed from Manila empty, and three days later the 
Pennsylvania did the same thing. and three days later the St. Paul 
also sailed. Yet July 5 the War Department reports that the sole 
reason for the failure to send home the troops whose terms had 
long ago expired was a lack of transports. But other transports 
have since returned, as follows: 

June 14, the Ohio, with 760; took to Manila 772. 
June 14, the Ne:wport, with 500; took to Manila 527. 
July 1, the Hancock, with 1,250; took to Manila 1,394. 
On the way, Indiana and llforgan City, with 582; Morgan City 

took to Manila 612; Indiana, 787. 
These six transports, all of which sailed from Manila since the 

Department promised to start the South Dakota boys, brought 
back 3,693 soldiers and took over to Manila 4,805. They could 
have brought back, even if not loaded more than when they went, 
1,113 more. All of these facts, promi'ies, and statements were 
made by the War Department to the governor of my State or made 
~~ . 

.Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask-him a question? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. Have the troops from your State made any com

plaint that they had not been returned? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator had been listening he would 

have found that I have read a number bf letters from these troops 
which speak for themselves, in which they say they demanded 
their discharge and that it was denied them and refused them. 
In one instance, and I do not lay my hands on the paper, after I 
had been informed and the soldiers had been informed through 
me and also through other sources that they could be discharged 
upon individua1 application, a soldier made his application in the 
regular way and it went on up to the head officer in Manila and 
there was written on it the indorsement. ''No d ischarges will be 
granted while hostilities continue." I ask leave to put that letter 
in the RECORD when I find it. It is among the papers here. There 
are some other papers which I de~ire to have printed as an appen
dix to my remarks, and I shall ask unanimous consent to do so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think we ought to know what 
the papers are before we give consent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; I will read such of them as I 
have time to read to-night. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to have a resolution passed in regard 

to the matter I had up a little while ago, which was ruled out 
upon a point of order. 

The P .RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da
kota yields to the Senator from South Carolina. 

CLAIMS FOR PROPERTY USED OR DESTROYED BY TROOPS. 
Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and ag{eed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the 

Senate the number. amount, and character of all claims which have come to 
his knowledge against the United· States for damages to private property 
used or destroyed by troops in the military service within the limits of the 
United States during the war with Spa.in, and to a<icertain the loss or injury, 
if any, that may have been sustained by such claimants, and report to the 
Senate what amounts he finds to be equitably due from the United States to 
such claimants. 

DOCUMENT ON NATIONAL CAPITAL, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota yields to 
me that I may offer a resolution for which I ask present consid
eration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be. and it is 

hereby, authorized to obtain such photographs as may be necessary to com
plete Senate Document No. 60, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, at an ex
pense not to exceed $300. 

The PRE3IDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not quite understand it. Will the Sen
ator explain it a little? What is the use of those photographs? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an important document that was or
dered printed in reference to the national capita l, and certain fur
ther illustrations are necessary to complete it, in the opinion of 
the committee. 

.Mr. HAWLEY. What is the book, please? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It relates to the national capital. 
l\.1r. HAWLEY. How does it relate to it? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I confess I can not answer that question 

offhand. I nave not thought about it recently. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Is it for private use? 
Mr. GALLINGER. No, sir; it was ordered printed by the 

Senate. I will withdraw the resolution if there is objection to it 
and look the matter up more carefully. I think, however, when 
a committee asks for a little matter of this kind technicalities 
ought not to be raised. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It may be all right; I do not know. 
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SENATOR FROll MONTAN.A, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] yield., to me that I may make a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BOAR. Before that motion is made, I ask leave to give a 
notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will for that purpose. 
Mr. HOAR. I give notice that to-morrow morning, at the con

clusion of the routine morning business, I shall move to take up 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections upon the right of Mr. CLARK to hold a seat as a Senator 
from the State of Montana. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I recall the Senator's attention in that 
connection to .the fact that by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Pensions has been granted one hour at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business to-morrow, and I trust the Senator will 
not antagonize that. · · · 

Mr. HOAR. If at the time the motion is made the Senate is 
ready for a vote, I shall ask for a vote; which will take but a few 
minutes. If, however: any Senator shall desire further time for 
debate, undoubtedly an arrangement will be made by the Senate, 
so that the matter will not be pressed upon any Senator, who is 
not ready for his speech. I think we ought to try to put the mat
ter in order for consideration. 

Mr. BATE. I ask the Senator if he means now to ask the action 
of the Senate upon the question? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not. I give a notice. 
Mr. BATE. Merely a notice? 
Mr. HOAR. I give notice that to-morrow morning at the con

clusion of the routine morning business I shall make the motion 
which I have indicated. 

Mr. BACON. What is the motion? 
Mr. BATE. I believe the Senator from Massachusetts was not 

here when this matter was discussed a few days ago. Three large 
volunies of testimony have been laid before us; and sufficient time 
should be giyen Senators to examine them before we enter upon 
the discussion of the case. - · - -

Mr. HOAR. Verywell. That consideration maybe suggested 
when the motion is made to proceed with the consideration of the 
case; and the suggestion will be received, so far as I am personally 
concerned, and 1 have no doubt so far as the committee and the 
Senate are concerned, with proper consideration. If any Senato1· 
shall say he desires fu:rther time, instead of taking up the resolu
tion immediately I will modify my motion to take it- up a little 
later. · 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 
Mr. HOAR. If it should tnrn out at that time that the Senate 

will be ready to.deal with the case either by beginning the debate.or 
by voting, the Senate will have that opportunity. If any Senator 
desires a further reasonable ~e, it is not at all likely that any 
other Senator will object. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachn· 
setts a question. The Senator says that he proposes on to-morrow 
to aflk that the Montana case be taken up: and, as I understand it, 
if no Senator then announces that he desires time in order that he 
may prepare for a speech, the Senator will ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I dtd not say "in order that he may prepare for a 
speech." · 

Mr. BACON. Then I ask the Senator to please state what he 
did say, for I misunderstood him, · 

:Mr. HOAR. I said I should make that motion. and that the 
Senate col}ld then decide it; but if any Senator desires reasonable 
delay when that motion is made, it will receive the full consider
ation of the Senaite.· I think Senators will probably not object to 
that, but I want to have some understanding. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand the Senator to express him
self in that way. 
- Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in other words. if no other 
Senatora except the members of the coml!littee and the Senators 
who may be in favor of the pa2sage of the resolution, as we under
stand it, want to debate it, there is no desire to debate it; but if 
Senators do wish to detate it, or wish a little time to ascertain 
whether or not they ·want to debate it, it will be very satisfactory 
to ~ive that time. 

Mr. BATE. It is not so much a question of debating the mat
_ter as it is that we shoultl have an opportunity to examine these 
three books of testimony. We have to vote upon the case, and 
we ought to understand it before we are called upon to vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That raises the question as to what length 
of time Senators want in which to read these three cooks. It is 
a mere questi9n of what is reasonab!e de1ay. Reasonable delay 
will be given. of course. Unreasonab1e delay will not be given. 
I do not think there is any reason fo1· discussing the question now 
as to what will be rea~onable and what will be unreasonable delay. 

Mr. BACON. · I th~n~r the Senator from New Hampshire indi-

cates that he does not recognize as reasonable that which others 
of us would certainly contend for a8 reasonable, in view of the 
fact that thore have been presented here three volumes of testi
mony upon a most 1::;erions question; and the Senator evidently 
desires that we s~ould be rushed into a consideration and a vote 
upon it without time even to read that testimony. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The .Senator _ from Georgia is just as 
wrong-- · 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia
Mr. COCKRELlJ. One at a time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfromNewHamp· 

shire [Mr. UH.rnDLERl is entitled to the floor. 
Mr:STEWART. !wishtostate- . 
:rr~r. O~DLER. I have the floor. I will yield to the Sena

tor m a. mmute. 
. The Sen~tor ~rom O-eorgia is just ~swrongwhen he says I want 
to rnsh this thing as he was the other day when he said that I 
chall~nged him to introduce a resolution because I suggested to 
him that he introduce it. I had no such purpose. I had not 
thought that Senators would want to read 3,000 pages of testimony 
all tlirough before taking up this case for consideration; but tbe 
question l:eing raised as to what is a reaeonable time, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Georgia or the Senator from Tennessee to 
state to· the Senate what he would think would be a reasonable 
time for delay in calling up this case? · __ 

Mr. BA TE. I do not myself know. I will wait until the morn
ing when the mofion is· made, and we can then discuss the matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What would be reasonable delay I ask the 
Senator from Georgia? ' 

Mr. BACON~ The Senator from New Hampshire asks me a 
question as to what I think would be reasonable delay. It is im
possible to state, from the fact that no Senator can tell what time 
he will have to devote· to the examination of this sul;>ject. I shall 
certainly never consent to vote upon the question until I have had 
an opportunity to examine the testimony. 

Mr. CHANDLER . . How long will it take the Senator to do that? 
Mr. BACON .. I~ .depe.ndsverymuchonwhattiµie~anbespared 

from other duties m thIB Chamber. If I had nothmg else to do 
but to read the testimony, I could tell the Senator, within a reason
able _approximation. how long it would take to examine it; but it 
is impo8sible to tell when a Senator does not know how many 
days or parts of days he will be able to' devote to the subject. 

But I do say that there ought not to be here to-day any such 
Senators as the Senator from New Hampshire speaks of-those 
who are now ready to vote upon this case-because I am sme 
there is nobody outside of the members of that committee who 
has had time to make even the most cursory examination of the 
testimony; and no Senator ought to be ready to vote upon a ques
tion in vol vin~ the seat ~f a man in this Chamber upon the gravest 
of charges without havmg made a decent-no; I will not use that 
word-a proper examination. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is a better word., 
Mr. BACON. I did not intend even hastily to use the word in 

any offensive sense; but I do say this to the Senator--
Mr. STEW ART. Mr. President-- · 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me a mo

ment, I had intended to say that I my&elf do not desire. and I do 
not believe any other Senator on this side of the Chamber or on 
the other side of the Chamber desires, that there shall be undue 
delay; but there should be a reasonable time given within which 
to look at the testimony which it has taken the committee three 
months to elicit from the witnesses upon the stand. 

Mr. STEW ART. I should iike to suggest to the Senator from 
Georgia that he need not be alarmed about any undue rushing of 
this matter. I obserY"e that there are three large volumes of depo
sitions. Rushing the matter might create a desire to have them 
read in order to ascertain whether the testimony in those deposi· 
tions is relevant. I do not suppose .anybody will t1·y to rush this 
case. I suppose there will be a reasonable time given to examine 
the depositions outside of the Senate. I do not suppose that any 
Senator will contend that they should bs examined in the Senate. 
There can be no rushing. If that should be attempted, the read· 
ing of the testimony would occupy more time in the Senate than 
out it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Sena
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEW.A.RT] can not be taken as anything 
but a challenge or a threat, and the Senator means it as a threat. 
The . Senator means to threaten that, if any attempt is made to 
urge the consideration of this case. he will have the three volumes 
of testimony read in the Senate. That is what the Senator means. 
I have not been umeasonable, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HOAR] certainly has not been. 

I have heard that there is outside of this Chamber-not in it, 
of course-a determination to delay this case in order that the 
present governor of Montana shall not appoint a Senator t9 take 
the place of the sitting member. I have also heard that there is 
a purpose to delay this case until next winter, in order that the 
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Senator from Montana, the sitting member, may the more easily 
and advantageously conduct his canvass for reelection. 

Mr. President, I acquit every Senator in this body of having any 
such intention; but such an intention has been suggested to me as 
existing outside of this Chamber; and when the Senator from Ne
vada makes a threat of the kind he does, I think it is proper for 
me to say to Senators that these ideas are in the air; ancl when the 
question comes to be deciqed whether a delayis reasonable orun-
1·earnnable. the question may have to be decided by a yea-and-nay 
vote of"the Senate. 

Mr. STEW ART. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 

attention of the Senator from Maseachusetts [Mr. HOAR] to the 
fact that unanimous consent was given that nnobjected pension 
cases on the Ca\cndar !'hould receive one hour's consideration to
morrow morning, immediately after the routine business. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I may be permitted a moment, I 
supposed when I gave that notice it would result in some sugges
tion like th~t of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON] or the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] to-morrow when the motion 
was made, or some suggestfon on the part of Senators who are not 
yet ready to proceed, as to the time to proceed with the considera
tion of the case-say, three days, or a week, or ten days. I would 
accede to such a suggestion, unless it turned out that Senators 
:would be ready to vote without debate or delay. I supposed that 
that proceeding would only occupy three or four minutes and 
would not interfere with the pension bills in charge of the Sen
ator from New Hampshfre LMr. GALLINGER]. Of cour.se if it 
should turn out that it would lead to a serious and extended de
bate, I should postpone the motion to the end of the hour. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. Some time ago I made a motion that the 

Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. I with
drew it simply to enable the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HOAR] to give a notice. I now renew the motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was ag1·eed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con
sideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in ex
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
May 3, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

N01tIINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received 1Jy the Senate Ma.y fJ, 1900. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 
Mr. Andrew R. Venable, of Farmville, Va., to be a supervisor 

of the Twelfth Census for the Fourth supervisor's district of Vir
ginia, vice Francis R. Las~iter, resigned. 

PROMOTION rn THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Commander William H. Turner, to be a commander in 

the Navy, from the 29th day of March, 1900, vice Commander 
James H. Dayton, promoted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be assistant qitm·te1'?1lastC1° with the mnk of captain. 

First Lieut. Thomas B. Lamoreux, Second Artillery, United 
State3 Army, April 18, 1900, to fill a vacancy in the Volunteer 
Army created, under the first proviso to section 14 of the act ap
proved March 2, 1899, by the appointment of Littell, assistant 
quartermaster, United States Army, to be quartermaster, United 
States Volunteers. · 

The nomination of First Lieut. Thomas B. Lamoreux, Second 
Artillery, United States Army, for the above-named office, which 
was de.livered to the Senate April 23, 1900, is hereby withdrawn. 
To be assistant commissary of subsistence with the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. Thomas Franklin, Twenty-third Infantry, United 
States Army, April 28, 1900, vice Hutchins, honorably discharged. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
.Adjutant-General's Department. 

Lhmt. Col. John C. Gilmore, assistant adjutant-general, to be 
assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, April 28, 1900, 
vice Volkmar, retired from active service. 

Maj. B'enry 0. S. Heistand, assistant adjutant-general, to l:e 
assistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
April ~8, 1900, vice Gilmore, promoted. 

Medical Department. 
Lieut . . Col. Albert Hartsuff, deputy surgeon-general, to be 

assistant snrgeon-geueral with the rank of colonel, April 28, 1900, 
vice Alden. retired from active service. 

Maj. Ch:arles L. Heizmann, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 28, 1900, vice 
Hartsuff, promoted. 

. 

Capt. WilliamStephenson;_aS,sistantsurgeon,-tobesurgeon with 
the rank of major,- April 28, 1. .. 00,-viee-Heizmann, promoted. 

CONSUL. 

Thomas T:Prentis, nf Massachusetm,-nuw consul at Rouen, to 
be consul of the United States at Batavia,-Java, <vice Sidney B. 
Everett, .nominated to be -secretary of the legation at Guatemala 
City, Guatemala. 

POSTMASTER. 
Harry C. Budge, to be postmaster a.t Miami, in _the county of 

Dade and State of Florida. in the place of J. S. Warner, r€l:ligned. 
(Through error Mr. Budge was. nominated to the Senate and 

confirmed as Henry C. Budge.) 

WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination ioithdr·aum May 2, 1900. 

George W. Buswell, to be postmaster at Blue Earth (late Blue 
Ear~h City), in thB State of Minnesota. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exe.cutive 110,nination confirmed 'by the Senate Ap1·il 80, 1900. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Oscar A. Mitscher, of Ok1ahoma, Okla., to be agent for the In
dians of the Osage Agency, in Oklahoma Territory. 

Exec-utii•e nominations confirmed 1Jy the Slmate May 2, 1900. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Frank L. Campbell, of the District of Columbia, to be_Assistant 

Secretary of the Interior. 

COMMIBSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF ·COLUMBIA. 

John W. Ross, of the District of Colnm bia, to be a Commissioner 
of the Di.strict of Columbia. 

Henry B. F. Macfarland, of the- Di8trict of Columbia, to be a 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia. 

POSTMASTER. 

Oliver Howard Tuthill, to be postmaster at Rockville Center, in 
the county of Nassau and State of New York . . 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1900. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. ·Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N .. CoTIDEN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings waa read and approved. 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

l\fr. OANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the C-0mmittee on 
Appropriations, I 1·eport the following bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, by direction of that committee, 
makes the following report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill malting appropriations for sundry civil expenses for the Govern

ment for the fiscal year ending June 00, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Ordered printed; and referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, [reserveall points of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem~m from Tennessee reserves all 

points of order. 
NICARAGUAN CANAL, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 2538, and 
pending that motion, I move that grneral debate on this bill be 
now closed. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Iowa moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of House bill 
2538, and pending that motion, he a1so moves that all general de
bate on said bill be declared now closed. The question is on the 
motiou to close general debate. 

The question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 
The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was then agreed 

to; and accordingly the House resolved it~elf into Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Un:on, with Mr. CooPER of Wis
consin :i-n the chair, for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
25~8. to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacitic -0ceans . 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of House bill 2538. General debate 
is closed. The Clerk will read the first paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is 

hereby, authorized to acquire from the States of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, 
for and in behalf of the United States, control of such portion of territory 
now belonging to Costa. Rica and Nicaragua as may be desirable and neces
sary on which to excavate, construct, and defend a canal of such depth and 
capa~ity as will be sufficient for the movements of ships of the greatest ton
nage and draft now in rum, from a point near Greytown, on the Caribbean 
Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, t o Breto, on the Pacific Ocean; and such sum as 
may be necessary to secure such cont.rol is hereby app1·opriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is a committee amendment
Mr. COONEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I am authorized by the committee to offer at 

this time an amendment to the pending section-to strike out, in 
line 8, page L the word " defend" and insert " protect." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it 1s very seldom that I have tres
passed upon the time or patience of the House; but on this mat
ter, which comes from the committee of which I am a member, I 
wish to address the House for thirty mmntes, and I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to proceed for that time. 

The· CHAIR~AN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that he be permitted to proceed for thirty minutes. 
Is there objection? 

1\lr. ADA .MS. There are a great many members who are simi
larly situated to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The UHAlRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. ADAMS. I do. 

· Mr . .MANN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania. will 
withdraw the objection. As a member of the committee-

Several MEMBERS. .Make it fifteen minntes. 
A MEMBER (to Mr. MANN). Yon have had an hour. 
.Mr. MANN. I have had no time at all. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand that the entire time yester-

day was divided among the committee. 
Mr. ADAMS. The rest of the House has had no chance at all. 
Mr. MANN. This member of the committee has had no chance. 
Mr. ADA.MS. Are members of the House never to have a 

chance? 
Mr. ~lANN. I do not wish to engage in any controversy with 

the gentleman. If be insists upon his objection, I can not help 
myself. 

1\lr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will yield me ten minutes of 
b is time, I will not object. Otherwise I must protect my five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr. MANN. Mr.Chairman, bythetreaty ofGuadalupeHidalgo 

with Mexico, proclaimed July 4, 18-18 the United States bad vastly 
extended its Pacific coast by the acquisition of California. Only 
a short time 'Prior to that treaty the boundary line between the 
Territory of -Oregon and British Columbia. bad been settled by 
the Webster-Ashburton treaty. 

There was considerable rivalry between th1s country and Great 
Britain as to the ownership and possession of the Pacific coast. 
The statesmen of Great Britain had been more keenly alive to the 
future possibilities of that wonderful country and cl imate beyond 
the Rocky Mountains. They had gained a decided diplomatic 
victory over the United States in the settlement of our northern 
boundary line in the far West. They had succeeded in locating 
by treaty that boundary line far south of what it should have 
been. 

Before we gained California, the United States and Great 
Britain bad almost equal posse. sions on the Pacific coast, but by 
our acquisition ol' California we were put far in the lead both as 
to the length of coast line and the value and importance of the 
territory occupied. 

Great Britain became iealous of our increa ed power there. 
Let it be remembered that no one at that time considered the prob
ability of transcontinental railway lines reaching from the Atlan
tic to the Pacific. Tne mode then of reaching the Pacific was 
either by a year'. journey across tbe continent and over the wild 
plains and rugged mountains of the West or by vessels sailing 
around Cape Horn, or by crossing the continent at the Isthmus of 
Central America. The latter seemed likely to prove the key to 
the situation in the near future. 

E ven before the treaty with Mexico had been finally agreed upont 
Congress, with the view of facilitatfog communications with our 
militai·y and naval stations on the Pacific and to aid in the trans
mission of communication with the hardy immigrants who were 
already settling on the Pacific coast, had established a line of 
monthly steamers from New York to the Atlantic side of the 
Isthmus of Panama and from Panama on the Pacific side to Cali
fornia and Oregon. 

MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS LN l&l8. 

At the first meeting of Congress after the treaty with Mexico 
and during the first days of the session there was presented to 
Congress on December 11, 184.8, a memorial, by Wilram H. Aspin
wall and his a-ssociates, comprising the Pacific Mail Company, 
which then had the contract for the transportation of the mail 
from Panama to California and Oregon, a king for governmental 
aid in constructing a railroad across the Isthmus of Panama. 

At that time a trnaty had been negotiated by the United States 
with the Government of New Granada by which the United States 
had undertaken. inconsideration of a free and uninterrupted right 
of way over the Isthmus Qf Panama by any road or roads then 
existing or thereafter to be made, to guarantee to that Republic 
the neutrality of the IsthmuS' and the sovereignty of the Republic 
of New Granada over it. so that if the Isthmus should be invaded 
by any foreign power the United States was bound to protect it 
with its Army and Navy. This treaty had been ratified by the 
Senate without a dissenting vote, and indicated the importance 
with which this route across the Isthmus was then regarded by 
the United States. · 

In order to show the fee1ing and the appreciation which was 
had at that time of the new situation, let me quote from the me
morial: 

Your memo1·ialists believe that events have been rolling on toward the 
consummation of this long talked of work, and that the appointed time has 
now arrh-ed; that the acquisition of California by the United lState3 and the 
establishment of an organized government in our Territory of Oregon have · 
fixed the period and the hands by which it is to be accomplished; that it has 
become the destiny of this country for its own interest. for the benefit of its 
own people, and for the good of the world a.lone, promptly, and without de- · 
lay, t o achieve an enterpriSA which for more than three centuries has, under 
some aspect. been contemplated and proposed by all the great powers of 
Em·ope. It is under a strung sense that they but speak the feelings of the 
great mass of our people, that they have >entured to emtark in the enter
prise before them and to aim at becoming instruments in carrying out a work 
which from the time when Nunez Balboa from the height of Darien fir t 
saw the great South Sea has occupied the minds of all civilized people, which 
must r eflect honor upon American enterprise, and which, by bringing into 
close rel.a.tions the most distant parts of our Republic, must add to and en
large the sphere of human happiness . 

Your memorialists h ope that these and other considerations of the like 
nature may ha•e all proper influence upon your honorable body; but they 
ask your cooperation on none of these grounds. They ask it only on the 
grounds, first, of economy and pecuniary saving to the Government in the 
transportation of men, munitions of war. and naval stores to our military 
and naval stations in California. and Oregon; and, second, on the higher and 
more important political ground of being able, on an emergency and when 
occasion requires, to send reenforcements and snpplies in le than thirty 
days instead of six months, as required to send them around Cape Horn or 
across the Rocky Mountains. 

This memorial was referred in the House of Representatives to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and on January 16, 1849, Mr. T. 
Bntler King. from tl::at committee, made a report in farnr of the 
passage of a bill making a grant of $250,000 per annum for twenty 
years to the memorialists for the purpose of enabling them to 
build the railroad. The committee in this report estimates the 
saving to the trade of America by the construction of the railroad 
across the Isthmus to be the sum of $S5,000,000 in the course of 
the fast twenty years. 

In the course of its reports the committee said: 
We are so much nearer to the Isthmus than the ports of Europe, and our 

mean of communication and information will be sot'requent and certain, om• 
line" of steamers and coasting vessels so constantly on the alert, and will 
!flO\~ ~th so u;iuch celerity, tha~ heavy Enrope~n ~reighting shi~s will find 
it qtilte 1mposs1ble t.o compete with them. If this v1ewof the ubJect be cor
rect, and we believe it is, the construction of this railroad will throw int<> 
our warehouses and shipping the entire commerce of the Pacific Ocean. Our 
ports a.re on the yery wayside from Europe to the Isthmus of Panama. and 
our lines of steamers and -packet ships across the Atlantic will come laden 
with the freights destined for that channel of trade. The commerce, there
fore, from Eu'!'ope to the East Indie . China, and the west coast of this con
tinent will be forced to pur sue the old. route or fall into our hands. * * * 

When we consider the remarkable results presented in the foregoing tables, 
and compare our present condition with what it will be when the propo ed 
railroad shalJ be completed and the advantages we shall then possess over 
all competitors for the commerce of the Pacific and the Ea-:t, we need not be 
surprised that European capita.lists have refused to lend their a.id to the ac
complishment of an undertaking which will not only deprive them of the 
decided superiority which they now possess over us in their intercourse with 
nine-tenths of the world-exclusive of ourselves-but will place us so far 
ahead in the race for commercial supremacy that they can never overtake 
us. * * ~' 

Thus it appears as if California was designed by nature to be the medium 
of connecting, commercially, Asia with America and as the depot of the trade 
between those two vast continents, which possess the elements of unbounded 
commercial interchange. · 

And referring to the treaty between the United States and the 
Republic of New Granada, which bad only been ratified on the 
preceding 12th of June, the report said: 

This is, in fact, a defensive league OJl our part with New Granada, in which 
.we vir tually guarantee her sovereignty and indep.endence for the term of 
twenty years, and as mu~h longer as neither party shall no~if¥ the other. of 
• its intention of proceeding to a reform " of the treaty. Tlus IB a very wide 
departure fro~ our foreign po].}cy hitherto, :in<'.l its justif!~tion is only t<>. be 
found in the ex:igency of the case-the overruling necesSiti of our po. 1tion· 
with refer ence toourterritories on the Pacific. The pass aero sthe Iethmus 
of Panama is the only route by which easy, reguhr, and speedy communica
tion can be established with them, and by which, in fact, it bas already been 
estahlished, and there is no power on earth, except New Gi:anada. her~lf• 
which may say to us, "Thou shalt not cross the !Rthmus," without meeting 
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the prompt resistance of the whole power of the Union. This treaty, there· 
fore, is but a simple advertisement to all the world that for the next twenty 
yea.rs at least we will, with the permission of New Granada., cross the Isthmus 
of Panama, and you must not interfere. 

As a part of the history of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. permit 
me to call your attention to a communication addressed by Mr. 
Niles. charge d!affaires of the United States to Sardinia to .Mr. 
Clayton, the Secretary of State, under date June 30, 1849. In this 
communication .Mr. Niles presented his view in reference to the 
construction of an isthmian canal and included his idea. of a proj
ect for such canal. 

As this communication appears to have had great weight with 
Mr. Clayton in fixing his views as to the ownership and control 
of such a canal, it may be proper to know what the views of Mr. 
Niles were. Among other things, in his letter Mr. Niles stated: 

It is evident that such a. channel of commercial communication should not 
inure to the exclusive advantage of any one nation, or to any limited number 
of nations, or be subjected to the liability of interruption by the eventuali
ties of war. It should be a common international thoroughfare, always open 
and always free on equal terms to the commerce of all nations, great and 
small, the weak as well as the vowerful, those nations that are situated at 
remote distances as well as those in its immediate vicinity. 

His project included the following propositions: 
That the work shall be executed by the united contributions of the com

mercial nations of the world, or such of them as may agree in the under
takin~. 

Th:t the ratio of contributions among the parties shall be that of their 
respective amount of tonnage engaged in foreign commerce, or some analo
gous basis of equality that may be agreed on. 

That the contracting parties shall empower the said commissioners to 
treat with the State through the territories of which it is contemplated to 
construct the canal for the ce ion of the required extent of territory wit.h 
the entire sovereignty thereof from sea. to sea, say a belt of 6 miles in width 
reaching from shore to shore. 

That no forts or buildings of any kind shall be constructed upon the ceded 
territory but such as may be thought necessary by the commissioners to 
carry out the objects of the pro:posed convention. 

That the PreSldent of the Uruted States propo~e to the maritime powers of 
the world, through simultaneous instructions to our diplomatic agents in for
eign countries, to unite in the execution of the work. 

THE IDSE-SELVA TREATY. 

On June 21, 1849, there was negotjated a treaty between the 
United States and Nicaragua, which. if it had been ratified by our 
country, would have then settled for all time our right to own and 
fortify an isthmian canal, as well asourabsolutesupremacyon the 
American continent and also in the Pacific Ocean. Elijah Hise, 
charge d'affaires of this Government in Central America, without 
having obtained directions so to do, but with a keen understand
ing of the possibilities of the future and an evident realization of 
the importance to this country of controlling the isthmian canal 
whenever built, entered into a convention on behalf of the United 
States with Nicaragua, which is known as the Hise-Selva treaty. 
This treaty granted to the United States, or a company of its 
citizens, the ''exclusive right and privilege" to construct a canal 
or railway through the terrhory of Nicaragua between the At
lantic and Pacific oceans. The treaty provided as follows: 

The State of Nicaragua cedes and grants to the United States, or to a char· 
tered company of the citizens, as the case may be, absolutely, all the land 
that may be required for the location and construction of said canal or canals, 
road or roads, etc. · 

Article V of that treaty provided: 
The Government of the United States shall have the right to erect such 

forts and fortifications at the ends and along the lines of said works and to 
arm and occupy the same in such manner and with as many troops as may 
be deemed necessary by the said Go>ernment for the protection and defense 
thereof, and also for the preservation of the peace and neutrality of the ter
ritories of Nicaragua, to whom pertains equal rights as inherent to her 
sovereignty. 

Article VI provided: 
The public armed vessels, letters of marque, and privateers, and the pri

vate merchant and trading vessels belonging either to the governments or 
the subjects or citizens of nations, kingdoms, or countries with which either 
of the contracting parties may be at war, shall not, during the contmuance 
of such war, be suffered or allowed to come into the portsat the terminations 
of said canals nor be allowed to pass on or through the same on any account 
whatever, etc. 

Article XII of the treaty provided that the United States should 
protect and defend Nicaragua in the possession and exercise of 
the sovereignty and dominion over all the territories within her 
boundaries and, if necessary, employ the naval and military force 
of the United States for that purpose. 

But on August 27, 1849, and before the Hise-Selva treaty had 
been acted upon in any way, Nicaragua had granted a concession 
to the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship Canal Company, com
posed of Cornelius Vanderbilt, Joseph L. White, Nathaniel H. 
Wolfe, and their associates for the exclusive right to construct 
the Nicaraguan Canal. I think, however, that it has always been 
nnde1·stood that this concession was subject to the prior rights 
under the treaty in case that should be rat1fied. 

SITUATION IN 1850. 

Permit me to call your attention to one other circumstance of 
great importance in connection with the making of the Clayton
Bulwer treaty. Great Britain was then inpossessionof Greytown 
and t_he mouth of the San Juan River, claiming a protectorate 
over it as a part of the Mosqµito Indian territory. It was also 

claimed by the Republic of Nicaragua as a part of her domain. 
Great Britain had seized her opportunity and seized the mouth of 
the San Juan at the same timeforthe undoubted purpose of gain
ing control and possession of one of the necessary ends of any 
Nicaragua Canal route. 

This, then, was the situation in 1850: The Hise treaty, if ratified, 
would give to this country the right to construct, own operate, 
fortify, and defend an isthmian canal by the Nicaragua route, 
and at the same time would have required us by force of arms, if 
necessary, to compel Great Britain to relinquish her possession of 
that portion of the territory of Nicaragua which she had seized 
on the claim that it was a part of the Mosquito Indian lands. 
Such a situation might easily have brought on an armed conflict 
between this country and Great Britain. Whatever may be the 
reasons which have been given in print, or which may have been 
stated in debate, the fear of a controversy with England, which 
might involve war over the extent of the territory of Nicaragua 
and the possession of the east end of the Nicaraguan Canal route. 
was one of the reasons why the then Administration proceeded 
hurriedly to head off a demand for the ratification of the Hise 
treaty by the negotiation of the deplorable Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 
The concession granted to the Vanderbilt-White syndicate aided 
in this proceeding. The Administration then in power started in 
with great zest to negotiate a treaty which would insure to the 
private company an opportunity to construct this work unham
.pered by the existing conflict in regard to the territorial owner
ship of the region about the mouth of the San Juan River. 

THE MAKING OF THE CLAYTOY·BULWER TREATY. 

On September 15, 1849, Mr. Crampton, the British minister, 
wrote to Lord Palmerston a letter in which he said, referring to 
Mr. Clayton, then our Secretary of State, as follows: 

Mr. Clayton, having requested me to call upon him at the Department of 
State, said th_at he wished to converse with me frankly and confidentially 
upon the su bJect of the proposed passage across the Isthmus by way of N ica
ragua and the river San Juan, with regard to which he had long felt a great 
deal of anxiety-an anxiety lately very much increased by intelligence he had 
received from Mr. Elijah Hise. 

Mr. Hise, it appears, upon his own responsibility and without instructions, 
either from the late or from the present Administration, signed, on the part 
of the United States, a treaty with the State of Nicaragua., by which the lat
ter grants to the United States an exclusive right of way across her terri
tories, including therein the river San Juan, for the purpose of joining the 
two oceans by?. canal across the Isthmus. The treaty contains a number of 
provisions, such as stipulations for the construction of forts and milita.rv 
works upon the banks of the San Juan for the protection of the proposed 
passage. 
Th~e Mr.Clayton enumerated to i:ne, ~ut he r~d to me at length the arti

cle which he regards as the most obJectionable m the treaty, by which it is 
stipulated that the United States guarantees to Nicaragua fm·ever the whole 
of her territory, and promises to become a party to every defensive war in 
which that State may hereafter be engaged for the protection of that ter-
ritory. . 

To the whole of this treaty, as well as to the "absurd stipulation" which 
he had jus!- read, Mr. Clayton said it was scarcely necessary to remark that 
he was entirely opposed. * * * 

The signature of the present treaty has, Mr. Clayton remarked, placed the 
Government of the Uruted States in a most embarrassing situation. You 
know he said that the Government have no majority in the &mate; you know 
that the treaty ~I be cal~ed for by Congress; the substance of it, indeed, 
has already found its way into the newspapers. Yon are aware of the opin
ion. which. right or _wron~, is generally entertaine~ in this_ country of the 
claim of the Mosqmto chief to any part of the territor! clanned by Nicara
gua, and you can form an idea of th.e eagerness with which the party opposed 
to ~e Gov~~en~ will avail th_e~selves o~ the opportunity of either forcing 
us mto coll1s10n with Great Britain on this subJect or of mak-ing it appear 
that we have abandoned, tlU'ough pusillanimity, great and splendid ad van· 
tages fairly secured to the country by treaty. 

On October 1, 1849, Mr. Crampton again wrote concerning an
other interview with Secretary of State Clayton, in which he 
states-that Mr. Clayton said-

That the United States Government would entirely disapprove of the 
treaty signed by Mr. Hise with the State of Nicaragua, unless they were 
driven to adopt it to counteract the exclusive claim of some other country. 

That treaty both secured exclusive advantage to the United ~tates with 
regard to the proposed canal, which they did not wish. under any circum
stances, to possess, and threatened besides to bring ttem into collision with 
Her Majesty's Government upon the Mosquito question pending between 
them and the State of Nicaragua. 

What the United States Government would now propose, therefore was 
this: '!'hat the United States shouid abandon the treaty signed by Mr. Hise· 
and, instead of ratifying it, should propose. simultaneously with Her Maj~ 
ty's Government, another treaty to Nicaragua, by which no exclusive advan
tage should be conferred on any party. * * * 

Mr. Crampton was shortly succeeded at Washington in the 
conduct of negotiations by Sir Henry Bulwer, who entered into a 
project of convention with Secretary of State Clayton, which, 
with some modifications, afterwards became the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. In a letter to Lord Palmerston, dated February 3, 1850, 
Sir Henry Bulwer, referring to what he had done and to conver
sation had with Mr. Clayton, stated that-

Wben Mr. Clayton, explaining to me the very critical position in which he 
himself stood. added that he must either deliver up the whole subject to pop· 
ular discussion and determination 01· come to some immediate settlement 
upon it, I entered with him into a full consideration of the affair and finally 
a.gre?d to submit to your lordship's sanction the inclosed proJect of con
vent10n. 

* * * * * * * I may add that it will probably be attacked with violence by the parties 
who are for supporting Mr. Monroe's famous doctrine a.tall hazaTds, and 
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who contend that Mr. Hi e's convention is the only one that this country 
ought to ado:>t or sanction; but, on the <?ther hand, I think I can proJ?lis~ that 
it will be duly esteemed and approved of by the Senate and carry with it the 
weighty S!\nction of all rea onable men. . 1 

Tlie Giayton-Bnlwer treaty shortly followed. It is dated April 
H)9 18J::. The preamble of that treaty provides: 

The United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty being desirous 
of consolidating the relations of amity which so happily subsist between 
them, by setting forth and fixing in a co:nvep.tion th~ir ".lews and in~entions 
with reference to any means of commumcation by shippmg canal which may 
be constructed between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans by way of the river 
San Juan de Nicara1?1Ja * ~ * to any port or place on the Pacific Ocean, 
etc. 

And Article VIII of the treaty_pi·ovides that-
The Governments of th'l lJnited States and Great Britain having not only 

desired in entering into this convention to accomplish a particular object, but 
also to establish a general principle, they hereby agree to extend their pro
tection by trea.tf stipulations to any other practicable communications, 
whether by cana or railway, across the isthmus which connects North and 
South America, and especially to the interoceanic communications, should 
the same prove to be practicabl(', whether by canal or railway, which are 
now proposed to be estab!ished by way of Tehuantepec or Panama. 

Article I of the treaty provides that-
The Government~ of the United States and Great Britain hereby declare 

that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself any 
excfosive control over the said ship canal, a~eeing that neithe1· will ever 
erect or maintain any fortifications commanding the same or in the vicinity 
thereor, or _occupy, or fortify, or colonize, o~· assume, or exercise any domin
ion over Nicaragua., Costa Ihca, the Mosqmto coast, or any part of Central 
America. 

'l'HE POLITICAL "BYAS Oil' PRESTDEI'l'T TAYLOR'S .A.DMIN1STRATION. 

In connection with the making of this treaty, which, to a large 
degree, surrendered the theory of the Monroe 4ocj:;rine, I call your 
attention to the political bias of the Administration thGn in power. 
In 18-!B Gen. Zachary Taylor had been elected President as the 
Whig candidate. He had been the most successful and popular 
military man in connection with the prosecution of the Mexican 
war. Politically he had been an unknown quantity, but the pub
lic welcomed him as a hero with an admiration almost reaching 
adoration. He \\as elected President on his personal popularity 
as the Whig candidate, and Whig influences surrounded and con
tTolled him. He was a plain military man. He was not bothered 
about the theories of government or the traditions of our own 
Government and its position on the American continents. 

The Whigs bad been bitterly opposed to the Mexican war. A 
Democrat1c Administration had inaugurated that war, and it was 
carried to a close under Democratic control of the Government. 
The treaty with Mexico by which we acquired from her California 
and the New Mexico country was savagely assaulted and bitterly 
denounced by the Whigs. The Whig party at that time on the 
subject of expansion was very much like the Democratic party 
to-day upon the same subject. It could not see farther than the 
end of its nose. When, therefore. General Taylor had been elected 
by reason of his personal popularity and, through him, a Whig 
Administration and a Whig Cabinet came into power, it was nat
ural that the Administration should look with opposition upon 
the plans inaugurated by the Administration of Presideut Polk 
for the extens on of our influence farther south. Mr Hise, who 
negotiated the Hise-Selva treaty, was an appointee of President 
Po k, and was in sympathy w1th the ideas of h~s Adminjstration, 
but the whigs had not wanted California, and they cared little 
about building it up. Daniel Webster had traded off a large 
share of our proper Pacific coast to.. Great .Britain in exchange for 
an inconsequential shipping privilege on a river leading out of 
New England. . 

The Whigs had no special interest in thePacificcoast and were 
bitterly oppot:ied to the schemes of the Democratic party for exten
sion. expansion, and aggrandizement. They ha.d not the slightest 
desire to enter into any controversy, much less a conflict, with 
Great Britain over the title to and possession of the mouth of the 
San J ua.n River in order to build up the South and the Pacific 
coast as against the free-soil sentiment of New England. It was 
very natural, therefore, that upon the subject of an isthmian 
canal tbe best interests of our country should have been betrayed 
by the Taylor Administl·ation. ln~tead of submitting the Hise
Selva treaty to the Senate for consideration, Mr. Clayton, Taylor's 
Secretary of State. in a manner which all history must pronounce 
contemptible. begged the British Government to come to his assist
ance and agree wi h him upon a treaty wholly in tbe interest of 
Great Brit.a.in and absolutely destructive to the influence . and 
supremacy of our country on th1s hemisphere. Not content with 
eutermg mto a treaty to this effect, Mr. Clayton, by a secret 
agreement, practically nullified all portions of the treaty by which 
Great Britain had yielded up anything. No more sorry spectacle 
is presented anywhere in the history of our diplomatic dealings. 

THE CLAYTON·BULWER TREATY STILL IN FORCE. 

The terms of the Clayton-Bulwer t-reaty upon their face «;x
pressly provided that Great Britain should not occupy or fortify 
or colonize, or assume or exercise any dominion over, Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America. 
Language could not well have been made more explicit, At that 

• 

time Great Britain was in possession of a portion of Nicaragua 
and the Mosquito Coast, both occupying it and colonizing it, and 
exercising dominion over it. Great Britain was also in possession 
and colonizing a pbrtion of Honduras, known as the Belize coun
try. Various islands in Central Americ / known as the Bay 
Islands, were also being occupied and colonized by Great Britain. 
Instead of promptly withdrawing its claim over these localities, 
Great Britain persisted in claiming that under the treaty and 
under the arrangement with Mr. Clayton it was not required to 
withdraw. but was to be permitted to remain in the same control 
as before the treaty: 

For ten years this was a source of constant friction and fre
quent communication between the two governme.nts, but finally, 
at the end of about ten years, all sources of complaint in regard 
to the attitude and action of Great Britain in these matters were 
removed to the satisfaction of the Administration of President 
Buchanan, who, in his message to Congress December 3, 1860, 
stated that-

The discordant constructions of the Clayton and Bnlwer treaty between 
the two Governments, which at different periods of the diHCussion bore a, 
thre.atening aspect, have resulted in a final settlement entirely satisfactory 
to this Government. In rny last annual message I informed Congress that 
the British Government had not then "completed treaty arrangements with 
the Republics of Honduras and Nicaragua in pursuance of the understanding 
between the two Governments. It is;neverthele!:!S. conftden tly expected that 
this ~ood work will ere long be accomplished." This confident ex-pectation 
has smce been fulfilled. Her Britannic Majesty conclude.d a treaty with Hon
duras on the 28th November, 1859, and with Nicaragua on the 28th August, 
1860, relinqmshing the Mosquito protectorate. Besides, by the former the 
Bay Islands are recognized as a part of the Republic of Honduras. 

In my opinion .. it may therefore be fairly stated that while the 
action of Great Britain during the ten years following the ratifi
cation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty might have fully justified a 
notice on our part of the abrogation of that treaty because of its 
nonfulfillmetit by Great Britain, still when Great Britain finally 
yielded to our contention and gave up the possession about which 
we so strenuously complained, that cause of complaint was en
tirely removed, and we would have no right now to insist that 
the treaty is abrogated already or tbat it should be now abrogated 
because of the action of Great Britain immediately following the 
making of the treaty. 

Mr. Chairman I think we ought to deal in perfect good faith 
with Great Britain. In whatever we do we should act in a manly 
way. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty was an absolute betrayal or 
misunderstanding of the best interests of our country. It yielded 
up the strongest protection for defense which any nation was ever 
granted by nature. But it is still legally in force. We have bad 
our attention more particularly called to that treaty recently by 
the new treaty which has been negotiated. In the effort to escape 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty the present Secretary of State has ne
gotiated a new treaty, now pending in the Senate for disposition 
and known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

THE HAY·PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 

The Hay-Pauncefote treaty does not remove any of the obje.c
tionable features of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. No right wh1ch 
was yielded up by the former treaty is recovered by the new treaty. 
Under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty it was .the expectation and in
tention that the company which was then in existence, and which 
had acquired a concession from Nicaragua, would proceed with 
the construction of the canal with funds to be raised largely in 
England. One of the reasons given for entering into that treaty 
at the time was that in an enterprise of such great vastness it 
was necessary to have the financial support of England as well as 
of the Gnited States in order to complete it, and when the Clayton
Bulwer treaty provided that neither the one Government nor the 
other would ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclusive con
trol over the said ship canal, it was intended merely to provide 
that neither Government ::)hould so obtain control over a canal as 
to fortify it or as to give preferential rates to the shipping jnter
ests of its own country over those of the other country. 

Such provision was not put in that treaty for the purpose of 
preventing either Government from expending its own funds in 
the mere construction of th~ canal. Either country would have 
been glad to have had the other country furnish the money with 
which to build the canal, provided it could be assured that the 
operation of the canal should be on even terms to the marine in
teres"ts of both countries. 

Now, what does the Hay-Pauncefote treaty do? It provides 
that-

The canal may be constructed under the auspices of .the Government of 
the United States, either directly at its own cost. 01: bf gift or loan of money 
to individuals or coryorations, or through sub cription to or purchase of 
stock or shares, and that,snb.iect to the proviQions of the present convention, 
the said Government shall have and enjoy all the rights incident to s~ch 
construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for the regulation 
and management of the canal. 

And also that-
The canal shall be free nnd open, in time of war ac; in time of peace, to the 

vessels of commerce and of war of all nations, on terms of entire equality, so 
that there shall be no discrimination against any nation or its citizens or sub
jects in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic or otherwise . 
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- Val'ious other provisions are in the new treaty, including one 
that no fortification shall be erected commanding the canal or 
the waters adjacent, but there is not a .single provision of any 
kind in the Hay-Paun~efot.e treaty in the interest of the United 
States in any· way, shape, or manner. Not a single preference 
can be given to the vessels of the United States, either in time of 
peace or war. 

The proposition of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty simply is this: 
It is desirable to have a canal built. For four hundred years an 

endeavor has been made to reach the waters of the Pacific from 
those of the Atlantic without going around Cape Horn. For 
more than fifty_ years actirn enterprises have been in evolution 
for the purpose of constructing an isthmian canal. Various com
panies have been incorporated, various treaties have been entered 
mto, numerous concessions have been granted. One company has 
spent over $:J,000,000 and another company nearly 5300.000,000 in 
a vain effort to complete the work of construction. Engineers 
have stated that the enterprise can be carried through. No two 
engineer~ have apparently agreed upon the method and plan of 
work. 

P1·ivate capital is unwilling to enter upon such an adventure
some undertaking. No Euro:pean government is willing to ad
vance funds out of its own treasury for that purpose; but by the 
grace of its overflowing Treasury and the consent of Great Britah1, 
the United States may run all the risks of the adventure without 
any possible hope of special reward. In the benign goodness of 
her heart, England will grant us_ the authority to expend from 
one to two hundred millions or more in an enterprise, not for our 
own special tenefit. but for the benefit of humanity, civilization, 
and English shipping. We are kindly given the consent of Eu
rope to break down the barrier of defense which protects our 
Pacific coast and our interests in the Pacific Ocean, and to bring 
our possessions there 10,000 miles nearer to the guns of the navies 
of Europe. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to pass any adverse criticism upon 
the distinguished gentleman who presides over our Department 
of State. He bas proven his ability and his farsightedness on 
many occasions. His triumph of diplomacy in the open-door 
policy of China earns him the gratitude of America present.and 
America future. I can very well understand that, bewildered by 
the clear paper title which Great Britain had to the continuance 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the embarrassments which were 
constantly arising over the propositions made in Congre:ss that 
the United States should aid or undertake the construction of the 
Isthmian canal, Mr. Hay finally entered into this treaty, giving 
our country as mnch consent as could be granted if the Clayton
Bulwer tTeaty were to remain in force, in order that public senti-
ment might be tested throughout the nation. . 

I can not believe that either the Secretary of State or the great 
man at the head of the nation has ever in heart advocated the 
ratification of this treaty, which would forever put an end to the 
rightful claim of supremacy for the United States in the Americas. 
But public sentiment has been tested. Our people do not favor 
the treaty. They do not wish it ratified. Speaking only for my
self, I feel at liberty to say that if the Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
should by ratification become a binding law upon this country, 
I should oppose in every way possible every proposition to con
struct an Isthmian canal under its provisions. 

OPINIONS OF FORMER REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATIONS. 

The position of our country in reference to this proposition is 
one which has been publicly expounded on various occasions. 

In his message to Congress, March 8, 1830, President Hayes had 
the true American manhood to say: 

The policy of this country is a canal under American control. The United 
States can not consent to the surrender of this control to any European 
power, or to any combination of European powers. If existing treaties be
tween the V'nited States and other nations, or if the rights of sovereignty or 
property of other nations, stand in the way of this policy, a contin~ency 
which is not apprehended, suitable steps should be ta.ken by just and liberal 
negotiations to promote and establish the American policy on this subject, 
consistently with the rights of the nations to be affected by it. 

The capital invested by corporations or citizens of other countries in such 
an enterprise mMt, in a great degree. look for protection to one or more of 
the great powers of the worl<i. No European power can intervene for such 
protection without adopting measures on t.his continent which the United 
States would .deem wholly inadmissible. If the protection of the United 
States is relied upon, the United States must ex:ercise such control as will 
enabfo this country to protect its national interests and maintain the rights 
of those whose private capital is embarked in the work.-

An interoceanic canal across the American Isthmus will essentially cha.nae 
the geo~aphical relations between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of tile 
United ::>tates, and between the United States and the rest of the world. It 
will be the great ocean thoroughfare between onr Atlantic and our Pacific 
shores, and virtually a part of the coast line of the United States. Our merely 
commercial interest in it is greater than that of all other countries, while i ts 
relations to our power and prosperity as a nation, to our means of defense, 
our unity. pea_ce. and 1<a.fety. are matters of paramount concern to the peo
ple of the Uruted States. No other great power would, under similar cir
cumstances, fail to assert a rightful control over a work so closely and vitally 
affecting its interest and welfare. · 

Without urging further the grounds of my opinion, I repeat, in condu
sion, that it is the right and duty of the United States to assert and maintain 
such supervision and authority over any interoreanic canal across the Isth
mus that connects North and South America as will protect our national 

interests. This. I am quite sure, will be found not -0nly compatible with, but 
promotive of, the widest and most permanent-ad vantage to commerce and 
civilization. 

In a letter to Mr. Lowell, our minister at London, that stalwart 
American, James G. Blaine, whi le Secretaq of State, wrote June 
24, 1881: 

Nor in time of peace does the United States Reek to .ha;e any~xelusiva 
privileges accorded to American ships in respect to preceden{'0 or tolls 
through n.n int.eroceanic canal any more than it ha!'! sought like privileges 
for American goods in transit over tho Panama Railway, under the exclusive 
control of an American corporation. 

"' * * * * • * It is as regards the political control of snGh a. canal, as distinguished from 
its merely administrative or commercial regulation, that the President feels 
called upon to speak with directness and with emphasis. During any war 
to which the United States of America or the United States of Colombia 
might be a party, the passagti of armed ve.<IBels of a.hostile nation through 
the Canal of Panama. would be no more admis.sible than would the passage 
of the armed forces of a hostile cation over the railway lines joining the 
Atlantic and Pacific shores of the United States or of Colombia. And the 
United Sta.tes of America. will insist upon her right to take all needful pre
c.autions against the possibility of the Isthmus transit being in any event 
used offensively against her interests upon the la~d or upon the sea. 

And in another letter, dated Noveml:er 19, 1881, Mr. Blaine 
wrote to Mr. Lowell, referring to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
used the following language: 

This convention was made more than thirty years ago, under exceptional 
and extraordinary conditions which have long since ceased to e::tist-condi
tions which at best were temporary in their nature, and which can never be 
reproduced. 

'l'he remarkable development of the United States on the Pacific coast 
since that time has created new duties for thi!i Government, and devolved 
new responsibilities upon it, the full and complete discharge of which re
quires, in the judgment of the President, some essential modifications in the 
Clayton-Bulw~ treaty. The interests of Her Majesty's Gov1::rnment in
volved in thlS question, in so far as they may be properly judged by the ob
ser>ation of a friendly power, are so inconsiderable in comparison with 
those of the United States that the President hopes a readjustment of the 
terms of the treaty may be-reached in a. spirit of amity and concord . 

• (I • * * * • 
It consequently becomes evident that the one conc]usive mode of preserv

ing any Isthmus canal from the possible distraction and· dest1·nction of war 
is to place it undtir the control of -that government least likely to be engaged 
in W[1r, and able, in any and every event, to enforce the guardianship which 
she shall assume. 

For self-protection to her own interests, therefore, the United States in 
the first instance asserts her right to control -the Isthmus transit: and, sec
ondly, she offers by such control that absolute.neutralization of the canal as 
respects European powers which can in no other way oo certainly attained 
and lastingly assured. 

* * • * • * • 
The following is a summary of the changes necessary to meet the ~iewsof 

this Government: 
Fi.rat. Every part of 1he treaty which forbids the United-States fortifying 

the canal and holding the political control of it in conjunction-with the coun
try in which it is located to be canceled. 

THE FRELINGHUYS~-ZA VALA TREATY. 

During President Arthur's Adminisfration anew, treaty was ne
goliated between the United States and Nicaragua, providing for 
the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal, which is known as the 
Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty. This treaty provided among other 
things: 

ART. I. The canal shall bebuiltbytheUnitedSW.tes.of America, and owned 
by them and the Republic of Nicaragua, and managed as hereinafter pro
vided. 

ART. II. There shall be perpetual alliance between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Nicaragua, and the former agree to protect the 
integrity and the territory of the latter. 

If the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty had been confirmed and 
ratified it would have brought the canal matters to a head. That 
trea.ty was laid by President Arthur before the Senate for its 
action. 

I wish to call the attention of my Democratic friends, who are 
now so actively assailing the present Administration for the Hay
Panncefote treaty. to what took place in reference to the Freling
huysen-Zavala treaty. One Grover Cleveland, whose name is 
now greeted with derision by the Democratic· side of this House, 
had been elected President, and out of deference to his incoming 
the Senate took no action upon the Fr&linghuysen-ZavaJa treaty 
prior to the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland as President in March, 
1885. Mr. Cleveland thereupon recalled the treaty from the 
Senate and it became a dead letter. It will not do for our Demo· 
cratic friends now to say that Mr. Cleveland did not represent 
their party at that time. Twice after that be was nominated in 
their national conventions, and once after that was again elected 
bv them as President. It is not necessary for me to pass any word 
of crit:c:sm on his actions in relerence to that treaty. He, like 
President Taylor, was unacquainted with the history of the policies 
of oul' country and the theori es of our supremacy. He, like Tay
lor, relied up0n the proposition that whatever had been advocated 
by h 's predecessor of the opposite party was bad and ought to be 
killed. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen and President Arthur had had the nerve to 
negotiate a treaty which stood for America and for the United 
States. Itwa.sthefirsttreatyof th.at kind in referencetoaninter
oceanic canal which had ever been negotiated by direction of the 
President, and it was promptly kille<! as soon as the Democratic 
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Administration came into power. Very likely not killed so much 
through viciousness as through ignorance. 

When Mr. Cleveland bad been longer in office and had acquired 
a better knowledge of American history and American principles 
as well as an abler Secretary of State, he thrilled the hearts and 
raised the pride of every true American by his action in the Ven
ezuelan affair. 

REASONS FOR AN .AlIERIC.AN PROTECTED CANAL • 

.Mr. Chairman, I favor an American canal, owned, controlled, 
fortified, and defended by the United States. Nature has granted 
to our country certain natural advantages for our own defense, 
which we ought not to destroy or in any way relinquish. We 
possess two great ocean coast lines, separated and tar removed 
from each other. At the present time our Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts axe the most vulnerable points of attack by a foreign sea 
foe. We have in the past at enormous expense attempted, and. 
are now at still greater expense endeavoring, to so protect the 
points of attack on these two coast lines by land fortifications as 
to render them comparatively safe from assault and capture by 
the naval forces of an enemy. 

But we have not been willing to trust to the land defenses con
structed through these great expenditures. In addition, we have 
proceeded on the line of policy of building up a navy which shall 
be equal in defense to any navy of the world. This the united 
wisdom of the country, without regard to party lines, has con
sidered it necessary to do in order to protect our present points 
of at tack and to maintain our power on the seas, as the condition 
of our hemisphere now exists. 

At this session we will authorize the expenditure of more than 
$60,000,000 for the maintenance of and additions to our Navy. It 
is no slight sum. For an annual expenditure, purely in time of 
peace so far as the Navy is concerned, it is an enormous amount. 

But we have no difficulty in protecting and defending our Pa
cific coast line, far greater in length than the Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts combined. The battle ships of no foreign power, except 
England, can reach any part of our Pacific coast in fighting trim 
in time of war. If war should break out to-day between the 
United States and France. or Germany, or Italy, or Russia, or any 
other nation, excepting only Great Britain, the opposing power, 
under the doctrines of international law as practiced, could not, 
for lack of coaling facilities, succeed in having any of)ts war 
ships reach a single port on our Pacific coast prepared to give 
battle. No such nation could even maintain a fleet in the vicinity 
of our coast there. It could not send a war vessel there after war 
bad begun, and if one were already there when war commenced, 
its first duty would be to hurry away to some point where it could 
obtain coal and protection. No other nation in the world possesses 
such a long, almost continuous coast line as ours on the Pacific. 

No other coast in the world is to-day so easily defended as our 
Pacific coast. It is to-day absolutely free from attack by any 
European or Asiatic power except Great Britain. Nature has 
provided us with a barrier of defense for California, Oregon, 
Washington, and Alaska which all the wealth, power, and in
genuity of man could not have erected. She has given us what 
we could not have made. The fortifications erected by us on land 
may succumb before the assaults of the enemy or of time and 
neglect. But the barrierof distance-impastablespace-can never 
be overcome except by a change of conditions. We are now free 
from attack in that quarter, except from Great Britain, and she 
could not use her present fleets with advantage to attack us there. 
From the other powers we are not only free from attack, bnt we 
are also free from even menace in that quarter. Sir, out on the 
Pacific will be the future great development of civilization, of 
progress, of commerce of art and culture. of humanity itself. 
No one can measure the probabilities, much less the possibilities, 
of that region. 

Shall we now maintain its splendid isolation from foreign inva
sion or attack or shall we, in our hunger for present commerce, 
barter away our birthright of safety for a mess of pottage of 
trade? Shall we in our eagerness for riches kill the goose which 
would lay for us the golden eggs? 

I am aware Mr. Chairman, that there are eminent minds in our 
country who insist that a purely neutral canal can be as easily de
fended as, and will be much safer than, a fortified canal. The dis
tinguished Admiral of the Navy, flushed with the ease and com
pleteness of his victory at Manila, has recently stated that the 
proper way to defend the Nicaragua Canal is by a. naval fleet. It 
is natural for him to magnify the importance and power of his 
branch of the service. Every department and branch of the public 
service does the same. But Admiral Dewey would not have won 
his victory and his laurels if the bay of ..Manila had been provided 
with proper land fortifications. Spain chose to rely upon herfleet 
for defense there, and we all know the rest. It is said that to 
fortify the canal would simply result in making it a battle ground 
in time of war. Mr. Chairman, the experience of all history shows 
that if this canal be built unfortified and unprotected it will then 
become not only the battle ground in case of war, but the con.ataJ?-t 

bone of contention and desire both in war and pe:tce. To impreg
nably fortify it at each end is to remove it from the field of battle. 

Our recent war demonstrated the fact that the Navy can not 
accomplish much against land fortifications. Sampson before San 
Juan, and Sampson and Schley combined before Saut!ago, should 
be sufficient proof that guns on land, properly protected, can not 
be captured by guns on the sea. 

And not only will land fortifications much better assure the pro
tection of the canal, bnt that protection will be thus furnished at 
vastly less expense. Sufficient land fortifications can be erected 
at a S!flall proportion of the cost of constructing and equipping a 
sufficient fleet. 

The expense of care and maintenance will also be far less. If 
we propo~e to construct a canal as United 8tates property and 
then be prepared to guard and defend it with our Navy only we 
mu"t contemplate the intention of providing a sufficient fleet at 
each end of the canal to withstand the as ault, unprotected by 
guns on land of any foreign fleet which may gather there. Such 
tieets could not be constructed, in the first instance, at a cost of 
less than 580,000,000, and could not be maintained at leb'S than an 
annual cost of probably $5,000,000, in addition to the interest on 
the original cost. I protest, sir, against adding this heavy !Jurden 
to the real and necessary cost of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. Chairman, when the battle ship Oregon was pursuing her 
historic trip from San Francisco to Santiago, as well as after her 
journey had been completed, it seemed to be the common thought 
and expression of our country that if the isthmian canal bad been 
in operation at that time the Oregon might have pursued her way 
through it unmolested to join our fleet hovering around Cuba or 
watching our own coast. Let us imagine, however, for the sake 
of a proper consideration of the subject, that an isthmian canal 
bad bet:n in operation at that time; that it was unfortified, abso
lutely neutral; that ships of war might pass into it, through it, 
out of it, unmolested and unattacked while so doing; and that 
because of the great marine interests of the other commercial 
nations of the world, which would thereby be so affected and in
jured, we would not have been willing to take possession of or 
close up the canal. What would have been the result? 

J! under s~ch circu:mst~nces we had endeavored or attempted 
to mterfere m any way with the tree use of the canal by the ves
sels flying neutral flags, we would have been immediately inter
fered with ourselves and would have thereby enlisted on the 
Spanish side of the combat other nations of Europe, which only 
needed a reasonable excuse to take some part in the fray. 

But suppose the canal had been left open; then what? You will 
remember, sir. that Dewey was at Manila Ba without land forces 
or land fortifications; that Sampson was tryjng to blockade 
Habana and adjoining points; that Schley was on watch to guard 
our own coast or make a flying trip to any point where needed; 
that the people along the Atlantic coast, and especially in New 
England, were in a condition of nervous excitement and fear, 
dreading that a Spanish fleet might make its appearance off that 
coast; that Cervera and the fleet under him started from Spain and 
we did not know whether it was pointed toward some portion of 
our Atlantic seaboard or toward Habana or San Juan, or toward 
the approaching Oregon, or toward some other objective point. 

He did not have a fleet of magnitude or even of considerable 
strength under him, and yet the uncertainty of the destination of 
that fleet exercised, alarmed, and disturbed our peopie, and par
ticularly our Navy Department and naval board of strategy. 
Nearly our entire navy in the Atlantic was set to work to hunt 
for and chase Cervera·s fleet. No one knew where it was or where 
it was going to be. We had a fleet immensely its superior. but our 
fleet at that was not large enough to have watched the entrance to 
an isthmian canal and at the same time have prevented the Span
ish fleet making the entrance of Habana Harbor. Or, if we had 
kept our fleet bunting Cervern and left the canal unguarded, be 
could easily, during the days when his whereabouts was unknown 
to us, have made the entrance to the canal and had several days 
start of any part of our fleet on his way to San Francisco or Port
land or Seattle or the Hawaiian Islands, and from there across the 
Pacific to attack Dewey with a stronger fleet than his. and our 
N a-vy would not have known in wb,ich direction to pursue him. 
And then let us suppose that Cervera's fleet, instead of being much 
weaker, had been much stronger than ours. We could not have 
guarded our own coast, watched the entrance to the canal, and at 
the same time have engaged in any offensive operations. 

In my opinion, the lesson to be learned from the Spanish war 
and the naval operations therein is that it would be dangerous 
and unsafe for us to construct or permit to be constructed any 
isthmian canal through which a foreign foe could in time of war 
send its battle ships. 

NO NEED TO WAIT UPON COIDllSSION. 

But it has been said; sir, that Congress ought not to take any 
action concerning the canal until the report of the commission 
authorized by the last Congress shall have been made and re
ceived. l do not propose to dwell upon the manner in which the 
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provision for that commission was in~erted in the river and har- attack. The idea is abh:orrent to my mind. Unless I am blinded, 
bor bill of last year. It was done in secret conference between its futnre effects would be most disastrous if not fatal to us. 
the three conferees of the House and a like number from the Sen· For us to permit the construction by others of such a neutral 
ate, with no chance to review the action so taken except by the canal would be an act of monumental folly almost unequaled in 
defeat of a great appropriation bill It did not reflect the senti- the experience of the world. But for us to undertake the con
ment or the will of the House. I would not be understood, how- struction of an entirely neutral canal ourselves, with our own 
ever, ac:i criticising the conduct of those who acted for the House money, located in a distant country, with no means of defense or 
and inserted that provision. They were pursuing their ordinary protection except a navy, and thereby double the exposm·e of our 
parliamentary rights. entire coast to attack from foreign foe, would be an act of foolish 

But, sir, the Nicai·agua Canal route has been the object of care- folly .beyond proper characterization. 
ful examination and survey, from time to time, for fifty years by It might flit in well with the actions of the Democratic party fo1· 
eminent engineers and commissions. Every engineer who has the last forty years, but it can have no proper place in a Repub
examined it has pronounced in favor of the practicability of a licanprogrammeoraRepublicanplatform. Willanybodybelieve 
canal bytbat route. Hardly any two engineers have agreed upon that a property owned by this Govel'nment at a distant point, 
exactly the same route or the same details for the construction of unguarded and unprotected, worth $150,000,000, would not itself 
the work. I have given considerable study, according to the best be the object of determined attack? We might build the canal, 
of my limited ability, to the reports and recommendations of the but England or some other power might soon own another Gib· 
different engineers who have examined into the feasibility of an raltar. Mr. Chairman, Great Britain possesses the mightiest navy 
isthmian canal, either by the Nicaragua route or the Panama route. in the world. All other navies seem like infants or dwarfs beside 
In my opinion, one is as likely to be successful as the other. It hers. But has anyone heard that Great Britain proposed to dis
would probably cost as much to finish the Panama Canal as it mantle her fortifications at Gibraltar and hereafter rely upon 
would to build the Nicaragua Canal. No one knows whether her navy entirely for her control of the entrance to the Mediter
eitber can be .finished within a reasonable limit of cost. No one ranean? Has anybody heard that England proposed to make the 
knows whether any isthmian canal will be safe to operate when St. Lawrence'River and Welland Canal neutral to our battle ships 
built. No one will or can knowthese things until the experiment in time of war with us? 
has been made, until the money has been expended, until the But, sfr, the claim has been made that it would do no good to 
genius of man has had the opportunity to cope with the forces of fortify thecanal,for thereason as stated thatanyonecould atwill 
nature in a struggle to do, to act, and not merely to estimate and ·destroy its usefulness, at least temporarily, with a stick of dyna
to theorize. The canal may be a success or it may be a failure. mite,.so that in case of war it might thereby be temporarily ob-

N o ·one can tell until it has been tried. The presentcommission structed and nmdered useless for war purposes. Let us see. If 
will probably report, as it ought to, that a canal can be safely the United States itself, as the owner of the canal, should direct 
undertaken at either Nicaragua or Panama. Other rontes may Ol' willingly permit the obstruction thereof so as to injure the 
also be approved. or discovered. For various reasons wa do not shipping interests of other nations, contrary to the treaty provi· 
'need to wait on the report of the present commission. One rea· sions regarding the canal, those other nations would not only have 
son is that even if this bill should become a law at the present grounds for a protest and an excuse for war, but would undoubt
·session of Congress, it will authorize the beginning of negotiations edly have a just claim against us for the damages accruing to their 
which can not possibly be concluded before the report of the com- merchant marine . . So that the United States would not be in a 
missionisready. Thefu-ststeptoward building a canal byourown very good poSition to obstruct the canal of its own motion. We 
Government is not the determination as to the engineering possi- could only do it by a violation of onr treaty obligations, which 
·bilities, but is the ascertainment whether we can obtain the nee- might make us great trouble. 
·esssary authority and consent o.f the Government which now But it is said that our foe might easily have some one destroy a 
owns and possesses the territory through which the canal is to be lock of the canal, and thereby shut in or shut out our own war 
constructed. vessels. It is true that if we do not fortify and protect the canal 

There will be plenty of time for the commis ion to report long our foe might destroy to a large extent our property there; but if 
before that matter is disposed of. It is also undoubtedly true that we have the canal properly guarded and protected there will not 
it· will be mucli easier for· our Government to negotiate with the be much danger of its injury through a stick of dynamite or other 
different Central American republics before the commission has explosive. No more danger to the locks there than to our forts or 
definitely reported in favor of any particular plan. The passage onr war vessels in harbor. The locks will not be of a character 
of this bill will place our Government in much better position to of construction easily injured or desti'.oyed. A stj.ck of dynamite 
negotiate than it now oe<;upies. And it can do ~o harnL It is an ~would do them but little harm without an opportunity to use a 
indication of onr intention to undertake the work. It is an evi- drill first. It would be just about as easy to get a chance to use 
dence of good faith on our part. the dynamite in injuring the canal as it was for the mice to bell 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is, to my mind, a much stronger reason the cat. 
-why we do not need to wait u:pQn the present commission before I repeat, sir, that onr only safety lies in a fortified and protected 
taking action. Thatcommissionmayacquiredatawhichwill beof canal or in no canal at all. There is inevitable danger in every 
great value to the engineers who undertake the work of actual halfway proposition. Our course should be clear, determined, 
construction, but it will not, in the face of the many previous and honorable. Vv e should maintain our own self-respect and 

.favorable reports, now declare the Nicaragua route to be impra-c- endeavor to retain the respect of the world. I recognize the diffi
ticable, especially as four members of the present commission were cul ties in the way. I appreciate the -obligations of the Clayton -
also members of previous commissions w~ich _reported. favorab!y Bulwer treaty. 
upon that route. Nor would we have fru.th m them if t~ey did Mr. Chairman, I do not endeavor to hide behind the subterfuge 
so r~port. But they.may report that the Panama route IS more that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty-was abrogated by the action of 
feasible th~n the N1car.agua route. What then? It would not Great Britain immediately after its ratification. I do not doubt 
affect the lme of my action .. We can not ~ome the sole and ab- that treaty is still legally in force; but the conditions have vastly 
solute owners of a canal whrnh we may fortify and protect by the changed since it was entered into. We have developed California 
Panama.route. . . . and Oregon, and have acquired Alaska, Hawaii, and. the Philip-

The diverse an.d confhctmg I?terests of the people who have pines since then. The value of our Pacific possessions has been 
sunk 8280,000,000 m th~t E'..:r:terpnse, o~ght to preve-?t our ~ovem-· increased many fold. The real importance to us, therefore, of an 
·ment from ever assummg its completion, .because if we did com- isthmian canal ha,s been largely increased. On the other hand, 
plete the work ~nd ma~ the canal a suc~e~, we woul.d always be the opening of the Suez Canal, giving England a direct commnni
harassed byclrums growmg out of the or1gmal~xpendit.ures. We cation between her .shores and India, has greatly decreased the 
would.never.hear the last of them and w~ might ~asily become real importance to her of ·an isthmian canal. So that as between 
embroiled with France over them. The difficulties m the way of ourselves and Great Brit.ain the relative value of the canal has 
acquiring an ab~oln~ and complete title to the present Panama increased to us and de-creased to her . . The Clayton-Bulwe1· treaty 
route are well-mgh lDSuperable. . . only concerned England and ourselves. It did not affect or bind 

A FORTIFIED cANA..L. any other nation of Europe. 
· I am not willing, sir, to lend niy voice or vote in favor of our 1 would now.say to Great Britain: In view of the change of 
'Government constructing, or ;permitting to be constructed, any conditions and the increase to us of the value of the canal, we 
canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific waters which shall be respectfully ask you to release us from the o~ligat~ons of the 
so neutralized as to permit a foreign foe at war with us to pass Clayton-Bulwer treaty, assuring you that we desJ,re thISrelease to 
her battle ships from ocean to ocean. I would as soon agree not be obtained by friendly methods, and upon terms which will in
to 'attack the war vessels of a. foreign foe while passing up the sure to your commercial interests equal treatment with onr own 
Mississippi or the Hudson. It would be, in my opinion, absolute through the canal; but tha.t in any event we do not intend to be 
folly for us to permit a canal to be constructed upon such terms forever bound by those pro-visions of the treaty which would pre
of neutrality. I think it would be criminal idiocy. -- It would be vent our building and operating the canal as a national enter
not only to invite foreign attack, but to expose ourselves to easy prise, and from fortifying and protecting our own. This would be 

XXXIII-313 
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no act of moral turpitude on our part. Experience, justice, pro
priety, and civilization would all justify us. -

The Hay-Pauncefote treaty is "\'\"Orse for us than the Clayton
Bulwer treaty. The latter at least contemplated that the people 
of both nations should join in furnishing· funds for the enterprise. 
The former contemplates that our. country shall foot all the bills 
without receiving a single particle of additional benefit thereby, 
and without even being permitted to secure protection to the 
money which we invest. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty ought to 
have no friends and supporters in this country. It flies in the 
face of the line of policy adopted by our country for years. It is 
an absolute surrender, in principle, of the Monroe doctrine and 
"America for Americans." The passage of this bill will be the 
finishing sb:okes on its coffin. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio f Mr. 
BURTON] urges delay until the commission now at work shall nave 
reported and, I think, stated that their report would forever set
tle the proper location of the canal. He makes a rash prediction. 
Some people thought it was settled when Colonel Childs made 
his famous report in 1852. Others thought it settled when Com
mander Lull of our Navy made his report in 1873. Others, again, 
thought it settled when Civil Engineer A. G. Menocal made 
a report, by direction of our Government, in 1885, Still others 
were convinced that it was settled by the elaborate surveys and 
re-ports of the engineers of the Maritime Canal Company from 
1887 to 1893. Some people thought it would be forever settled by 
the report of the Ludlow commission, authorized by Congress in 
1895. . 

Mr. Chairman, it was supposed that all the doubters left would 
be willing to abide by the report of the Walker commission, au
thorized by Congress in 1897. That commission has reported. 
And now anqther one has been appointed, and we are told by the 
gentleman from Ohio that the report of this last one will satisfy 
him. But if the report of the present commission should satisfy 
him, some other doubting Thomas would arfae and want still an
other and yet another, and so on until the end of time. Sir, when 
Count de Lesseps took up the' subject of the isthmian canal, he 
called together rn5 eminent engineers and scientists, and they con
sidered and discussed the various isthmian canal routes, including 
both the Nicaragua and Panama routes and others, and they ar
rived at the conclusion that a sea-level canal at Panama was the 
most feasible. It has taken the expenditure of nearly 8300,000,000 
to demonstrate that their project can not be constructed, and it 
has been abandoned for a high-level canal. 

Sir, you c~n appoint commissions until the heavens fall and the 
canal will remain unbuilt. What is required is action. The first 
thing toward the construction of the canal is to do something. 
The way to build the canal is to build it. This bill is a definite 
declaration of intent. It means action; it means expedition; it 
means something which leads to positive results. Mr. Chairman,, 
I leave others to describe the unlimited value of an isthmian canal 
to the commercial interests of the world. I leave others to tell of 
the time shortened and the distance saved, of the unsafe' seas 
avoided, of the freights reduced, and the perishable commodities 
preserved, the commerce enlarged, the civilization advanced, and 
the tremendous benefit to humanity in many ways by the operation 
of an isthmian canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
the Pacific. 

Our duty to our country, the maintenance of our position in 
the world, the upholding of our supremacy on the.American con
tinents, our proper protection of the other republics in Central 
and South America, as well as a due regard for our own feeling 
of self-respect and · pride in country, all demand that we should 
proceed with this great undertaking, the greatest single enterprise 
ever attempted, Let us fear not. Let us halt not. Let us not 
delay. Th~ passage of this bill will be a sign of promise like the 
rainbow of God. The judgmflnt of history and the mandate of 
the people direct us to proceed now and not delay further. 

Before Mr. MANN had concluded his remarks, 
The CHAIRMAN said: The time of the gentleman has expired. 
~Ir. ADAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 

gentleman be extended for ten minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. ls there objection? . 
Mr. COONEY. I object . . I would not object to five minutes. 

But I wish to state that gentlemen in favor of this bill occupied 
the attention of the House during the whole of yesterday, so that 
it was scarcely possible for a member opposed to the bill to get 
himself on record. 1 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentlema;n from Illinois be extended for five minutes. I 
understand the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COONEY] does not 
object to that. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

-Mr. MANN. I can not in five minutes . . 

Mr. GAINES. Only a brief question. 
Mr. MANN. Very well; if the gentleman wants to get into the 

RECORD, I wtll answer his question: 
Mr. GAINES. lf you treat my question, which was intended 

to be deferential, in such a way as that, then I yield back your 
measly time. 

Mr. MANN resumed his remarks .as already given. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

expired. . 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to extend my re· 

marks in the RECORD. 
Mr. GAINES. I object. 

[Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed thecommitt.ee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is with the greatest regret that 

I am cc:>mpelled to cast my vote against the passage of this bill 
and I desire to state the reasons which prevent my adherence t~ 
this measure. . · 

Mr. HEPBURN. It may seem ungracious to do so, but I want 
to confine this debate to the legitimate purpose provided by.the 
rule, and I want the gentleman to confine his remarks to the 
amendment which is pending. _ . 

Mr. ADAMS. This amendment provides for the defense of the 
harbors at the entrances and exits of the proposed Nicaraguan 
Canal. Under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty this country has obli
gated itself not so to fortify. I trust the gentleman will think my 
remarks in keeping with the amendment; and had he given me 
time enough to start what I had to say, bis point of order would 
have been unnecessary. The Constitution of the United States 
prohibits legislation impairing the obligation of contracts, and the 
constitution of every State in our Union contains a similar prohi
bition. The most solemn contract known in the civilized world is 
an agreement entered into by the sovereign states to do or not to 
do any particular things. This is recognized in the Constitution 
of our country, which proyides that treaties duly executed and 
ratified shall be the supreme law of the land. 

The first article of the Clayton-Bulwertreaty, executed in 1850, 
between our country and England provides: 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain hereby declare 
that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself any 
exclusive control over the said ship canal; ap-eeing that neither will ever 
erect or maintain any fortifications commanding the same or in the vicinity 
thereof, or occupy, or fortify, or colonize, or assume, or exercise any domin
ion over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or ·any part of Central 
America. 

Mr. Chairman, if this treaty is in tixistence to-day, any legisla
tion in violation of its provisions is in direct conflict with the su
preme law of oar land as declared by the Constitution. This 
treaty was entered into at our solicitation in 1850 to facilitate the 
construction of a proposed canal across Central America and to 
declare, so far as that region was concerned, that the· Monroe doc
trine was to be enforced, both of which provisions were accepted 
by England. From that day to this our executive department, 
as represented by the President and the Department of State, has 
held it to be in force, and in pursuance of the agreements con
tained in it a treaty was made with Nica.ragua in 1867 providing 
for the neutrality of the canal in the event of its construction. 

Four different times we held England to the· stipulation that 
she would assume no control over territory in Central AmeriCa, 
and she was obliged to withdraw her jurisdiction from the" Mos
quito" land and the Bay Islands of Honduras. It has been con
tended in this debate that acts were performed by England which 
abrogated this treaty. Without going into a discussion of that 
point, our Government never claimed or took advantage of those 
acts. Our Secretaries of State, without exception, have main
tained that the tr2aty was in full force. 

Secretary Frelinghuysen alone held that the treaty referring to 
these alleged acts might be "voidable," but he never asserted the 
claim of its abrogation. Of the attitude of the present Secretary 
there can be no question. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty was nego· 
tiated to amend the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and I can not enter
tain. the idea that our Department of State would proceed in solemn 
negotiation to amend something that did not exist. 

Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to show that the argument 
that this treaty is not in existence is not tenable. This bill, 
with this provision for .the sole control bytbe United States Gov
ernment, is in direct conflict with the stipulations contained in 
that treaty. I can not vote for a bill which puts our Republic jn 
the position of deliberately breaking the supreme law of our own 
land and of stating to the .civilized world that vye will not keep 
our solemn obligations imposed upon us by a treaty with a sov
ereign power. It has always been the boast of our country that 
our diplomacy has been founded on truth and frankness and has 
been carried, out with sincerity and honor: 

Among the .movements for the betterment of the _people of t!te 
world we have been foremost in proposed negotiations. The re
cent treaty consummated at The Hague was largely inspired and 
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mainly directed by the force of our representatives; it was om· defense, but my countenance and comfort and aid in every re
adherence to the great principle of arbitration and peace. I can spect in which it may be needed. When I say I will protect you 
not vote for a measure which will hold out to the world that we are I mean everything. 
not sincere and do not mean to keep obligations solemnly entered When I say I will protect you I mean not only that I will defend 
into, and put such a stain upon the fair name of our country. you, but I mean also to be aggressive if it be necessary. I say the 

Mr. Chairman, international law rests entirely on the adhesion word "protect" is not only a better word, but a more statesman
and good faith of the sovereign nations of the world. Break down like expression. It is less menacing, but it means more; and if 
that confidence and future negotiations will not only be useless but you are in earnest in this proposition, you should accept this 
the obligations incurred in the past will lose their efficiency and amendment without quibble and without sentiment. 
stability. · Iri my judgment this is a sufficient reason to cause any Mr. McCULLOCH. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
conservative legislator to withhold his vote from this measure Florida what does the word "protect" mean in this connection? 
under present conditions and.endeavor to keep this blot from be- Mr. DAVIS. Everything. 
ing put on the fair name of his country. Mr. McCULLOCH. Protection from overflow, from storms at 

I turn now, Mr. Chairman, to another provision of this bill. In sea? 
the first section the President is directed· to secure control of Mr. DAVIS. It means protection in every respect, and in this 
the right of way and to construct this canal with unlimited pow- connection it means to defend: it means to protect from overflow; 
ers as to price at his command. A greater tribute was never paid it means to protect from assault; it means to protect from menace. 
to any Executive of our country than by the confidence displayed Mr. McCULLOCH. Then I will ask, if it means a.11 this, why 
by the Democratic party in placing such unlimited financial power not put it in here in connection with "defend" and not strike 
in the hands of the President as they are willing· to do in this that word out? 
measure. It is the second time that such an honor has been con- Mr. D.A VIS. I call my friend's attention to the word "defend" 
ferred upon President McKinley, the first being in the appropri- used in this connection, and included in the other proposed amend
ation of $50,000,000, to be expended at his discretion, at the out- ment to this bill, because on the next page my friend will find 
break of the Spanish war. this expression that we propose: 

While I do not consider this prudent legislation, my opposition To construct ~afe and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal 
to it is not based on any want of confidence in the ability and wis- and make pro,·isions for defense. · 
dom of our · Chief Executive; it is at the other end of the line. Mr. McCULLOCH. Wby, is it because it is tautology to use it 
Pass this law designating that the route must be through Nica- that it sbon!d be placed in this present connection? 
ragua and directing the President to purchase the right of way Mr. DAVIS. It is for defense, and for whatever may be neces
and control of it, and my knowledge of the people of Central and sary to protect this canal. Not on1y should this amendment be 
South America is such that I know he will have a bard bargain adopted, but the other amendments proposed by the committee 
to secure the object named, hampered as he will be by the limita- should be adopted without quibble. I undertake to say to my 
tion as to one route, and with unlimited funds at his command to friend tbatif be were going to draft this bill himself he would pre
purcbase the right of way. One need only turn to the former fer the word "prot~ct" to the word "defend." 
effort made in the Frelinghuysen treaty to purchase a similar con- Mr. McCULLOCH. What objection would yon have to the 
cession, when the terms proposed by Nicaragua were so exorbitant word "fortify.:• 
that the treaty had to be rejected. Mr. DA VIS. I prefer the words suggested by the committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is a stronger reason against the pas- They are more lawyerlike, more statesmanlike, mean more, and 
sage of this bill, which I think will appeal to the business instincts sound better in a public statute, and ought to be adopted. We 
and good sense of the people of our country. One year ago we ought to cease caviling and pass this bill. 
appropriated $1,000,000 for a commission, composed of the ablest The CHAIRMAN. Tbequestionison theamendmentproposed 
e~.gineers and men of experience in the Army and Navy of our by the committee. 
counti·y, to examine into the various proposed routes across the 'Tlie question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
Isthmus and to report upon the one which, in their judgment, ayes appeared to have it. 
was the best geographically and from the standpoint of economy. Mr. ADAMSON and others. Division! 

That commission has not yet reported. It mightmean the sav- The committee divided; and there were-ayes 95, noes 49. 
in~ of millions of dollars to the taxpayers of our country in the So the amendment was agreed to. · 
dirrerence in the cost of construction and maintenance between Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
the different routes surveyed. It is certainly reckleEs legislation ment to this section. 
to decide upon a route before we have beai·d from the very people The Clerk read as follows: 
upon whose judgment we rely to furnish us with the necessary Amend section 1 as follows: 
information. - "Strike out the words' from the States of Costa Rica and Nicaragua,' in 

M Ch · ] I · t b lines 4: and 5. . r. auman, in cosing, must re1tera e t e great regret I "Also the words 'now befanging to Costa Rica and Nicaragua,' in line 6. 
feel in not being able to vote for a bill for the construction of an "Also the words •a point near Grey town on,' in line 10. 
interoceanic canal. Anyone who heard my re.marks last week "Alsothewords'viaLakeNicaragua'andthewords'Britoon,'inlinell." 
in favor of the expansion of our tr~de and commerce with the Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. · Mr. Chairman, thisamendment 
Orient, of the great opportunity at this time open to it, owing to leaves this bill one that fulfills its title and provides for the con
the acquisition of our Pacific islands, must know that any mP-as- struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and the 
ure tending in that direction has my fullest sympathy and sup- Pacific oceans, or, astbe section is amended in lines 10and11, from 
port, but there are w11ys_ and times to do all things, and under the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. The object of this amend
preEent conditions I can not give my adhesion to the passage of ment, Mr. Chairman, is to give the President the absolute power 
this bill. to negotiate for control of the territory necessary for building a 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to make the same request. canal across the Isthmus, wherever that control can be cheapest 
I ask to extend my remarks in the RECORD. and test obtained, and wherever that canal, according to infor-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- mation that we shall get and get soon, can best be placed. 
moos consent to extend bis remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob- Some remarks have been made here by gentlemen on the com-
jection? ·, mittee about the danger of authorizing the President, possibly, to 

There was no objection. buy stock in the Panama Canal. Such stock is usually held in 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that all who may speak under the large blocks. The Suez Canal now belongs to the great commer

five-minute rule on this bill may have the same privilege, to ex- cial rival of the United States. It was obtained by purchasing 
tend their remarks ill the RECORD. canal stock, and was a good purchase. Let. me say to this com-

Mr. GAINES. I object. mittee that it is not right to leave out of consideration all the 
The CHAIRMAN. That is a general privilege, which the Com- difficulties of constructing a canal across the Isthmus, either by 

mittee of the Whole does not exercise in that manner. Nicaragua or ~anama. We have yet to find an engineer who, 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, that I favor the passage of this when he reflects that the harbor of Greytown had 30 feet of water 

bill and the building of this canal goes without saying, since I fifty years ago and has but 6 now, will say he is certain or that 
am a member of the committee reporting the bill, and I joined it is absolutely certain that 30 feet can be maintained there now. 
with the members of the committee in giving it a favorable report. We have yet to find an engineer who will say that there is no 

I want to say just a word. in reference to these amendments danger from earthquakes, when he reflects that there is a live vol
proposed by the committee. If we want to build the Nicaragua cano-Ometepe, in Lake Nicaragua-that after being dead for 
Canal,ifweareinearnestinthismatter,thereisnorationalreason practically a hundred years broke out in the year 1883 and is 
why the ·a~endment proposed by the committee to strike out the still emitting steam and sulphurous smoke. 
word "defend" and insert the word "protect 1' should not be I do not see, then, how gentlemen can say there is no danger 
adopted. If I say I "defend" you, or I "will defend" you, I from earthquakes, especially in view of the fact that in 1895 the 
th{'lreby propose to do an abstract thing. If I say 'I " will pro- experience of the city of Leon was relied on to prove that there 
tect" you, I mean no~ only that I. will defe;n~ you if you are as- were none, and in 18!J8 an earthquake there threw down many 
saulted, but that I will be ever with you, g1vmg to you n~t only 1 buildings and cracked ·the walls of the old cathedral. There are 
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16 miles of canal embankment endangered by earthquakes. More the concessions and privileges which can be granted with refer
than that, I have yet to find the engineers who will say that they ence to each. But I can notallowsomeremarksmadejnreference 
are absolutely certain, without enormous expense, or even with to the Panama Canal Company to go unchallenged. It is not cor· 
enormous expense, to put a dam across a river like the San Juan, rect to say that the stock and bonds of that company are held all 
which sometimes carries 50,000 cubic feet of water every second. over France and we must settle with the holde1·s. In the brief 

Mr.STEWARTofNewJersey .. WillthegentlemanfromNew ' timeinwhlch this matter was before the Committee on Rivers 
Jersey allow me a question? and Harbors in Febl'uary and March, 1899, this subject was gone 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I can not now; I have no time into very thoroughly. The old company had both stock and 
to yield. .Meanwhile the changes in the plan of the Panama Canal bonds. 'fhe stock has been completely wiped out. 
have, in the opinion of engineers chosen from the best engineers Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to say that there is absolutely no 
all over the world> made that canal feasible which before was re- bonded indebtedness on the part of that company. That state
garded as not feasible; its estimated cost is lower than that of ment has been made under oath here. All its resources were 
Nicaragua; we do not know how cheaplyitsstock may be bought raised by stock subscription. . 
or what arrangement may be made; aml that whole question ought Mr. BURTON. I will come to that point. 
to be left to the wise discretion of the President of the United Officialliquidators, or receivers, as we would call them, were ap· 
States. And even if there were no thought of going to Panama,. pointed by special act of the Republic of France in 1 94. A new 
the fact that it is thought that we may go there is likely to create company was organized with a capital of 65,000,000 francs. The 
a competition which will enable us to make better terms in Nicar oldcompany,whilemoribund,isnotaltogetherdead. Ithascertain 
ragna. miscellaneous assets. It has a reversionary right to the Panama 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all I have to eay. I desire to add Railroad provided the canal is not built. It has one-fourth of 
but one word more. In my opinion the principle of this bill is these sixty-five millions of stock But the new company formed 
right. We shm1ld wait no longer> but should give to our Execu- by the Republic of. France, or under one of its laws, has absolute 
tive, as a railroad would give to its executive committee, the power power of disposition of that canal. It can sell it to the United 
to act. The bill ~s wrong when it limits the discretion or the full States; it can give a portion of the stock to us; it can give just as 
power of that Executive to do the very best that he can and to complete a title as can the Republic of Nicaragua or Costa Rica. 
exercise a full discretion. I do not think it bears upon the question to speak of the sca.n-

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's proposition dals that attach themselves to the o.!d company. They are noth
at the conclusion of bis remarks justifies me in saying what all ing with which we have anything to do. Upon the appointment 
men know, that he proposes a choice now between two special of thia commission we owe it to the people of France, a nation 
routes. I want to say here that there are but two that have ever with which we are on friendly relations-it matters not whether 
had the consideration of intelligent investigation by intelligent thousands and tens of thousands of the peasantry of France were 
men. The e-entleman's proposition looks to the securing upon our robbed in this original schem~to give fair treatment and exam· 
part of the remnants. of one of the foulest scandals that ever agi- ination to the project. . 
tated the civilized world. There are to-day in the Capitol the emis- It is true there are certain rights in the old company. After the 
saries of that discredited and dishonored corporation, the Panama payment of the expenses of maintenance, interest on bonda, inter· 
Canal Company, seeking to unload their enterprise upon the Ameri- est on stock2 5 per cent of net income to the promoters, 5 per cent 
can people. to the managers, 5 per cent for the sinking fund, then after these 

What is that? They have now outstanding $256,000,000 qf a.mollllts are carved ont. 60 per cent of the net remaining goes to 
stock, and it is scattered all over the face of France. When that the security holders of the old company. But that would not pre. 
stock was being subscribed for, it was a popular one; it fooled all vent this new company, with its 65,000,000 francs-not dollars
the poor, and for its benefit there was the outpouring of their which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr~ HEPBUR..~] has stated has 
hoarded wealth. That stock is so held now, and believed by them no bonds-from absolutely selling the canal, in which case the 
to be valuable. Men who have appeared in the interest of that rights of the old bondholders would be transferred to. the fund 
discredited concern before our committees have said that they resulting from the sale. 
have now expended more than $90,000,000 in a canal, and yet they 1 say we owe a. degree of comity to England also in this great 
have not touched the serious propositions that are involved in · enterprise. We can not go ahead regardless of the rights of for· 
the completion of it. They tell us. they have completed. two-fifths eign powers QT foreign peoples. · An international canal is what 
of the linear extent of the work~ and yet the three great works it will be. · 
are scarcely begun, two of them not yet touched· by any human Yesterday I sought to ·give complete extracts from messages of 
being, save in a speculative sense that the engineer may labor. Presidents and correspondence of Secretaries of State; butiomitted 

Now, the gentleman proposes that we give to the President of several 
the United States, no matter how eminent as a financier or poor President Taylor, in a message to Congress December 4, 1849, 
he may be> that sum of money, he to determine it and ga into the said: 
French stock market and secure 256",.000,000 of stock which is * * * Ail States entering into such a treaty will enjoy the right of pas.
now held all over that republic. Is that a wise proposition? I do sage through the canal on payment of the same tolls. The work, if con-

. I ld h structed under these guaranties, will become a bond of peace instead of a 
not distrust the Chief Executive, but · wou :put no sue · power subject of eontentfon and strife between the nations of the earth. Should 
as that in the hands of any living man. And yet that is what the the great maritime· states of Europe consent to this arrangement (and we 
g~ntleman propose~ for there are but two propositions1 the one have no reason to suppose that a proposition so fair and honorable will be op

. hi b"ll d 1.. th t · ,_,~;- ted · posed. by any), the energies of their people and ours will cooperate in proem bodied 1Il t s 1 an tue one a lS utlUJ.g promo now in mo ting the success of the enterprise. * * * Should such a work be con-
this city by the agents of the so-called new Panama Canal Company. strncted under the common protection. of all nations, for equal benefits to all, 

it would be neithe1· just nOl' expedient that any great :mantime state hould 
[Mr. CLAYTON of New York addressed the committee. See command the communication. 'l.'he territory through wh:ic.h the canal may 

Appendix. J be opened ought to be freed from the claims of any :foreign power. No such 

[M NOONAN ddr d th "tt S A clix ] power should oocu-py 8l position that would enable it hereafter to exe:rcise so 
r. a esse e comnu ee. ee ppen · controlling an influence over the commerce of the world or to obstruct a 

The CHAIRl\I AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. highway which ought to be deiica.ted to the common use:o of mankind. 
Mr. NOONAN. I ask consent, Mr~ Chairman, to extend my As regards the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, Secretary Cass, in some 

remarks in the RECORD. remarks to the British minister detailed in a letter of Lord Lvons 
There was no objection. to Lord Russell, July 15, 1859, spoke of C01'tain public men as-
Mr. CORLISS. I would as~ Mr Chairman, if debate upon the ynung and ardent politicians, who were loud in their condemnation of the 

0,..; 0~.~g ame:ndmEnt bas not been e-1...-us"'-~-l? Clayton-Bulwer treaty, who considered that the engagement not to exereise 
UA.&.<>IWJ 'A.Wl. t.it:UJ dominion over Central America was a sacrifice ot interest and dignity a.nd 

'Ihe G1IAIRMAN. Dehat& on the pending amendment is ex- an unjustifiable obstacle to the fulfillm-ent of the miutifest destiny of the 
hausted.. United States. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman- I do not i·egard it as necessary to answer ths remarks of the 
Mr. CORLISS. Is not debate exhausted on. this amendment? gentleman from Illinois. The fact that a private enterprise bad 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. The question. is on the amendment in contemplation the· bw1ding of this canal does not affect the 

of the gentleman from New J ezsey. question-does not affect- the stand we have taken. It was the 
Mr~ BURTON. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out~ principle that Henry Clay and Jacks.on and Van Buren and Pollt 

in line 10, the words unear Greytown/' · and Taylor and all of. them wer0contending for. It wastheprin-
M.r. CORLISSr An amendment is already pending, which ciple of the neutralization of this. _canal. The que~tion how it 

must be disposed of. should be built was an entirely secondary one. 
M.r. BURTON. The amendment now pending,. as l understand, Mr .. NOONAN. Regarding the Hay-Pauncefote treaty,, which 

has reference to the option between the two routes... In that case em.bl'aces that stipulation regarding neutrality which conforms 
l move to amend the amendment by striking out the last wmrd. to the. stipnlation regMding the neutrality of the Suez Canal, I 
. 1\1~. Chai1'man. r have- not boon at· any time and am not. now an. will ask thei gentleman.: whether in his opinfoD any ~o~ or any 
advocate of the Panama route., I repeat what. I said tu this.House fieet_at war with England-- . ~· . · r 

yesterday that good administration, good business, requires a oom The CHAffiMAN. The time: of. the gentleman frQlll_ Ohio [Mr, 
pa.rison of these two routes by exper~ a.nd alsu a. comparison of BUR.TON} has expired. 
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l\Ir. NOONAN. I ask unanimous consent-·-
Mr. BURTON.- I ask that my time may be extended only to 

enable me to answer the gentleman's question. 
'.rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time so 

that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. NOONAN] may ask his ques
tion and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr BURTON] may answer it? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. NOON AN. Would the neutrality of the Suez Canal be 

preserved for any enemy of the British Empire? · 
:Mr. BURTON. Do I understand the gentleman is inquiring 

in regard to the Suez Canal? 
Mr. NOONAN. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty, in the opinion of 

my distinguished colleague [Mr. HITT], is a triumph of diplomacy. 
It is because of that remark on his part that I take occasion to use 
his name in asking this question. · The Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
refers to and makes a part of its provisions the stipulation as to 
neutrality with reference to the Suez Canal. It is as to those 
stipulations that I take exception, and· I ask if in the opinion of 
the gentleman--

Mr. BURTON. I do not clearly understand the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. NOON AN. Will the neutrality of the Suez Canal be main
tained to any enemy of the British Empire? 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman is now asking in regard to the 
Suez Canal. 

Mr. NOONAN. I am. 
Mr. BURTON. Certainly. It is true there would be advan

tages to Great Britain on both sides, in the possession of naval 
stations and probably a larger fleet; but the neutrality would be 
absolutely secured for any nation in the Suez Canal in peace or 
in war. 

Mr. NOONAN. Does the gentleman not recognize this fact 
that was stated by Lord Granville in reply to Secretary Blaine-

1\Ir. BURTON. I do not care to go ont into these collateral dis-
cussions in regard to it. ~ 

Mr. NOONAN. It is in regard to the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, 
which the gentleman has exploited in the highest encomiums of 
language. 

Mr. BURTON. In answering the question I must say that the 
gentleman must recognize a vital difference between the Suez 
Canal and the Nicaraguan Canal. The Nicaraguan Canal goes 
through exclusively foreign territory. The Suez Canal has pro
vision for protection or defense by the Turkish Government, be
cause Egypt is a nation subject to Turkey. The two are not in 
the same position. One is a canal through absolutely foreign ter
ritory. In the other case the principal power reserves the right 
to defend the territory of its subject power. 

Mr. NOONAN. Nevertheless, it is not neutral to any enemy 
of the British Empire? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly it js. 
Mr. NOONAN. Lord Granvillestates that England maintains 

the ports of Gibraltar, Cyprus, Malta, Aden, and Port Said, all 
fortified, but he contends that those fo1·tifications were acquired 
by the English Government prior to the construction of the Suez 
Canal. He facetiously ooserves--

"Mr. BURTON. If I may have time to answer the gentleman's 
question, I think he is laboring under a very great degree of men
tal confusion. rLaughter.] 

Mr. NOONAN. I assn~ you that I am not, and this laughter 
does not disturb me in the least. 

Mr. BURTON. The neutrality of the canal does not mean the 
neutrality of the whole world. It means the neutrality through 
that artificial strait and an illterval of twenty-four hours between 
war ships passing through. Great Britain bas certain islands 
near to the Suez; just as near to Nicaragua and Panama we have 
Porto Rico and other places. The gentleman's question relates 
to islands and fortifications which a country has somewhere else 
away from the two entrances to the canal. 

Mr. NOON AN. Immediately adjoining the canal. 
The CHA.ffiMAN. The Chair thinks that the question has been 

answered. fLaughter.] 
Mr. NOON AN. This neutrality of the Suez Canal is a delusion 

and a snare. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw 

his amendment? 
Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the amendment; and while I am 

on my feet, if I may have the consent of the House, I want to say 
a word in regard to the striking out of the words "near Grey
town." It has appeared that there is a possible other route which 
might be adopted into the Indio River, not far away. Now, it is 
true that that would be near to Greytown, but I ani sure that the 
chairman of the committee would have no objection to the words 
being stricken out . . There are three tributaries of the San Juan 
River where the canal might possibly be constructed across the 
divide. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was for just such contingencies as that 
that the words "near Greyton" were included. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio ha.a said that there was 
~large amount of bonds of this company that the new company 
had extinguished, as I understood his statement, If I understood 
him correctly, he is in error in that. It was in testimony before 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce that this 
company never had a. bonded indebtedness. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman will excuse me. 
Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And the new company never 

paid a dollar of indebtedness, nor did they enr pay a dollar to 
the old company, nor have they extinguished any right of any 
kind of the old company, excepting as to the immediate manage· 
men t of the canal. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman is certainly in error. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I am talking about things that I know and 

statements that were made by representatives of this company 
under oath. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman from Iowa intend to state 
that there were never any bonds issued by the old Panama Com
pany? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I intend to state that that was stated before 
our committee by persons who were representing the new com
pany. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman is wide of the fact in his under· 
standing. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, I desire to say that I hold in my hand 
the printed hearing, where the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
MANN] interrogatedMr.Cromwell, the representative of this com· 
pany, as follows: 

Mr. MANN. When you speak of the amount of your assets, I want to get at 
just what you mean. The cmi.al itself constitutes the bulk of your assets, 
does it not? 

Mr. CROMWELL. Yes sir. 
Mr. MANN. How mucli did that canal cost this company? 
Mr. CROMWELL. I endeavored to explain that, and I will be glad to re-

peat-- -
Mr. MANN. I have been very attentive. I have been an e.ttentive listener. 
Mr. CROMWELL. Yes, sir..; I know you have. All the property without re

serve was, by decrees of court--
Mr. MANN. I understand that, but how much did it cost the new company? 
Mr. CROMWELL (continuing). Sold to the new company under agreements 

which provide as follows: That the new company should place in its treasury 
$13,000,00J of fresh money. It did that, and of that $13,000,CXX> some millions 
are still in the treasury. Further, that it would pay to the old stockholders, 
after a.ll expenses of operation, maintenance, exploitation dividends, reserve 
fund, etc., are provided for, a specified share of the surpins income-that is 
to say, after taking out the operating expenses, maintenance, sinking fund, 
reserves, and a moderate dividend to the new capital employed, that the bal
ance remaining should be divided into two parts. and that 40 per cent should 
go to the shareholders of the new company and 60 per cent to the liquidato:r 
of the old company. 

Now, I say it conclusively shows that the old stock existed as it 
had heretofore existed; that it was a commercial entity; that he 
was to receive as dividend 60 per cent of this fund after paying 
expenses, etc.; that that stock does exist-and it was stated too 
that this was a popular loan, and that the stock was held all over 
France. The poor people, we were told, had taken their hoard· 
ings-their reserves-and invested in this enterprise because of 
the confidence that all Frenchmen felt at that time in De Lesseps. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. C~rtainly. 
Mr. BURTON. The gentleman states that the stock is still iil 

existence. Is it in existence in any different sense or in any dif • 
ferent way from the stock of the Erie Railway or the Northern 
Pacific Railway before the reorganization? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know ho.w that stock is held, but I 
know that each individual stockholder holds his stock to-day. 
The liquidator is to receive 60 per cent, and then he is to divide 
with each stockholder holding the stock, and it is to ba paid to 
him as a dividend. 

Mr. BARHAM. It is held by express contract. 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is held by express contract with this com· 

pany. 
Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman contend that the stock of 

De Lesseps is so held that it can not give an absolute title? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do; without the consent of every one of 

these stockhold.ers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

[Cries of "Vote! "] The question is on the adoption of the amend· 
ment moved by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Chair let the amendment be reported? 
Mr: PAYNE. I wish that the amendment may be reported 

again. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 

seemed to have it. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Division. -
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 31, noes 87. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman. I desire to offer the follow-

ing amendment. · ' 
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The Clerk read a·s follows: Atlantic to the Orient and from the Gulf to the Pacific and the 
Ou pagel, in line8,after the word" construct" and before the word "and.'' Orient. : f would myself like to see the word "fortified" in the 

insert the words•· fortify, garrison;" so as to read," construct, fortify, garri- bill, not 0!3cause I believe for one morlient that the American pe9p1~ 
son, and protect." would not fortify the canal, or at least defend it, whether the 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, the purpose I have in view wcrd was in the bill or not, .but simply because I believe it is bet
in introducing this amendment is to make certain the meaning of ter for nations, as it is foMnen, always to be frank and candid and 
the word ''protect," which has been inserted in the bill in lieu of open with one another. If there is to be any international trouble 
the word" defend," by the amendment of the gentleman from growing out of the fact that we propose to fortify this canal, I 
Iowa. The word" protect" in this bill may have a· different sig- would rather have the trouble before we spend our money upon 
nification to the one given to it by the chairman of the committee. the canal than afterwards. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman indicate where that But, Mr. Chairman, if we can not insert the words contained 
amendment is to be inserted? in the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, 1 do not think 

Mr. McCULLOCH. In line 8, after the word "construct," and thatthe omission of them would make auite as much difference as 
before the word "and/' insert the words" fortify, garrison," so he seems to think. I feel certain of the fact that seventy-five or 
as to read: ''to construct, fortify, garrison, and protect." The ejgbty million people are not going to spend one hundred and 
word "protect" may ba construed by the courts to mean some- 1 forty or one hundred and fifty million dollars for that great work 
thing as peculiar to the physical condition of the canal itself. In and then tamely submit . to its being taken away from them in 
other words, to protect from erosion, to protect from overflow, case of war. I also feel certain of the fact that whatever may be 
interior overflows that might come down from the mountains, contained in any treaty now existing or hereafter to be entered 
overflow this canal and destroy it; to protect from storms at sea; into, a state ·of war would abrogate the treaty as between the 
but we desire, at least I desire, to give this word "protect" such belligerents, and that then the United States could and would, as 
a significance as there will be no question that we intend to con- against the other belligerent; assert its right of · sovereignty, of 
trol and defend it-this canal-as an American enterprise, and to control, of ownership of that canal, while at the same time allow:
rnpeal, ifitisnowinforce, theClayton-Bulwertreaty. f Applause.] I ing to neutral powers the passage of their vessels even during the 
If the word "protect" means to def end and fortify, why not give time of war. ·. 
it that signification? Why leave it in the bill subject to different I feel not the slightest degree of hesitancy in trusting the Ameri-
interpretations? can people to protect this canal, even under the language 'of· this 

Why do we not use words here that are unequivocal, and which bill. I feel that even if the Hay-Pauncefote treaty were to be 
must carry conviction even to foreign countries as to th.J intent of confirmed-and I am almost certain in my own mind that it never 
the American Congress. This amendment can be no hurt to the will be-the power given in that treaty to "police ' the line of that 
bill if the word "protect" means to defend and to fortify. There canal could be taken advantage of for the purpose of garrisoning 
can be no objection to these words which lend emphasis to the it in the first place, and in the second place leaving it unfortified 
meaning which we desire to put-into the bill; hence, sir, I insist perhaps in time of peace, but the moment the tocsin of war was 
that they go in the bill, so. that there can be no equivocation or any sounded I am certain we would proceed with a garrison then and 
quibbling as to what the words mean. I resen-e the remainder of there to throw up earthworks and fortifications necessary to pro
my time. tect the interests of our people and their money inyested in the 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to suggest to my friend that he ac- canal. · · 
complishes nothing by this amendment. .This section simply re- ~fr. Chairman, when I think of this long route by Cape Horn; 
lates to a strip of territory: "He shall get such a strip of territory when I think of the Southern cotton lyin{? upon the banks of the 
as is sufficient on which to excavate, construct, and make a canal." Mississippi on both sides; when I dwell upon the fact that the con
Now why do you want to insert here the words "fortify and gar- struction of this canal will virtually empty the Mississippi River 
rison?" When you get that strip, that is sufficient to construct into the Pacific Ocean, giving it a new mouth; . when I think of 
the canal; does not that include an instruction to get that portion the fact that the construction of this canal will realize the dream 
of territory upon which you place your fortifications and upon of Christopher Columbus and enable people to sail directly west 
which you would build your barracks for your garrison? This does from Europe to reach "far Cathay" and the "rich East where 
not in any sense instruct the President to fortify or to build a canal; Prester John once ruled,"it seems to me that all. little matters in 
it simply relates to the portion of territory, the quantity of land connection with the mere verbiage of the bill sink into absolute 
that he must secure. . insignificance. [Applause.] . 

l\Ir. McCULLOCH. Let me say to my friend from Iowa this, I shall vote for the amendment, and I hope it will not be de-
that is just what I am striking at. If the word "protect" should feated, because I think we ought to be plai.n about expressing 
be construed-as I think it may be construed-simply to protect beforehand what our undoubted intent is, and then if the amencl
the physical condition of the canal, then the purchase will only ment shall be defeated, I shall then vote for the bill, firmly believ
be of sufficient land upon which to put the canal, looking to the ingthat the mere fact of enabling the cotton goods of the South to 
physical conditions only. But if we fortify or garrison it, it will reach .Japan and China, Manchuria and Korea, with the oblitera
be necessary to buy more land than enough upon which to locate tion of 10,000 miles of ocean transportation, will amount to some
the canal. Perhaps it may be necessary to build the fortifications thing like a cent a pound of additional net receipts to every South
a half a mile from the entrance of the canal, or it might be neces- ern planter upon every poun<:I of cotton which he sells to those 
sary to go a mile or more to get a good elevation upon which to markets. I shall vote for the bill, because I believe it will carry 
locate the forts. -But to purchase land merely for the right of way Tennessee iron and coal entirely by wnterway to a; market where 
upon which to locate the canal itself would not necessitate the coal sells now for $14 a ton, coal that we can get out of the mines 
purchase of land upon which to build garrisons and fortifications. at a cost of a dollar and a quarter a ton. I hope, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. HEPBURN. It certainly would if in securing that quan- that the amendment will prevail. [Applause.] 
tity of land you had to protect it. . Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts obtained the floor. 

·Mr. :McCULLOCH. In the way you construe the word "pro- Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman--
tact" you may be right; but how will others who come after us The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts · has 
construe it? been recognized . 

.Mr. HEPBURN. I mean protection in every way. Mr. CANNON. I would be glad of recognition at the earliest 
Mr. McCU~LOCH. Well, then let us put the words in so that time possible. 

there will be no doubt about it. Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gentleman 
Mr. HEPBURN. What does the gentleman want? Does he from Dlinois. · -

want to secure a canal, or has he some other purpose? If you Mr. CANNON. I should be glad if the gentleman would; I 
want to secure the canal: let us have such language used in the bill will do that much for him later on. 
that all its earnest friends can support it. · The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I am heartily in favor of the canal, but Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chan·man, I have picked up for the first 
let it be American. Do you mean that you will put equivocal time in the last few minutes the RECORD of yesterday·s proceed: 
terms in the bill so as to get men to vote for it? ings; and I find that at last night's se~sion, at which I was not 

:Mr. HEPBURN. We have no equivocal terms in the bill.. present, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in charge of 
Mr. McCULLOCH. Why not make use of positive terms- this bill. when arraigning_ me for my pos_ition in regard to ~be 

terms about which there can be no doubt? bill, used, among other thmgs, the followmg language touchmg 
Mr. HEPBURN. We have them in there now. myself: . · 
Mr. McCULLOCH. I mean terms that will mean that it shall I challenge the sincerity of the gentleman in this matter. I do that in the 

be under Amel'ican control and American control only. light of all that has gone before. 

[Mr_. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] ~~ Ch~~inan, on yesterday, when I had the honor of address-
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion ing this committee, I said: 

the main thing is to construct this canal, to wipe out 10,000 miles Now, men openly charge that people who are not friendly to the construc-
f d · f t t ti tion of an isthmian canal are promoting this bill. I do not know whether 

o ocean voyage an a proportionate amount 0 rauspor ·a on that is true or not. Within the last twenty-four hours a gentleman came to 
charges from our Atlantic to our Pacific seaboard and from the me and said a story was about to go out that members on the floor of this 
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~ouse promoted this legislation because it would tend to de.lay the ~01.1,struc- J tempted · to give currency to it °?Y its repetition here was a liar. 
tion oLthe canal, and wanted to know what I thought of it. I said th.ese That is all I desire to say about it. 
m~n.are honorable men, and I want to say here and now from my acquamt- ·NON M Ch · I '11 k th tl b f ancewithtllem,honesta.ndfilledwithfidelity,theyhavenosuchintention." Mr. CAN . J r. airman,_ w1 as egen eman e ore 
I said it to·him and I say it now, and as! am fully satisfied and believe. he sits down to whom he referred m the last clause? 

';r'he gentleman who ·came to me and made the statement I have ~r. ~EPBURN . . I say this,jf you intended by anything you 
ju!)t read connected the name of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. said to impute to me falsehood-- . 
HEPBURN] with the statement, as promoting this legislation for Mr. WHEELER of K~nt~cky. A pomt o~ order. 
the purpose named. · _ Mr. HEPBURN (contmumg). Or bad ~a1th- . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who was the party who made that statement? M;t" WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. qhairman, a pomt of order. 
Mr. CANNON. A representative of the Scripps-McRae Associ- I thmk that the orde.rly procedure of this _body ~emands that gen-

ation-- tlemen should be a httle more i:espectful m their langn_age. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I ask the gentleman to give his name. . The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not heard anythmg unpar-
Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect the name; but if the gentle- hamentary yet. 

man will ~llow me to proceed without interruption, this statement Mr. WHEELER of Ke_ntucky. I ~hink it is. . . 
was made, I was going to say, that the gentleman from Iowa had Mr. HEPBURN. I will say that it was ~ g~oss and v10lent m-
this purpose .in view in this legislation. . justice to me; and the gentlema~ from Ilhno1s was ~he only one 

l said promptly to him that I did not believe it; that the gen- that I could assume, by that underhand manner, tned to make 
tleman from Iowa, as I knew from my services with him in the such an imputation upon me; . 
House, was an honorable man, and although he might be mi~- Mr. CANN:ON. N?w, Mr .. .Ohairman, if I may be recognize? a 
taken in his judgment w!th reference to this proposition, I was moment, I have seen m my tu?e other men and membe~·s trymg 
satisfied that there was no truth in such a rumor. to play the cuttlefish act and muddy the waters and swim away. 

I was 1:5atisfi,ed then,· Mr. Chairman, and would be now satisfied Mr. HEPBURN. Let me interrupt the gentleman .to si:iy that 
if my doubts were not_ justified or aroused, I may say, by these I propose no cuttlefish movement here. I_ do n_?t propose to mnd~y 
words of the gentleman from Iowa last night in the course of the the waters and get away .. I am.respons1~le ror _what I have said 
discussion on this bill when be said: to.the gentleman and to this House. I have weighed my words; 

I challenge the sincerit; of the gentleman- and whil~ they a_re earnest,_ I know what theY: mean. I b~lieve 
Referring to myself- . th~t he trie~ to.dishonor me here, and I resent it. I want him to 

in this matter. I d.o that in the light of a~ th~t has gone before. . • t un~~~s6~~0N. Very well; I will read now what the gentle-
Now, Mr. Chairman, ~Y observat10n mduces m~ to ~eheve that man refers to again: · 

when a man anywhere LS ready to challenge th~ smcerity of a fel- Now, men openly charge that people who are not friendly to the constrnc
low-member on the floor of the House that he JS only ready to do tion of an isthmian canal are promoting this bill. I do not know whether 
so perhaps because he turns his glance inward and applies the Lhat is true or not. Wit.bin the last twenty-four hours a gentleman came to 
Pl·oposi"ti"on to bi"mself as to what he might do under similar cir- me and said a ~torhy was about to go out that 

1
mdembers on

1
the tloor oftthis · House promotei:l t is legislation because it wou tend to de ay the cons ruc-

cumstances. tion of the canal, and wanted to know what I thought of it . 
. I do.not rise, sir,_to make ai:y justi.fication or assertion as to my Now then · give attention: 

smcenty. Accordmg to the light given to me as a Representa- ' ' 
h t f d h fl f th H d · · I said "these men are honorable men, and I want to say here and now from tive, ere o ore an now on t e ooro e ouse, an exerc1smg my acquaintance with them, honest and filled with fidelity, they have no 

my right as such Representative, I have confirmed by my vote and such intention." I said ii; to him and I say it now, and as I am fully satisfied 
voice what I believe to be the best legislation for the best interests and believe. 
of my countJ:y, and by my record on such ideas I must stand or fall Mr. BARHAM. Will the gentleman pardon me? 
in that regard. [Applause.] .And the gentleman from Iowa can Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is not in this at this moment. 
doubt my sincerity as much as he chooses; I shall not pay further Mr. BARHAM. · I want to get in. 
attention to his doubts, but will trust to the judgment of my fel- Mr. CANNON. Just let me complete it. Now, then, it is an 
low-members and to my constituents and ·the country in the opensecretthatinmanypapersofthiscountrystatementshavebeen 
premises. [Applause.J · made touching the gentleman from Iowa's intention. Now--

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it entirely possible, Mr. Chairman, Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am not willing that the gen-
that some man whose name the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- tleman should make that statement. I say it is untrue. 
NONl can not recall or whose name he does not know may have Mr. CANNON. I do not yield. 
made such a statement as that to which he refers, because it is a -Mr. HEPBURN. There is a paper in Chicago that bas said so. 
well-known fact, I take ·it, that there are scoundrels and liars Mr. CANNON. Very well. _ 
about this Capitol, employed in tbeinterestof orasspecial agents, Mr. HEPBURN. Representing certain Chicago interests in 
ready to beslime every man who interferes with their projects. this connection. · . 

1 believe there are interests in his own cityof Chicago-men who Mr. CANNON. Now, then, in view of that statement that the 
went down to Nicaragua last year for the purpose of securing gentleman refers to and in view of the statement which I referred 
franchises for the purpose of selling to the · Government, and to here, I felt that I was doing a generous and praiseworthy act 
which they said before the committee of which I am a member in referring to it, and that statement came · from my heart, in
they were ready to sell-I think those people are ready to attack spired with respect for the gentleman from Iowa, rather than from 
my sincerity about this matter. I think it altogether likely-that disrespect or hatred. Judge of my surprise, animated as I was, 
the Panama Canal Company, ·who are trying now to unload, or to read in the RECORD a few moments ago the assault that he 
to delay this measure, might do that, and I would ask the gentle- committed upon me in my absence; and then he says, "And if 
man now, since he has been, refen-ing to others that have· seen fit the gentleman says," while be did not say he did, he says he says 
to speak evil of me, if he has not had interviews with some of he referred to me at this point, "in promoting this bill seek to 
tho~ men? · delay the construction of the canal, then the gentleman lied." 

Mr. CANNON. I know no man connected with the Panama Yes; and if the Lord was the devil, then the Lord would be the 
. Canal, officially or unofficially, and never have known one of devil, and so forth, and so forth. I dismiss this whole matter, 

them. · · I because I think the sober second judgment of the gentleman from 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is sufficient for me. Iowa, when his partisanship for this bill has had time to cool, will 
-Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman say as much? · cause him to take account of stock and see that it was his temper 
:Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; except as thGy have appeared before rather than his calin judgment that inspired the attacks upon me 

me in committee, I can say that. · · yesterday and to-day. [Applause.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, for what I said of the gentleman I appeal. Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in commencement of that 

to the RECORD, and I say that on all occasions where he has had laudable enterprise, to please the gentleman, if it is parliamentaPy 
an opportunity, by insolent interference, he has attempted to stop to do it, I will withdraw the" and ifs, and ifs, and ifs." [Ap-
tbe progress of this great work. plause.] 

Mr. CORLISS. For five years. Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman having withdrawn, can 
Mr. HEPBURN. · Twice in the last five years his committee, keep them withdrawn if he chooses, and pursue that course that 

that never gave a word of attention or study to the subject, have his own sense of honor and his own self-respect shall dictate. 
intervened and havesecureda suspension of action; have stopped Mr. GIBSON. I call for the regular order. 
theprojectunderthepretenseof moreinformation-thesameplea Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am rather 
made then that was made here yesterday. I appeal to the RECORD, sorry I yielded the floor, for while these personalities are exciting, 
nothing more than that. I care nothing about what interviews they are not instructive and to meare very distasteful. Like almost 
the gentleman may have had. I say this to him, if he means to every disinterested person in the country, I heartily favor the 
father it, that the man who said that I was not in good faith, that speedy building of an isthmian canal; but there is an argument 
I had any other purpose than that of securing at the earliest mo- which to me is conclusive against this bill. We can not pass it 
ment ·that · canal that would most benefit us, I say that he lied; without violating a solemn contract of the United States and com
ahd if it was parliamentary to do it, I would say the man that at- mitting a deliberate breach of international law. 
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The Clayton-Bnlwer treaty provides: 
The United States and Great Britain hereby declare that neither one nor 

the other will ever obtain or maintain for it~elf any exclnsive control over 
the said ship canal. 

It is argued that Great Britain has broken th.e treaty, and hence 
we can consider it void. This argument seems to me quite unten
able. Immediately after the adoption of the treaty England 
claimed an interpretation which we vigorously denied. The dis
pute continued for some years. We doubtless then could have 
said to her: "Your conduct is a breach of the treaty, and if you 
rersist we shall consider it null and void." Did we do so? Quite 
the contrary. We wanted the treaty to continue in force. We 
considered it greatly for our benefit. Our statesmen of those 
days, who knew something about the Monroe doctrine and who 
had enlarged views about international relations, thought the 
treaty important for us and for commerce; and so they forced 
their vieJVS persistently upon England, and insisted that she 
should abandon her interpretation, and finally England did yield 
some of her claims and made a settlement with Central America 
in which we acquiesced; and although some o~ our statesmen 
have since argued that the treaty was voidable, yet our authorized 
Administrations have several times recognized its validity-..,he 
last time this very winter. Under the circumstances, how can we 
honorably treat it as void? Of course we can ignore it, but only 
by palpably breaking our agreement. 

The chairman of the committee said yesterday in answer to a 
question that the House of Representatives could by this bill 
abrogate the treaty, although the more orderly way would be to 
abrogate it by another branch of the Government. The gentle
man was not accurate in his use of language. He should have 

. said Congress can break it, can violate it, instead of abrogate it. 
That, in my opinion, this bill does. We do not abrogate the Ten 
Commandments every time we violate them. And that is sufficient 
reason for defeating this bill. • 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr, Chairman, may I interrupt the 
gentleman to state that tbe Supreme Cou11i of the United States 
have decided three times that while the House can not do it the 
Senate and the H:ouse together-that is, Congress-can repeal a 
treaty; that it is nothing but law, and they may repeal it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachuse.tts. The House, Senate, and the 
President can repeal, but this House can not, and this bill does not 
assume to. We have always claimed as a nation to disregard the 
conventionalities and etiquette of diplomacy. Our representatives 
abroad have not been allowed to conform to diplomatic usage in 
dress, and we have thought lightly of diplomatic ceremonial and 
elaborate expressions which have made the word diplomacy some
times a synonym for deceit and have assumed a bluntness and 
straightforwardness at variance with the world's custom. But 
our only excuse must be a most careful and scrupulous directness 
and honesty of conduct to accord with our plainness of manner. 

If we abandon diplomatic customs and courtesies which, like 
the politeness of individualS, are intended to smooth away asperi
ties and prevent sudden anger and give time for self-restraint and 
reason, then we ought to be very careful that in the essence of our 
diplomacy we never depart from the straight course of honest 
dealings. I agree with the argument of the chairman that condi
tions have greatly changed since the treaty was ratified in 1850, 
and that we have just ground forclaimingits modification. But 
that claim ought to be presented in the usual and friendly way. 
That claim justifies us in asking that the treaty be changed; it 
does not justify us in brutally saying it is dead. That claim has 
been presented in the proper way by the President; a modification 
has been agreed upon which is pending in the Senate. The result 
we do not know. If it fails there, before declaring discourteously 
that we do not propose to recognize the treaty, we ought at least 
to again offer modifications and give notice that the present con
dition is unendurable. Our new acquisitions have just compelled 
us to step into the current of international affairs. I trust if we 
have shown a giant's strength that we shall not use it like a giant. 
I trust we shall not at once signalize our adive participation in 
the world's movements by ignoring honesty as well as courtesy, 
and deliberately violating a treaty whose modification is pending 
before the appropriate tribunal. . 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I have tried industriously and 
intelligently to give my support to this canal project. I hope it 
will be built. My people are for it for more reasons than I have 
time to state. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire for a moment, for fear that I may 
unintentionally impose on the House a.visitation Ido not intend
denying members unanimous leave to extend their remarks. I 
desire to state that on yesterday the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK] asked a pertinent question of law of the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. HEPBURN J, as to what effect the p·assage 
of this bill, or a canal bill, into law would have upon the Clayton
Bulwer treaty, or the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, if the latter is rati
fied. The question was left, as it were, in a state of legislative 
pend ulosi ty. 

This morning, coming into the Hall, the distinguished gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] had the .floor, and in view of the 
fact that I had on one occasion read one of the ''printed" speeches 
of the gentleman from Illinois in which he displayed great indus
try, and at least a reasonable amount of the knowledge of law, 
I eoncluded, Mr. Chairman, that I would ask the question of the 
gentleman-from Illinois, the question that had been asked on yes
terday by the gentleman from Missouri, and the following collo
quy occurred: 

Mr. GA.nra . Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. MANN. I can not; I have only five minutes. 
Mr. GAINES. Only a brief question. 
Mr. Mil"'N. Very well; if the gentleman wants to get into the RECORD, I 

will answer his questfon. · 
Mr. GA.INES. If yon treat my question, which was intended to be defer

ential, in such a way as that, then I yield you back your measly time. 

That is the stenographer's report. The report is not quite cor· 
rect by omitting this, which the Reporter probably did not catch. 
I said, "Only a brief question. I know you are industrious and 
considered a lawyer of repute." That last part is not reported, 
but, nevertheless, I used the language; and in face of the fact that 
I had, as the gentlemen who sat around me will bear witness, paid 
the gentleman from Illinois the compliment that I did, and in face 
of the further fact that I was on the floor when he asked the 
courtesy of the House for unanimous consent to continue his 
speech for five minutes, I was one of the gentlemen who was on 
my feet to ask for that consent for him, and when that consent 
was unanimously given by each and every member of the House, 
including myself, the gentleman, who is evidently devoid of com· 
mon propriety and common decency and generosity, was tinfair 
and discourteous enough to use the language which I have read 
from the stenographers report. 

Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-fifth Congress the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] told me in the Speaker's lobby that he was a. 
Southern man. If he is, Mr. Chairman, I thank God that the 
Southern people have the good fortune to have him live and rep
resent the people at least fifteen hundred or two thousand miles 
away from the place where a gentleman on all occasions knows 
where and how to treat others when he meets them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the remarks whicli have just 
been made had come from any other member of this House I 
should consider th.at they required attention, but coming from the 
gentleman from Tennessee, they demand no answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. I want to say. that I do not withdraw one word 
that I have said, and I am responsible for what I have said, he1·e 
and elsewhere. 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Chairman, I have never witnessed in this 
House or elsewhere so remarkable an exhibition of logic as has 
accompanied the discussion of this bill. I have never seen a 
measure denounced by so many men who declare they will vote 
for it. One member in favor of the bill has had the candor to 
admit that it had so many obnoxious features that its friends 
would have to-force it through the House by brute force and trust 
to time to make it bett.er. With the reckless spirit that is behind 
and urging the bill, I look upon it as a measure that will, if it be
comes a law. inaugurate an era of appropriations and pubhc scan
dals that will continue until the American people grow heartsick. 

The undertaking is new and foreign to the usual functions of 
government. It proposes the expenditure of vast sums upon an 
improvement in a. foreign country and a necessary subtraction 
from the appropriations for improvements in our own country, 
where in many places trade and commerce are dead or lie lan
guishing and people are being daily impoverished, and where, by 
the generous assistance of the Government, more ti·ade and com
merce and wealth would be built up than can ever be realized~y 
the United States from any isthmian canal. 

I pa1·take of the feeling indulged in by all Americans that an 
isthmian canal should be built, owned, and operated by the Gov
ernment of the United States independently of any European 
power. That is one. reason why I am opposed to this bill. 

The advocates of this bill are engaged in a vigorous effort to 
make this House and the country believe that it will give us a 
canal that will be absolutely at our disposal for any national pur· 
pose, free from the right of any foreign power to dictate how and 
upon what terms we shall operate it. Nothing can lJe further 
from the truth. It is made to masquerade in the highly wrought 
colors of a manufactured patriotism, for the moment, to facili
tate its passage through this House; but when it returns from 
the Senate, through the washtub of the conference committee, its 
color will be faded into harmony with every line of the Hay
Pauncefote treaty. T)lat treaty has been vigorously condemned 
by the American people. It was put to sleep in the Senate by 
popular indignation. This bill is the trumpet blast for its resur
rection, and every man who votes for it votes for the confirmation 
of that treaty. 

I have no objection to any individual favorin~ that treaty, but 
what I do object t~ is the attempt tofor~e this bill through under 
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the false pretense of antagonism to that treaty .or the Ciayton
Bul wei· treaty when, in fact, it is a measure that creates ~he oppor
tunity and necessity for the confirmation of the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty now pending in the Senate. 

There is a general opinion throughout the country that the 
Clayton-Bnlwer treaty is as dead as Hector and that somehow 
Blaine was the Achilles that slew it and dragged it to pieces at his 
chariot wheels. If it is dead, its body has been kept in a mighty 
healthy state of preservation, for every politician fastens the same 
dead body to his rolling car and plays "the insulting victor" as a 
prelude to urging the Government to a hasty building of the 
canal. I can not believe that any member of Congress regards 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as dead or that its provisions are less 
binding on this Government than they were when executed and 
confirmed fifty years ago. 

That treaty provided for the absolute neutralization of any canal 
that might be built across the Isthmus by any power or organiza
tion; neither the United States nor Great Britain was ever to ob
tain for itself any exclusive control over such canal; nor -erect 
fo1·tifications commanding it or its vicinity; nor colonize or exer
cise dominion over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, or any part of Central 
America; that in case of war the vessels of each, in traversing 
said canal, should be exempt from blockade, detention, or capture; 
that every right and privilege that either of said powers might 
possess in or concerning said canal as to trade, commerce, navi
gation, or otherwise should be shared by the other and its citi
zens· and by all other nations that were willing to grant similar 
protection to the neutralization of the canal. 

No matter what changes in commerce, population, and policies 
have taken place since that time to cause this Govemment to look 
upon that treaty as a burden on its aspirations, the fact remains 
that Great Britain and the balance of the world have rights under 
it that, to say t he least, are as valuable to-day as they were fifty 
years ago. 

It should be remembered that it was through the urgent insist
ence of this Government that Great Britain was induced to enter 
into that treaty. In June, 1849, our charge d'affaires in Central 
Am.e1-ica negotiated a. treaty With Nicaragua. which granted to 
the United States exclusive rights, with other great. powers, to 
build a. ship canal between the Pacific Ocean and the Caribbean 
Sea. That treaty was procured from Nicaragua. at the instance 
of Mr. Clayton, then Secretary of State. It was never presented 
to this Government, but was used as a pressure on Great Britain, 
which had treaties and interests in Central America, to enter into 
the Ciayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Writing to our minister to Great Britain, Mr. Clayton instructs 
him how to handle this Nicaragua treaty; · · 

You will inform him [Lord Palmerston] that this treaty was corielnded 
without a power or instructions from this Government, * * * and that 
consequently we a.re not bound ·to ratify it and will take D-O steps for that 
purpose if we can, by arrangements with the B1·itish Government, place OW' 
mterest upon a. just and satisfactory foundation. . 

The "arrangements" desired were: That the British Govern
ment should join in a. treaty with the United States for the mutual 
protection and neutralization of any canal that _might be built 
across the Isthmus. This piece of American diplomacy had its 
influence on Great Britain, and the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was 
the result. Since then frequent negotiations have occurred be
tween the two Governments concerning this treaty or on some 
subject directly related to that treaty. The adjustment of Eng
land's interest and treaties in Central America to conform to that 
treaty occupied the attention of both Governments for years there
after. In these latter negotiations this Government repeatedly 
recognized and confirmed the treaty and in one instance refused 
the suggestion of Great Britain to abrogate it. 

Article VI of the Constitution declares: 
- This Constitntion1 and the laws of .the United States which shall be made 

in pursuance thereor: and all treaties made. or which shall ba made, under 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land: and 
the judges-in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the constitu-
tion or laws of any State to the eontrary notwithstanding. · · 

The same section requires every member of this House to take 
an oath to support that. Constitution. If this Clayton-Bulwer 
~eaty is not the law of the land to-day, it is impossible to say 
what is the law. The committee that reported this bill to the 
House say that in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty the words'' Nicara
gua Canal" should be construed to mean the "short route to the 
East;" that Great Britain, in securing the control of the Suez 
Canal, has seized the "short route to the East," violated the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and it is therefore abrogated. I can con
ceive of but one other reason along tha same line of argument 
that the committee might give for the validity of a bill hostile to 
the treaty, and that is that while the Constitution speaks abont 
what ''shall be the supreme law of the land," their bill deals only 
with the subject of water. 

Now, in the light of the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
let us see some of the arguments given by the committee to induce 
the passage of its bill, which directs the appropriation of $160,000s-

000 for the building of the canal and unlimited-millions to secure 
the right of way from the countries through which it is to pass. 
The report of the committee declares that by the provisions of its 
bill the United States may have-
full ownership and control of a waterway connecting the oceans that it can 
defend. a.nd that it can use in the interest of its Navy and merchant marine, 
as wisdom may dictate. 

Of course wisdom will dictate a compliance with our treaties, so 
the defense of the canal and the interest of our Navy means noth
ing. 

Or, if it should be the policy tonse the canal to stimulate the building up 
of onr merchaut marine, it could be made a most powerful factor. . 

But the treaty has put all the stimulant in a loving cup that is 
to be passed to the lips of all the nations, and it will not be the 
policy of the American people to spend two or three hundred mil
lions on a i: free treat." 

A British merchant trading from any port in Great Britain to Hongkong, 
chaTtering a6,<XXJ-ton vessel and using the Suez Canal, must pay as tolls a sum in 
excess of $18,000 for the round voyage. His American rival trading from New 
:I ork to Hongkong, using the Nicaragua Canal free of toll because he used aves
sel made in an American shipyard, out of American material, and by American 
labor, and loaded with American merchandise, would possess marked advan
ta~es-advantages so marked as to make it his interest to stimulate American 
shipbuilding. lt is this kind of a canal that may be used in this way, dis
criminating in favor of our merchants and our shipbuilders and our labor 
(if such should be the policy of the Government) that your committee are 
anxious to secure. 

Of course all that would be very nice; but it would be mnch 
nicer and much nearer to the truth if the committee had frankly 
declared that their bill would not and could not confer a single 
one of the blessings that they have so eloquently set forth. 

Can any of these special privileges.which have been hypothet
ically suggested by the committee be realized under the Hay
Pauncefote treaty if it is confirmed? Everyone agrees that they 
can not. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which the President made 
with Great Britain and sent to the Senate for confirmation last 
February, among other things, provides that-

The canal shall be free and open, in time of war as in time of peace, to the 
vessels of commerce and of war of all nations, on terms of entire equality, so 
that there shall be no discrimination against any nation or its citizens or 
subjects in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic or otherwise. 

The canal shall never be blockaded. nor shall any right of war be exercised 
nor any act of hostility be committM. within it. 

The provisions of this article sha.ll apply to waters adjacent to the canal, 
within 3 marine miles of either end. 

. No fortifications shall be erected commanding the canal or the waters ad
jacent. 

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty never contemplated the building of 
the canal directly by either Government. All its provisions looked 
to its construction and ownership by and through individuale and 
corporations. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty permits and provides 
~or the Government of the United-States to buildt own, and oper
ate the canal itselft subject to the same laws and pravisions pro
vided in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty for its construction and oper
ation by private companies and corporations. That is the .only 
practical difference between the two treaties. Therefore I say 
that the passage of this bill by Congress for the building and own
ership of thecanalisinexactcompliancewiththeHay-Pauncefote 
treaty. It is an acceptance and confirmation of that treaty. It 
confirms it as it was sent to the Senate. It deprives the Senate of 
the power of rejecting the treaty, and deprives it of the power of 
adding to it the patriotic amendment that has been offered to it 
byihe Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, and which pre
serves to the United States the right, when necessity demands, to 
use the canal in its own defense and in the maintenance of public 
peace. · 

As-a. matter Of pride and policy, the Administration will use all 
its great power and influence to secure in some manner the adop
tion of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty without any change._ The fact 
that it lies dormant in ·the Senate, is evidence that it lacks the 
necessary two-thirds vote of that body for its confirmation. But 
by a majority vote for this bill the treaty is practically forced to 
confirmation. This certain result can not escape the attention of 
the gentlemen, who are anxious for the passage of~the bill, and 
who desire to see the Government bound and pledged to enter 
upon the construction of a labor that is to cost it hundre.ds of 
millions, without, in any manner, attempting beforehand to secmre 
a single right or p1-ivilege as a recompense. 

In this connection it is well to note the position and attitude of 
the very able .and distinguished Senator from Alabama, who, in 
season and out of season, has for years labored to draw the Gov
ernment, partly or wholly, and in any shape, into this undertak
ing. He is perhaps better acquainted with this whole subject than 
any other man in Congress; he says the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
as a law, is in full force; he is in favor of the confirmation of the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty as it was sent to the Senate; he is opposed 
t-0 amending it so as to permit the United States, in extreme cases 
of danger, to use the canal in its own defense; he believes that the 
Government should build the canal, no matter what the cost niay 
be t-0 the people, and th~ that neither the Government nor any 
American citizen should be permitted a single right or privilege, 
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in war, in peace, in commerce, or in toll, in the use of it, that is 
not girnn to every nation and to all mankind .. 

When this bill was amended and put in its present shape, he 
sealed it with the stamp of his approval, and the committee has 
bis assurance that it will be cordially received and advocated by 
him in the Senate. No man knows better than he that this bill 
will aid in the confirmation of the dormant treaty, and will com
ply with all the provisions for an absolutely neutral canal. 

The public opinion which sustains any proposition at the pres
ent time for the Government to build and own the canal springs 
from the universal belief that the provisions of the Clayton
Bulwer treaty, nor those of any other treaty, will apply to its con
trol; that it will bring to American commerce special privileges, 
and, in time of war, to our Army and Navy and national policies 
an advantage over our enemies that will be commensurate with 
the labor undertaken and the expenditure required. This opinion 
has been nourished and strengthened by the public pr.ess and the 
declarations of public men, while the obstacles that lie in the way 
of building the canal have been belittled and c-0ncealed, but are 
yet too many and conspicuous for any member of Congress to be 
deceived on the subject. · 

A few of the chief obstacles are the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, the 
pending Hay-Pauncafote treaty, the rights of certainprivate com
panies which hold franchises and right of way given by Nicaragua· 
to build the canal on the same route proposed by this bill, the lack 
of any treaty rights for the building of the canal by the United 
States with the Central American States over whose territory this 
bill proposes to build the canal, and the lack of information a-s to 
which of several routes is the most feasible and economical. One 
of the very last acts of the Fifty-fifth Congress was an appropri
ation of a milion of dollars to defray the expenses of a commission 
to investigate all practicable routes for an isthµiian canal and to 
report to Congress the results, that the most feasible route could 
be determined on before taking any direct action in building the 
canal. That commission is now engaged in its labors. It will not 
be able to complete its work and report to Congress before the 
next session. Even if it was generally agreed to build the canal 
under the neutralizing provisions of the British tre~ty, there are 
still many obstacles in the way that should be removed before 
millions are appropriated for its construction. I hold that there 
is not a gentleman on the committee that reported this bill for 
passage who would on the same false and reckless business prin
ciples provide for the expenditure of $25 of his own money for 
any purpose. 

I believe in proceeding immediately to the task of removing all 
obstacles that are in the way of building a purely American canal 
and procuring the right of way and franchise to the · most practi
cable route free from all incumbrances, before a dollar of the 
people·s money is appropriated to the direct building of it. It is 
bad policy for an individual toappropriatehismoneyin the build 
ing of a house on another II!Bn~s land and then ask him what he 
will take for it; but that is what this bill proposes to do with the 
people's money. The Maritime Canal Company has for years 
held the franchises to the Nicaragua route. It bas not been able 
to build it or induce the floating and unoccupied wealth of the 
world to come to its assistance in the enterprise. Its franchises 
have been slipping away from its grasp by limitation. It is said 
it has spent $5,000,000, which, with its franchises, are estimated 
to be worth ten millions. The Nicaragua route or no route cham
pions have always insisted that the franchises of this company 
could be pnrchased by the Government. No one doubts it; b~t 
to overlook and ignore all the serious obstacles we must meet and 
to recklessly rush into such a great undertaking before we are 
ready, that the Maritime Company may be rescued from its un
pleasant condition, is a matter that will not meet with the appro-
bation of the country. · · 

I believe the United States will, through its strong sense of jus
tice, maintain the neutralization of any canal it may build with
out giving treaty hostages for its good conduct to any foreign 
power. But if it is ever built and maintained exclusively out of 
the revenues of this Government, either within or without the pro
visions of any treaty, we should retain for ourselves the absolute 
right in time of war to use it in the defense .of our country. We 
can not now build such a canal without a wicked breach of our 
treaty with Great Britain. The American people stand on the 
law. They are not lawbreakers or treaty violators. The Clayton· 
Bulwer treaty can be annuled in the orderly course of law, and 
that is the proceeding that should be taken. Congress has the 
power to annul and abrogate any treaty as well as any other law 
of the land. For that purpose I have introduced the following 
joint resolution, which I recommend to the attention of gentlemen 
who favor the building of an exclusively American canal, and ask 
their assistance to urge the Committee on Foreign Affairs to re
port it to the House: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 242) to repeal the treaty between the Govern

ments of the United States and Great Britain commonly called the Clayton-
Bulwer treaty. · 
Whereas the Governments of the United States and Great Britain did, on 

the 19th day of April, 1850, enter into a treaty, commonly called the Clayton-

Bulwer treaty, for the purpose of facilitating and aiding the construction of 
a ship canal between the Atlantic and Paciti!J oceans by the way~of the River 
San Juan de Nicaragua and either or both of the lakes of the Nicaragua or 
Managua to any port or place on the Pacific Ocean, and to jointly control and 
protect the use thereof; and · 

Wheres.s although a half century has ela~sed since said treaty was made, 
no canal connecting said_ oceans has been built, but the chan&-ed conditions of 
population, of commerce, and of i;aid Governments, while grievously increas
mg the necessity for, have rendered said treaty a barrier to the successful 
construction and operation of any ship canal betwee11. said oceans; and 

Whereas it is the expressed desire and purpose of the people of the United 
States, through their Government, to immediately construct, own, and oper
ate a ship canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans independently of 
any European power, and that this Government, recognizing its disposition 
and ability to control such canal on the broadest principles of liberality and 
justice toward all nations and peoples, can not be strengthened or made more 
secure by compulsory treaties with European nations: Therefore, 

Resolved btJ the Senate and House of Rep?·esentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States is 
authorized and directed to notify the Government of Great Britain of the 
desire and purpose of this Government to construct a ship canal acr0ss the 
Isthmus of Panama, connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and to nego
tiate with said Government of Great Britain for the mutual and absolute 
abrogation of all the unexecuted parts of the treaty made between said Gov
ernments the 19th of April, 1850, relative to the construction of a ship canal 
connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and commonly called the Clayton
Bulwer treaty; and that should the President be unable, or from any cause 
fail, to effect the abrogation of said treaty as aforesaid on or before the 1st 
day of December, 1900, then said treaty is hereby annulled, abrogated, and 
repealed from and after said date. 

In connection with that resolution, I desire to read the following 
comments thereon by The Times new~paper, of this city: 

In the House of Representatives yesterday Mr .. COONEY, of Missouri, intro
duced a resolution providing for the abrogation and repeal of the Cla.yton
Bnlwer treaty. This would be unnecessary and vicious legislation. It would 
recognize the validity of an alleged agreement which was never in force, be· 
cause never constitutionally ratified. It involved a secret understanding 
concealed from the Senate by 8ecretary Clayton, and that fact vitiated the 
whole business. The thing to do with the so-called Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
is toignoreitaltogetherandpassanAmericancanal law without the slightest 
reference to the ancient British diplomat.ic bogy. 

It is just such vicious literature and false declarations tha.t have 
caused the widespread opinion that the CJayton-Bulw:er treaty is 
dead. The object is to create the pressure of public opinion on 
legislation in the expenditure of vast sums of money out of which 
certain interests will be profited. Those engaged in manufactur
ing that opinion do not give a fig as to the interest the Govern
ment will have in the canal when built; their interests lie in the 
Government spending the money on it. They belong to the same 
class that urged the Government to build the Paci:tic railroads, 
and, when built, declared it was bad policy for the Government 
to own them, and urged it to give them to corporations at any 
price offered. [Loud applause. J 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I now withch'a.w my objection 
made to the request of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVING
STON] for general leave to print remarks on this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote on the amend· 
ment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask that the amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 1, after the word "construct," in line 8, and before the word "and," 

insert the words "fortify, garrison," so as to read "construct, fortify, garri
son, and protect." 

The question being taken, there were, on a division-ayes 75, 
noes 93. · 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. McCULLOCH 

were appointed. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 66, 

noes 114. 
So the amendment was rejected. . . 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the amendment 

which I before indicated, to strike out, in line 10, page.1, the words 
''near Greytown." I do not think the chairman of the committee 
will make any objection to this amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the bill is amply broad as it is. 
Mr. BURTON. May_I suggesttothegentlemanfrom Iowa that 

the expres~ion "near Greytown "would inevitably be accepted as 
meaning along the line that has been surveyed in two or three 
other instances, while the' other route, which is a possible and, if 
feasible, a very much preferable route, would be a radically dif
ferent one. · · 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the language of the bill is broad enough 
for all purposes. I call for a vote. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BURTON) there were-ayes '14, noes 28. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 
Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend

ment at this point, which I send to the desk, and ask to be heard 
briefly upon it. · 

The CHAIRMAN. ' The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the close of the first section of the bill as follows: 
"Provided, That the amount of money to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa 

Rica for the acquisition of all rights, privileges; and concessions necessary 
for the construction, operation, maintenance, and protection of said canal 
and its a-0cessories shall not exceed $3,000,000." 
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1\Ir, LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I am aware that the lan

guage of the bill simply authorizes the President of the United 
States to negotiate with these Governments, Costa Rica and Nica
ragua, for the concessions which are necessary in the construction 
of the canal. But the language is tantamount to a command, 
and for that reason it seems to me necessary that some limit should 
be put on the sum of money to be expended under his jurisdiction 
for this purpose. · 

I believe that this will commend itself to members on this floor, 
and to that end I have offered the suggestion. It will be within 
the province of the President to purchase as much, and get as 
much, for his money as he can, but this fixes a maximum limit 
beyond which he may not go in making such purchase. 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LOVERING. Certainly. . 
Mr. THRO PP. Does the gentleman think that we could acquire 

the right and title to this property on better terms than was 
granted to the company of which Mr. Miller was the head? 

Mr. LOVERING. I answer the gentleman, No. 
Mr; THROPP (continuing). And do you think that we can 

make a better agreement with the Governments of Nicaraguaand 
Costa Rica than has been alrflady agreed upon, in which case, I 
believe, 6.per cent of stock was given. to Nicaragua and one and a 
half million dollars to the smaller Government, Costa Rica? 

Mr. LOVERING (interrupting). If the gentleman will permit 
me, I think it safe to say that if the Government of the .United 
States goes there with untold millions of dollars at its command, 
there is no knowing what the expenditure may be. It may run 
anywhere from five millions to twenty millions of dollars. No 
person can tell what the expenditure will be. We will find po3-
sibly the same condition of affairs as was found in the negotiations 
that followed the Zavala-Frelinghuysen treaty. These men went 
down there as private individuals, with a limited sum of money, 
and made arrangement on that basis. But that does not apply 
to a rich and powerful Government like the United States. 

Mr. THROPP. But, if the gentleman will permit me, these 
people got the concessions and agreed to give seven and a half 
million dollars in all-that-is to say, six millions to Nicaragua and 
a million and a half t.o Costa Rica. 

Mr. LOVERING. And that was to be paid in stock, as I under
stand it. 

Mr. THROPP. Certainly; but in this case, according to the 
statements made on the floor of the House, our stock would be 
worth at least par. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the 

gentleman from Massachusetts will not prevail for this reason.
that I am satisfied, from the information which the committee has 
and from the testimony before us, that the expenditure will not 
be anythini like half the sum the gentleman names in his amend
ment. I am satisfied that it will cost nothing like that, and the 
committee have something before ns which indicates what the 
probable expenditure will be. For instance, this company secured 
its franchise from the Nicaraguan Government, which owns prac
tically most of the right of way, for the sum of $100,000. 

Now, I think if we say, "Put thisS3,000,000 of limit," that they 
will at once say, "Why, that is what you yourselves expect to 
pay;" and we will have to do it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. · 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not a fact that a treaty was made be

tween Nicaragua and the United States, which, however, failed 
of ratification, by which the Government of the United States 
agreed to give $4,000,000 and also one-third of the net profits? 

Mr .. HE.PBURN. I am not prepared to say whether that state
ment is true or not. I do not remember the terms of that treaty, 
but we refused to ratify it, and I want the gentleman to remem
ber this, that the people of Nicaragua are as much interested in 
this as we are, that this canal is t-0 them what our whole internal 
rail way system is to us. It is their means and hope of getting to 
the Atlantic Ocean. It is their only prbspect. They are as much 
interested in its building as we are, and then you must remember 
that they have great expectations, because it puts them on a line 
of travel, it makes Nicaragua an open country, it opens up to the 
vision of men the advantages that are there, and the information 
that I have from letters and from others that have traveled there 
is that the people of the country are as anxious as we are, and I 
do not expect that the Government will have to pay a solitary 
cent for this concession. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not safe to make a limit? 
. Mr. HEPBURN.· Then, if you want to make a limit and ad
vertise to them what you think ought to be done, do it. I think it 
is not wise. I have no idea that the President of the United 
States would pay $3,000,000 for this concession. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry here? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. ·. 

Mr. KING. Is the gentleman or the committee with which he 
is associated in possession of any information indicative of the 
fact that a concession will be made to this Government without 
cost? 

l\Ir. HEPBURN. Well, I can not say that any proposition of 
that kind has ever been made, but suggestion of that character 
bas been made time and again to me by persons who were familiar 
with the subject. You will find something bearing upon that 
subject in the investigation of Admiral Walker before the Senate 
committee last year. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman, while he is on his feet, permit 
me t.o ask him one question? 

l\Ir. HEPBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. COX. We have sent a commission down there and have 

appropriated a million dollars to pay for them. They are in the 
field. When will they probably make their report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I havenoideaupont.hatsubject. Ihavebeen 
told in the newspapers that it will be some time in December. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I hope this amendment will prevail. It emphasizes the 
vicious form in which this project is presented, but it is a means 
of protecting us against absolute extortion. 

I can not dismiss this treaty with quite the same nonchalance 
as the chairman of the committee does. It is the only document 
or the only negotiation ever entered into between the United States 
and tne State of Nicaragua to fix the price for this concession. It 
distinctly provided that we should build a canal with all appur
tenances, that on appropriation and adequate compensation we 
should pay the private owners, that we should lend $4,000,000 to 
the Government of Nicaragua, and that when it is all done we 
should pay them one-third of the net-proceeds. If the chairman 
of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com mi ttee.desi res to exam
ine this treaty, it is published in Document No. 291, of the Fifty
fifth Congress, second session, immediately after the Clayton· 
Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the date of that treaty? 
Mr. BURTON.. The date of the treaty was December 1, 1884. 

Now, I repeat what I said yesterday, that that was when it was a 
project in the air. If we pass this bill, it will be an assured fact. 
If they did those things in the green tree, what will they do in the 
dry, when we are simply at their mercy and must take whatever 
terms they choose to give us. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman should remember that .since 
that time there have been sixteen years of waiting on the pa~·t of 
those people to secure this necessary highway, and they are more 
anxious to-day than ever before. 

Mr. BURTON. Sixteen years of waiting, but this bill puts an 
end to the waiting and says, ''We will build the canal and build it 
now. Here we are at your mercy, without power of condemna· 
tion, without power of negotiation, except just to walk up as a 
lamb to the slaughter and say we will pay what you want." We 
are a great Government and they are a smaU one. _ We should be 
generous to them, but we should not throw our opportunities a way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentlemanrememberthat thePresi
dent is only authorized to lead us as a lamb to slaughter. He is 
not required to do it. 

Mr. BURTON. What does the word "authorize" mean in all 
the~e sections? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It means that it gives him the power or 
authority. 

Mr. BURTON. What do you mean when you say "may;'' 
when you say that the Secretary of War" may" make a contract? 
That is interpreted as mandatory, as " must." Then the bill ap· 
propriates ten millions immediately, and one hundred and forty 
more are made available . . "The President is authorized." What 
is the meaning of" authorized" there? 

That word there means, I think, not that he may or may not, 
but )1~ "must." There is another concession belonging to the 
Maritime Canal Company of America, whose concession in Nica
ragua expired recently, but that in Costa Rica does not expire 
until the 10th day of February next. There is still another con
cession, and there is no telling what we would have to pay for all 
these rights. If a limit were fixed, it would not cost so much. r 
believe that it is due to the House of Representatives and the coun
try that we should not drive ahead and give the largest opportu
nity for extortion. We ought to put some limit upon the amount 
that the people of the United States can be compelled to pay for a 
concession for the building of a canal that is infinitely more valu
able to Nicaragua and Costa Rica than it is to us. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I am at liberty to say. from . 
information receive~ fr<?m very authoritative quarters, it is 'a fact 
that the men constitutmg the Governments of Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua will enforce upon the President onerous terms if be 
goes down there or sends a commission there under the provisions 

.. r 
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of this bill. But this limitation upon his authority in the matter 
can not hurt him in any way. 1t puts him in a position where he 
can get as much for the money as possible. I hope, Mr. Chairman, 
that this amendment will be adopted in the interest of the bill. 
[Gries of "Vote! "J 

[Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in connection 
with what has been said by the gentleman from Colorado and the 
gentleman from Ohio I want to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that this treaty referred to and the $!,000,000 referred to 
was not the amount of money to be paid by the United States as 
payment for the canal at all~ but was a loan to be made by the 
United States to Nicaragua, in view of the fact t~at Nicaragua 
would build a railroad along the line of the proposed canal and 
extend telegraph roads, and Nicaragua was to pay the money 
back to the United States and give a lien upon its interest in the 
canal for the repayment of the loan. A totally different thing 
from four millions paid for the privilege of building the canal. 
This will be found in Article XIII on page 10 of this treaty, and I 
shall have it inserted in the RECORD for the benefit of the House. 

The following is the article in the ti·eaty referred to by Mr. WIL
LIAMS of :Mississippi: 

.ART. XXIII. It appearing that the financial condition of Nicaragua is pros
perous, that the Republic is without incumbrance of debt, and that the Gov
ernment finds it necessary to finish as soon as possible certain railways 
within the R~public, to extend its telegraph line, and to improve the naviga
tion of the river San Juan, which enterprises will be of aid to the canal and 
favorable to its speedy construction and successful operation, the Govern
ment of the United States agrees to loan to the Government of Nicaragua. 
the sum of $4,(XX),000 to be applied to the above-enumerated projects. Of this 
amount Sl,000,000 shall be paid in the city of Washington within ninety days 
after the exchange of the ratifications of this convention, and the remaining 
three millions of installments of $500,(XX) each every six months thereaft-er 
until thewholeamotmtshall have been paid; but a. failure to pay any of these 
sums from accident or nonaction of Congress at the exact dates he1·ein speci
fied, such payments being made thereafter in good faith, shall not be held as 
affecting in any way the other engagements of this convention. 

The Government of Nicaragua agrees that the Government of the United 
States shall be credited with and receive the share of Nicaragua. in the net 
revenues Qf tbe canal to be applied to the payment of this loan until it shall 
have bE>en entirely extinguished, with the interest thereon at 3 per cent per 
annum from the dates when the several sums shall ba received by Nicaragua, 
and the Republic of Nicaragua may vote yearly through its Congress an ad
ditional sum from the general revenues of the Republic, to be applied to the 
payment of this loan and to aid in its speedy extingnishment. 

And further, the Government of Nfoaragna. assuming the repayment of 
said loan, binds itself to consider it, until extin~hed, together with the 
interest thereon as hereinbefore provided, as a lien upon all rights of Nica
ragua. in the canal, its accessories and appliances, this lien to continue until 
the repayment of the sum so advanced with the interest; but the repayment 
is not to be exacted until ten years after the said canal shall have been com
pleted and opened to commerce. 

Mr. BURTON. I want to say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that I so stated that it was a loan. 

The CHA.IR.MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the gentleman from Massa.chus~tts. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was disagreed to. 
The Clerk read the second section of the bill, as follows: 
SEC. 2. That when the Presjdent has secured full control over the terri

tory in section 1 referred to, he shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate 
and construct a canal and waterway from a point on the shora of the "Carib
bean Sea near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a p~int near Breto, 
on the Pacific Ocean. Such canal shall be of sufficlent capaClty and depth as 
that it may be used by vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest depth now 
in use, and shall be Rupplied with all necessary locks and other appliances 
to meet the necessities of vessels passing from Greytown t-0 Breto; and the 
Secretary of War shall also construct such safe and commodious harbors at 
the termini of said canal, and suclh fortifications for defense, as will be re
quired for the convenience and safety of all vessels desiring the use of 'Said 
canal. 

With thefollowfag amendment, recommended by the cqmmittee: 
In line 14, page 2, strike out the word" fortifications" and insert" provi

sions." 

[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen a few mo

ments ago betrayed what I regarded a ·premature anxiety about 
fortifications. I do not rise to make any aYgument as to this pro
posed committee amendment. I simply call the attention of gen
tlemen who desire fortifications to the fact that I, too, favor for
tifications; but I desire to have them erected at the proper time 
and place. 

This bill already contains a provision for fortification~. Now 
is the time for the gentlemen who want fortifications to vote, and 
they can express their desire effectually by voting now against 
the amendment, in order to prevent the striking of "fortifica
tions" from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendments of section 2. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amend!wmts be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: · 
Also, in line H, page 2, strikeout "fortifications" and insert "provisions." 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that we have a sep-

arate vote on the amendments. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
HEPBURN) there were-ayes 90: noes 63. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 15, page 2, strike out "will be required" and insert "may be neces-

sary.•) 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
In lines 15 and 16 strike out the words "convenience and safety of all ves

sels desiring the u e" and inse1·t "safety and protection;" and in l!ne 17, 
after the word "canal," insert "and harbors." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NEVILLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 8. after the word "Ocean," insert the following: "All estimates 

and contracts for work in the construction thereof to be based upon the 
wages of labor in America, and all contracts shall provide for the employ
ment of American labol' when possible." 

Mr. NEVILLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state briefly my rea
sons for offering this amendment. This Government has for years 
bad a protective tariff, for the purpose, as claimed, of protecting 
American labor and American wages. We have passed laws for 
the purpose of excluding from this country pauper contract labor . 
We have had a Chinese exclusion act, which is still upon the 
statute books. Now, I am unwilling that this Government should 
embark in a great enterprise, such as the construction of this. 
canal, by the expenditure of the money of the American -people
a canal to be owned by the American Government-and yet leave 
it possible that the Government shall employ in its construction 
cooly labor, which will result in reducing the price of labor of 
the American workingman. For these reasons I ask that the 
amendment be adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEVILLE, it 
was rejected, there being on a division (called for by Mr. NEV· 
ILLE)-ayes 15, noes 65. 

The next section of the bill was read, as follows: 
SEC. 3. That in ma.king surveys for said canal and harbors, and in con

strncting the ea.me, the President shall detail .such number of engineer offi
cers of the Army or Navy, and shall employ such civil engineers as x::iay be 
necessary, and may require of them the performance of snch professional 
duties as he mav desire. 

The amendment reported by the committee was reads as fol
lows: 

Strike out all of section 3 and insert in lien thereof the following: 
"SEC. 3. That the Presiden.t shall cause such surveys as may be necessar~ 

for said canal and harbors and in the constructing of the same and employ 
such personi:i as he may deem necessary." 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the. 
last word. I desire to state my position as clearly as I can in re· 
gard to this matter. I believe thereisscarcely a man.on this floor. 
who does not favor the building of this canal. The oply trouble 
seems to arise upon two pTopositions. We are all in favor of this 
enterprise, with the distinct understanding that the Government 
of the United States shall own it, control it, protect it, and defend 
it as the property of the United States. No other kind of a canal 
will I vote for. I want no partnership with anybody in regard to 
this matter, and I think that is the sentiment of the House, for 
when the chairman of the committee announced that proposition, 
it was received with great applause, and properly so. 

We have agreed on that proposition; there can be no misunder
standing about it. But how are we going to accomplish that ob
ject? In order to can-y on this work we must get control of 
foreign territory; and we are proposing to a:uthorize the Presi· 
dent of the United States to secure control of the necessary for· 
eign territory. Now, is it wise in us to say to the President, 
''You may expend a certain amount of money in securing that 
control, but there your authority stops." 

I do not think it is a sound argument to maintain that Nica
ragua will say to us, " Why. go ahead and complete your canal; 
we shall be glad for you to do it." My prediction is that when
ever you pass this bill and undertake to negotiatewith Nicaragua 
on this question, you will find her demand equal to the price fixed 
in the bill. 

One more suggestion, and I am through. I sat here in my 
seat-and I think every member of the House did the same-and 
voted a million dollars to send men down there to examine that 
country with a view to the construction of this canal. I learn 
from the best information I can get that these men will be ready 
to report at the next session of Congress, with proper charts and 
everything of that kind. what they have done. so that each of us 
can sit down and examine the work of the commission. For the 
purpose of .having that examination made we have spent a mil
lion dollars. Now, will any member tell me why the proposition 
is made that we should, paying no attention to the money which 
has been expended, giving ourselves no opportunity to examine 
the report of that commission, pass this bill now? 

[Here the hammer fell]. · 
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Mr. COX. I ask for two minutes more. j it to the end that America may become the source and central 
There was no objection. f point of production and distribution for the globe. 
Mr. COX. .Mr. Chairman, there is no member on this floor who Shall we place at its gateways statues dedicated to war or to 

has any idea that this bill will pass the House at this session of peace? Is military glory the end of your aim and the focus point 
Congress. It is utterly impossible. Now, then, I want a canal. of your ambition, prompting your support to this project? Will 
I am as earnest as any man on this floor far a canal. But will it you dig this canal as dug the feudal chiefs the moats surrounding 
hurt us to let the matter alone until that commission that cost a their baronial castles? If so, let their wisdom be your guide. 
million dollars shall report? Across the moat hang your drawbridge and your portcullis, make 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How long does the gentleman strong your gates, build thick your walls and high your towers, 
think it will take them to report? provision and man your castle for defense, for in so doing you are 

Mr. COX. I understand they will have their report printed by setting in defiance the juster, kindlier sentiments of every nation 
the time of the meeting of the next session of Congress in Decem- of the civilized world; you are challenging the right of equality 
ber. Gentlemen on the other side have told me that, and they in the use of maritime waters; you are asserting the right, when it 
got their information, as I am informed, from Admiral Walker, seems your plea.sure, to bar, upon the completion of this canal, 
who has charge of the matter. So every item of this sur\"ey will what will be the highway of nations. 
be before ns at the December meeting of Congre s. But if yon Upon the assertion of such rights this canal must be fortified 
do not think that spending a million dollars amounts to anything, and manned to sustain any attack the strongest military nation 
then run over them. of the world could land againet you. You mnst defend its gate-

One more idea and I am done. I do not see how, upon an ex- ways with a naval foTce equal to any thatthe greatest naval power 
amination of this treaty, you are going to avoid the effect of it. of the earth can bring against yon. In event of the difficulties 
The only way yon can do it is to lock them out, and complications arising with any other nation, leading yon to war. this canal, in
will arise that will trouble Congress for years to come. stead of strengthening us, becomes at once our chiefest source of 

Now, I want to repeat that I will vote for a canal bill, bnt it weakness~ • 
must be for a canal that will belong to the Government of the At a distant point, if we would maintain oursnpremacyin that 
United States. ltmust be under the control of the United States. canal, we must station a force, distant from a base of supplies or 
It must be exclusively under the control of the United States, and easy transportation, equal to the entire power of the other nations 
we will fortify it when and where we please. of the world to bring force against it, and leaving our entire sea-

[Mr. OLA YTON of Alabama addressed the committee See boa:rd ~efensele.ss and unp!ot~cted. Single-handed and alone, 
.. · amidst mternational complications, we must defend and protect 

Appendix.] this work. In the revolutionary uprisings of the Central Ameri-
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, at the very out.set it seems to me can States we must be present with sufficient force to defend this 

that the American Congress can wisely determine whether this canal, and necessarily embroil ourselves in the political complica
canal is to be constructed and dedicated to the arts of peace or of tions of these people. Wherever the pathway of military glory 
war. We propose to construct a canal primarily for the com- inclines you will find in this project no occasion for the celebra
merce of America and secondarily for the commerce of the earth. tion of military triumphs, nor fitting opportunity for the acquire
! believe the canal should be built under the provisions of the I ment of martial glory, but rather humiliation and disaster. 
Clayton-Bulwer or the Hay-Panncefote treaty, under the same Let me suggest to some of the professional tail twisters of the 
conditions practically, so far as applicable, as control the Suez British lion that you will be at the same time occupied in the 
Canal and its operations. pleasant pastime of pulJing tail feathers from the German eagle 

Governmentsmaychange, dynasties maycrnmbleandfall, revo- and bidding a general defiance to the civilized powers of the 
lutions may shake Europe to its center, but that canal is open to world. While our patriotic ardor on the occasion of a Fourth of 
the commerce of the earth. Does any gentleman think that the July oration might prompt ns to the declaration of the opinion 
American Congress would sit silent and see those who control the that the United States alone can whip the whole earth, with New 
Suez Canal issue an edict forbidding American vessels to pass Jersey thrown in, our deliberate and sober reason tells us that 
through its waters? We would rise in arms against the world, Sherman s estimate that "War is hell" is about correct, and the 
and the civilized thought of the world will rise in opposition to us majority of us do not propose to send this nation there. 
if we claim the right to fortify that waterway and limit its use to Who are the gentlemen who cry for war and thlrst for gore, and 
our selfish purpose. I am in favor of this canal, and in favor of profess their opposition to this measure unless it be fortified, gar
it at the present moment. The report that my friend from Ten- risoned, and used exclusively as a military project? l'hese men 
nessEie [Mr. Cox] wishes to have first presented will not be labor are politicians, few of whom ever smelled smoke, or ever will, ex
lost. It will let those who have this work in change proceed more cept from the end of their cigars. Your talk about military cam
intelligently than if that commission · had not been formed and paigns is to help some lame brother in his political campaign. Let 
had not investigated it. politics take care of dead issues, and let us for once apply our busi-

Mr. COX. Will my friend yield for a question? ness sense to a business proposition. 
Mr. SIBLEY. My time is so short. We have for guidance, fortunately, the history and example of 
Mr. COX. I will give the titrie back to you. What was the use successful enterprise identical with the one under consideration, 

of appointing that commission and sending it down there at the namely, the Suez Canal. And I shall append herewith two articles 
cost of .a.million dollars, to go down there to examine this matter by Professor Woolsey, professor of international law in the Yale 
if we were going to run over them before they ·can present their University, and published by the Century Company with other 
report? What was the use of that? articles from the same author in a book called ''America'sForeign 

Mr. SIBLEY. We want to build thls canal, and we want to Policy." Professor Woolsey is justly regarded as one of the high
bnild it right away. Cotton is 9 cents a pound, and the Orient is est authorities of the world on topics of international law, and I 
clamoring for it, and I hope you will have a bigger crop this year earnestly commend the perusal of his remai·ks to thoughtful and 
than ever before and get more money for it; but we want the patriotic Americans. 
opportunity of reaching the markets of the world with that crop. You will observe that an act of aggression, a. blow at the neu-

Mr. COX. Will you help us to get it? trality of that canal, is an affront to every civilized nation of the 
Mr. SIBLEY. We are going to help yon get it. We are going world. Since the construction of that canal Europe has thun

to help yon get rid of that Tennessee iron and coal and cotton and dered and vibrated in the shock of war. Empires, kingdoms, and 
reach the markets of the earth. caliphates have crumbled, dynasties have been overthrown, but 

Mr. Chairman, my time is so limited that I ask leave to extend the waters of the east and the west still mingle, and on their 
my remarks in tne RECORD. bosom, in that canal, ships laden with the aspirations of humanity 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlf'man from Pennsylvania asks find unvexed passage, buffeted neither by the storms of the capes 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is nor hindered by the swelling tides of political revolutions. 
there objection? And so, Mr. Chairman, invoking neither the spirit of blust.er 

There was no objection. nor sacrifice of national dignity, we would see this grand work 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, is this canal to be constructed accomplished, in which as a nation we have more to gain or lose 

ns a commercial highway, or is it to be undertaken as a military than all the world beside. -We would see this mingling of waters 
· measure? It is to be a great artery whose pulse beats measure of the east and west coming to the world, not as a covert threat 

the movements of the world's commerce. It should be dedicated of war, but as the preliminary to the inauguration of a reign of 
to all the arts of peace. Upon its bosom shonld be borne the peo- peace on ~hand g?Od ~ t~ men. . 
t>l~ and their P.roductsto thehomeormarkethaven. It should be Humamty and.all its ~irations,_comm~rcewi~h.~.her futur_e 
bmlt to draw mto closer fellowship the nations of the world; to be conquests, American agncnlture with all its possibilities, Amen-

. a. tie connecting in closer bonds the distant portions of our national can industries with their achievemenra present and prospective, 
· domain. Its. construction should be to the end that American demand that this canal shall be constructed, a.nd in its inceution 

agrlcnlture, industry, and commercial genius shall dominate and and its completion come to us and the people of the world, not 
control in the Orient and in SouthA.m.erica. We should construct as a menace, not as a threat, not as provocative of strife, but that 
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it shall come as a blessing and a benediction and remain through 
the ages as a monument dedicated, not to the art of war, but to 
the conquest of man over matter, of love over hate, of business 
sense over race prejudice, and patriotic achievement over political 
buncombe. . . . 

APPENDIX. 
AN INTEROCE.A.NIC CANAL IN THE LIGHT OF PRECEDENCE. 

[By Theodore Salisbury Woolsey, M.A.] 
Sooner or later, by private enterprise or by national aid, it is likely that 

some portion of the Central American isthmus will be crossed by a ship canal 
joining the oceans. The vast importance of such a wate:rWay to the world's 
commerce, its vast importance particularly in the development of the United 
States, needs no demoru;tration. To enable an in~roceanic canal, however, 
to attain its highest usefulness; to make for it a sure passageway for the 
:flags of all nations, unblocked in war, secure from the vicissitudes of semi
tropical politics; to use it as not a busing it-that is a problem which demands 
study and statesmanship. 

To show, if it may be, that the neutralization of such a canal under the· 
guaranty of the chief commercial" powers is the status most in accordance 
with precedent and history and our own policy is the object of these pages. 

The international status of ~n_interoceanic canal is a question of much per
plexity, upon which the history of the past throws but a partial light. Such 
a canal is no~ a mere strait like the Dardanelles, the Danish Belts, or the' 
channel of Magellan, naturally formed. and indestructible. Exclusive juris
diction over these waters ns a matter of right has never been conceded by 
the ·United States, and their passage is now free to all nations. 

On the other hand, it is, in theory at least, entirely subject to the sover
eigntv and conb·ol of the state within whose jurisdiction it lies. For ex
ample, the North Sea. Canal in Germany, or, if constructed, the ship canal 
across southwestern France, from the Garonne to the Mediterranean, will be 
controlled by those countries alone. Other States may insist upon a com
mercial use on the footing of the most favored nation; but they can not pre-
vent an exclusive military use by the possessory goYernment. · . 

There is, however, a vital difference between such canals as these and the 
interoceanic variety, analogous though they are. The former are built; 
guarded, managed by agencies of their own nationality, all adequate to the 
purpose. The latter, in a point of fact, must lack every one of these charac
teristics. No conn try through which an interoceanic canal has been proposed 
can itself ~fford the capital for its construction. Its military and naval 
strength are inadequate for protection. Without sure protection neither 
management nor construction would be practicable, for capital is timid. As 
compa-red with the simple status of the North Sea Canal, notice, therefore, 
the complex character of one ac1·oss Panama or Nicaragua. The elements of 
complexity are three: · 
· A weak State granting the concession, without capital or credit or mili-
tary power. · 

A foreign construction company, dependent upon its chartering govern
ment for that security and permanence which are its very breath of life. 

A treaty, between the givers of concession and of charter, which author
izes the work and grants to the chartering power the rights under which it 
acts. Here are limitations upon the jurisdiction of the sovereign on every 
band-limitations, too, which may be capable of indefinite expansion under 
pressura. And this danger introduces a fourth element into the problem. 

No commercial State can afford, injustice to its own commerce, to permit 
that commerce in its use of such a canal to suffer any, even the least, dis
crimination against it. Nor will any one State permit another, save as the 
resuit of necessity, the military use of such a canal, from which use it is itself 
barred. Contrary as they are to the free, liberal, enlightened spirit of our 
time, such exclusive rights can only be the result of major fore.a.. Both the 
States in question, therefore, the one conceding the right to dig a canal and 
the other chartering and protecting the company for its construction, must 
be ready to give appropriate guaranties of equal rights to all other interested 
States. 

The problem restated, then, is this: How can an interoceanic canal be con
structed and administered securely and continuously when the resource3 of 
the State in which it lies are inadequate to the purpose? Toward the solution 
of this problem are presented here those historical precedents which seem to 
bear upon it. And foremost should be studied the Suez Canal, the only inter
oceanic waterway in eristence which presents the features described. 

The Suez Canal was dugby_aFrench company under a concession from the 
Khedive of 1856, confirmed by the Sultan, his suzerain . .Article XIV of this 
concession embodied a formal declaration that the canal should be always 
open a8 a neutral passageway to merchant ships of every nationality. But 
this was clearly insuiPcient; for Egypt, even with the possible backing of Tur
key, was too weak to make the declaration good, and a much stronger guar
anty was needed for its effectiveness. Moreover, nothing prevented Turkey 
in case of war from blocking the canal or even breaking it. The world's com
merce was not guaranteed against the guarantor. For the security of this 
commerce a European concert was needed. What shape should this take? 

Twenty years before a spade was struck into the sands of Suez, Prince 
Matternich had answered the question. In 1838MohammedAlihad·askedhis 
opinion in regard toa Suez Canal project, and received this reply: That if he 
wished to secure the accomplishment of his plan he should look to a neutral
ization of the canal by a. European treaty. On this line the solution of the 
problem has been worked out, not without difficulties . . The ·first step was 
taken in 1873. At Constantinople, in December of that year, was signed an 
agreement that the Suez Canal should be open to transports and ships of war 
of all signatories alike. Accepted by Turkey and the canal comj)any, thisact 
was acceded to by nearly all the European powers, including Russia. . Thus 
the principle of European control was initiated. · 

In 1877 came the war between Russia and Turkey. It was of the greatest 
importance to commerce that the canal should be free from its operations. 
To this end Great Britain issued a declaration that any attempt to blockade 
the canal or its approaches would be regarded as a menace to India and an 
injury to the commerce of the world, which would compel the abandonment 
of British neutrality. This threat drew from Prince Gortchakoff the an
nouncement that Russia desired neither to interrupt nor threaten the canal's 
navigation. but, on the contrary, considered it an international enterprise, 
affecting the world's commerce, which must remain free from all attack. 

The Arabi outbreak in 1882 threatened the security of the canal still more 
seriously, and proved even more forcibly the insufficiency of a merel_yE~p 
tian guaranty, the necessity of European control. France timidly declined 
the responsibilities of joint occupation, and thereby lost her share in the dual 
control. Great Britain shelled the insurgents out of Alexandria, occupied 
the canal as a base, and defeated Ara bi's forces, acting throughout at the re
quest of the Khedive. Her snbseq.uent occupation of Egypt, without the 
urgent solicitation of the Khedive, 1s another matter, having a bearing upon 
the protection of the canal, but not upon its international status. It was in· 
duced rather by the English ownership of Egyptian bonds and by the threat-

enin~ rise of a fanatical invader out of the deserts. By those who are always 
suspicious of England's good faith her renunciation of sole control of the 
canal; while occ"npying Egypt, is a. fact to be pondered. · · ·. 

Nor did the purchase of canal shares by the British Government give it 
additional political ri~hts. Were the Emporor of Germany to own a thon· 
sand square miles of land in Texas, it wo~ld none the less be subject solely 
to the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the State and the nation. So in the 
Suez Canal, the jurisdiction of the sovereign was not qualified by English 
financial control. The relations of state and corporation were laid down by 
the conces ion under which the English Government enjoyed rights in com· 
mon with other shareholders: And this would be true in our own case were 
the United States to lend its credit to a. Nicaragua Canal. Rights in the line 
of management would be gained thereby, but the political status would not 
be affected. · • 

In the case of Suez this status was not yet definitely and satisfactorily de-' 
termined. By force of circumstances Great Britain had assumed, single
handed., responsibilities which pruperly belonged to Europe, and which she 
desired Europe to assume. An inv1tation to the powers with this end in view 
in 18&3 remained unaccepted for two years. Then, in 1885, a commission repre
senting ten States met in Paris to draw up for consideration an international 
act which should offer a. definite form of control, capable of guaranteeing at 
a.ll times and for all powers the free use of the Suez CSirial. . · 
. This was the ~~is upon wl;rich was built the convention of Constantinople 
ID 1887: Its conditions are bnefl.v these': · 

The Suez Canal shall forever be free and open, in time of war as well as in 
time of peace, to the vessels, whether merchantmen or men-of-war, of all · 
nations. · 

Neither it nor its approaches to the distance-of 3 marine miles shall ever 
be blockaded. 

The canal itself, the various works connected with it, and the Sweetwater 
Canal, which furnishes its fresh-water supply, shall ever be inviolable. · 
· No act of war shall take place upon it, though belligerent ships may be 
using it, and a twenty-four hours' interval shall elapse between the depar
tures of hostile ships from either tf:rminal. . · .. . • , · 

No troops or material of war shall be landed along it, and no ships of a bel
ligerent i;hall be stationed in its ports, _but neutr.al states may maintain not 
to exceed two ships of war each for its protection. ' · 

When in the opinion of the representatives of the powers in Egypt the 
security of the canal is threatened, the Government of the Khedive shall first 
be called upon.for its protection. Failing in this, the Porte shall have the 
duty of treaty execution laid upon it; and if Turkey should prove unequal to 
the task, the signatory powers shall act in concert with her. 

No permanent fortifications are permitted. . 
No ~o~tracting power shall enjoy special territorial or commercial ad van· 

tages ID it. · 
The sovereignty shall reside, as before, in Turkey. 
The accession of as many powers as possible shall be secured to this treaty, 
These .stipulations have been.agreed to _by Austria, Fran,ce, Germany, 

Great Britain, Holland;Italy, Spam,-and possibly others. Russia and Turkey 
held aloof, but in 1888 Turkey yielded to pressure and acceded. · The present 
status of the Suez Canal,- liherefore, is that of neutrality ipiaranteed and pro
tected by the leading powers of Europe, with the exception of Russia. • · 

The details of this arrangement have been given at some length, since they 
furnish the most valuable, in fact the only, precedent for the settlement of 
similar questions elsewhere-a settlement, it is right to add, which has not 
yet borne the test of war. . · · 

In our own diplomacy there is abundant proof that for the most part simi-
lar ideals have prevailed. · - · · 

Five routes have been proposed for a canal across the CentrafAmerican 
isthmus. These are, in the order of southing, the Tehauntepec route in Mex
ico, the Honduras route, the Nicaragua route along the San Juan River and 
the lakes, the Panama route, the Darien or Atrato route, these lai:it two lying 
in the territory of the United States of Colombia. · 

Of these five the first two were impracticable; our treaties with their 
sovereign states therefore touch upon railway, not canal, transit. The 
treaties negotiated by_ the United States which do relate to interoceanic 
canals and their status are three·: with New Granada, now the United States 
of Colombia, in 18iQ; with Great Britain in 1850; with Nicaragua in 1867. The 
provisions of these treaties relatirig to a canal are here summarized. 

L The United States and·New Grenada, 1846, Article XXV. · · 
Commerce of the United States crossing the Isthmus of Pl\nama is put on 

an equal footing as to tolls, duties, or other charges with the merchandiso of 
New Granada. Any transit route constructed shall always be free and open 
to the United States. In return and to render these rights secure the Umted 
States "guarantee positively and efficaciously to New Granada, by the pres
ent stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus\ witli 
the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may not be mter~ 
rupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty exists, and in 
consequence the United States also guarantee in the same manner the ·rights 
of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and possesses over the 
said territory." 

This treaty is still in force, but may be terminated by either party on 
twelve m·onths' notice. Under this guaranty the Panama. Railway was built 
and operated, and the United States has in fact landed troops for its prO: 
tection. 

2. The United States and Great Britain, 1850, commonly known as the Clay-
ton-Bulwer treaty. · 

Thi.CJ primarily sets forth the views and intentions of the contracting 
powers "with reference to any means of communication by ship canal which 
may be constructed between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, by the way of 
the river San Juan de Nicaragua, and either or both of the lakes of Nica
ragua or Managua." In the second place, it lays down a general principle. 
Its main provisions are as follows: · 

Each Government declares that it will never "obtain or maintain for itself 
any exclusive control over the said ship canal," nor fortify the same, nor ac
quire any exclusive privileges in it, nor fortify, colonize, or exercise dominion 
over any portion of Central America. 

The canal in case of war shall be free from blockade to an indefinite di& 
tance from its terminals. . . . 

It shall be under the joint protection of the two Governments, and its neu
trality shall be guaranteed, that it may be forever free and onen. 

All other States shall be asked to enter. into similar engagements. And 
this is not only a specific contract, but a general principle for the protection 
of any other practicable communications by rail or by canal across the Isth
mus. Comment on this much-abused and much-debated treaty is reserved . 
for another lJlace. · 

3. The Umted States and Nicaragua, 1867, Articles XIV, XV. 
This grants to the United States and its citizens the right of transit across 

Nicaragua. from ocean to ocean on any route of communications, natural or 
artificial. by land or water, which may be constructed on equal terms with 
itself. All rights of sovereignty are reserved. , · 

"The United Stl\Jes hereby agree to extend their protecticn to all such 
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routes of communicationi!ls aforesaiu, and to guarantee the neutrality and in
nocent use of the same. They also agree to employ their influence with other 
nations to induce them to guarantee such neutrality and protection. Free 
tmnsit is granted United States troops and ships under conditions. After 
protl:\ction, when necessary, has been afforded by United States troops, they 
must be withdrawn." 

It is terminable at twelve months' notice. 
One common feature runs all th1·ough these treaties, that what.ever canal 

is built shall be neutralized; that is, exempted in some way from all the op-. 
era.tions of war. The same idea appears in the agreement between the United 
States of Colombia and Lieutenant WyEe, acting for the French Panama 
Canal Company. By Article V of this instrument the "government of the 
Republic declares neutral in all times the ports of both extremities of the canal 
and the waters of the 1atter from one oyean to the other," but forbids the 
passage of the war ships of its enemies lfnless they have gained the right by 
treaty. 

When we ask, however, how this neutralization is to be secured, there is 
a lack of uniformity. In the case of De Lesseps's Panama Canal, it was de· 
clared by the sovereign of the country. The Pana.ma Canal of lSia was to 
owe its neutrality to the United State.;; alone. Our treaties of 1850 and 1867, 
just cited, contemplate a neutralization joined in by other powers; that is, a 
general concert of nations. 

This remained our policy until about 1880. With the beginning of work 
by De Lesseps at Panama came a change. Secretaries B1aine and Freling
huysen argued for a neutralization to be undertaken by the United States 
exclusively, and finding the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in the way of this pre
tension, attacked that. Mr. Blaine said that it needed modification; Mr. 
Frelinghuysen called it voidable; both by implicati~n admi~ted its existe!lce. 
It is true that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty left a strmg of mISunderstandmgs 
behind it. It was entirely satisfactory to neither party. But what can not 
be denied-and this is emphasized here-is the fa.ct that throughout the en
tire history of this country's attitude toward a Central American canal, the 
neutralization of that canal has been held desirable, a status to be effected 
sometimes by the sovereign of the route, sometimes by the United States 
alone, more often by many States acting together. · · 

As in the case of Egypt and the Suez Canal, neutralization by the sov
ereign solely is not strong enough to build on and to build under; so that 
really the choice must lie between a neutral status guaranteed by the United 
States alone, and one guaranteed by many commercial powers. To the 
former policy there are two very serious objections. The first is this: A 
guaranty of neutrality by a single State, in the nature of things, can not be 
effective. You may protect in case of attack, but. you can not neutralize. 
The guaranty of the neutrality of a State is a guaranty that it shall not be a 
combatant in war, nor affected by its operations. As against the guarantor 
this is good; as again.st all third powers it is worthless. For how can one 
State prevent another from the exercise of its sovereignty, of which the 
right to make war is an important feature? 

In Wharton's Digest of International Law of the United States this view 
is clearly presented (last paragraph, page 145): "Neutralization is the assign
ment to a particular territory or territorial water of such a quality of per
manent neutrality in respect to all future wars as will protect it from foreign 
belligerent disturbance. This quality can only be impressed by the action 
of the great powers by whom civilized wars are waged and by whose joint 
interposition such wars could be averted. As the neutrality of the Isthmus 
is by the convention before us [with New Granada, !Sia] guaranteed only by 
the United States, it is not a neutralization in the above sense, but only a 
pledge and guaranty of protection." 

And again, and more specifically, the United States do not possess, and 
could not raise for a considerable time, ships and men enough to make their 
sole guaranty of the neutrality of a Central American state or of the waters 
of a Central Americancanalgoodagainstallassailants. It is easy t.o say that 
the power of this great country is illimitable. That may be true. But to 
tram;late this power into ironclads requires a change of national policy, years 
of time, and unlimited expenditure. 

There is, then, both a legal and a practical difficulty-though both, in truth, 
a1·e practical-in the way of a guaranty of the neutrality of a canal by the 
United States. But let all commercial powers act in unison and see how 
simple the thing may become. Protection becomes effective and t.he canal 
status fixed, because each power for itself unites in the protection, lays down 
the status, and renounces the right to injure. ..Neutralization" becomes 
actual and practical because each power, m the exercise of its sovereignty, 
promises to respect the neutrality. The empty phrase becomes a fact. 

The argument, then, thus far is this: 
We find in the history of the Suez Canal a powerful precedent for the 

policy of general rather than single-handed canal protection. 
We find in our own treaties and diplomacy a uniform desire to keep an 

interoceanic canal free from all the operations of war, sometimes inclining to 
the rlJle of sole :protector, more often desirous that this responsibility shall 
be assumed by all commercial states. 

We find that "neutralization" is incapable of being effected by the act of 
a single protecting power; that "protection" demands superior force at 
command to be adequate. 

We should now bi:, in position to consider the second part of our question, 
which is this: In order to exempt a proposed Nicaragua or other interoceanic 
canal from the dangers and operatrnns of war, is it better for the self-inter
ests of the United States that this should be attained by a general or a sole 
guaranty? This question is considered in the next chapter. 

AN IN"TEROCE.ANIC CANAL FROM THE STANDPOINT OF SELF-INTEREST. 

[By Theodore Salisbm·y Woolsey, M.A.] 

What does the United States want of an interoceanic canal? How can it 
best get what it wants? These are questions of policy which may shortly re-
quire an answer. · 

It is often asserted, in and out of Congress, that the United States must 
"control" any such waterway, and it is commonly believed that by lending 
the national credit to the company, by seeing the work through, the right to 
such control will be acquired. The first of these statements is indefinite, thl\ 
second is mistaken. The fixing of rates. tha choice of officials, the physical 
and financial regulation of the canal might indeed be gained by this Govern
ment, as by any other controlling stockholder, supject to the conditions of 
the concession; but the political control, the right to determine its interna
tional status, its use in war time, its protection-this is an attribute of sover
eignty qualified Ly the treaty. As has been argued in the case of Great 
Britam and the Suez Cana.I, the ri~ht.s of the stockholders and the rights of 
the sovereign have no real connection; they lie in different planes. 

Though no control in a real sense is acquired by financial ownership, it 
may be gained by a surrender of sovereignty. The simplest form which this 
could take would be the transfer of sovereignty over the region in which the 
cana.l lies. This region mi~ht be ceded to another state or be raised to state
hood itself with the condition of neutrality attached to it. For instance, the 

annexation of Nicaragua by the United States or the cession of canalized 
territory to it would give us real control. 

More complicated is the condition which results·f:rom a. partiai surrender 
of its jurisdiction by the sovereign in favor-of one o~ more J>OW1'rs. This 
would be effected by formal treaty. An example of this is our prote.ctLu of 
the Panama Railway, under the treaty of 1845 with New Granada, which 
carries the right of landing troops and- enrcisiTI!? jurisdiction for a specific 
purpose. But is there not another Tigbt oJ action in Central American 
affairs. based on the Monroe doctrine, which belongs to the United 8tates 
exclusively and which by common report is as well ~rounded as any treaty 
stipulation? 

This is apt to be construed as warranting the United States in interfering 
to prevent any and all European claims upon our neighbors in the South 
which involve territory. Now, without going at length into the history of 
the Monroe doctrine. it is enough to say that it is a very good thing when 
properly used aJ:ld.interpreted. - For it is still the settled policy. of"the United 
States to pre>ent European powers from armed interference in the ·poli
tics of South and Centr::i.l American states a~inst their will. . 

The French intervention i:l Mexico durrng our civil war is an instance 
where the Monroe doctrine was propel'ly applicable. But being somewhat 
vague and never crystallized into a law, a great deal of extraneous matter 
has been read into it, until it has become a politi.cn.1 fetich superstitiously 
worshiped by the whole tribe of jingoes. They will have.it mean the.right 
of interference by the Unite<l States instead of what it really is-a protest 
against foreign interference. They would make of it a law overriding treat
ies, instead of an expression of policy 9_uite subordinate -to treaties. They 
hail it as the American policy, forgetting that Canning .first suggested it. 
They build upon it a '!manife3t-destiny" theory, overlooking the fate of .the 
house in Holy Writ built upon sand. · 

The United States has a peculiar interest in the affairs of tho3a.countries 
lying to the Eouth of it as being itself the most powerful and iufluentia.l State 
on this continent. It has a peculiar interest in any canal which will bring 
its western and ea.stern coasts many thousands of miles nearer by water. · 
To it, therefore, belongs the right-nay, the duty-of securing the use of such 
canal by its vessels of every class, in war and in peace, under the most favor
able terms. 

Emphasizing all this, it is asserted that the Monroe doctrine is not the in
strument fit to accomplish these results. As well use a saw to drive a nail. 
You blunt yom· tool and do not gain the end desired. 

The pro:per weapons are to be sought for in our treaties, made a..nd to be 
made, and m those general principles of law which govern the intercourse of 
nations. , 

As to the principles of law, for lack of specific rules to cover this new 
!luestion we have the wider expressions of that order which binds the civi
lized world together. Such are the principle of nonintervention; the most
favored-na.tion treatment; freedom of navigation; freedom of intercourse; 
neutral interests paramount to belligeren1rinterests; good faith; observance 
of treaties. 

As to treaties, the precedents for the treatment of an interoceanic canal 
have already been cited. The issue was there defined between canal protec
tion assumed by the United States alone, and canal neutralization carried 
out by a concert of nations. precedent being in favor of the latter. In the 
followi.ng pages some considerations are pl'esented to show that sole protec
tion and sole control by this country are neither· practicab1e nor -desirable.
This is au argument from the standpoint of self-interest. 

What does the United States want of an interoceanic canal? Clearly it is 
its uninterrupted use under all circnmstan-:ies bymerC'ha.ntmen and men-of
war alike, whether itself a belligerent or a neutral, on the footing of themost
favored nation. Our most ardent patriots have never claimed lower tolls 
than other countries, nor. excl~ive comm.ercial use. But is th.ere nothing 
more? Is there not a darling WISh entertamed by some for which no price 
seems too dear and which would makethecana.l of peculiar value to our own 
land? There certainly is. 

Though not often formulated clearly, but wrapped rather.in the cerement 
of stately words, this wish appears to be for an exclusive use of the canal by. 
the Navy of the United States when a belligerent. Suppose, for example, 
England and this country to be at war. Then our ships could J)assthe canal, 
conld mass or Eeparate for attack and defense, while her ships could .be de
barred. The value of such right is at once aJ)pare.nt. But is it attainable, 
and what would be the cost? 

The difficulties in the way are these: 
First. No power of ,the first class would: permit the negotiation of such an 

arrangement without a protest, which would probably lead to war. To sup
pose that Germany, for instance, or Great Britain wonld consent to such a. 
provision in our favor wonld tax the credulity of a child. The very first 
result of such a. treaty would be a combined demand of Nicaragua by all 
the maritime powers that they each and all be put on the footing of the most
favored nat.ion, that their warships be granted transit at all-times as well as 
ours. 'This demand woald be reasonable; for how could they aiford to tie 
one hand behind their backs in advance of a contest? To meet it success
fully would require a defensive alliance of the United States and Nicaragua, 
backed by a fleet as large as the combined fleets of the remonstrants. 

But suppose, for argument's sake, that foreign powers display no such 
sensitiveness as to their interests and their rights, and fail to combine 
against us. Suppose that our sole guaranty of the canal, coupled with its 
exclusive military use, is permitted to pass unnoticed, or with a diplomatic 
remonstrance merely. Suppose the canal garrisoned by our troops in vio
lation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, whieh had been officially declared to be 
abrogated. What follows? 

We are the sole protectors and guarantors. We must maintain, therefore, 
on the spot a force sufficient for this end, or the canal .may be broken, even 
ruined. Single handed we must crush out riot and revolution. Stran~e re
sponsibilities in Central American politics must be assumed, constant mflu
ence exerted, or else our protection would be nugatory. And, apart from 
local dangers, a war may arise to which we are a party. 'Ve should require 
an army of occupation as large as any which our enemy could land, a fleet 
equal to that which he could equip, a.nd the canal would be made simply the 
first scene of the struggle. It is apparent that this would in>olve a complete 
chan~e in the policy which has guided this Republic from its earliest years, 
that it would result in a struggle far from our natural base, on disadvanta
geous rather than advantageous ground, against, not in accord with, the sen
timent of the political world. 

There is another objection to the e:s:clusive war use of a canal by the 
United States, coupled with that guaranty of its neutrnlity, whether so1e or 
general, which all our treaties have contemplated. The two are inconsistent. 
The· exclusive use in war would conflict with the neutral status. Imagine 
"the perpetual neutrality of Belgium qualified by an exclusive right of tran· 
sit across its territory granted to German armies. All powers must ap
proach a canal on an equal footing, or its neutrality will become an alliance 
between its sovereign and the favored nation. 

Let us suppose, on the other hand, that our policy follows more moderate 
counsels. Guided· by European precedent and the provisions of our own 
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treaties, it renounces the attempt to shoulder singly the task of canal protec
tion. Calling in the cooperation and the aid of an powers likely to make 
commercial use of the canal, this country, taking the lead, proposes to J)lace 
it on a footing of neufrality guaranteed by all All have a common right of 
passage, in peace and in war, for war shipsand"formerchantmen. The coast 
sea of the terminal ports for a distance of fifty or a hundred miles, is also 
exempted from the operations of war. 

Proper provision is ma.de, as in the Suez Canal convention, for the avoid
ance of the hostile meeting of b~lligerent ships. 1\Iilltary occupation for in
ternal security, protection from outside pressure, are joint, not single. A 
violation or the integrity of the canal is an attack upon, and will be resented 
by, the whole commercial world. With absolute confidence it may be as
serted that such a status, such a solution of the problem as this, would give 
the United States every advantage which it would hope to reap from the' 
canal, save and except the exclusive right, as against an enemy, of using itin 
case of war. 

Is this single privilego worth what it would cost-the abandonment of set
tled policy the yearly expenditure of Army and Navy enormously increased, 
the greater danger of political complication? This price is re.al, not imagi
nary. A nation with a chip on its shoulder can not rely on bluff and bluster 
alone. That this is more or less clear to the advocates of a" spirited foreign 
policy" is let drop occasionally. "I would be willing to go to war to prevent 
England from obtaining control of the Nicaragua. Canal or from interfering 
in our control of that waterway," a member of the House is r\lported to have 
said recently, amid a chorus of app1·oval, as if the two were equivalent state
ments. 

We may well agree with him as to his first proposition, but just as surely 
does it follow that our control would be regarded with similar jealousy by 
other States. 

Why go to war, however-an expensive and uncertain business-when the 
same end could be reached by a general concert of powers? Why go to war 
with Great.Brita.in, in particular, on the subject of canal control, when by a 
solemn treaty that country already has renounced canal control? 

- But here arises a serious question. That Cla.yton-Buhver treaty of forty-
eight yea.rs ago, which has just been alluded to, is it now in force? Is it 
really a good thing to get rid of if in force? 

The charge has been made that it is no lo!lger valid, because long ago vio
lated by Great Britain. This violation lay in retaining contJ.·ol over certain 
Central American terrUory in spit~ of the treaty, the excusa and defen e be
ing that the treaty was not intended to refer to the status existing at its ne
gotiation. Since then-very slowly and very exasperatingly, it is true-all 
such territorial claims have been yielded, the Mosquito protectorate quite 
recently, until nothing clouds the validity of this treatthy except what is past. 

Now, so far as appears, no responsible ofikial in is country has ever 
claimed tbat this treaty iq actually , -oid, but merely that it should be 
amendetl or, at worst is voidable. A treaty unlimited in its terms as to du
ration must certainly be held binding until notice of its abrogation bas been 
given. No such notice exists in this case. Two Secretaries of State have 
argued that there was ground for terminating it and a committee of Con
gress once reported in favor of its abr~ation; there the matter dropped. 
To say that this treaty is no longer bindmg, therefore1 is to be inaccurate. 
Even admitting that there is reason for its abrogation, Jt must be considered 
still in force. And what I desire to emphasize here is the extreme impolicy 
of such abrogation, the very decided present value of this Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty to the United State . 

What State is it, as we are so constantly told, which arbitrates with the 
strong and bullies wit.h the weak? Great Britain. What State is it, on the 
same authority, which for schemes that are subtle, for earth hunger, for 
trade expansion by fair means and fonJ, for the liking to have a. finger in 
every other nation's pie, i':l most notorious? Again, Great Britain. She, 
then, is the power most to be dreaded as a meddler in Central American af. 
fairs. If so, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is an instrument made to our hand. 
It isa bulwa1·k of defense, a contract to be enforced, not surrendered. Listen 
once more to its terms: 
. "The Governments of the United States and Great Britain herebJ. declare 
that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself any 
exclusive contt·ol over the Ba.id ship canal; a!P'eeing that neither will ever 
erect or maintain any fortifications commanding the same, or in the vicinity 
thereof, or to occupy, or fortify, or colonize, or assume or exercise any do
minion over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Cen
tral America." · · 

Does Great Brita.in covet Corn Island, commanding one terminal of the 
Nicaragua Canal? Does she "exercise dominion over" Corinto, to hold as 
indemnity for a debt? Does she seek to control the future canal in any way? 
We appeal to Article I of this treaty . ..._We do more; we enforce it. To an 
aggressive power it is a strait-jacket. 

In a fran.lrnnd striking passage which is contajn.ed in one of Mr. Blaine s 
dispatches to Mr. Lowell this is well expressed: "I am more than ever struck 
by the elastic character of the Clayton-Bnlwer treaty and the admirable pur
pose it has served as an ultimate recourse on the pa:r;t of either Government 
to check apprehended designs in Central America on the part of the other, 
although all the while it was frankly admitted on both sides that the engage
ments of the treaty were misunderstandingly entered into, imperfectly com
prehended, contradictorily interpreted, and mutually vexatious." 

Why, then, should we seek to do a.way with it? The only possible reason 
can be, because we seek to control, to occupy, to fortify, to do things we 
there renounce-in short, to assume the aggressive ourselves. This then, is 
the real object and ideal of the opponents of this treaty. '!'bey woiid throw 
awo.v the shi~ld to grasp the speru: more firmly. They would IJrevent the 
builaing of a canal unless permitted exclusive rights in it. 'l'hey would 
choose a. policy without regard to cost and consequence. Here, then, we have 
come to the parting of the ways. · 

In the one direction lie " .peace with honor," a growing trade, a traditional 
policv, the military and naval establishments of to-day, the enforcement of 
the Ola vton-Bnl wer trea~. a well-considered plan for general protection and 
guaranty of the canal which commerce cries out tor. 

In the other lie single control, the abrogation of every treaty which stands 
in the way, an Army and Navy to make our position good, the exclusive use 
of the canal, as agamst our enemies, by our Navy in time of war. In short, 
it is to prefer belligerent to neutral interests, and to launch forth into the 
troubled sea of foreign politics. _ 

To enforce or to abrogate the treaty of 1850; to use the canal on the same 
terms with other States, or to insist upon exclusive military privileges in it
these ai:e the real points at issue . . Between ,these policies let the .American 
people choose, counting the cost of each, and striving to see which will bring 
it honor and true ascendency and the highest good. -

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the. discussion has taken 
so wide a range that I can not hope to cover in the five minutes I 
shall ask for all the phases presented. I want to emphasize a lit
tle strongly the remark made by the gentleman from Massachu· 
setts [Mr. GILLE'IT], who said that the Clayton·Bulwer treaty 
was still obligatory upon the United States. I do not think there 

is any doubt about that, and I think that no man with ordinary 
intelligence, whether he is a lawyer upon international lines or 
whether he is a man of ordinary common sense, will for one mo- . 
ment understand or attempt to argue that the CJayton-Bulwer 
treaty has been abrogated. by the act of the United 8tates or by 
that of England. 

It is not important here. It cuts no figure in my judgment; · 
but I think it isa true proposition that a treaty deliberately entered 
into by two powers, if one violat.es that treaty and the other goes 
forward without any regard to it, making no protest, and acting 
upon that treaty itself, acting uyon its stipulations as though they 
were in force, I understand that that power can not go back after
wards and set up a claim of abrogation, because of a matter that by 
their own action in paistheyhave waived atthe time; but I do not. 
care anythlng about that. 

One gentleman on the other side of the House said that we had 
attacked a~d viol_ated, by .reason of the recognition of the Clayton·. 
Bnlwer treaty, as I understand, the ~Ionroe doctrine. Why, the. 
gentleman from Massachusetts very well said that the Monroe 
doctrine was proclaimed by this Government in 1823, and our 
Govemment has never faltered in insisting on that doch"in.e as a 
guide to ourselves. We never claimed that any other nation had 
acted upon it or enacted it into international law. All W:e claim· 
is that we gave notice to them as to what we will do if they in.· 
vade this hemisphere, and those people have kept clear of raising· 
the issue with us. Now, more than twenty years afterward we 
made the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, but nobody believes that in doing 
that we attempied to repeal or waived or set aside the Monroe 
doctrine. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, this is the important consider&tion 
here to·day. I hope that we will meet now on this poin.t and 
cease to encumber this bill by any attempt at amendments that 
are not germane and not directly in line of the bill itself. This is 
a great measure that both parties of this country stand pledged 
to. I will put into myrem~ks the declarations of the Republican 
pla:tform in 1892 and 1896, which are just as much a part of om: 
doctrine as any other; and bear in mind, gentlemen, that we have 
always called it the Nicaragua Canal. 

We have not yet permitted the skirts of th.epeople of the United 
States officially to be soiled by recognizing that infamy that broke 
a French cabin.et and almost precipitated a great number of their 
people into ruin, that sent an old man into the penitentiary and 
sent him to a dishonored grave, dying in the utmost poverty and 
I hope we will never see, in any official declaration of .any political 
party platform, Panama mentioned; and I pmy God my country. 
may be saved the stain of ever attempting to dig out of a disbon~ 
ored grave, where the Panama. Canal was buried, anything tha~ 
will in any wise-involve us in the future with that canal. 

They spent $250,000,000, They spent 8,000 lives. My'~friend 
over there~ the gentleman from N ebrask&, spok~ abqnt wanting tQ 
work up a scheme for American labor there. I want to say to 
him that I do not want the laboring ·men of my district to go 
down to the Panama Can~. Eight thousand dead men ;m~k the 
perils of that section of country, and one of the strongest- points 
in favor of changing the · route and going up on the Nicaragua 
Canal-line is the difference of the conditions there that affect 
labor so directly. . · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exl>ired. 
[Cries of ''Vote l "] 

[Mr. GR~EN of Pennsylvania a~dressed the committee: See 
Appendix.] · - . " . · 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks con:" 
sent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN: I shall ren-ew.my"reqnest to the same effect. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gen tieman from Illin.ois asks unanimous 

consent to.extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
[After a pause;] · The Ohai1 .hears no~e. The q,uestion is upon 
agreeing-to .the amendment to subs~tute for section 3 proposed 
by the committee. . . : . . , 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairmaii,-I desfre to .offer an amendment 

to that section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The substitute h~ been adopteq. 

. Mr. BURTON. The substitute having been .adopted, I think it 
comes in here. I had some question whether it ought not to have 
been o:ff~red before the substitute was adopted. In other wordR, 
it is an amendment to the section. . 
. Mr. HEPBURN. It should have been offered when the.substi
tute was pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. It should have been offered as an amend
ment to the substitute, and then adopted ,as amended,. The gen
tleman from Ohio is too late. 

Mr. BURTON. I will otrer it to the next section. 
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The Clerk, proceeding with the rE}ading of. the bill, read section 
4, as follows: 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
The next section of the bill was read, as follows: 

SEC. 4. That in the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan 
River and Lake Nicaragua, 01• such parts of each as may be made available, 
shall be used. 

SEC. 5. That in any negotiations with the States of Costa Rica or Nicara
gua the President may have the President is authorized to guarantee to said 
States the use of said canal and harbors, upon such terms as may oo agreed 

Chairman, I offer the following upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by citizens thereof. Mr. BURTON. Now, Mr. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the close of section 4 insert the words "the President is also authorized 

to secure, if possible, jurisdiction over the territory upon which said canal 
or waterway is located, including a strip or strips on either side thereof." 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I ·see no possible objection to 
the adoption of that amendment. It is very desirable not only in 
the construction of a canal, but its maintenance thereafter. Ju
risdiction should be obtained over a strip of territory on both sides 
of the central line of the canal. The courts of thecountryin which 
the canal is built mi~ht be inefficient and American ci;i.pital would 
be invested there--

Mr. SHATTUC. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to 
ask him a question? · 

Mr. BURTON. Certainlv. . 
Mr. SHATTUC. Would-the Constitution of the United States 

go over that territory? 
Mr. BURTON. That would beamatterof treaty. Ihavesome 

doubt whether extrate1Titorial jurisdiction-- [Laughter.) Oh, 
I took the question a little more solemnly, perhaps, than the gen
tleman intended. I do not propose to answer that question, whether 
the Constitution of the United States goes there or not. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman from Ohio vote for this 
bill if this amendment is adopted? 

Mr. BURTON. If this and other amendments are adopted. 
I am laboring in good faith to get a vicious bill-not only vicious 
at all times, but particularly vicious at this time-in good shape; 
and if this and other amendments are adopted, I may vote for it. 
I will not make any promises. 

Mr. MANN. The first section as amended provides for ob
taining control of enough land on which to excavate, construct, 
and protect a canal, etc. · 

Mr. BURTON. Well, neither of those words is broad enough. 
Mr. MANN. Is not the word "protect" broad enough to ob

tain territory to protect the construction and operation and in-
cluding the men who are working there? . 

Mr. BURTON. An illustration will show what I mean. Sup
pose there is a strip 5 miles in width on both sides. The material 
would be taken very near the edge. That would not be included 
'by fair inference in the language of this bill. One especial reason 
for a strip is this: On some portions of the river which are to be 
utilized there is a large overflow, so that the engineers who have 
examined the proposed route estimate that it will be as much as 
5 miles on each side when the country is flooded. 

I think it is desirable to declare in this bill that Congress desires 
the President to acquire a strip on either side of the central line 
of that canal by language which is clear and unequivocal. I do 
not desire to discuss the question further. I submit the amend
ment on its merits. 

Mr. HEPBURN. During the last session of Congress a bill 
was introduced bearing upon this subject containing that word 
"jurisdiction," and it wa.s stricken out by my consent, at the in
stance of many gentlemen, who said it placed an insuperable 
barrier to our securing what we desired; that there was a pro
vision in the constitution of Nicaragua that forbade that Govern
ment from parting with the jurisdiction over any part of the soil. 

Mr. BURTON. I am thoroughly aware of that provision; it is 
equivocal, but that is the way it is interpreted. But it has been 
proposed that a lease for a large number of years should be 
given, like the Suez Canal, where it is ninety-nine years, with the 
privilege of renewal. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not tl1e word "control" broad enough? 
Mr. BURTON. It sooms to me not. Our courts and judicial 

officers sh<101d have control there. A large number of men will 
be employed, and many desperadoes will come there. A large 
amount of money will be disbursed, and it will bring desperate 
characters there from all over the world. This has been sug
gested by some people who have made thorough examination on 
the ground. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then this would raise an additional diffi
culty, and I hope that it will be voted down. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, any provision of this sort is a pro
vision directed to the President in negotiating the treaty. No 
such provision could be of any effect except to influence the Ad
ministration as to the terms of the treaty. It is not desirable, as 
it seems to me, to give that direction any further than it is already 
given in the bil1. The first section of the bill authorizes the Pres
ident to negotiate such treaty as he can for the purpose of ob
taining protection and jurisdiction over sufficient land. For that 
reason the amendment ought not to be adopted. 

.XXXIII-314 . 

The next section of the bill was read, as follows: 
SEC. 6. That the sum of . 14-0,000,<nl, or so much as may be necessary, is 

he!'eby appropriated, on~ of any money in th~ Treasury not otp.envise appro
pnated, for the completion of the work harem authonzed, sru.d money to be 
drawn from the Treasury from time to time, as the same shall be needed, 
upon warrants of the President based on estimates ma.de and verified by the 
chief engineer in charge of the work and approved by the Secretary of War, 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of section 6 and substitute therefor the following: 
"SEC. 6. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise apIJropriated, toward the project herein con· 
templated; and the Secretary of War is, further, hereby authorized to enter 
into a contract or contracts for materials and work that may be deemed nec
essary for the proper excavation, construction, defense, and completion of 
said canal, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be here
after made, not to exceed in the aggregate $14-0,000,000." 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. In the five minutes allowed me I desire simply to 
say that I am in favor of a Nicaragua Canal. lam in favor of it 
because it will connect the two great oceans of the world and will 
inure to the benefit and prosperity of a.II the people of these United 
States. I favor it because it will bring the people of the Atlantic 
coast in closer connection with the Orient and the Pacific coast 
upon the great highway of commerce in the coming quarter of a 
century. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I make the point of order that th~ dis.
cussion in which the gentleman is indulging is not pertinent to 
the question pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order. 
Mr. MARSH. I favor this canal because it will bring the 

people of the Pacific coast in closer connection with the European 
world and with the Atlantic coast. I favor it, moreover, because 
it opens up for the people of the great Mississippi Valley, in 
which I live, a near-by communication with the great Pacific 
Ocean and the wonderful commerce that is yet to be developed 
from the Orient. It is the entering wedge, l\lr. Chairman, of a 
ship canal that will connect the Great Lakes of the North, at 
Chicago, bywayofthelllinoisRiverand theMississippiRiver, with 
the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans and the Orient. [Applause.] 
The construction of the Nicaraguan Canal means, in other words, 
a ship canal from the Lakes of the North to the Gulf of the South. 

I will admit that in my humble judgment this bill is a little 
premature. I wish that our committee had delayed for another 
six months its introduction, in order that they might have the 
information that is now being secured by 150 engineers and 750 
workmen who are engaged in examining this ground on the Isth
mus under an act of Congress. But, sir, while I consider it a. 
little premature, I am willing to go forward and plow the grounc;l. 
now, even if it should become necessary to again plow it befo1·e 
seeding time. rApplause;] · 

Tlfe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. MARSH. I hope I may have five minutes more. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, there is another feature in con

nection with this subject, which I wish could be remedied now. 
It is rather humiliating to an American citizen that our Govern:
ment should engage in the construction of this wonderful enter
prise, involving an expenditure of one hundred and forty or one 
hundred and fiftymillion dollars, as a tenant upon foreign soil. I 
would rather construct this canal as a landlord than as a tenant. 
f Applause.] In other words, I wish it were in the power of this 
Congress and this Administration to-day to annex to this country 
both Costa Rica and Nicaragua and make them a part of this 
glorious Union of ours. · 

Sir, I would do that on perfectly honorable terms toward the 
people of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. This Nicaragua Canal will 
be built. We may enter upon that land as a tenant, but I giva 
notice here and now that the time is not far distant when this 
tenant, the United States, will become the landlord down there1 

just as many a tenant.in .the Western country has become the 
owner of'his landlord's fa~·m. And, Mr. Chairman, when those 
countries become a part of the United States, who mil be afraid 
of them? Who is afraid of contamination of the blood of the peo
ple of Costa Rica and Nicaragua? There are 80,000,000 of people 
here and a few hundred thousand down there. The infusion of 
their blood into our veins and of our blood into their veins will 
Americanize them in two generations. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that if the proposition is made 
here to refer this bill, to recommit this bill back to the committee 
with instructions to ~eport a bill here next winter, after Admiral 
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Walker's commission has made its report, I will vote for that propo
sition. If that fails, t .en I will vote for the bill as it may be per
fected by the majority of this Rous ; and I thank.you all for your 
attention. rLoud applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suggest that debate is exhausted. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the committee. 
Mr. BURTON. I prop9se to offer an amendment. · 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Ohiooffersanamend

ment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of section 6 add the words, "Provided the location of the canal 

provided for in this act shall not be fixed or determined until the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, now engaged in an ex:ami.Jia.tion of the various routes pro
posed, shall have made its report to the President, and provided imch report 
shall be made on or before De~ember 10, 1900." 

· Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I have detained this 
committee too long--

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a point of order, I think the 
sixth section has not yet been voted upon. 
· :Mr. BURTON. This is an amendment to that section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make a point of order against the amend
ment that it is not germane. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought the gentleman offered it as an 
independent section. That is the reason I niade the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iowa on the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The proposition contained in this section is 
simply in the natnre of an appropriation and confers authority 
upon the Secretary of War to make continuous contracts. The 
amendment that is offered is a proposition to limit the authority 
that is given to the President in the first section of the bill. 

Mr. BURTON. The whole object and purport of the bill is 
the construction of a canal. There are divers limitations as to 
route, as to amount, as to surveys, as to authority. It seems to 
me this belongs very appropriately at the end of this section and 
is germane not only to the bill but to that section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will say to the gentleman that perhaps it 
would have been germane to the first section, but certainly not to 
the sixth, and the first section has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amend
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] is not 
strictly germane, but it can be offered as an independent section. 

Mr. BURTON. Then! offer it as a separate section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers the follow-

lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 3, line 4:, insert: 
"SEO. 7. Provided, however, That no money shall be disbursed or expended 

under the provisions of this act until the Isthmian Canal Commission, ap
pointed by the President under the act of Congress, March 3, 1899, shall have 
made its report. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio that that amendment .is not now in order until section 6 has 
been disposed of. 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw it and will reintroduce it. 
Mr. LEVY. I move to strike out the last word. • 
One of the reasons why I am opposed to this bill is that it is 

undemocratic and opposed to the principles of the greatest thinker 
of modern times, Thomas Jefferson. 

Now, let me read you a few words that he said to Albert Galla
tin, on October 13, 1802. He expressed his doubts, or rather con
victions, about the unconstitutionality of the act-

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not discussing the question now before the House. 

The CHAffiMAN. Will the gentleman again state his point of 
order? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That the gentleman from New York is not 
discussing the amendment now pending before the House. 

Mr. LEVY.· I am speaking to that, sir. · 
· l\Ir. HEPBURN. He is discussing the bill as a whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consentthatthe gentle-
man may be allowed to proceed for five minutes-- · 
·The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that the gentleman from New York may proceed 
for five minutes-- . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Along the line of argument .that he ia 
now proceeding to develop. 

The CHAIRMAN. Along the line .of argument that he is now 
proceeding to develop. Is there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEVY. Mr. Jefferson expressed his doubts, or rather con

victions, about the unconstitutionality . of the act for building 
piers in the Delaware, and the fear that it would lead to a bot
tomless expense and great abuses. He also said that whenever 
the surplus revenueof thiscountryexceeded its e~enses it should 
be expended within the borders of its States. -That was the opin
ion of Thomas Jefferson, and I do not propose to leave the lines of 

Thomas Jefferson. That is one of the reasons why I am opposed 
to this bill. [Applause.] , 

Mr. GRAHAM_. Mr. Chairman, while I am heartily in favor of 
an interoceanic canal, and from some investigation and researc;h, 
I think from the present light I have upon the subject I should 
favor the Nicaragua route, but I am not prepared to vote in favor 
of the bill under consideration at this time. 

Last session of Congress we provided for appointment of an able 
and impartial commission, and instructed them to make an ex
haustive examination and survey of at least two routes, the Pan
ama and Nicaragua, furnishing us with detailed estimates of cost, 
together with the nature of the concessions already granted or 
agreed to be granted by the governments of the countries through 
which it was proposed to construct the canal. 
~ow, in accordance with these instructions that commission, at 

an rmmense outlay for a large corps of surveyors and engineers, 
have been and still are at work procuring for us the necessary 
data for intelligent action. . 
. ~d now, after the expenditure. of p~rhaps a million of dollars, 
it is proposed that before we receive this data we shall determine 
a'nd fix the route, authorize the construction, and appropriate the 
necessary money, even before we have the concessions for terri
tory along the route absolutely determined or agreed upon. That 
we shall rush in and, as humorously shown by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CA.J.~NON] agi·ee to buy the horse before we know 
what price is set upon it. 

Is this sensible; is it businesslike, let alone statesmanlike? 
Have our constituents sent us here to act in this childlike man

ner, especially when we have to deal with crafty and diplomatic 
men, representatives of the Spanish Central American govern
ments. 

We know they are anxious to have us locate and build this 
canal, but there is enough of human nature in their make-up to 
have them drive the best bargain possible, and as long as we have 
two routes to balance against one another we do not put ourselves 
altogether in their power. 

Let us recommit this bill to the able and intelligent committee 
that have reported this bill, with instruction to hold it until they 
receive the full report from the commission now at work gather
ing the data authorized, and then they can report us a bill that 
can receive hearty and perhaps unanimous support from both 
sides of this Chamber. [Applause.l . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Uhairman, [rise for but a moment. Yes
terday, Mr. Chairman, I made the following quotation· from a con
versation I had with Admiral Walker. He said: 

We are not prepared to say now-

Speaking of the commission and of himself-
We are not prepared to say now where any canal across the Isthmus should 

b~ constructed or ~hich is th.e best location on the Nicara~ua route, and it 
will take the remamder of this year to enable us to deteriiune that. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. If the gentleman will allow me, why did not 
Admiral Walker and the engineer who conveyed this private information 
convey it to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

- I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that by accident, while I was 
coming to the Capitol this morning, I met Admiral Walker on 
the sidewalk, and, in referring to the query of Mr. STEWART, he 
said to me that he said the same matter to the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. GROSVENDR. Mr. Chairman, if these commissions can 
place· themselves across the pathway' of legislation, judging the 
future by the past, we never will build this canal. This commis
sion was appointed on top of another commission that Admiral 
Walker was at the head of, and the Lord only knows how long he 
bad been at the head of that commission, and he had made no par
ticular sign of making a report; but a little over a year ago, when 
we had this same struggle, it was said that he almost was ready 
to report; but the debate on the milljon dollars placed on the river 
and harbor appropriation bill will show that that was the claim 
set up. Then there came this million-dollar performance, and it 
was reorganized on the 3d day of March. 

Now, what did they do? Well, I personally know that some of 
them made their appearance in Paris some time in August, and 
some' of them went to Hamburg and Bremen, and then they had 
a decided interest developed in the canal up at Kiel and they went 
up there; and I would like some gentleman who keeps in touch 
with this august body to tell me when they really started under 
their appointment of March 3-when they really undertook to go 
to Nicaragua and look' after this canal. My recollection is that 
they did not go until some time about the beginning of the winter
October, some gentleman says. What they were doing up to that 
date I do not know. I suppose it js liliely that they were keeping 
out of the way of the bad climate that my friend wants American 
laborers to go into down there. 
· Now, when will they report? Let us pass this bill, and let their 
report.come. If we do not pass it into law, it will go to the Sen
ate, and the Senate will have their report; perhaps. The Lord 
only knows. They have got 800 men boring holes in th~ ground 
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down there, so we are told; and 300 men gone on some other line of 
investigation. Well, let them go on and investigate. They have 
g9t a million dollars, and it is not all expended or they would 
httve·been back here Jong ago. [Laughter.J Why have they not 
put in a tentative or partial report of what they have done and 
what they are going to do? These men have not sent a word to 
Congress as to what they are going to report. Let us, then, pass 
this bill, and their information after the passage will be just as 
valuable as it will be now. [Cries of" Vote!"J 

Mr. THROPP. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques· 
tion? In quoting Admiral Walker did yon not say that he wished 
time to determine which is the best location on the Nicaragua 
route? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 
Mr. TH.ROPP. Did he not say that? 
Mr. CANNON. No; that and the other, too. 
We are not prepared to say now where any canal across the Isthmus should 

be constructed or which is the best location on the Nicaragua route-

You see, it is very broad-
And it will take the remainder of this year to enable us to determine that. 

[Mr. THROPP addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. BURTON. I desire to yield a moment to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that all debate on this amendment 
close in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
debate be closed in ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who has made an attack upon this com· 
mission--

Ur. GROSVENOR. I did not make any attack upon the com· 
mission. My friend is so fluent in attacks to-day that he thinks 
everything is an attack. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend would stand for a moment in 
some position or other, I would know where to find him, [Laugh· 
teT.] Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio did seek to 
Tidicnle this commission. Whose commission is it? A man ap
pointed under law by the President, whose mouthpiece the gen
tleman from Ohio at most times claims to be. r Laughter.] I 
have confidence in this commission, and I shall foflow its recom
mendation. I yield back the remainder of my time to the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. BURTON]. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I am conscious that I have al· 
ready taken too much. of the time of the House; but there has 
never been a question before this House upon which I have had 
more profound conviction. I am sure we are making a mistake 
th:s day if we pass this bill. I have been trying to do my duty, 
and I am willing to stand upon my record of yesterday and to-day, 
and appeal _with confidence to the future. Duty does not consist 
alone in securing human rights, sacred as they maybe; it consists 
also in saving the taxpayers of this land from burdens; in the 
proper construction and maintenance of public enterprises; in 
businesslike management of all that we do. We are going ahead 
in an illogical and improper manner. First, I want to answer 
some little misapprehension about this commission. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken in two particu· 
lars. Admiral Walker did not report in favor of the Nicaragua 
route as against any other. They did not examine the other 
route except in a cursory manner, and it was not their duty to 
examine it at all. He states that this bill provides that the Pres
ident may examine other routes. If anything is plain in this bill, 
we are committed by hard and fast rule to one route, to one 
country, and all others are eliminated. My colleague from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] speaks-and I do not think he does quite jus
tice to his usual intelligence-about befouling ourselves because 
of that old company in France. Why, I do not believe that that 
makes much difference. Will the excavations through Panama 
be more or less foul because some swindlers defrauded the French 
people? It is not the swindlers with whom you are to deal, but 
:with the persons who have invested in it. 

If the gentleman fro~ Ohio adopts so severe a rule that he will 
not patronize anything where the management ha.sever been dis
honest I am afraid it will restrict the railroad routes that he will 
patronize in this country, so that in going to his own home be will 
have to go by a roundabout way to get there. [Laughter.] 

We are proceeding hastily and without logical order. This 
commission is made up of men who need no defense. They are 
not to be ridiculed because they are not engaged in boring, as 
the gentleman from New Jersey suggests. Many of the gentle
man's constituents think it would be better for him if he was 
boring around getting places for his constituents rather than 
sharing in the deliberations of this body. Some of the most per
fect engineering works in the world have been planned by men in 
their offices who only made a cursory survey of the ground. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
BURTON] , whom I always like to hear speak, especially when he 
is trying to go straight at a thing, not trying to kill a measure

1

by 
indirection, says that we are guilty here of hasty legislation in 
trying to pass a bill to build the Nicaragua Canal. Well, the 
ag-itation of this enterprise began fifty years ago-before my friend 
was born, I think; about fifteen years before. [Laughter.] And 
he has grown up to be a full-fledged statesman, with strong char· 
acteristics and great ability; yet the Nicaragua Canal is not built 
yet, nor has there been any act done in good faith tending tci the 
building of the Nicaragua Canal. Every step that has been taken 
here during the last ten years has been met by a commission. 
When the 1ast armed foe was about to expire, somebody has reg
ularly shot a commission under the wheels and stopped the enter· 
prise. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who is so good-natured 
to-day-he is always good-natured when the votes are running his 
way, though sometimes, if something happens that he does not 
exactly want to happen, I am afraid his temper is not quite as an· 
gelic as we would all like to have it-my friend fron;i lllinois says 
that this proposition for a commission came hereupon the recom· 
mendation of somebody. I will tell him how it came here. The 
proposition for a Nicaragua Canal bill was put upon the river and 
harbor bill by the Senate as n.n amendment. The eulogy paid bv 
the gentleman from Alabama this afternoon was worthily be· 
stowed. It was Senator MORGAN who put the amendment on there 
and sent it over to us [laughter]; and I am glad that the people 
of Alabama have given him the assurance that they have. And 
it was this identical bill that came here. We have had all the 
time since then to improve this measure if we wanted to. 

Just as we thought we had got the accomplishment of the proj· 
ect within reach, my distinguished friend from Ohio, with that 
degree of shrewdness and cunning of which he does not look to 
be the possessor [laughter], suddenly projected a commission under 
our wheel. We had a commission. As I have stated, it never 
had reported. It was working hard. It was one of those '' endless· 
chain" commissions which we always have; and· just in the nick 
of time the gentleman said-that was the effect of his logic; I do 
not say those were his words; if he were going to say it, he could 
say it a good deal prettier than I can-" Oh, that old Walker 
commission don't amount to anything. We have had them down 
there, and they don't report; they don't know anyt~ing. Let us 
get up another commission, with Admil·al Walker at its head. 
Let us go on with this commission business until those 800 poor 
devils down there die, or until we get the holes bored down 
there." [Laughter.] Now, I say let usputthe horse ahead of the 
cart. If Admiral Walker has anything to say about the construe· 
tion of this canal, has any opinion to give that is worth hearing
and I have no doubt he has-let him give it. There is plenty of 
time before this bill can become a law. Let the American people 
know that the American Congress has reached a point beyond 
this endless and eternal quibbling about this bill. Let us pass it. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. BURTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On ps.ge 3, at the end of section 6, insert the followfog: 
"Provided, however, That no money shall be disbursed or expended under 

the provisions of this act until the Isthmian Canal Commfasiou appointed by 
the President under the act of Congress of March 3, 1899, shall ha.ve made its 
report." 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that all debate on this amendment 
close in one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that motion is not in 
order, as there has been no debate yet. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON], that we are proceed· 
ing with undue haste in thiS matter, I wish to say that so for· 
midable are the interests that are arrayed and have been for years 
arrayed against this measure; so strong is the caution and fear of 
many statesmen; so strnng is the opposition of those who object 
to Go-vernment participation in an enterprise of this kind; so 
formidable is the moral argument that is presented to us with 
~ef erence to the restraining effect which it is claimed that the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty should have on our action-if all these 
sources of opposition are united against this measure, it will be 
delayed and perhaps defeated. 

A certain amount of brute force is required in order to put this 
bill into the legislative hopper. When it comes out of the hopper 
nine months hence, for it will take that time, we then hope it will 
be a perfected product. For recollect, admitting for the sake of 
argument that it is unbusinesslike to act before we have plans 
and specifications and estimates of cost; admitting that it is un· 
businesslike to deprive the Executive of the opportunity of array· 
ing the.Panama and tbe Nicaragua schemes against each other in 
a competitive contest involving favorable terms to us; admitting 
the force of the moral considerations regarding the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty presented by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. H!TT]-recol· 
Iect that this bill, after·passing this House, has to go through the 
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Semte and will not be acted upon there at this session; that it will 
be acted upon there during the short session of only three months, 
and that during the intervening time the reports of these engi
neers can come in, diplomatic negotiation can be conducted, the 
competitive test, as has been suggested, can be applied to the 
Panama and Nicaragua canals, and by the time the Senate at t:P.e 
next session takes it up for action we will have a.11 the information 
that is required and all the diplomatic negotiation conducted that 
is necessary to remove the practical, moral, and legal objections 
that have been made to this measure. 

A failure to pass the measure in the House at this session means 
that it will go over to the short session without time to consider 
or pass it then, as the appropriation bills will absorb the limited 
time given to legislation. Postponement of action now means a 
delay of two or three years before we can get the legislation nec
essary to make a start in this project. 

So, whilst this bill may not be per.feet, whilst it may not meet 
all the considerations of law and of businesslike procedure, I am 
for giving it a shove now into the hopper of legislation, so that it 
may come out a finished product eight or nine months hence. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, so far as I have any knowl
edge of public opinion, the whole community of the United States 
is in favor of the Nicaragua Canal. I shall vote for this bill in 
obedience of what I believe to be the unanimous judgment of the 
American people. Yet I would not vote for it if it were not for 
the possibility, and I may say the certainty, that the bill in the 
course of legislation wi11 lose some of the features which are ob
jectionable. I do not like that feature of it which first locates 
the canal and then begins a negotiation with the States of Central 
America that are interested in the property t-0 be taken and con
demned. That feature of it I thlnk ought to be guarded and, I 
believe, will be before the legislation is finished. I do not believe 
either that the United States ought to set itself ina brutal way to 
ignore existing treaties. 

I have read a good many of the treaties which we have with 
foreign countries, and about the only one of them I am able to 
thoroughly understand from the language of it is the Clayton
Bul wer treaty of 1850. I have read the opinions of statesmen and 
diplomatists about that treaty, and my judgment fully concurs 
with the judgment spoken here yesterday by the chairman of the 
CommitteeonForeignAffairs [Mr.HITT], thatthattreatyisinforce 
and that no policy ought finally to be put into the form of law in 
this country which is not accompanied by a negotiation for the 
modification of that treaty. (Applause.] I believe also that this 
canal ought not to express merely the military prowess of the 
American people. I cherish the hope and the conviction that the 
world's civilization has advanced beyond that. I would have this 
canal express the aspiration of our people for a larger commerce 
and for a permanent peace among the civilized nations of the 
world. I take no interest in and give no consent to that argu
ment, whlch is based upon a naITow view of patriotic duty, which 
claims that we should own thls canal and operate it mainly as an 
instrument of war. As such an instrument it is not worthy of 
this age nor this nation. It is worthy of us only as it expresses 
the national aspiration for peace and for enlarged commerce which 
will reflect the progress and spirit of our age and of our civiliza
tion. r Applause.] 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
deal of pleasure to the remarks made by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DOLLIVER]. It seems to me, however, that his conclusion 
to vote in favor of this bill is sadly out of joint with the reasons 
for his opinion. 

I shall vote against the bill, Mr. Chairman, for two reasons: 
First, I think it exceedingly unwise as a business proposition 

for a body of men representing the American people to appoint 
a commission of competent officers to make an examination of an 
important subject of this kind, and for us absolutely to make up 
our minds upon that question and commit ourselves irretrievably 
to it before we have had the result of the examinations of that 
commission, which result, however, we can get by a few months' 
delay. The enterprise is too vast to be entered upon without 
knowledge. 

In the second place, I shall vote against the bill because I be
lieve to pass it now, in its present shape, would be to cast a stain 
in some sense upon our national honor. The gentleman from 
Iowa admits that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in conflict with 
this bilL He seeks to place upon the other House of Congress the 
responsibility of observing that solemn obligation. I would call 
his attention to the fact that he, too, has sworn to support the Con
stitution of the United States, as well as the Senators in the other 
end of this Capitol building, and he can not shift his responsibility. 
The treaty is a part of the law of the land, subject· to the Constitu
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is time that onr leading men, on that 
side of the House especially, should seek t-0 guard carefully what 
has always been understood to be the honor of the American Re
public. I think, sir, that we came near enough to sacrificing it 

in our dealings with the Philippine question. I think we came 
near enough to sacrificing it in our dealings with the Porto Rican 
question, and now to fly in the face of an existing treaty , pla'. n in 
its terms and in full force, in this blunt, brutal way, without even 
asking for a modification, against the interests of England, with 
whom we have made this solemn obligation, it seems to me is the 
height of folly and in violation of good faith as between man and 
man. If we desire to abrogate the Bulwer-Clayton treaty, let it 
be done in a decent and formal manner. 

Mr. Chairman, if we do not stop violating our good faith in our 
dealings with other people, whether they be subject colonies or 
not, we will find ourselves the laughingstock of the nations and 
will be known as a nation which does not keep its faith. How 
can we pass this bill in the face of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
without even asking England to modify that treaty to suit our 
purposes? 

For those two reasons, Mr. Chairman, I shall be compelled to 
vote against the passage of this bill, notwithstanding the fact that 
I am heart and soul in favor of an isthmian canal, and all of my 
constituents, without a single exception that I know of, are also 
in favor of it. I believe that by casting my vote as I am doing 
to-day I am subserving their interest, as well as my own, better 
than I would by voting in favor of the bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that all debate on this amendment 
close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that all 
debate on the pending amendment close in five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

DOLLIVER] and the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] 
openly voice what is voiced in conversation all over this side of 
the House, and I presume all over that side of the House, namely, 
that if this was the final vote that enacted this bill into law it 
would not get one-fourth of the members of the Honse for it. 
Nevertheless it is proposed to pass it through the House, and the 
Stmate is expected to hang it up until next winter. As I under
stand it, the legislative branch of the Government consists of the 
Honse, the Senate, and the President. Each one has its functions 
to perform. Whatever other men may think, for one I can not 
see my duty plain to vote to pass a bill that does not meet my 
judgment touching a great question like this. Therefore I shall 
vote against it. 

See at what a disadvantage it places the House. First, we go 
to the country on the eve of a campaign, both sides hurrahing 
for the Nicaragua Canal, and we say, "Oh, we have passed it 
through the House. We do not expect it to be enacted at the other 
end of the Capitol. We pray and hope and expect that they will 
not pass it as voiced by these gentlemen who speak this afternoon." 
Who is to be cheated? Are the people to be cheated or do we cheat 
ourselves touching thls matter? I fancy we will not cheat the 
people. I fancy that they 'vill know as much about it as we do, 
and from the standpoint of sound legislation it does not become 
this great body that directly represents the people to pass its func
tions over to the other coordinate branch of Congress and say as 
we send it to them, "Help me or I sink." 

Gentlemen may do so if they choose, from pride of opinion or 
temporary political popularity. I will not do it whatever the 
consequences may be to me personally, because I do not believe it 
is right, and I do not believe it is good politics or just to the House 
or the people. r Applause and cries of ''Vote!"] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House with 
the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I move a substitute for the bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Make your motion tO recommit with instruc

tions to report that bill. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That will facilitate the matter. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman knows that he will be recog

nized for a motion to recommit. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I move to recommit with instructions 

to report back the bill which I offer as a substitute. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will undoubtedly have the 

opportmrity. 
Mr. CANNON. Very well; I want to put the gentleman on 

notice that I shall ask recognition for a motion to recommit. 
The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman submit? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee rise and report 

the bill and amendments to the House with the recommendation 
that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want this considered as pending. It 
is a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 
There is no disposition to take advantage of the gentleman. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers the following substi- The question was taken; and there were-yeas 151, nays 104. 

tnte. answered" present" 11, not voting 86; as follows: 
The Clerk read as follows: YEAS-151. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 

authorized to acquire from the States of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, for and 
in behalf of the United States of America, control of such portions of terri
tory now belonging to Costa Rica and Nicaragua. as may be desirab~e and 
necessary on which to excavate, c.onstrnct, control, and defend a canal of 
such depth and capacity as will be sufficient for the movements of ships of 
the greatest tonnage and draft, from a. pojnt near Greytown; on the Carib
bean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua., to Brito, on the Pacific Ocean; and such sum 
as may be necessary to secure such control is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap:propriated. 

SEC. 2. That when the President bas acqm.red full control over the terri
tory in section I referred to, be shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate 
and construct a canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Carib
bean Sea near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito, 
on the Pacific Ocean. Such canal shall be of such capacity and depth that it 
may be used by vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest depth, and shall 
be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet the neces
sities of vessels passing through it; and the Secretary of War shall also con
struct such safe and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal and 
such fortifications for its defense as may be necessary. -

8Ec. 3. That the President shall cause such survey as may be necessary for 
said canal and harbors, and in construcLing the same he may employ such 
persons as he may deem necessary. . 

SEC. 4. That in the excavation and construction of sa.id canal the San Juan 
River and Lake Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, 
maybe used. 

SEC. 5. That in any negotiations with the States of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. the President may have, the President is authorized to guarantee to said 
States the use of said canal and harbors, upon such terms as may be agreed 
upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by citizens thereof. 

SEC. 6. That the sum of $10,000,CXX>is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con
templated; and the Secretary of War is further hereby authorized to enter 
into a contract or contracts for materials and work that may be dee~ed nec
essary for .the prope.r excavation, construction, completion, and defense of 
said canal, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be here
after made, -not to exceed in the aggregate $140,CXX>100l. 

SEC. 7. That this act shall not take effect nor be m force until the Senate of 
the United States shall have taken final action on the Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
now pending therein, and not then if said treaty, or any amendment thereof 
which in any manner limits the right of the Government of the United States 
to absolutely own and control said canal, shall be ratified. 

rcriesof"Votel"J _ 
'l'he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the sub-

stitute proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. . 
The question was taken; and the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com

mittee rise and report the bill and amendments to the House 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. · 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had uncler consideration the bill (H. R. 
2538) providing for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans, and had instructed 
him to report the same with several amendments, and with the 
recommendation that the amendments be adopted and the bill as 
amended do pass. ~ · 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

l\fr. ADAMSON. I demand a separate vote on one of the ame;rid
ments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendments to its passage. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to. its passage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from G6orgia has demanded a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. That will come later. 
The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Now,Mr.Speaker,Idemand a separate vote. 
The SPEAKER. . The gentleman will state what amendment 

he desires a separate vote on. . 
Mr. ADAMSON. The second committee amendment, striking 

out ''fortifications " and inserting ''provisions," etc. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment will not now be considered. 

Is there any other amendment on which a separate vote is de
manded? If not, the Chair will submit the question on the adop
tion of all the other amendments in gross. 

The other amendments were agreed: to iµ gross. . 
The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amendment re

ferred to by the gentleman from Georgia-the second committee 
amendment-which the Clerk will read. · ' 

The Clerk read as follows: · 
In line 14, page 2, strike out the word "fortifications" and insert the word 

" provisions." 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeingtothe amendment. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Division. . . 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Acheson, Crnmpaeker, Hoffecker, Parker, N. J. 
Adams, Curtis, Howard, Payne, 
Aldrich, Cushman, Howell, Pearce, Mo. 
Alexander, Dahle. Wis. Jack, Powers. 
Allen, Me. Dalzell, Jenkins. Ransdell, 
Babcock, Davenport, S. A. Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
Bailey, Kans. Dayjdson, Joy, Roberts, 
Baker, Dayjs, Ketcham, Rodenberg, 
:Bankhead, Dayton, King, Russell, 
Barber, Denny, Knox,. Shattuc, 
Barham, Dick, Lane, Shelden, 
Barney, Dolliver, Lawrence., Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Driscoll, Lester, Showalter, 
Berry, Eddy, Linney, Sibley, 
Bingham, Elliott, Littau er, Slayden. 
Bowersock, Emerson, Littlefield, Smith, H. C. 
Brantley, Esch, Livingston, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brewer, Fleming, Lona: Southard, 
Brick, Fletcher. Lon Spalding 
Brosius, Fowler, Lovering, Sperry, 
Brown, Freer, ~brand, Sprague, 
Brownlow, Gamble, cCall, Steele, 
Bull, Gardner, N. J. McPherson., Stewart, N. J. 
Burke, S. Dak. Gaston, Mahon, Stewart, Wis. 
Burkett, Gillet, N. Y. Mann, Sulloway, 
Burleigh, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Tawney, 
Burton, Graff, Meekison, Thro~p, 
Butler; Graham, Miller, Van oorhis, 
Calder head, Greene, Mass. Mondell, Vreeland, 
Cannon, - Grosvenor, Moody, Mass. Wachter, 
Capron, Grout, Moody, Oreg. Wanger, 
Clarke, N. H. Grow, Morgan, Warner, 
Cooper, Wis. Hamilton, Morris, Waters. 
Corliss, Hau~en, Needham, Weaver, 
Cousins, Haw ey, . O'Grady, White, 
Crawford, Hedge, Olmsted, Wise, 
Cromer, Hepburn, Otjen, Wright. 
Crump, Hitt, . Packer, Pa. 

NAYS-104. 
Adamson, · De Vries. McAleer, Ryan, N. Y. 
Allen,~ Dinsmorei McClellan, Ryan, Pa.. 
Alien, · s. Dougherty, McCulloch, Shackloford, 
Ball, Driggs, McLain, Shafroth, 
Bartlett, Finley, Maddox, Sheppar~ 
Bell, Fitzgerald, Mass. May, Si.ms, 
Bouten, Ill. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Meyer, La. Small, 
Breazeale, Foster, Miers.Ind. Smith, Ky. 
Brenner, Gaines, Moon, SnodgrMB, 
Broussard, Gilbert, Mudd, Stark, 
Brundidge, Glynn, Muller, Ste~hens, Tex. 
Burleson, Green, Pa. Neville, Sut erland, 
Burnett, Grifgs, New lands, Talbert, 
Caldwell, Ha, - Noonan, Terry, 
Carmack, Heatwole, Norton, Ohio Thayer, 
Chanler, Henry, Miss. Norton, S. C. Thomas, N. C. 
Clark, Mo. Jett, Pierce, Tenn. Turner, 
Clayton, Ala. Johnston., Polk, Underwood, 
Clayton., N. Y. Kitchin, Ray, Vandiver, 
Cooney, Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cowherd, Lacey, Richardson, Williams, W. E. 
Cox, Lanham, Ridgely, Williams, Miss. 
Daly,N.J. Lassiter, RobinSon, Ind. Wilson, Idaho 
Davey, Latimer, Robfason, Nebr. Wilson, N. Y. 
De Armond, Little, Rucker, Zenor, 
De Gra~enreid, Loudenslager, Ruppert, Ziegler. 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-11. 
Atwater, Dovener, 
Benton, Gibson, 
Boreing, Hull, 

Landis, 
McDowell, 
Mesick, 

Pugh, 
Wilson, S. C. 

NOT VOTING-86. 
Bailey: Tex. Gardner, Mich. McRae, SE!ft~;· 
Bellamy, Gayle, Mercer, S gs, 
Bishop, Gill. Metcalf. • Stevens, Minn. 
Boutelle, Me. Gordon, Minor, Stewart, N. Y. 
Bradley, Griffith, Naphen, Stokes, 
Bromwell. . Hay, Otey, Sulzer, 
Burke, Tex. Hemenway, Overstreet, Swanson, 
Campbell, Henry, Conn. Pearre, Tate, 
Catchings, Henry, Tex. Phillips, Tayler, Ohio 
Cochran, Mo. Hill, Prince, Taylor, Ala. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Houkins, Quarles, Thomas, Iowa 
Connell, Jories, Va. Reeves. Tompkins, 
Cooper, Tex. Kahn, Rhea, -Va. Tongue. 
Crowley, Kerr, Rioraan, Underhill. 
Cummings, Kluttz.. Rix:ey, Wadsworth, 
Cusack. Lamb, Robb. Watson, 
Davenport, S. W. Lentz, Robertson, La. Weeks, 
Faris, Levy, Salmon, Weymouth, 
Fitzpatrick, Lewis, Scudder, Williams, J. R. 
Fordney, Lloyd, Smith, Ill Yonng. 
Foss, Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Fox, McCleary, Sparkman, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. SCUDDER. 
Mr. LoRDIER with Mr. NAPHEN. 
Mr. BISHOP with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. MEsICK with Mr. BURKE of Texas. 
Mr. CoClIRANE of New York with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. PRINCE with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Mr. MINOR with Mr. RIXEY. 
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Mr. LANDIS with Mr. LAMB. 
Mr. PUGH with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. TIIOMAS of Iowa with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. McCLEARY with Mr. SPIGHT. 
Mr. DOVENER with Mr. UATCHINGS. 
Mr. GIBSON with Mr. TATE. . 

· Mr;BoUTELLE of Maine with Mr. COCHRAN of Missoliri. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDOWELL. 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. WM. AL.DEN SMFI'H with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. HILL with Mr. UNDERHIItL. 
For this day: · -
Mr. Foss with Mr. LLOYD. 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. KLUTTZ. 
Mr. TONGUE with Mr. SWANSON. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. YOUNG with Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. JAMESR WILLIAMS. 
Mr. ·STEWART OF New York with Mr. OTEY. 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. RIORDAN. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut with Mr. STOKES. 
Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. McRAE. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. GOR.DON. 
For the session: 
Mr: HULL with Mr. HAY. 
Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Until Friday: 
Mr. CONNELL with Mr. STANLEY w. DAVENPORT. 
On this bill: · · 
Mr.'KAHN with Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
For two weeks: 
Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. BAILEY of Texas. 
Until the 6th of May: 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. ATWATER. .. 
Mr. GILL with Mr. LEWIS. · 
Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman · 

from Pennsylvania, Mr. YOUNG, and I wish to withdraw my vote 
of "no" and be marked "present." · ·. 

Mr. BE~TON'sname was again called, and he answered" present," 
as above recorded, . 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. I am paired with my col
league from Pennsylvania, Mr. UoNNELL. I have voted "no." I 
desire to withdraw my vote and be recorded "present." · 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am paired with the gentleman 
from California, Mr. METCALF; but after consulting with one of 
his colleagues I concluded to vote on this question, as I shall on 
the passage of the bill. because both he and I are in favor of the 
.construction of the canal. 

The SPEAKER. The· statement just made by the gentleman 
is out of order. · · 

.Mr. BROUSSARD. · Mr. Speaker, I am announced as. paired . 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 'WEYMOUTH; 'hut I 
have a telegram from him stating that he is in favor of the bill 
and authorizing me to vote for it. Therefore I have voted "a~·e. '! 

Mr. LANDIS. I am paired with the ·gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. LAMB. I desire to withdrawmyvote and be recorded ''pres
ent."' 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. · 
Mr. BURTON. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce with instructions to 
~eport forthwith a substitute which I will send to the desk; and 
on that motion I ask the nrevious question. 

The SPEAKER. . The ·gentleman from Ohio moves to recom
mit the bill with instructions to report back forthwith the· sub
stitute which will be read, and on this·motion he asks the previous 
question. The Clerk will report the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: · . 
SEc.1. That the President of the UnitedStatesbe,andheishereby,author· 

ized to acquire, for and in behalf of the United States, the control of such 
territory as may be desirable and necessary on which to excavate, construct, 
and presorve a canal of such depth and capacity as will be sufficient for the 
movements of ships of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use or in 
reasonable contemplation, from some point on the Caribbean Sea to some 
point on the Pacific Ocean, the route selected to be such as the President shall 
determine to be the most feasible, practicable, economical, and for the best 
interests of the United States. Such sum as may be necessary to secure such 
control is hereby appropriated out of any money in the TreasUI'Y not other· 
wise appropriated. · · · · · · 

SEC. 2. That when the President has secured full control over such terri
tory he shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate -and const_r_uct a canal 
and waterway on the route selected. Such canal shall be of sufficient capac· 
itv and depth so that it may be used by vessels of the largest tonnage and 
greatest draft now in use or in reasonable contemplation, and shall be sup
plied with all necessar¥ locks, other appliance8t ai:d harbors to meet the 
necessities of vessels usmg the same. The President shall take such meas· 
ures as may be necessary to preserve the interests of the United States 
therein. · · · · 

SEC. 3. That the President shall cause such surveys as may be necessary 
for said canal and harbors and in the constructing of the same, and shall em· 
ploy such persons as he may deem necessary. 

SEC. 4. That the sum of $10,000,000is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise apl>!'_opriat~d. toward the project herein con· 
templated; and the Secretary of War is further hereby authorized to enter 
into a contract or contracts for materials and work that may be deemed nec
essary for the proper excavation, construction, completion, and preservation 
of said canal, to be paid for as appro-priations may from time to time be here· 
after made, not to exceed, in the aggregate, SH0,000,000. 

Mr. ~URTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If my mo
tion should prevail, would not it be possible, under the order of 
business adopted for to-day; to pass the bill during this parliamen
tary day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that it would. The bill 
might be i~eported back at once without members leaving their 
seats. The question is on ordering the previous question. The 
Chair is in some doubt whether this motion is ·necessary, but will 
put the question, believing it to be in ord~r~ . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Merely for the purpose of keeping the rec
ord correct for the future, I want it understood that that question 
is reserved arid not passed upon by the Chair: I do not want to 
discuss it now. , ~ 

The SPEAKER. _The Chair has covered that point in the state-
ment he has just ma-de. ·· · · 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered. 
The question was then taken on the ro.otion of Mr. BURTON, to 

recommit with instructio~s; and there were-ayes 52, noes 171. 
Mr. BURTON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 16 voting in favor 

thereof. . 
So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 

. The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. DAVIS, and others called 

for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 2.24, nays 36, 

answered" present" 8, not voting 84; as follows: 

Adamson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky .. 
Allen, Me: 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Babcock. 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
.Ball 
Bankhead, 
·Barber, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Bouten, Ill 
Bowersock, _ 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brewer, 
Brick, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
B1·undidge, 
Bull, 
Burke, S. Dak. · · 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
_Calder head, 
Caldwell, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 
Clarke,N. H. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton~. Y_ . 
Cooper, w is. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Crawford, 
Cromer, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Car tis, 
Cushman, 

Acheson, 
Adams, 
Burton, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 

YEA~.--224-. 

Dahle, Wis. Lacey, 
Daly, N. J. Landis, 
Davenport,S.A. Lane, 
Davenport, S. W. Lanham, 
Davey, Latimer, · 
Davidson, Little, 
Davis, Livingston, 
Dayton. Long, 
De Graffenreid, Loud, 
De Vries, Loudenslager, 
Dick, Lovering, 
Dinsmore, Lybrand, 
Dolliver, McAleer, 
Driggs, McClellan, 
Eddy, McCulloch, 
Elliott, McLain, 
Emerson, McPherson, 
Esch, Maddox, 
Finley, , Mahon, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. Mann, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. _Marsh, 
Fowler, May, 
Freer, _ , . Meekison, 
Gaines, Meyer, La. 
Gamble, Miers, Ind. 
Gardner, N.J. _ Miller, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mondell, 
Glynn, Moody, Oreg. 
Graff, Moon, 
Green, Pa. Morgan, 
Greene, Mass. Morris, 
Griggs, Mudd, 
Grosvenor, Muller, 

. Grout, · · Needham, 
Grow, Newlands, 
Hall, · Noonan, 
Hamilton, Norton, Ohio 
Haugen, - Norton., S. C. 
Hawley, O'Grady, 
Heatwole, Olmsted, 
Hedge, Otjen, 
Hemenway, Packer, Pa. 
Henry, Miss. Parker, N. J. 
Hepburn. Payne, 
Hotfecker, Pearce, Mo. 
Howard, Pierce, Tenn. 
Howell, Pearre, 
Jack, Polk, 
Jett, Powers. 
Johnston, Ransdell 
Jones, Wash. Ray, N. Y. 
.Joy, Reeder, 
Ketcham, Richardson, 
Kitchin, Ridgely, 
Kleberg, Roberts, 
Knox, Robinson, lnd. 

Dalzell, 
DeArwond, 
Denny, 
Dougherty, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Gaston, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graham, 

NAYS.:...36. 
Hitt.. 
King, 
Lawrence, 
Lester, 
Levy, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
McCall, 
Moody, Mass. 

Robinson, Nebr. 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Ryan,N.Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Shafroth, 
Shatt.uc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, · · 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, . 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith,H.C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard,· 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulloway, · • 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, · 
Tayler, Ohio 
Terry. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thropp, 
T<mgue, 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhi<J, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 

- Waters, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White, 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, S. 0. 
Wise. 
Wright, 
Zeno, 
Ziegler. 

Neville 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rucker, 
Shackleford, 
Sprague, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Talbert, 
Thayer, 
Vandiver. 
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Ben tori, 
Dovener, 

Bailey, Tex. 
Bellamy, 
Bi.,.hop, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brenner, 
Bromwell, 
Burke, Tex. 
Campbell, 
Catchings,
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Crowley, 
Cusack, 
Driscoll, 
Faris, 
Fitzpatrick, 
For<lney, 
Foss, 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-8. 
Foster, 
Gibson, 

Gilbert, 
McDowell, 

NOT V.OTING-84. 

Fox. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gayle, 
Gill, 
Gordon, 
Griffith, 
Hay, 
Henry, Con:i. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill. 
Hopkins, 
Hull, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Va.. 
Kahn, 
Kerr, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lassiter, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, . . 

Linney, 
Lloyd, 
Lorimer, 
McCleary, 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Minor, 
Naphen, 
Otey, 
Overstreet, 
Phillips, 
Prince, 
Quarles, 
neeves, 
Rhea1Va. 
Riorllan, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La.. 
Salmon, 

Mesick, 
Pugh. 

Scudder. 
Smith, ill. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spight, 
Stallings, . 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart,N. Y. 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, 
Underhill, 
Wadsworth, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Weymouth, 
Williams, J. R. 
Young. 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. CUSACK. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. BRENNER. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. ROBB. 
Mr. BALL. My colleague, Mr. HENRY of Texas, has !l general 

pair with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. KNOX, but on 
this question, both being for the bill, the pair is canceled, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. KNox, has voted. 
. My colleague, Mr. COOPER of Texas, · has also released Mr. 

HAWLEY from his pair. If present, Mr. COOPER of Texas would 
have voted for the bill. 

The SPEAKER. All explanations of votes are entirely out of 
order. . . . 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
The announcement of the result was received with applause. 
On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion· to.reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY ON SHIPPING SUBSIDY BILL, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Imovethatthe~inority 
of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be given 
until Friday, May 11, to present their views on the shipping sub
sidy bill. 

Tha SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unan
iµ10us consent that the minority of the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries have until May 11 ~o file their views on the 
shipping subsidy bill. · 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I can not consent to as much 
time as that. It is entirely unnecessary. ]for something like six 
weeks now this has been going on. I am willing that the gentle
man shall have until next Tuesday, bnt not later than that.-

The SPEAKER .. The ·gentleman from _ Ohio obJects to the 
request as niade. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.subsequently said: Mr. Speaker, o~ce more 
I withdraw my objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. -- · - ·- -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his ob
jection, and the order is made according to the request. ·- -

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Speaker, the understaiiding is 
that there is a limit now to the time. 

The SPEAKER. That is outside of this question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. No; under the suggestion of the gentle

man from Ma~sachusetts. How much time did the gentleman 
a~? . 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. One week; that is all, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman fix a date? 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. May 11. It was so 

stated in t he order. 
The SPEAKER. That was the request of the gentleman and 

the order has been made. · 

REQUEST FOR LEA VE TO PRINT ON NICARAGUA CANAL BILL, 
Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent· that all gentlemen 

who may desire to print r,emarks upon the bill just passed be per
mitted to do so within the next ten days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all members who have spoken--

Mr. HEPBURN. All members who desire. 
The SPEAKER. That all members who desire to print remarks 

upon the bill that has just passed may do so within the next ten 
days. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEELE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEA~R. Objection is made, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 

that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 9824. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
· regulations governing the running of loose logs, steamboats, and 

rafts on certain rivers and streams. ~ ·. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 

joint resolutions of the followiJ,lg titles: 
S. 755. An act granting a pension to Hannah R. ;J~hnson; . 
S. 1271. An act granting a pension to Charles Wllbamson; 
S. 1202. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

Stubbs; 
S. 1600. Anact granting an increase of pension to John T. Hayes; 
S. 1754. An act granting an increase of pension to Burton Pack

ard· s: 1787. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Pope; 

S. 1804. Ari act granting an increase of pension to Rida B. Has
kell· 

s.' 1977. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Moser; 
S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 

Murphy; 
S. 2332. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret H. 

Kent; 
S. 2505. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 

Carlton; 
S. 2863. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Francis 

H. Staples; : 
S. 1296. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Bacon; 
S. 2869. An act authorizing the Capa Nome Transportation , 

Bridge, and Development Company, a corp9ration organized and 
existing under the.laws of the State of Washington and a'll;thor
ized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to. construct a traffic 
bridge across the Snake River at Nome City, in the Territory of 
Alaska· ,. 

S. 820. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Dietzler; 

S. 681. An act granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 
S. 2545. An act granting a pension to Nellie A. West; 
S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 

Bradford; . . . . . 
S. 3004. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 

Stevens; 
S. 3018. An act for the appointment of an additional United 

States commissioner in the northern judicial district of the Indian 
Territory; 
. S. 2943. An act granting an increase of pension to James J, 

Holland; · 
S. 1007. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Fenn; 

. S. 3186. An ~ct granting a pension to Margaretha Lippert; 
S. 3125. An act granting a pension to Emily-A. Larime:i:; 
S. 31Q2. An act granting a pension to Seleder Burnha:m; 

_ S. 124.2. An act granting an increase of pension to Adele W. El
mer· 
·s. 

1

752. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 
Comery; . . . _ 

S. 950. An act granting a pension to Sar~h Ann Fletcher; 
S. 995. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelly Young 

Egbert; . . 
_ S .. 342. An act granting a pension to Eleanor McDevi tt; . 

S .. 474. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Patter
son; 
. S. 268. An act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the northern district of New York, .to divide 
the same into two districts and provide for the terms of court to 
be held therein and the officers thereof and the disposition of 
pending causes; and 

S. R. 51. Joint resolution recognizing the gallantry of Frank 
B. Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson, of his 
officers and men; also i·etiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious service in 
command of tlie cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila. 

- . L.EA VE OF ABSENCE. -
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. COOPER of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. FITZPATRICK, indefinitely, on ·account of sickness in his 

family. 
And then, on motion of Mr.PAYNE (at5 o'clock and 21 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: · -· . 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
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copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submit
ting an e timate of appropriation for deficiencies. in appropria
tions for the Navy Department-to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
Survey of the Ohio River from Marietta, Ohio, to the mouth of 
the Big Miami River-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of the harbor at Madison Ind.-to the Committee on Riv
ers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of the Ohio River bank at New Liberty, lll.-to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas-to the Commit
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, relating to the issue 
Of rations to officers of the Army in Alaska-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. p213) for relief of 
the occupants of lands included in the Algodones grant, in Ari· 
zona-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 11214) to amend an act en·· 
titled "An act for the erection of a public building at Anniston, 
Ala."-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 11215) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Jefferson, and for other pur· 
poses-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11223) to authorize the Sec· 
retary of the Interior to reclassify the public lands of Alabama
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DEGRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 11241) repealing 
section 4716, Revised Statutes, so far as the same relates to soldiers 
and sailors and the widows of soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 43) 
to print and bind 15,000 copies of the coinage laws of. the United 
States, including in whole the act of March 14, 1900-to the Com· 
mittee on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTJONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND fo~~wJ~. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11216) to grant a 
RESOLUTIONS. pension to Mrs. Sarah D. Lightfoot, of Henderson, Ky.-to the 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to Also, a bill (H. R. 11217) to correct the military record of Na-
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as thaniel L. Lightfoot-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
follows: By Mr. BARTHOLDT (by request): A bill (H. R. 11218) refer·· 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported ring to the Court of Claims the claims of the heirs and legal repre· 
a bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- sentatives of John P. Maxwell and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No.1190); which Also, a bill (H. R. 11219) to increase the p~nsion.of Charles A. 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Rubin, late sergeant, Company A, Fourth Missom·i Cayalry Vol .. 
House on the state of the Union. unteers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 11220) granting a. pension to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11081) to'provide for the Charles w. Cook, of Montevista, Colo.-to the Committee on ln· 
holding of a term of the circuit and district courts of the United valid Pensions. · 
States at Superior, Wis., reported the same with amendment, ac- Also, a bill (H. R. 11221) granting an increase of pension to 
companied by a report (No. 1191); which said bill and report George Schmeltzer, of Lake City, Colo.-to the Committee on 
were referred to the House Calendar. Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which By M.r. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 11222) for the relief of 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S.1477) in amendment of sec- estate of Edward Sigur, late of St. Mary Parish, La.-to the Com· 
tions 2 and 3 of an act entitled "An act granting pensions to sol- mittee on War Claims. 
diers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11224) for the relief of E. A. 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- Gilliland, of Attalla, Ala.-to the Committee on War Claims. 
dren, and dependent parents," approv:ed June 27, 1890, reported Also, a. bill (ll. R.11225) removing the .charge of deserti?n from 
the same with amendment, accompamed by a report (No. 1193); the military record of James W. Gutherie-to the Comnnttee on 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Military Affairs. 
Whole House on the state of the Union. Also, a. bill (H. R. 11226) for the relief of Amos L. Griffith, of 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which Pell City, Ala.-to the Committee on ·wa:r Claims. 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.10963) to provide for as- By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 11227) grant
certaining the indebtedness of certain Osage Indians to the traders ing a pension to Charlotte D. Alden,_ widow o~ the late Col. and 
at the -Osage Agency, and for making payments upon such indebt- Bvt. Brig. Gen. Alonzo Alden, Umted StEttes Volunteers, de· 
edness, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- ceased-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
port (No. 1194); which said bill and report were referred to. the By Mr. HEDG~: A bill (R.R. 11228) grantin_g an increase ?f 
House Calendar. pension to Smith Thompson-to the Committee on Invalid 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to Pensions. 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3296) to provide for By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: ~bill (H. R. 1122~) to corre~~ the 
the establishment of a port of delivery at Worcester, Mass., re- military record of Isaac N. Collins-to the Committee on Military 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report Affairs. · · 
(No. 1195); which said bill and report were referred to the Honse By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11230) for th:e re· 
Calendar. · lief of the trustees of the Walnut Grove Uhurch, of Gibson 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESQLUTlONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Com
mittee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 9099) for the relief of :i'· ~· Stackhouse, a d~puty c?llector 
of internal revenue for the district of South Carolina dunng the 
fiscal year 1894-95, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1192); which said bill and r_eport were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

County Tenn.-to the Committee on War Claims. 
By~. RICHA1WSON: A bill (H. R. 11231) for the relief of 

John W. Wade, executOr -of John M. Wade, deceased-to the 
Committee on War Claims. ' · 

By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11232) granti~g 
a pension tO Jane L. Richards-to the Committee on Invahd 
Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 11233) removing charge of desertion from 
milita~y record of Isaac P·umell-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11234) for the relief of the 901umbia B.rew .. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS ing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.-to the Comm1t tee on Claims. 

INTRODUCED. By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11235) to rem.o':e the 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials charge of desertion borne opposite th~ :i;iame of 1\bram Williams, 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as and so forth-to the Comnuttee o~ Milital'.Y Affairs. . 
follows: Also, a bill (R R. 11236) g:anting an ll?-crea e _of pension to 

By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations: A Michael Hoa.re-to the Co?Imittee on Invalid P~nS1ons: 
bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses I By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 11237) g~antmg an mc~ease of 
of the Government for the -fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and pension to August Holman-to the Committee on Invalid Pen· 
for other purposes-to the Committee of the Whole Rouse. sions. . 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11238) gr<J.nting a pension to Frank D. Simp· 

son-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R.11239) referring the claim of the 

owners of the schooner A. B. Sherman to the Court of Claims-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 11240) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the Army record of Francis J. Brady-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Forward Grange, No. 1003, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage 
of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Keystone Society of Mesa County, Colo., 
for the erection of public building at Grand Junction, Colo.-to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Pure Butter Convention, in favor of the 
Grout bill to increase the tax on oleomargarine-to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Presbytery of Chartiers, of the United 
Presbyterian Church, at Washington, Pa., urging the enactment 
of the anti-canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the State Legislative Board of Railroad Em
ployees of Pennsylvania, urging the passage of House bill 10302 
and Senate bill 3604, relating to accidents to railroatl employees 
and reporting the same to the Interstate Commerce Commission
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS~ Petition of the State Legislative Board of 
Railroad Employees, urging the passage of House bill 10302 and 
Senate bill 3604, requiring common carriers to report to Inter
state Commerce Commission the details of all injuries to em
ployees-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Estrie Bur bank Post, No. 248, 
of Mather, Wis., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near Johnson City, 
Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. H. Howde, of Grant County, Wis., in favor 
of the Grout bill increasing the tax on oleomargarine-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of William Steinmeyer Post, No. 
274 of Milwaukee, Wis., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers' Home at 
Johnson City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of farmers of Sheboygan, Wis., to amend the 
present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. B4-RTHOLDT: Papers~oaccompanyHo:nsebillincre~
ing the pens10n of Charles A. Rubm-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of St. Louis Baptist 
Hospital, favoring the passage of House bill No. 6879, relating to 
the employment of grl)dnate women nurs~s in the h?~pital ser~ce 
of the United States .Army-to the Comnnttee on Mihtary Affairs. 

By Mr. Brn:GHAM: Memoria~ of trade, c'?mmercial, and .m~ri
time associations of Philadelphia, Pa., urgmg an appropr1at10n 
for the maintenance and continuance of the pneumatic-tube serv
ice-to the Committee on the Post-Office .and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Eli Parkman Post, 
No. 119, Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Brinch Soldiers' Hoine 
at Johnson City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petition of Austerlitz Grange, 
No. 819, Patrons of Husbandry, ofNewYork,infavorofthepas
sage of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law-to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

·Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a J?ension to Char
lotte D. Alden-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Auster1itz Grange, No. 819, Patrons of Hus
bandry, of New York, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to 
an act to regulate commerce-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C.H. Van Wieand others, of New York City, 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in our new possessions-to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Bolton Post, No. 471, and Post No. 18, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, in favor 
of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers' Home at 
Johnson City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. petition of the Presbytery of Troy. N. Y., urging the pas
sage of House bill~rohibiting the sale of liquor in the Army and 
in Government buildings-to the Committee on l\iilitary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Bolton Post, No. 471, of Lansingburg, N. Y., 

favoring the passage of Bouse bill No. 1477-to the Committee on 
In valid Pensions. · 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolutions of George R. Muir Post, No.442, 
of Rose City; U.S. Grant Post, No. 67, of Bay City; Post 63, of 
East Tawas; H. S. Roberts Post, :N"o. 139, of Alpena; H.P. Mer
rill Post, No. 419, of Bay City, Department of Michigan, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of the establishment of a Branch 
Soldiers' Home near Johnson City, Tenn.-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Resolutions of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 667, 
of Fayetteville, and W. H. Stringer Post, No. 658, Department of 
New York, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of House bill 
No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers' Home at Johnson City, 
Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Hugh P. McCarthy and other substitute letter 
carriers of Syra-0use, N. Y., in favor of House bill No.1051, relat
ing to grading of substitute letter carriers-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Paperstoaccompany 
Honse bill for the relief of James P. Mulcahy and John Shea-to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. GASTON: Memorial, etc., showing contest of seat of 
Mr. Gaston and abandonment of same-to the Committee on 
Elections No. 1. · 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of George W. Vittetoe, of Union 
County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
churches, and Sunday schools at Deer Lodge, Tenn., urging the 
enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of 
gamblingandtheopiumtI·ade-totheCommitteeontheTerritories. 

Also, petition of the Mary T. Lathrop Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union, of Knoxville, Tenn., for the passage m a bill to 
forbid liquor selling in canteens and in the Army, Navy, and Sol
diers' Homes-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Keystone Society of 
Mesa County, Colo., for the erection of a Federal building at 
Grand Junction, Colo.-to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the American Chamber of Commerce of Manila, 
for a modification of the taxes in the Philippines-to the Com
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters' Union of Columbus, Ohio, 
against increasing the tax on oleomargarine-to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Dairymen's Supply Company and Pure 
Butter Protective Association of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the 
passage of the Grout bill to increase the tax on oleomargarine, 
etc . ....:....to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Petition of Milford Grange, No. 6, 
Patrons of Husbandry, and fru:mers in the State of Delaware, 
urging the passage of the Grout bill to increase the tax on oleo
margarine. etc.-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. jACK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5147, to re
move the charge of desertion now standing against John A. White, 
of Punxsutawney; Pa.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, p'aper to accompany House bill No. 10470, to correct the 
military record of W. Scott King, of New Kensington, Pa.-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 5146, for the relief of 
John A. Seitz, of Westmoreland County, Pa.-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Affidavits to accompany House bill to 
correct the military record of Elijah Rowe-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Moro, Oreg., for the passage of the anti
canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
· By Mr. O'GRADY: Petitions of Irondequoit Grange, No. 849, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New York, in favor of Senate bill No. 
1439, relating to an act to regulate commerce-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Irondequoit Grange, No. 849, Patrons of Hus~ 
bandry, of New York, in favor of House bill No. 3717, to make 
oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products subject to the 
laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported-to 
the Committee on Agriculture. · · 

By Mr. POLK: Petition of Elkland Grange, No. 976, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, in support of House bill No. 3717, 
to control the sale of imitation dairy products; also in favor of 
Senate bill 1439, to vest additional authority in the Interstate Com
merce Commission-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ' . 

Also, resolutions of Lincoln Post, No. 140, and Post No. 435, of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of Hou~e 
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bill No. 7094, to . establish a Branch Soldiers' Home a.t Johnson 
City, Tenn.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Millville a.nd Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount Carmel, Pa., 
urging the passage of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. · · 
· Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 9479, to gyant a pen
sion to Henry Small, of Nordmont, Pa.-to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. · · · · 

Also papers to accompany House bill· No. 484, to remove the · 
charge' of desertion from the record of Thomas Evans, of Mi~ton, 
Pa.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. · · · 

Also, papers to accompany Honse bill No. 9366, to correct the 
military record of Samuel Hardy, of Bloomsburg, Pa.-to the 
Committee· on Military Affairs. · · ' 
· By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of heirs of John McGill,, late 
of Coffee County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim tO the 
Court of Claims-to the Committee on War claims. · ·· 
· Also, petition of John W. Wade, executor 'of. John M._ "\Yade, 
deceased, praying reference of war claim to the Court of Cla1ms-
to the Committee on War Claims. · · ·- · 
' By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylv~nia: Paper to _ acco~~any House 
bill for the relief of · Jane L. Richards-to the·Comnnttee on ·In-
valid Pensions. - ,'. . 
· By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of P. A; Scott, John A. Schumm~ and 
other citizens ·of Oil City; Pa. ; favoring.the enactment of a clause 
in the Hawaiian constitution for bidding the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition~ of gambling and the 
opium trade-to the Committee on the Territories. . · . 
' Also petitions of the Woman's Christian· Temperance unions of 
Garlan'd and Tidioute, and citizens of East ·Branch and Kane, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to ~or bid liquor s~lling in· can~ens a~d ~ 
the Army, Navy, ·and Soldiers' Homes-to the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs. · . r - • · · · .·: - - • · ' • · 

- By Mr. STEWART-of Wisconsin: Resolutions of John 4-· ~at~n 
Post, No. 213,-Greenwood, Wis., Grand -.Army of the RepubI10·, m 
favor of the establishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near John
son City, Teim.-to the Committee on Military Affairs; · 
; Also, resolutions of Samuel ·H. ·Sizer Post~ Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Marinette, Wis., favo~ing the Mor~s amen~ents to 
Senate bill No. 1477-to the Committee on Invalid Pens10ns. 
. By ~fr. W ANG~R: · Pet~on of- E. C.· Buckwalter and 32 oth~r 
farmers of Audubon, Pa.;m favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 3717; known as the Grout oleomargarine bill-to the Commit-
.tee on Agriculture. · · · · 

By Mr.WATERS: Res~lntions of Los Angeles Chamber of Com
,merce for the repeal of revenue-stamp tax on · telegrap:µic dis
.patch~s, shipping receipts of express companies, etc.-to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. · · · ·' 1 , · ,. • • 1 .· - • • 

Bv Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petitions of citizens 9f Chesley and 
Lewiston, Idaho, for the passage of a free- homestead bill-to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. - . _ . · 

SEN.A.TE. 
THURsnA.Y, May s, 19oq. . . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. · . , 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yester.daY.;8 i>ro

ceedinas when onrequestof Mr. WELLINGTON,and bynnammous 
consent, 'the fu~ther re~ding was dispetj.i?ed with. . .. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objeptip~, the Journal 
will stand approved. . . . 

. ADDITIONAL .APPROPRIATION FOR NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore ·laid .before the Senate_ a.com

munication from the. Secretary of the Treasury, transmittmg a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting additional .esti
mates of appropriation.a .for ·c~rtain navy-yards. and stations, 
amounting to .$57.;400; which, with the-accompanymgpapers,.was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to. be 
printed. 

- VESSEL BRIG THETIS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor~ lai~ before the Sen~te a com

munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spo~iation claims set ~ut in t~e 
annexed findings by the court, relatmg ·to the vessel ~rig Thetis, 
William Peterkin, master; which, with theaccompanymgpapers, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VESSEL BRIG HARRIOT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Sen!lte a com

munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the concl':sions of fac~ and o~ l!l'w file~ under the _act of 
January 20, 1 85, m the French spoliation claims set.out m ~he 
annexed findings by the court relating to the vesse~ brig Hat·1:iot, 
Joseph Campbell, master; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from _the !Jonse of Representatives, by 14r. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announc(}d that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal con
n~cting_~he waters of ~he Atlantic and Pa9ific oceans; in which 
it ~eques~ed the_ concurrence of _the _Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of J. Franklin Fort and38 

other members of Esse~ Troop, National State Guard of New 
Jersey, praying for the establishment of a veterinary corps in the 
United ·States Army, equal to that in foreign countries; which 
was referred to the Committee ·on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROSS' presented· a petition of sundry churches of St.Johns
bury, 'Vt., prayirig for the enactment of legislation to. prohibit the. 
sale of intoxicating liquors in any post ·exchange or canteen or 
transport, or upon _any premises ~sed for Illilitar~ purposes ~y the 
United States; which was referred to the Comnnttee on M111tary 
Affairs. · · -

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of the Retail Merc4ants' As
socfation of South Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-_called parcelS-post bill; which was referred. to the Commit-
tee on p ·ost-Offices· and Post-"Roads. · . 

He also presented a memorial of the Stock Growers' Association 
of Western South Dakota, reinonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation pi·oviding .for a further increase of the tax on oleo
margarine,, b~tteriile, anft ~11 other kj.n~red dairy pro4ucts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
· He also . presented petitions of the congregations of ·the Metho
dist. Episcopaf Churcb: the Congregati6!fa1 G'h~U'ch! a'nd the Ba:p
tist Church, all of Armour; of the congregat10ns of the Baptist 
Church and ofthe.Metbodist Episcopal Church, all of Broolf~ngs, 
iri the State .of South.Dakota, pi·aying for the enactment of legis· 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxic:at~ngli_ciii?~s ~iiii;iilita;ryc_amps; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented· a petition of the Board of Trade of Dead
wood, S. Dak., praying that an increase in the appropriation be 
mttde for the United States.Geological.Survey forthe continu.a;nce 
of their hydrographic work in platting and surveying irrigable 
lands, etc.; which was referred to the Commi~tee ·on the Geolog-
ical Sur.vey. · . . . - · 
, Mi. BERRY presented a memorial of sundry citizens· of Fort 
Smith, Ark:, remonstrating against a· ~urther ~ppropr~atio!J. being 
made for the maintenance of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu
seum· which was referred to the Committee on Commerce . 

. Mr: RA WLlNS. I present a petition of the mayor and city 
council of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the cession to that 
city of all the public lands of the United States undisposed of 
within the watershed contributing to the.water supply of that 
city. I move that tlie petition· be printed as a document, and re
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agteed"to. · · .· · 
· ·Mr:BURROWS ·pre'sented petitions-of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance_:Union _of Otse_go, -the - ~oi;nl!Ln's · 9hri~an T~mper
ance .Union _of Grandledge, the ChrIStian Endeavor Society of 
the Church· of Christ_ of.Ann.Arbor; aJid of George·n. Adams and 
90 other.citizens·of Kalamazoo, all in the State of Michigan, pray
ing for the enactinerit of "legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi
catirig".liqrio:fs" in. ariy post'ex'change, ,canteen, transport, or upon 
any premises used for military purposes by the United States; 
which were referred fo-tlie Committee on Military Affairs . 
. Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of Cedar Camp, No. 4419, 
Modern Woodmen of America, and a memorial of Bridal Veil 
Camp, Modern Woodmen of America; all of Minneapolis, in the 
State of Minnesota~renionstrating against the passage of the SO· 
caned Loud bill, relating to second-cla.ss mail matter; which .were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and ~ost-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boot and Shoe Club, of 
Boston; Mass., praying f<?r the enactment of legisl.ation to. secure 
theupbuilding of the UmtedStates merchant marme; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healsopresentedapetitionof theShawmutUniversalistSociety, 
,of B.oston, M~s., and a Ipemorial of ?5 members of the Shawmut 
Social Circle, of Boston, Mass., praymg for the enactment of leg
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post ex
change or canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for 
military purposes b~ ~he Unite~ States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Mihtary Affaus. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clallam 
County, Wash., praying f<?r t~e· a~option .o~ a ~roposed ame_nd
ment to the Army reorgamzat10n bill providmg for the establISh~ 
ment of an organiz1:;d veterinary service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petjtion of sundry trade, commer
cial · and maritime associations of Philadelphia, Pa. , praying for 
a co'ntinuance of the appi'opriations for the postal-tube service in 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices abd 
Post-Roads. 
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