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By Mr. SHOUSE: Petition of ecitizens of Harper County,
Kans., favoring a Christian amendment to the Constitution of
the United States; to the Committee on the Judieiary.

By Mr. SNYDER : Petitions of sundry citizens of Utica, N. Y.,
against involvng the United States in war; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of William P. Everts, Mary E.
‘Wynne, Caroline W. Davis, Alice E. Streng, citizens of the State
of Massachusetts, favoring the administration peace policy; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Emma M. George, Mary B. Core, Kate A.
Coolidge, Mrs. Helen A. Emery, and Enoch Dill, members of the
Massachusetts Branch of the League to Enforce Peace, urging
the adoption of the league's peace proposals by the United
States:; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of citizens of

Hebron, N. Dak., and viecinity, asking that proposal to de-
clare war be submitted to vote of the people; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs. :

SENATE.
Friay, February 9, 1917.
(Legislative day of Thursday, February 8, 1917.)

. The Senate reassembled at 11 o’clock a. m., en the expiration of
the recess.

BENATOR FROM UTAH.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, out of order, lays before
the Senate the credentials of Wrrram H. King, Senator elect
from the State of Utah, which will be printed in the Recorp
and filed in the office of the Secretary.

The credentials are as follows:

Brare or UTAH,
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT.

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES :

This 1s to certify that on the Tth day of November, A. D. 1916,
WiLnLiam H. Kixo was duly chosen by the qualified electors of the State
of Utah a Senator from said State to represent said State in the Senate
of the United States for the term of six years, beginning on the 4th

e °rtuft§h' A ORitesf. T Masee Harbuiivo Wit hand and affixed th

n testimony whereo ve hereunto set m, nd a x e
tin a f I;eumber A, D, 1916.

DavID MATTSON

great geal of State of Utah this 1st day o
[BEAL.] x
Seerctary of State.

CALLING OF THE BOLL.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

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

B Jones Page Smith, 8. C.
Brandegee Kenyon Penrose Smoot
Bryan Kern Poindexter Sterling
lain Kirby Pomerene Stone
Clapp Lane Ransdell Thomas
Colt Lea, Tenn. Reed Thompson
Culberson . Md. Robinson Townsend
Curtis Lodge Saunlsbury Underwood
du Pont McCumber Shafroth Vardaman
Fernald McLegn Sheppard Wadsworth
Gallinger Martin, Va. Sherman alsh
Gronna Martine, N. J. Shields Warren
Harding Myers Simmons Watson
Husting Nelson Smith, Ga. Weeks
James Norris Smith, Md. Williams
Johnson, Me. Overman Smith, Mich., Works

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I was requested to announce
the absence of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] owing
to illness. I ask that this announcement miay stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered
to the roll eall. There is a gquorum present. The District of
Columbia appropriation bill is before the Senate.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 19119) making appropriations to
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and for other

purposes.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, on page T1,
line 12,

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Health depart-
ment,” on page T1, line 22, after “ $1,200,” to insert “ serologist,
$2,500 ; scientific assistant, $1,200,” and on page 72, line 2, after
the words “in all,” to strike out *“$74,040” and insert
877,740, so as to make the clause read:

Health officer, $4,000 ; assistant health officer, $2,500 ; chlef clerk and
deputy health officer, 83,500 : chief, burean of vital statlstics, $1,800;
clerks—1 $1,800, 5 at $L200 each. 4 at $1,000 each, 2 at $000 each
1 $720; sanitary Inspectors—chief $1,800, assistant chief $1,400,

at $1,200 each, 2 at $1,000 each, $3 at $900 each ; food 1 t
u.ﬁn& ettt e #1400 8 At $L200 cach, 8 at B3 000 rach. 5
at $000 each; chemist, $2,000; assistant chemist, $1,200; assistant
bacteriologist, $1,200; seroiogist, $2,500; scientific assistant, $1,200;
g%g})ed lgho:]ers--t—l Szf'li.og. %g'h messen, at $600 each; driver,
: poundmaster, $1, 3 watchma 600 ; 1 y ed-
ing shlP per month each, $2,400; in al?,' ;17,‘?40.“““3 8 ok gpceed
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page T4, line 4, after the word
“ machine,” to insert “to be immedlately available,” so as to
make the clause read: :

For new refrigerating machine, to be Immediately available, $500.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 5, to insert:

Apparatus, equipment, cost of installation, supplies, and other ex-
g:mzagg incidental to the blological and serologi dingnosis of disease,
»200,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 18, after the word
“maintenance,” to strike out * $7,000" and insert * $10,000";
in line 19, before the word “ respectively,” to strike out * $5,000 "
and insert “$6,500™; and in line 20, after the words *in all,”
to strike out “ $12,000 ™ and insert ‘* $16,500,” so as to make the
clause read:

Garfleld and Providence Hospitals: For isolating wards for minor
contagious diseases at fleld Memeorlal and Providence Hospltals,
maintepance, $10,000. and $6,500, respectively, or so much thereof as
in the opinion of the commissioners may be necessary ; in all, $16,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 10, to insert:

For repairs and alterations to the building located on lot 10, square
228, tormeﬂ{_ occupied as an emergency hospital, and now prop-
erty of the United States, In order to make it available for use as a
laboratory for the Health Department of the District of Columbia, and
for other uses of said District of Columbia: Provided, That authority
to occupy said bullding is granted to the Commissloners of the District
of Columbia by the Secretary of the Treasury, to be immediately avail-
able, §4,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Courts,” on
page T7, line 7, after the word “ expenses,” to strike out * $500 ™
and insert *$650,” and in the same line, after the words “in
all,” to strike out * $7,200 " and insert “ $7,350,” so as to make
the clause read:

Probation system : Probation officer, supreme court, $2,000; assistant

robation officer, $1,200; stenmnpher and typewriter and assistant,
800 ; police court—probation cer $1,500. assistant preobation officer
$1,200; contingent expenses, $650; in all, $7,850.

The reading of the bill was continued to line 4 on page 80,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. On page 79, lines 24 and 25, I
move to strike out the words “ Government Hospital for the
Insane” and insert “ St. Elizabeth's Hospital.”" That is the
name of the hospital by law. It was a mistake to put in the
other name.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Interest and
sinking fund,” on page 80, line 9, after * $075,408," to insert:
“ Provided, That any balances of revenue of the District of
Columbia remaining to its credit after its share of the appro-
priations contained herein has been paid, and after its share of
any other appropriations to which it is required to contribute
on account of the fiscal years ending June 30, 1916, and June
30, 1917, has been paid, shall be eredited to interest and sinking
fund for application to the funded debt of the District of
Columbia,” so as to make the clause read:

¥or interest and sinking fund om the funded debt, payable one-haif
out of the revenues of the District of Celumbia and one-haif out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $975,408:
Provided, That any balances of revenue of the District of Columbia
remalning to its credit after its share of the appropriations contained
herein has d, and after its share of any other appropriations to
which it is required to contribute on account of the fiscal years ending
June 30, 1916, and June 30, 1917, has been pald, shall be eredited %o

interest and sinking fund for application to the funded debt of the
Dis*rict of Columbia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

Mr. SMOOT. Just one word, Mr. President. This amendment
provides *“and after its share of any other appropriations to
which it is required to contribute on account of the fiscal years
ending June 30, 1916, and June 30, 1917.” Does the Senator
helieve that we can now adopt an amendment to an appropria-
tion bill affecting an appropriation which has already been ex-
pended and ended on June 30 of last year?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that the
money herein referred to has not been expended, but that it lies
in the Treasury. We, therefore, felt that, inasmuch as the
money has been collected from the revenues of the District of
Columbia, it ought to belong to the Distriet and should be

§ | credited to the District and used to pay off the District's debt.
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Mr, SMOOT. Then, if we may go back to the fiscal year of
1916, why can we not as well go back for 10 or 12 years and
apply the same principle to appropriations which have been
made for that length of time?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland.
gest

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to state to the Senator from Maryland
that I am in full accord with the object of the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Permit me to suggest to the Sena-
tor that until a few years ago there was no such balance, but, on
the contrary, the District was then indebted to the Government,
and the Government loaned the District money at a certain rate
of interest. It has only been within a few years that there has
been any balance at all due the Distriet.

Mr. SMOOT. I understand that for quite a number of yea
past there has been such a balance. .

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No; I think the Senator from
Utah is mistaken about that. It has been only during a few
years that there has been a balance at all.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, was the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916,
the first year in which the Distriet has had a balance?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No; that was not the first year,
but there has been such a balance only for a few years.

Mr., SMOOT. Then, I think, the amendment ought to apply
in all cases where there has been a balance to the credit of the
District. 2

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. If I understand the Senator from
Utah, he is willing that whatever balance the District has

should accerue fo it. T have no objection to that.
~ My, SMOOT. I really think that should be done, because
when the people in the Distriet pay taxes which amount to
more than the half which is required by the Government, they
ought to be credited with whatever excess there is.

Mr., SMITH of Maryland. If there is any improper language
in the amendment or if the amendment requires any further
amendment, we shall take the matter up in the conference
cominittee and arrange it there. I entirely agree with the Sen-
ator from Utah that if there is any balance it ought to go to
the credit of the Disiriet; and we shall endeavor to so provide.

Mr. SMOOT. With that understanding, I have no objection
to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the committee was, under the head of
“ Courts and prisons,” on page 83, after line 2, to insert:

For such additional miscellaneous expenses as may be authorized by
the Attorney General for the supreme court and its officers, made neces-
sary by the umugmcy of temporary quarters pending the reconstruc-
tion of the courthouse, Washington, D. C., including an electrician at
the rate of $000 per annum and a laborer at the rate of $600 per
annum, $3,750.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * Charities and
corrections,” subhead * Medical charities,” on page 88, after
the word “ exceed,” at the end of line 8, to strike out ** $20,000 "
and insert “ $25,000,” so as to make the clause read:

Columbia Ho?iml for Women and Lying-in Asylum: For care and
treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to be made with Co-
Jumbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum by the Board of
Charities, yot to exceed $25,000.

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 12, after the word
“exceed,” to strike out “ $16,000” and insert * $17,000,” so as
to make the clause read:

For care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to be
made with Children's Hospital by the Board of Charitles, not to ex-
ceed $17,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 19, after the
words “ Board of Charities,” to strike out * $20,000 "' and insert
* $£26,000," so as to make the clause read:

For emergency care and treatment of, and free dispensary service to,
indigent tients under a contract or agreement to be made with
c.s:zent[;‘gé Dispensary and Emergency Hospital by the Board of Charities,

In reply to that, I wish to sug-

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment wasg, on page 90, after line 1, to insert:

Gallinger Municipal Hospital : Toward the construction of the Gallin-
ger Municipal I-Ioagital, including grading of the site, to be located on
Reservation No. 13 in the District of Columbla, in accordance with
plans and specifications prepared under the authority contained in the
Distriet of Columbia 'ngpropriation act for the fiscal year 1915
$150,000, and the limit of cost of the construction of said hospital ang
accessory buildings is hereby fixed at $500,000. 8ald hospital shall be
constructed with a view to making such future additions as the
exigencies may require, and the work herein authorized shall be so
executed as pot to interfere in any way with the future extension of
Massachusetts Avenue: Provided, That the provision contained in the

District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1915 requir-
ing that sald hospital located and erected at Fourteenth and Upshur
Streets is hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead * Child-caring
institutions,” on page 90, line 25, after the word * officers,” to
strike out “1 $1,200 " and insert 2 at $1,200 each ”; on page
91, line 1, after *“$1,000,” to strike out 7" and insert “87;
and in line 2, after the words “ in all,” to strike out * $14,380 "
and insert * $16,480,” so as to make the clause read:

For agent, $1,800; clerks—1 $£1,200, 1 $900, 1 $720; placing and
investigating officers—2 at $1.200 each, 1 $1,000, 8 at $900 each;
record clerk, $900 ; messenger, $360; in all, $16,480.

The amendment was agreed to. 5

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 12, after the words
“Board of Children’s Guardians,” to strike out “$124,880"
and insert ** $126,980,” so as to make the clause read:

In all, Board of Children's Guardians, $126,980.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 92, line 19, after the word
“cottage,” to insert * to accommodate 25 or more boys,” so as to
make the clause read:

For the erection of ! I 5
15950, of one cottage to accommodate 25 or more boys,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 23, to insert :

National Library for the Blind : For aid and support of the National
Library for the Blind, located at 17290 H Street NW., to be expended
un%%ab the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
The amendment was agreed to. :
The next amendment was, on page 95. after line 3, to insert:

Columbla Polytechnle Institute: To aild the Columbia Polytechnie
Institute for the Blind, located at 1808 H Street NW., to be expended
gn%(-{‘.‘;‘o the direction of theé Commissioners of the District of Columbia,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Militia,” on
page 99, line 12, after the word * militia,” to strike out * $16,900 "
and insert * $21,200: Provided, That the commanding general of -
the Militia of the District of Columbia is authorized to enter
into a contract or contracts for the lease of an armory, stable,
drill shed, and warehouse for Cavalry, Field Artillery, Signal
Corps, and Hospital Corps troops in one building, or separately,
for a period not to exceed five years, renewable at the option of
the said commanding general for an additional period of not
exceeding five years, at an annual rental not to exceed $10,000:
Provided further, That the said commanding general may renew
for the fiscal year 1918, or any portion thereof, the building
known as 230 First Street NW., now occupied as an armory for
mounted and other troops, at an annual rental of $3.900, and the
buildings known as 1912 E Street NW., used as stables and
warehouses, at an annual rental of $1,800, paying therefor a
rental not in excess of the current rentals,” so as to make the
clause read:

For rent of armories, offices, storehouses, and stables, and quarters
for noncommissioned officers of the Army detailed for duty with the
militia, 321.200: Provided, That the commanding general of the Militia
of the District of Columbia. is authorized to enter into a contract or
contracts for the lease of an armory, stable, drill shed, and warehouse
for Cavalry, Field Artillery, Signal Corps, and Hospital Corps troops
in one building, or separately, for a period not to exceed five years,
renewable at the option of the said commanding general for an addi-
tional - period of not exceeding five T;ears. at an annual rental not to
exceed $10,000: Provided further, That the said commanding general
may renew for the fiscal year lﬂlé, or any portion thereof, the building
known as 230 First Street NW., now occupled as an armory for
mounted and other tmnﬁs‘ at an annual rental of $3,900, and the
buildings known as 1912 E Street NW,, used as stables and warehouses.
at an annual rental of $1,800, paying therefor a rental not in excess of
the current rentals. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read
to line 11, on page 101, the last paragraph read being as follows:
ANACOSTIA RIVER AND FLATS.

For continuing the reclamation and development of the Anacnstia
River and Flats from the Anacostia Bridge northeast to the District
line, to be expended for the purposes and under the conditions specified
in the item for this improvement contained in the * District of Columbia
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1915,” §300,000. ’

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be remembered by
some Senators that this is an improvement in which I have
taken a very great interest in past years and done what I could
to secure an appropriation for this much-needed improvement.
The work is going on satisfactorily, but my attention has been
called by Col. Flagler, in charge of the work, to the fact that
the War Department estimated $400,000 for the present year
and the bill contains an appropriation of $300,000. I shall not
take the time of the Senate, unless I am asked to do so, to read
a letter from Col. Flagler touching this matter, in which he
says that unless they get more than $300,000 a year it will take
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over seven years to complete this improvement, in addition to
the time which has already expired; and he makes an appeal,
giving the items of expenditure that will be necessary during
the current year, to have $400,000 inserted in place of $£300,000.

I will ask the chairman of the committee if he sees any rea-
son why the matter should not at least go to conference?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. As I understand, this is not an
increase of an appropriation. It is to take $400,000 instead of
$300,000 out of the lump appropriation.

Mr. GALLINGER. Out of the lTump appropriation of some-
thing over $2,000,000.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I have no objection.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask, then, that the amendment be
agreed to, as follows: On line 11, page 101, strike out “ $300,-
000" and insert * $400,000.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in this connection I ask
permission to insert in the Recorp a table prepared by Col.
Flagler, showing the items of expenditure and also his reasohs
for asking for this added appropriation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that
may be done.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Fesruary 7, 1917.

The estimate submitted by this office, which has charge of this im-
provement, for work during the fiscal year 1918 was as follows:
Dredging 60, 000
Retalning walls, including foundations for same___________ 123, 000
Trench and embankment work__ 20, 500
Modifications of bridges_ .- 33, 000
‘Purchase of land tor park pmipn T0, 000
Care of operty a.n upkeep of floating plant. o 14, 000
Construoction w 50, 000
HEngineering cal, office rent, and contingencles_ . ___ 27, 500

Total 400, 000

This estimate was communicated by the War D tment to the
(Commissioners of the District of Columbia unchan,
informed, rednced m{ the commissioners to $300,0
mates were to the Committee on Approprintlons of the House
of Represen tlveu.

The reasom for the increased size of the annuoal estimate for this
work may be briefly explained, as follows

The total estimated cost of the project (exc]usive of the purchase of
land) is $2,706,000. The work consists mainly in the construction of
masonry sea walls al tiem Hnes of the land areas of the pro
park development and of the water areas and pumplns
the material behind these sea walls as a fill. It has been foun
sary to allow the sea-wall foundations to settle for about 12 mont.hs
before placing the masonry su cture thereon, and for another 6
months before putting materia. lmmedlate back ot the sea wall. The
ullev of the uRper Anacostin at the beginning of the project was simply
a broad of marshland, with ma:lf munderlng channels. ':l‘gju
condition made it difficult to reach of the work simul-
taucauer, and the work was therefore wﬂm in addition to being
delayed to allow for the settlement refer to above. These difficulties
have been largely overcome, and the scheme of the work is now such

£ ses. wa.ll cunstmeﬂon. dredxln%and filling can meeed at a rapld
pncewc ill permit ture of practl all funds now
availdble E Juner 30 1917. nnn of the amount eatlma d, $400, I}OD hy
June 30, 191 8 desired that this project should be gus
etion, sums abtm!d be provided as large as can be profita
pcmﬁd in each fiscal year. If onidy $300, were to be appru?
each mr. over seven years woul for the completion
the . In the above-ltemized estima tbe only items othier than
the and sea-wall construction are one of $33 for modifica-
 tion of the Bennings Bridge and one of $50,000 for the construction.of
gate houses. Both of these items are Inclu in the approved projec
and it Is ad:vi.snhie that the shou,ld be taken up at an early stage o
its execution, in order tha due to settlement of foundations,
ete., may e met and ovarcome be.fore they can interfere with the
progress of the work In general. A
LAGLEE

C.
Ideutenant Colonel, c‘orpa of Euyﬁmm

The reading of the bill was resumed.
The next amendment was, under the head of “Anacostia
River and Flats,” on page 101, after line 11, to insert:

In cunnectlon with the sald reclamation and development of the
river and flats, Seeretary of War is authorized to acguire, for and
on behalf of t'he United Emtes. b{ purchase or by condemnation, for
highway end (Park Imom the fee simple and absolute title to all
lands req for objects and not mow owned by the United
Stntes. in and along the Apacostia River from the Anacostia Bridge

the cemter line of East Capitol Street, embraced within the area

;i between the lines, one on each side of the river, following ap-
l: mately the contour of 10 feet elevation a‘bmra the plane of mean
ow water at the United States navy yard; and th Eecmtary of War
is further authorized to ‘u:qu.ire for the United States, by purchase o
condemnntinn. for highwa Pa rk u?ur ses, in connectlnn with
d,;e reclamation and development of
the iee simple and absolute title to all lands ired for said objects
and not now owned by the United States, in lms along
River in the section thercof runn from the center line of Bast
Capitol Street to the neortheast boundary line of the Distriet of Co-
lumbla, embraced within the Iimits designated * takin l.tn " ome on
m(h bank of the river In said mtlon, as indicated on up entitled

Reclamation Anacostia River Flats, District of Columbm, land map,”

lp rovod by the Chief of ginm United States Army, and the §
ry of War, as attested and authenticated by their respective signa-
and the seal of the War Department, bearing date the 24th day
af 1916, recorded and filed in the Office of the Chief of Hngineers,
'Uni States Army, under Engineer Department file numbered 12968

525: and the appropriation herein made for the reclamation and de-
velopment of the Anacostia River and Flats from the Anacostin Bridge
northeast to the District line, and all ap gmpriaﬁnns heretofore made
for said pun e are hereby made available for the purchase or con-
demnation of all of the said lands hereinbefore authorized to be ac-
quired and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages for said
lands and the costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings in
the event that it is ncccssary to institute such condemnation proceed-

rovided, That if said lands or any part thereof can not be ac-
q‘lll red by purchase from the owners thercof at a price satisfactory to

Secretary of War, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia,
upon request of the Eecretary of War, shall institute eondemnation pro-
ceedings to aequire such lands under the bg:wisions of chapter 15 of
the Code of I.n.w for the Distriet of Columbla.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 7, to insert:

The Becretary of War is autharized to effect an adjustment of bound-
arles and an exchange of lands in the District of Columbia with the
Philadelphia, Baltimore & Waahlngton Railroad, in accordance with
the plat or drawing on file in the office of the of Engineers and
designated E. D. 12068-531, whereby on the left bank of the Anacostia
River said railroad company shall release, guitclaim, and convey to
the United States the certaln lands along the Anacostia River river-
ward of the line shown on said t needed for the reelamation
and development of t.he Anac River and Flats, and the United
States shalf qujtrhlm to said rallroad company any ri t
title, intarest, or claim in or to certain lands shoreward of sald 1
as shown on sald plat, and wﬂl permit the extension of said compsny u
right of way to include the tri&nﬁe of la.nd 26210 feet on the h
ntwe lying at the ction of d bridge and the o

e of the said river, as shown on m!gegla.t. and whereby, on the
rlght bank of the Anacostia River, the Uni States shall permit the
u{fhts of way ot the sald railroad co pan{wror its entrance into the

of Washington to be cnnsoudnhed the bulkhead of the
oad bridge a.t the Anacostia River and the south line of I Street

south into one t of wa of. ual top width, according to the lines
o ? said d‘h the Unlgeﬂ St B 2 :

States and the sald rallroad company
pmully release, quitclaim, and convey to each other the por-
ﬂons of square south of 1080, so called, and the accretions to the
same lying r zsyecﬂvely northward and southward of the divislon line
shown on sald plat, and the sald rallroad company shall release,
quitelaim, and confirm to the United States the title to all land aloni
andrgéacenttothexm acostia River from thebnlkhea of the
rall bridge to Fifteenth Street enst. exterior to the por of
sguare south of 1080 to be released to sald railroad company as shown
on sald plat, together with all appurtenances and riparian rights,
privileges, and advan tnﬁts and subject only to the consolidated right
of wng as hereinbefore stated and delineated on sald plat.

e Becretary of War is further author! and directed on
behalf ot the United States to make, execute. and deliver and to
accept from sald raiflroad com suech deeds of conve e or quit-
claim or other assurances of title as in the o the Attorney
General may be necessary or appropriate to effect mh adjustment of
boundaries and exchange of lands: Provided, That all expenses of
recording such deeds and other nses incidental to the exeeution of
such exchanges shall be borne by said rallroad ecom : Provided
further, That u on the effectuation of the adjustmen boundaries
and excha lands herein provided for the Commiasioneru of the
District of lumhia are authorized to close portion of L Street
south lying between Water Street and the Commodore Bmeg Circle, and
to mit the use and occupation of the same the Philadelphia,

ore & Washington Railroad Co. in connectlon with the con-
aolld.nted right of way anthorized by this act,

My, SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to ask
the Senator from Maryland whether there is any good reason
for our failure to appropriate to the purpose originally planned
by Congress the land in the vicinity of the Senate Office Building,
now covered with old buildings? As my recollection goes, it is
many years since authority was granted to acquire those lands,
and I should like to know why it is that the work drags along
here between the Capitol and the Union Station.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that that
is a matter which will come up on the sundry civil bill.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I know it will; but I wanted to
avail myself of this opportunity to make the inguiry, Decause
it has occurred to me several times that there was very unneces-
sary delay there, and I wondered if the Senator from Maryland
could give the reason for if.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is not a matter that pertains
to this bill, and I can not tell why it has happened.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mary-
land will permit me, the property that the Government was to
acquire was valued by a commission. The figures were con-
sidered excessive by a department of the Government, and
the award was held up; the property was revalued, and the
amounts were reduced to some extent. Private citizens, feel-
ing that a great wrong had been done them—and they have
asked, I think, in a bill to be reimbursed—had of necessity to
yield to the Government and accept the lower amount. I
always thought that a wrong had been done the citizens in that
regard. I understand, and I think I am correctly informed,
that the buildings to which the Senator from Michigan refers,
except the stable, which is owned by the Government, and the
old fire house, which hag been deserted, belong to a railroad
corporation—I think the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And all those houses down there.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and they have contested it. They
say that they are entitled to the amount found in the first in-

| | |
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stance, and, as I understand, the maiter is in the courts at the
present dime; and for that reason the work is halted.

I have greatly sympathized with the view that the Senator
from Michigan expresses, and have much regretted that that
work is not being completed in a more expeditious manner, but,
of course, we can not interfere with the court proceedings.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. In connection with what the Sen-
ator from Michigan is talking about, I recall the fact that I
brought up in the Senate some year or more ago a bill direct-
ing that the two parcels of land, that belonging to the corpora-
tion and that belonging to the indlviduals, should be separated,
and the individuals be paid for their part, and they were paid.
But this matter is in litigation, as the Senator from New Hamp-
shire says, between the railroad company and the Govemment,
as I understand. :

Mr., GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. And, as I understand, the private
parties have been paid. I remember that I urged the bill before
the Senate, and it was passed.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; they were paid a reduced amount.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Maryland and
the Senator from New Hampshire take the same view that I
do, that it is a very unsightly thing, and that it ought not to
run on for a generation. I was a young man in the House of
Representatives when this program was adopted by the Govern-
ment, and it seems as though it is taking a long time to carry
it out

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I think there is no difference of
opinion between the Senator from Michigan and the Senator
from Maryland upon that point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the hee.d of “ Par’
105, after line 18, to insert:

For the acquisition Ior a public park of the tract of land known as the
Dean trac records of the assessor of the Disirol“ézg

n the
Columbia :’s lots A, 818 and 819, In square 2585, contalning
9325“ feet, more or less, or so ‘much thereof as may be necessary,

," on page

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Water serv-
ice,” subhead * Washington Aqueduct,” on page 107, line 10,
'after the word “Aqueduct,” to insert “ to be immediately avail-
able and to remain available until expended,” so as to make the
clause read:

For compleﬁng rchase, installation, and maintenance of water
meteru. to be p on the water gervices of the Treasury Building and
the State, War, and Nanr Department Building, and for each and ew
pnrpose conn herewith, sald meters to be purchased, installﬁ
and maintained by and rem.nlin under the observation of the officer in
charge of the Washin, A%ueduct. to be immediately avallable and to
remain available un expen ed, $3,600.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Water depart-
ment,” on page 108, line 5, after the word * mechaniec,” to strike
out “(who shall also act as a member of the board of examiners
of steam engineers, without addltional compensation),” so as
to make the clause read:

For distribution braneh : Superlntenﬂent. $3,300; en eer, 400 ;
assistant engineers—1 31 &00 1 81 gin ‘2 ; fore
man, $1,800; assistant $1,975, 1 $1.200, 1 $1,125, 1 $900 5
steam engineers—chief sx 750, 2 ¢ at i ca.c % asslatants at $1, 000
na'pector.

$1200 " e:‘um. t:1 Glerks: Timc’c 1781500, 4 at $1.300

stores clerk $1,600 81 060 1 $900; timekeeper, $900 ; I::Wl:n rodmen o

B e omcn: § ey a7 SO0 wen {3 tremion o1
% L :

$700, 1 $680 ; 2 mnessengers, at $000 each : fn all 351,050 o

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator having the bill in
charge if striking out those words will have a tendency to in-
crease the salary of the master mechanic?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say that there is no change
in that paragraph.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; there is a change if the committee amend-
ment is adopted.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We put back a member of the
board previously at a salary of $300 and left the law to remain
just as it was,

Mr. SMOOT. In other words, the House provided that this
master mechanic should be one of the board of examiners of
steam engineers, and they provided salaries for only two in-
stead of three members at $300 each, and by striking out, on
page 108, “who shall also act as a memher of the board of ex-
aminers of steam engineers, without additional compensation,”
as provided in the bill as passed by the Hoiise, it virtually gives
the master mechanic $2,800.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No, sir.

Mr. SMOOT. That is the result of it, and I suppose, under
existing law, he gets that to-day.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is not our understanding.

Mr. SMOOT. That is the only object of the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. In the House it was stricken out
on a point of order, and “ $2,800 " went back to “ $2,000.”

Mr. SMOOT. And we are putting it back to $2,300?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We are just striking out the lan-

guage,
Mr. SMOOT. That makes the salary of the master mechanie

Mr. ROBINSON. But the master mechanic does not act as a
member of the board of examiners of steam engineers.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. We put back the number to three
instead of two. So he does not get $300.

Mr., ROBINSON. Under the provision as reported by the
Senate committee the master mechanic contemplated in the bill
will not act as a member of the board of examiners of steam
engineers,

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will permit me, the House
struck out the appropriation for the master mechanic and left
the language authorizing him to act as a member of this board.

The Senate committee simply struck out the language authoriz-

ing him to act as a member of the board and, on page 13, lines
17 and 18, restored the language of the existing law. This
action was taken largely at the instance of representatives of
the engineers, who appeared before the committee and urged its
adoption.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator if it is not true that
in the past the master mechanic has been a member of the board
of éxaminers of steam engineers?

Mr. ROBINSON. In the past; but the double-salary law, I
think, prevented that, and now under this provision——

Mr, SMOOT. Does the Senator know who are going to con-
stitute the board of examiners of steam engineers?

Mr. ROBINSON. No; I do not,

Mr, SMOOT. S outthewordsinlinesfi,ﬂ,and?on
page 108, will result in no increase to the master mechanic’s
salary if he only acts as a master mechaniec, but if he acts as
a member of the board of examiners of steam engineers, then,
of course, he would draw $2,300.

Mr, GALLINGER. No; the provision is that he shall act
without additional compensation

Mr. SMOOT. That we are striking out.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. There will have to be appointed a
man to act as a member instead of allowing him to act. That is
it. The law is left just as it is.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to
say a word, the point is that they have always had a board
of three steam engineers and they have received the munificent
sum of $300 each. The House in its wisdom struck out one
of those, making a board of two, and made the master mechanic
a member of that board. The steam engineers say they do not
like to have it in that shape; that they have had a board; that
they have performed their duties satisfactorily and everything
has been harmonious; and they think that the old law had
better be continued. That is exactly what the committee has
done. It is true it perhaps results in the expenditure of $300
more than if the master mechanie worked without compensation,
but a proposition to increase his compensation to $2,300 was
debated in the House. So it may possibly result in the expendi- -
ture of $300 more, but it leaves a harmonious board instead
of taking a man from another department of the Government
and putting him into the board of steam engineers, when very
likely he has not any qualifications for the place. That is the
situation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 110, to inseri:

For la nﬁq{“ nch trunk mains in Reservoir Street and New Cut

t Road NW., $26,600.

The amendmex__]t was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 2, to insert:

For the protection of the health of the resldents of the District of

Columbla and the employees of the United States Government residing
land near the District of Columbia boundary the Commissioners
of the District of Columbl.n, upon the request of the Washington Sub-
urban SBanitary Commission, a body corporate, established by chapter
318 ot the acts of 1916 of the State of mrylmé n the request of
its sm.-umr. m hereb authori
Bys he District of Oolmnbln to sald Wash-
mlon or its successor for distribution
land with.ln the Washington uburban sani’ dis-
trict a in the aforesaild act, and Di:
Colmnbm er mains with water mains in the Rtnte of land at
the follo polnta ns.mdy,lnthevldnﬂyo Chevy Chase Cirele, In the
vicinity of e intersection of Geo and Eastern Avenues, in the
vicinity of the intersecﬁon of Rhode sl.and and Eastern Avenues, and in

trom e w:? er-80

to terrltory i.n

to deuver water ~
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the vicinity of the intersection of the Anacostia Road and Eastern Ave-
nue, under the conditions herelnafter named, namely :

That before such connections shall be made the sald Washington
Suburban Sanitary Commission cr its legally ap%olnted successor shall
secure authority from the Legislature of the State of Maryland to
enter into an agreement with the sald Commissioners of the District
of (;oi:g:bm vutiining the conditions under which the service is to be
rendered.

The agreement between the Commissioners of the Distriet of Co-
lumbia and the said Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission or
its legallg‘ appointed succeseor shall provide, among other thlngls:

First. That the meters on each of sald connections shall be located
within the District of Columbia and shall remain under the jurisdic-
tion of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

Second. The rates at which water will be furnished, said rates to
be based on the actual cost to the United States and the District of
Columbia of delivering water to the polnts designated above, including
an interest charge at 4 per cent per annum and a suitable allowance
for depreciation.

Third. That ments for water so furnished shall be made through
the collector o es of the District of Columbia at such times as
the Commissioners of the District of Columbla may direct, sald pay-
ments to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States as other
water rents now collected in the District of Columbla are deposited.

Fourth., That at ro time shall the amount of water furnished the
gald Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission or its successors
exceed the amount that can be spared without jeopardizing the interests
of the United States or of the District of Columbla, and In no event
ghall it exceed in amount 3,000,000 gallons per daﬂs measurement
thereof to be made under the directlon of the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia.

Fifth. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall
have at all times the right to investigate the distributlon system in
Maryland, and if in their opinion there is a wastage of water they
shall have the right to the supply to sald sanitary district
to the amount of such wastage.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 2, one page 118, after
line 6, to insert: -

All per diem employees and day laborers of the District of Columbia
who have been continuously employed for five working days mnext
preceding such days as are legal holldays in the District of Columbia,
and whose employmeunt continues through and beyond sald legal holi-
days, shall be granted leave of absence with pay for said legal holidays.

Mr, SMOOT. I should like to ask if it is not contrary to the
practice of all the departments to grant this leave of absence?
For instance, under this amendment if a per diem employee is
employed five days before a legal holiday and works one day
ﬁf?ieg the legal holiday he would be entitled to pay for the legal

oliday.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from
Utah that it applies to men who are paid a per diem and are
employed continuously, as much so as those who are paid
salaries. There is no holiday given them, and they feel that
they ought to have the same privileges, as they are employed in
the same way and doing continuous work. Although paid a per
diem they are continuously employed and have been for the
last three or five years, I think, as much as the salaried people.
We felt that they ought to have the same privilege as those who
receive salaries,

Mr. SMOOT. This provision would pay a per diem employee
for a legal holiday if such a condition existed as this: On the
16th day of this month if a snowstorm occurred and there were
a lot of men employed for the five days before Washington's
Birthday and they worked one day after, then under this pro-
vision they would be allowed pay for the holiday.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that this
was put in by the committee of the House and went out on a
point of order. Col. Kutz said:

Col. Eurz. That is to cover five days in the year.
employee of the Federal Government receives ese holidays, whereas
the employees of the District of Columbia receive only one hollday in
the whole year, and that is Labor Day. I think they at least ought to
have the five holidays, Thanksgiving, Christmas, and New Year's etc.

Mr. SMOOT. I think so, too, where they are employed by
the Government regularly.

Mr., SMITH of Maryland. The fact is that these people are
employed as continuously as those who are on a regular salary.

Mr. SMOOT. Then do not limit it to five working days next
preceding such days as are legal holidays. Why not provide
that they shall continue in employment for at least 30 days?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We put in what was asked for by
Col. Kutz.

Mr, SMOOT. I move, in line 8, to strike out “five” and in-
sert “thirty ” before the words * working days.” I think if
an employee is to be paid for a legal holiday he ought to be in
the service of the Government at least 80 days preceding the
legal holiday for which he is to be paid. r

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The Senator’s amendment would
compel every.employee to work 30 days prior to a legal holi-

Every per diem

day?
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; so that it would read—

All per diem employees and day laborers of the District of Columbia
who have been continuwously employed for 30 working days next pre-
ceding such days as are legal holidays in the District of Columbia,

and whose employment continues through and beyond said legal holl-
days, shall be granted leave of abserce with pay for sald legal holi-
ilﬂrs L]

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is the Senator’s idea that they
shall prove that they were employed continuously by the Goyv-
ernment 30 days preceding the holidays?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. T have no objection to the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment
will be stated.

z The SECRETARY. In line 8, strike out “five” and insert
thirty ” before the words “ working days.” -
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. i
The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 22, to insert
as a new section the following:

SEC, 7. That to provide, during the fiscal year 1918, for increased
compensation at the rate of 15 per cent gr annum tli': employees who
recelve salarles at a rate per annum of $480 or less, and for increased
compensation at the rate of 10 per cent &zr annum to employees who
recelve salaries at a rate of more than $480 per annum and not exceed-
ing $1,000 per annum, so much as may be necessary is appropriated :
Provided, That this section shall only ?ply to employees who are
appropriated for in this act specifically ‘and under lump sums, or whose
employment is authorized herein, and that the increased compensation
of teachers of the public schools shall be computed on thelr basic
salarles : Provided further, That detailed rts shall be submitted to
Congress on the first day of the next on showing the number of
persons, the grades or character of positions, the original rates of
ggm :nmtlon, und the increased rates of compensation provided for

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 14, to insert
as a new section the following:

SEC. B. That the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, be, and
he 1is perehy, authorized and directed to grant permisslgn to the
Women’s Titanic Memorial Association for the erection on public
grounds of the United States in the city of Washington, D. C., other
than those of the Capitol, the Library of Congress, and the White
House, of a memorial appropriate as a lasting ribute to the heroes
who sacrificed their llves, that women and children might be saved, in
the traglc catastrophe of the sinking of the steamship Titanic: Provided,
That the site chosen and the design of the memorial shall be approved
%q the Joint Library Committee of Congress and the Commi

ne Arts, and that the United States s
or by the erection of sald memorial,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 2, to insert
as a new section the following:

Sec. 9. Hereafter when any ri)l;talng or other household fixtures or
secondhand goods of any description whatever have been stolen and
gold to a dealer In Junk, or secondhand dealer, in the District of
Columbia, under such circumstances that the commissioners, after
hearing granted, are satisfled that said dealer should have had reason-
able ground to I'Jelleve, or could have ascertained by reasonable Inquiry
or investigation, that the goods were stolen, and that the dealer dld
not make reasonable inquiry or investigation as to the title of the
geller before makl the purchase, the commissioners are authorized
and directed to revoke the license of said dealer; and this action shall
not be a bar to criminal prosecution for recelving stolen goods.

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the amend-
ment will be agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before the amendment is agreed
to I desire to ask a question in regard to it. While I am in en-
tire sympathy with the amendment, and while I would not under
any circumstances do anything which would prevent the enact-
ment of the proper kind of law on that subject—and I think
the amendment shows on its face that something of that kind
ought to be done—it does seem to me that the amendment ought
to contain a provision which would permit anyone who felt
aggrieved on account of any order of the commissioners to
have the right of appeal to the court. I can see how the com-
missioners might take action which would be more or less sum-
mary, that would perhaps interfere with a man's rights or
with what he might claim as a right, to have the matter tried
by a jury In a court, the same as every other similar proceed-
ing affecting a man’s liberty or his property is tried.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, the committee
assumed that these people would receive proper treatment,
and that the decisions would be fair. The fact is that therée has
been a great deal of stealing and pilfering in the District of
Columbia which has been encouraged by people who receive
stolen goods, There is an old saying that the man who re-
ceives stolen goods Is worse than the thief. I am of that
opinion myself, although I have no feeling in the matter. It
was brought to our attention that there was a good deal of
pilfering of this character going on. It does seem to me that
any man who buys property of this kind should first acquaint
himself, if there is’ any suspicion on his part, as to whether
or not the property has been stolen. I do not think the power
on the part of the commissioners to revoke such licenses without

to the amendment

on of
11 be put to no expense in
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further legal proceedings will work any hardship on parties
who are engaged in this business.

Mr. NORRIS. T fully agree with the Senator from Maryland
in his statement as to this practice. I have no doubt that there
is a good deal of it golng on.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will suggest that if the Senator
from Nebraska desjres to offer an amendment to the amendment
I will accept it and let the matter go to conference, when we
will further investigate it.

Mr. NORRIS, I have not prepared any amendment designed
to cover the subject.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I want the law to be framed as per-
fectly as it ean be. I do not want to work any hardship to any-
body ; but we felt that something ought to be done in regard to
the matter.

Mr. NORRIS. I agree with the Senator from Maryland. I
think something ought to be done.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest that the matter
be passed over for the present in order that the Senator from
Nebraska may prepare his amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We will accept an amendment,
3:1(1 let the matter go to conference, and see what is best to be

one.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over.,

The reading of the bill was concluded.

Mr., GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is a matter to which
I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the committee.
I suggest to him that section 7, which provides for increased
compensation to Government employees, be transferred to the
end of the bill. The other legislative provisions would then
precede it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated.

The SecrETARY. It is proposed to change “ section 7 to read
“ gsection 9,” to transfer it to the end of the bill, and to renumber
the other sections to correspond.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
will be agreed to. There are amendments which have been
passed over.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there are a number of Senators
absent who are interested in amendments which have been
passed over, and I therefore suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the followlng Senators an-
swered to their names:

Beckham Hollis Overman Smith, Md.
Borah Husting Owen Smith, Mich,
Brudyber I ones 1Page gnt&mt
Chamberlain Penrose
Chilton La lgollette Phelan Stone

pg Lane Pittman Sutherland
Clar Lea, Tenn. Poindexter Tillman
Culberson Lee, Md. Ransdell Underwood
Fall Lewis Reed Vardaman
Fletcher Lodge Robinson Wadsworth

Gallinger MecLean Saulsbury Warren
Gronna Martin, Va. Bhafroth Watson

rding Martine, N. J. Sheppard Williams
Hitchcock Norris Sherman

Mr. LEA of Tennessee. I have been requested to announce
that the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James] is de-
tained on important committee work.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Secretary will
state the first amendment passed over.

The Secrerary. The first amendment passed over, having
been passed over at the instance of Mr. MarTINE of New Jersey,
is on page 28, after line 15, to insert:

art of the Dlstﬂet of Colum.bla mro tion act for the fiscal

eulﬁ N‘?roﬂdins to * roadway of Fourteenth
treet from nnla Avenna F Btreet, T0 feet wide,
§7,600,” h'ﬁmb) suspended until further action of Congress.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I make the
point of order against that amendment on the ground that it is
new legislation,

Let me state that I have no desire to be ungenerous, and God
knowu I have no desire to be unjust to anybody, but there is a

condition existing on that street right in the

ery peculiar
: heart of the city which, to my mind, seems an abomination and

i Wrong, andIthInkitslwuldbecorrected.
My attention was directed to this matter last year by petition,
letter, and personal solicitation on the part of very many citi-

-zens of the District of Columbia. Congress enacted legislation

providing for the repaving and widening of that street between

. Pennsylvania Avenue and F Sireet, but through some process,

I ean not understand what or how it was done, the whole matter
has been held up, and we now find an amendment in the pending
bill providing that the action taken by Congress last year shall
be suspended. -

Briefly the effect of the previous legislation is this: The
whole length of Fourteenth Street north of ¥ Street and south
of Pennsylvania Avenue has a width between curbs of 75 feet.
I paced it this morning and ascertained that to be the width,
but the portion of Fourteenth Street between F Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue is but 48 feet wide. That portion of the
street is on quite a severe incline, and within the last two
years trolley tracks have been placed on if, with the result that
the sireet car fraffic and the ordinary vehicle trafiic have made
a condition that is absolutely dangerous; but, aside from that,
it is unfair and unjust to the rest of Fourteenth Street that that
one block should not be widened.

On February 7 I went there to view the situation again,
thinking I might be wrong, having been advised by members
of the committee that I was wrong, and that I was pressing
an arbitrary provision. On that portion of Fourteenth Street
between Pennsylvania Avenue and F Street, which abuts the
Willard Hotel property on one side and the Willard estate on
the other, the Ebbitt Hotel property, I found a condition of
congestion thus: Opposite the doorway and opposite the Wil-
lard Hotel I found five taxicabs installed. Then coming u
that same sidewalk a little farther I found a great vault a
5 feet square, with an iron rack an@l framework, occupying that
portion of the sidewalk., Up a little farther—this was on the
Tth day of Febrnary—I found one great empty gondola coal
cart standing there; right next to it another gondola coal ecart,
loaded. A little way above that, about 50 feet from F Street,
there was another auto standing out at an angle in the street.

Two car tracks, as I say, were there. There was a trolley
car on each track: On the opposite side, down toward Pennsyl-
viania Avenue, is another standing place for sight-seeing auto-
mobiles. At that time I saw a buggy, the driver of which was
trying to wend his way through, but finally everything came
to a stagnation and a standstill.

This condition. exists right in the heart of the city, and this
proposition as proposed by the committee will perpetuate and
maintain this 48 feet of distance between the curb lines, while
on the other side it is 75 feet, and on this side it is 75 feet.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, may I ask the Sen-
ator a question?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly, sir.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. In regard fo the delivery of coal,
is it not necessary? It does mot matter what the conditions
may be, coal has to be delivered to hotels and the carts have to
stand somewhere for delivery. I submit that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Chair get in. This is a
point of order.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I realize that, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the argument is with refer-
ence to the advisability or nonadvisability of the Senate adopt-
ing the amendment.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir; I realize that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, the Chair wants to rule on
the point of order.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I shall be pleased to have the
ruling.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the discussion may go for-
ward. The Chair thinks this is not general legislation at all.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I made the point of order
that it was new legislation.

The VICE PRESIDENT, There is not any rule of the Senate
prohibiting new legislation. It is not general; it applies ‘only to
one block. The Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
if there was not a provision in the bill we passed last year to
end and stop this matter?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. We thought so. The Senate
passed it, and we thought so. But, as I said at the outset,
through some strange proceeding—I can not understand just
what—this thing seems to have bebbed up like a cork at sea.
No work was done to satisfy the legislation that was passed by
the Senate, and the result is that the conditions of that street
remain the same to-day as wheu we agitated the matter last year.

In andwer to the Senator from Maryland, I want to say that,
of course, I am practical enough to know that we, in a frigid
climate, have to have coal for domestic purposes, heating and
otherwise, but this is a peculiar situation. Mayhap in front
of the Senator's own door, or yours, Mr. President, a simple
coal hole and a chute stand, but in this particular case there ure
two vaults, two openings 5 feet square, and an iron framework
b or 7 feet high, existing on the sidewalk perpetually. Some-
times a canopy is thrown over it. The fact is that this one
with the framework is not for coal, but it is an air duct to let
air down to the machinery of the hotel. The coal vanlt is above.
Now, this bars and makes impossible the passage of pedestrians
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on that space of about 10 feet of sidewalk. All the pedestrian
travel is between that-point and up toward the hotel. Protests
have come to me from property holders on Fourteenth Street
farther up asking why this condition should prevail.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to ask who owns the Willard
Hotel ?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It is owned by the Willard
estate or the Willard family, I think.

Mr. KENYON. Are any such concessions granted to any
other property owners in the city?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have made inguiry in that
neighborhood, and I find none whatever.

Mr. KENYON. How was this condition ever established?
How was it brought about?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have made diligent inquiry
about that. I will say that a gentleman representing the hotel
company rang me up, and since that time has called upon me.
His statement was that they were there by right. He is the
manager of the hotel. He said that they were there by right;
that they were granted the right by the Secretary of War, I
believe, I told him that I did not believe that the Secretary of
War had any more right to grant such a privilege than I had,
and that I thought the Commissioners of the District had
charge of that; but he said they were granted that right by
the Secretary of War,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I asked this gentleman if that
privilege or pretended right was granted for any particular
specified length of time, He said he did not know about that,
‘but they were there; and then they further extended it so that
it really occupies——

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator how much, if any,
of the public street has been taken by these people?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Taking the line, as the com-
missioners insist, on both sides, 30 feet has been taken out of
the roadway.

Mr. NORRIS. Thirty feet?

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. Twenty-five feet, at least—12
feet on each side of the roadway. The Ebbitt property has the
same encroachment, though with no vaults under it, The
Willard property has the encroachment with vaults.

Mr. NORRIS. May I ask the Senator whether that means
that they have extended the sidewalk out 12 feet into the street?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir. I mean they are
out from 12 to 15 feet in the street beyond the average line of
the sidewalk upon either side.

Mr, NORRIS. The building, of course, is not?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. - The building line? No; that
is all in harmony.

Mr. NORRIS. Have they excavated, and are they using this
space under the sidewalk?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir; they have excavated
and are using the vaulted space beneath. It is a veritable
machine shop, as I have been assured by the distinguished Sena-
tor from Maryland, and from my own looking down the shaft I
know that to be the case.

Mr. NORRIS. This extends one block, does it?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir; one block, comprising
the distance between Pennsylvania Avenue and F Street.

Mr. NORRIS. Between F Street and Pennsylvania Avenue
on Fourteenth Street?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. On Fourteenth Street. Now,
it does seem to me that it is a manifest bit of injustice and
unfairness. I have no feeling against the Willard people. Great
God! I do not know them, or would not know them if I fell
over them; but I do say that there is no reason why ye should
make fish of one and fowl of the other. Now, they say it will
cost $5,000 or more to make this alteration. I am very sorry
for that; but all I want is

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator means $50,000,

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Fifty thousand dollars? Well,
I can not imagine that. I think I am prepared to say no, that
can not be true. I have been a builder all my life, as well as
a farmer, and I know better than that. It will not cost $50,000.

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the Senator been in the vaults? Has
he visited them and inspected them?

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. I have looked down in-them,
I saw them taking machinery down there about a year ago; but
I have talked with Commissioner Newman——

Mr. ROBINSON. I will ask the Senator if he knows that all
the machinery that operates the hotel, including the laundry,
the boilers, engines, ice plant, and dynamo, are in these vaults?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I know that there is a very
considerable amount of machinery there. It is a good deal of a
machine shop. But, great Heavens, if that argument is sound,
suppose they located it out in the middle of the highway ! They
come to the corner of Pennsylvania Avenue. Why did they not
locate it out in the middle of Pennsylvania Avenue or the middle
of Fourteenth Street? I say it is an abomination ; it is a utiliza-
tion of the public highway for private purposes, and it is a
manifest wrong.

I do not want to do these people any harm. I talked to-day
with Commissioner Newman, and he said that the public felt
that it was wrong, and he said the commissioners felt that there
should be a correction, As I said to Mr. Haight, the gentle-
man who represented the hotel company, who came to me to-day
very solicitous about it, “I do not want to unreasonably dis-
turb you, but you pay nothing for this.” They have never paid
a sou marqué.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I want to say to the Senator that
they have to pay a license fee.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey, There has never been a
license fee. No license ordinance ever had been enacted until
the last year. ‘

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is true.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. And I do not think they have
paid that.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not know about that, either.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I told Mr. Haight that.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. But I will say to the Senator that
they are subject to a license.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President——

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I want to say, further, that while
in the past they may not have paid a license fee, property is
assessed according to its value, and the value of property is
made up by the improvements, and by——

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. By what they steal from the
publie?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No; but the value of the property
is made up by the accommodations on that property. There is
no question but that the fact that this vault is under there,
affording them conveniences and means of using their ma-
chinery, adds to the value of that hotel.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. But it is not their property.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. And undoubtedly that hotel is
assessed for more money than it would be assessed for if that
were not there. Now, however, there is a law assessing vaults.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That has only come about
within a year.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. True; but it is a law, nevertheless,
and ought to be enforced, I think.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will say, in answer to that,
that they have never paid a sou marqué of vaultage rental to
the city; and that law has only been passed within a year. I
mentioned that fact to Mr. Haight, and he did not know, but he
rather tacitly admitted that they had not paid anything. Well,
of course they would. Of course they could not get out of it
if we have passed it. All I say is that they have no right, pay
or otherwise, to have this supreme advantage over their neigh-
bors. I said to Mr, Haight that five or six thousand dollars
was all it would cost—and I think it would be within that
limit—but that I would let them stay if I could do so without
interfering with the publie, taxing them wvaultage rent.

The thought has to me—I suggested this to Mr.
Newman and Mr, Newman acquiesced in the matter—that they

might keep their machinery there, but let them with a system ,

of iron girders and trusses, maintain a roadway, cutting back
the sidewalk so that the traveling public and the vehicles shounld
have the privilege of using the whole portion of the street. It
could be vaulted back; It could be carried back on girders.
It would not displace their machinery, but would give the ap-
pearance of the same width of street the whole line through,
and wounld give the public the right to travel, and then assess
them vaultage rent. I do not believe in the assessment of
the square feet of property. It should be assessed, I believe,
both ways; first on the value of the land——

Mr. ROBINSON Mr. President, will the Senator gield for
a question?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes.
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Mr., ROBINSON. Does the existing provision of law, which
this amendment is designed to suspend temporarily, authorize
the arrangement which he himself has just suggested?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. No; that is my suggestion.

Mr. ROBINSON. Then it would be necessary to suspend
this provision or to enact an amendment authorizing the ar-
rangement which the Senator has suggested.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. To carry that out, it would;
but I say this: Defeat this proposition, put it back as it stands
to-day on the statute books, that this sidewalk shall be widened,
and then provide that the Commissioners shall arrange as they
may beneath.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator sees the difficulty about that.
If the improvement which has been authorized proceeds, then
the opportunity to afford to the hotel company the relief which
he has suggested will not exist.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. No.

Mi. ROBINSON. So that it is necessary to effectuate the
arrangement which the Senator from New Jersey has suggested,
and which it seems to me from a casual consideration is not
an unfair one, to Insert this provision in the bill, or some other
provision which will for the present suspend the improvement
that has been authorized.

Mr. President, I lived for five years at the Ebbitt Hotel in
the early part of my service in Congress, and I am familiar with
the conditions as they exist in that locality. Fourteenth Street
between F Street and Pennsylvania Avenue is a very steep one.
It is paved, as every one now knows, with rough stone, called
Belgian block; and the principal traffic on that street is heavy
wagons. There is no great amount of other traffic there, for
the reason, in part, that the streef is very steep. If that street
were paved with asphalt it would be impossible, in my judg-
ment, for wagons heavily loaded to ascend it. It would be quite
difficult for the public to carry on traffic there; and I sincerely
doubt whether it is advisable, discussing the merits of the
proposition——

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Let me say, Mr. President

Mr. ROBINSON, Just a moment. I sincerely doubt whether
it is advisable to pave that street with asphalt.

As to the proposition of compelling the hotel company to re-
move its machinery and abandon the vaults that have been
constructed there under some sort of public authority, I want
to point out this fact: It has been proceeding for a great many
years. Any person who visits and observes the excavation that
has been made there and the works that are now operated there
will realize that it will entail a very large expense upon the
hotel company. In passing upon this proposition, I think it is
fair that the equities of the hotel company, if I may so express
it, should be considered. The public interest is, of course, the
paramount interest; and I, for my part, would be willing to
have a provision similar to that which has been snggested by
the Senator from New Jersey. If it .appears right that the
hotel company should pay a tax—and the suggestion seems fair
to me—upon the private property that they are using in these
vaults, let them pay a tax; but I do think that before requiring
them to abandon those vaults and to incur the expense that is
incident to that, after having at first permitted them to estab-
lish and operate these vaults, we should afford some such relief
as the Senator from New Jersey has suggested; and in order
to do that he himself admits that this provision which the com-
mittee has written into the bill, or some similar provision, must
be enacted. Otherwise, the improvement that has been author-
oized will proceed and it would be impossible to effectuate the
relief.

Mr. KENYON.
tion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEa of Tennessee in the
chair). Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Sena-
tor from Iowa?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I yield.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkan-
sas who is the owner of the Willard Hotel?

Mr. ROBINSON. I have not the slighiest idea. I do not
know personally anybody connected with the Willard Hotel;
and it does not make any difference to me that I know of. It
is simply a question of what is right and fair, considering the
public interest and the equities, if I may term them such, that
have been vested in the hotel company by the public consent.

Mr., KENYON. Whoever is owner of the Willard Hotel is
cert:llinly receiving a concession here which other hotels do not
recelve,

Mr. ROBINSON. That is true; and I think, as suggested by
the ?enator from New Jersey, that they should be required to
pay for it. .

Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-

LIV- —184

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. They never have before,

Mr. ROBINSON. I bhave not anything further to state con-
cerning the subject, Mr. President. It seems to me that the
argument which the Senator from New Jersey had made is the
soundest argument that ean be made for retaining in the bill the
provision which the committee has reported.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, the Senator
refers to the matter of asphait. If the Senator will recall, last
year when this matter was up T raised the point that it would
be a disaster to pave that street with asphalt; and I thought
there was incorporated in the bill a provision that it should be
paved with cobblestone Instead of asphalt. Asphalt on that
declivity or that incline would not be very easy and practicable
for horses and machines, and it would be better that it should
be cobblestone. I thought that cobblestone had been put in.
But I want to know how it comes that a year has elapsed and
no effort has been made in this direction; and if, in accordance
with the suggestion of the committee, this thing is stricken out
and left out entirely, what assurance have you that any effort
whatever will be made?

Mr. ROBINSON,. If the Senator will exeuse an interruption,
the committee does not repeal the existing law. It simply sus-
pends it until further action by Congress. :

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I know; but it amounts to an
indefinite extension and laying aside. Let us maintain the
present law, and suggest, if you choose, by amendment that the
commissioners shall eonfer with the owner of this property in
carrying out the improvement.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? The Sen-
ator, I presume, is aware of the fact that paving the street with
asphalt was upon the recommendation and somewhat persistence
of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That might be.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. It was in the estimate.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I think it very unfortu-
nate——

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me one other
suggestion, I am not going to argue the desirability of continu-
ing the existing system beyond this point. It has been stated
here that this corporation is not paying anything for that ac-
commodation. I chance to know it is the rule in this District
to assess the value of that and add it to the assessed valuation
of the property. Last evening I was talking with the editor of
the Evening Star and large owner of the Evening Star Build-
ing, and this very matter eame up. I said to him, * You have
accommodations under the sidewalk, have you not?"” He said,
“Yes” “Do you pay anything for them?” He said, "It is
assessed and added to the value of the property.” I do not
think that this is an exceptional ecase in that respect. I have
no means of knowing what they have paid in the past; but if

.the commissioners are doing their duty, and the assessors ap-

pointed by the commissioners are doing their duty, this conces-
sion would be valued and its value added to the building and
grounds and the taxes paid. So if there is any laches in the
matter it easily goes back to the commissioners themselves,

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I trust there may be some
way of assessing for these privileges properly; but I doubt
very much whether adequate recompense is received for that
valuable privilege. But I say it would be really dangerous, it
would be unfortunate, it would be ungenerous and unfair to
me and every other property owner in the Distriet of Columbia
to acquiesce in the suggestions made by the commitiee. If you
strike this out, it is admitted, as it seems to me, the most mani-
fest wrong, impartiality, and unfairness of maintaining in force
a situation of this kind. Pass a resolution, if yon choose, ad-
vising the commissioners to confer with the owners of this
affected property in a way that shall grant the public their
rights and at the same time not operate unjustly on them.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from New Jersey per-
mit one other remark, which I intended to make while on my
feet?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says that a year has elapsed
and nothing has been done to carry out the law enacted a year
ago. Of course, the proprietor of that hotel can not be charged
with neglect.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Oh

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will allow me, if there has
been any neglect, it is the neglect of the District Commission-
ers: but, of course, they can not do everything in a year. I
do not think anybody ought to be blamed for that.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am not charging anything
on the Willard Hotel owners. They are human, They are like
the rest of us. I know they want to retain this privilege; but
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it does seem that the many property holders on the same street
above F' Street and the property holders on the other side below
Pennsylvania Avenue have some rights that should be considered.
We should obey their behest and listen to their plea.

I hope the Senate will not adopt this amendment as proposed
by the committee. I will willingly join with you in any effort
after that to have the Distriet Commissioners confer with the
owners of this affected property that the matter may be settled
upon some plan that shall be equitable and just to all inferests.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. May I ask the Senator if he knows who owns
this property?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. One gentleman by the name
of Stellwagen. I have heard a number of names. It is known
as the Willard Hotel Co., I nunderstand.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 asked the gquestion because I am trying fo
get at the facts. I want to get information. I have heard it
said—and I want to know whether it is true or not—that it is
owned or a great part of it, at least, by some one connected with
the Government; that he was an ambassador or some other
official.

Mr. MARITINE of New Jersey. I am unable to answer as to
that. I do not know whether it is true or not. I feel seriously
that we can not as impartial legislators vote to grant this privi-
lege. You grant it away temporarily, you say; but it may be
for all time. Some of us who are here will not be here another
year. I will not; and I feel I will not be doing justice to myself,
Jjustice to my constituency, or justice to the taxpayers of the
Distriet of Columbia, unless some action should be taken upon it.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, notwithstanding the special
pleading of the Senator from New Jersey, I do not think that
this committee amendment should be stricken out. I think it
should remain in the bill,

I agree in the main with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Rosixnsox]. There is every reason why this should be sus-
pended, when after a yvear the commissioners have not thought
it proper to commenece it. This item is not the only appropria-
tion in this bill, or, rather, in its predecessors, for work that
the commissioners have omitted to commence during last year.
There is every reason why this should be further examined
before one particular building should be picked out'in this city
to submit to a loss amounting to very many thousands of dol-
lars; in fact, to submit fo a loss in amount that would build
complete an ordinary hotel in an ordinary size town.

Every modern building of consequence in Washington, so far
as I know, has utilized the vault room under sidewalks.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. WARREN. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Hvidently the Senator has given some study
to this matter, and I am trying to get the real facts.

Mr. WARREN. I shall be glad to give the information.

Mr. NORRIS. I agree that from the observation of at least
a great many people they have excavated under the sidewalk.
I am not finding fault with that. I think that is a general
custom. But is it true that under the sidewalk, which extends
about 12 feet into the street, they have excavated?

" Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Benator it is not true, so
far as I know, and I have known more or less of that street
for the last 30 or more years. }

AMr. NORRIS. It is a very wide sidewalk.

Mr. WARREN. I have never observed the taking of any
distance out of the street in the vicinity under discussion.
Both sides of the street have had wide parking space ever since
the street was laid out, as T remember it.

Mr. NORRIS. If under the sidewalk they have nof exca-
vated beyond the usunal width of a sidewalk, then the cutting
off of some of the sidewalk and leaving it in the street proper
would not injure the hotel very much,

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that my informa-
tion, so far as the space under the sidewalk is concerned, is
that it is excavated very nearly out to the gutter,

Mr, OVERMAN, And on the opposite side of the street,
where the Ebbitt is. It is done on both sides not by the New
‘Willard but the Ebbitt.

Mr, NORRIS. And the New Willard, I understand.

Mr. OVERMAN, It makes a very narrow street.

Mr. NORRIS. The Ebbitt is on one side and the New Wil-
lard iz on the other. I know the sidewalk is very wide.

Mr. WARREN. On both sides it is wide,

Mr. NORRIS. Let me ask the Senator abouft the law we
passed that this amendment seeks to suspend. Did that pro-

pose to cut that sidewalk ‘down and make the street through
that block just as wide as it is farther up?

Mr, WARREN. I assume that is the presumption.

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to read what the Engineer Commis-
sioner of the District of Columbia said. He came before our
committee last year and recommended that this streei be
widened. They wanted to extend the car line down Fourteenth
Street so that employees could go with convenience to the
Bureau of Engraving and Prinfing and to the Department of
Agriculture. Two tracks there would make the street too
narrow. So they sent in a report which I have here. The engi-
neers of the city themselves recommended that this should
be done,

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me now before
answering further. The street grade, as the Senator probably
knows, is quite steep from Pennsylvania Avenue to F Street.
You see there very few automobiles or carriages—in fact, I
might say almost none at all going up and down that street.
1t is only a very short detour to go out around by the Treasury
Building. So the travel, except the trucking or something
that is to be delivered on either side of the street and the
taxicabs that wait at the doors of the hotels, uses that street
very little; but as to pedestrians there is a_great flood of
people going back and forth, up and down, and the same is
true as to the street cars. The car tracks have already been
g\:& in there and the street cars have been running for a long

e,

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; since we enacted the law T understand
there have been street cars there.

Mr. WARREN. It did not require the enactment of the law
for them to run street cars over that route.

Mr. NORRIS. At least the street cars are operating up and
down through that block. I wish to ask the Senator if one
reason why there is not more traffic over that block is the
fact that it is hardly a full block, as I remember it, between ¥
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue?

Mr. WARREN. It is not a long block because——

Mr, NORRIS. It is probably a little over half a block on
account of Pennsylvania Avenue running diagonally there.
Would there not be more trafic if the street was wide enough
to have it? i

Mr. WARREN, I dislike to project my personality into this
matter. I have, of course, no interest in the hotel and no in-
terest in anybody connected with it. I do not know very much
of the ownership and I do not care, but I lived in the hotel
from the time it was rebuilt until three years ago, and my
room opened out upon this part of the street about which we
are talking. There has been to my knowledge no increase, hut
a decrease rather than an increase, so far as horse-drawn or
motor-propelled transportation is concerned over that street,
because, as I said, it is steep and it is rough, paved with cob-
blestones, and it is nof much farther around the swing from
Pennsylvania Avenue to Fifteenth Street and back via I’ Street.
Teams avoided it before just as they do now. To put asphalt
paving there would be to make it nearly or quite impossible
to drive a horse ever it if it were at all wet or if there were
snow or sleet upon it, and, in fact, I doubt whether they could
drive safely over it with loaded teams even when perfectly
dry. Automobile grease would make further difficulty.

The amount of money expended under the sidewalk in ques-
tion can only be appreciated by one who wvisits it. Last year
when the matter was up I took it upon myself to go through it.
The machinery there is two stories high. It would cost the
hotel, I should estimate, nearly $100,000 to reconstruct and
cover the machinery in providing other space.

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? I live in
what is known as the Cochran Hotel. All their machinery and
plant are under the pavement. Does the Senator know that
they have had plenty of room for machinery there without
extending the sidewalk? Does the Senator know that this
width of the sidewalk can not be lessened and not disturb the
machinery? As far as I can see, the machinery does not extend
on the Ebbitt side, and to make if uniform with the balance of
that great street the Willard Hotel would not be disturbed a
particle there. I am asking the Senator if he knows if that can
be done.

Mr. WARREX. The conditions are not entirely similar. The
Willard Hotel on the north end, facing on F Street, is, I might
say, three stories below the sidewalk. The consequence is that
first there has to be a distance outside of the house taken
to allow air and light to go down. But portions of it are in use
for other purposes than storage and machinery. That narrows
it to some extent. Then the balance, I think, is in use for.ma-
chinery that is fitted in there, and the uses made for it are such
that if it is restricted it simply means that they will have to
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Igshut down the work as it is now conducted and commence anew
with much new machinery.

I doubt very much whether they would not have to ask per-
‘mission to go out under the street. It is not at all strange that
‘hotel buildings should use the space under sidewalks, and not
only under the sidewalk, but under the street. Take the Con-
gress Hotel in Chicago. It uses space under the street as well
as under the sidewalk. Other hotels do the same. If it is
proper to tax more on this hotel than on the others, then it
ought to be taxed more. If it is subject to a license, let it be
licensed. But this hotel was built under the proper authority.
The commissioners have allowed it to be constructed and con-
tinued. They were there where they could see it every day ; the
District Building is located right near it. It has been carried
on with the consent of everybody. The hotel has been to this
great expense, 2

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If the Senator from Wyoming will
allow me, I will say whether right or wrong they were granted
this permit by the Secretary of War. I do not say whether he
had a right to do it or not, but they presumed he did have the
right, and upon the authority given them they proceeded to
spend an enormous amount of money. I must say I was utterly
surprised when I went down into those vaulis to see the ex-
tensive amount of machinery that is there. :

Mr. WARREN. 8o would anyone be surprised.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I had not the slightest idea of it
before, and I believe if Members of the Senate would go there
and see it they would immediately find out whether there ought
not to be some time allowed. I do not say forever, but their
engines are under there, their boilers are under there, their

_ dynamos are under there, their ice plant is under there, and the
whole machinery of that hotel is under there. As to the expense,
I am unable to state it; it would probably cost them from thirty
to fifty thousand dollars to remedy it. Before we interrupt
things of that kind we ought to be very careful and consider
the matter thoroughly.

Mr NORRIS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo-

. ming yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. WARREN. Just a moment. What the Senator from
Maryland says is absolutely true. I have such confidence in the
fairness of the Senate that if Senators will take the pains to
look in there I doubt if there is anyone who, after looking over
the situation, will say that it is the right thing for this Dis-
triet, first, to give permission ; second, to allow the construction
to go on and to see how it is done; and third, to demand that
the street shall be widened regardless of these great losses. We
are only asking in this amendment that the matter may be sus-
pended until the Senate does know more about it. I would
be glad to see the street widened, if it could be done reason-
ably. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska,

Mr. NORRIS. This is the question I want to ask the Sena-
tor. It is proposed that the law shall be suspended until fur-
ther action by Congress?

Mr. WARREN. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. It strikes me if we suspend the law we ought
in the law making the suspension fix the time of suspension.
Does it not really amount to a repeal of the law?

Mr. WARREN. No; I do not believe so.

Mr. NORRIS. Then ought there not to be a limit at least
in the amendment, say one year or two years.

Mr. WARREN. That might be, I will say to the Senator;
but the Committee on Appropriations should have the oppor-
tunity to look into all these matters. I dare say very few mem-
bers of the Committee on Appropriations have inspected this
underground space and its contents, and few, if any, of the
Senators not on that committee have ever inspected the under-
ground premises at all. The most valuable machinery of that
entire structure is located under the sidewalk. As I have said,
in the world over spaces under sidewalks and streets even are
used, and why select this particular building at this particular
time and then force this through without having proper time
granted to investigate it thoroughly?

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, it seems if
there is machinery or other property put in there lawfully, we
ought to take it out, if we think it ought to be taken out law-
fully, and if they suffer any damages we ought to pay for it,
but, as I understand the situation, the sidewalk goes beyond the
limits of a sidewalk. I do not know what the facts were when
the machinery was put in there, but the very fact that some-
body put machinery on public property and keeps it there for
25 years and has the privilege all that time ought not to be
offered as an argument why he should keep it there continually.

Mr. WARREN. It was put there by consent and by arrange-
ment.

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President——

Mr. WARREN. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. :
Mr. ROBINSON. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact
that last year the District of Columbia appropriation act con-

tained this language: -

That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are
authorized and directed to assess and coltect rent from all users of
ce occupled under the sidewalks and streets in the District of
olumbia, which sald space Is occupled or used in connection with the
business of sald users.

So that under the laws that now exist the hotel company would
be l(i;ompelled to pay a rental for use of lands under the side-
walk.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I desire to say a word on this
amendment. Like the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN],
I have resided at the New Willard for 15 or 20 years, or since
the structure was put up, and I think I ean claim considerable
familiarity with the particular neighborhood, more perhaps than
almost any other Member of this body, except it be the Senator
from Wyoming, who until recently likewise resided there.

This hotel, in my opinion, is in the nature of a great public
improvement for the city of Washington and should be recog-
nized as such. It is using the space under the sidewalk in
precisely the same way that such space is being used all over
the city of Washington, in Philadelphia, New York, Chicago, and
every other great city in the world. ~

The point is raised that the sidewalk abuts 12 feet or more
into the street upon each side. My recollection is that that con-
dition of the sidewalk existed before the Willard Hotel was
constructed. It is not peculiar to this hotel, because it prevails
on the opposite side of the street in front of the Ebbitt Hotel,
which is an old structure,

The Willard Hotel took advantage, in the same manner as
every other hotel, of the space under the sidewalk. A hotel
requires more space than a private dwelling or an ordinary store,
and we should recognize that such is the fact. When they did
that they were simply taking advantage of existing conditions,
with the acquiescence of the District Commissioners, with the
consent of the Secretary of War, and, as far as they knew, with-
out objection on the part of anyone.

When the hotel was finished, I am one of those who are of the
opinion that it was a distinet addition to the accommodation in
the Capital of the Nation.

Now, about the street. The street is quite precipitous. I
venture to say that there is not an automobile or a vehicle of any
kind that goes through that street which can avoid it. About
the only conveyances that I have observed in my many years
frequenting the neighborhood are the taxicabs which stand in
front of either hotel or in the neighborhood of the Ebbitt House
and the New Willard. It is not a street that vehicles use at
all. I have been frequently impressed with the fact that day
after day has elapsed and I have not seen a vehicle of any kind
go down or up that street. I never thought it was necessary
to extend the car tracks on the street, but it was done, and I
have been frequently impressed with the fact that the cars are
few and far between that travel over Fourteenth Street between
F Street and Pennsylvania Avenue.

The hotel, as I am informed, is one of the largest taxpayers
in the District of Columbia. I hesitate to say how many thou- -
sand dollars are paid in taxes; I have been told some $30,000.

-I may be wrong. Anyhow, it ig a very large sum of money. If

the commissioners or the taxing authorities believe that on
account of these abutments and privileges the property is in-
creasing in value and they should pay larger taxes, I have no
doubt the hotel people would cheerfully do so.

I do not know who owns the hotel, Mr, President. I am ac-
quainted, of course, with the manager and the officials of thae
company who conduct the hotel. I have always had the im-
pression that it was a corporation largely owned by a number
of citizens of the District of Columbia, but as to their names I
have never even taken the trouble to inquire. However, the
hotel is there in good faith. This question about the sidewalk
abutting beyond the line of the edge of the street is a condition
which existed before the hotel was built. The abutment on this
part of Fourteenth Street is, in my opinion, not one that causes
any inconvenience, because the street fs not used. When Four-
teenth Street strikes F Street traffic is stopped on account of
the hill. There is no travel on the street of any account, because
one side of it is occupied entirely by the Willard Hotel from F
Street to Pennsylvania Avenue, and the other side three-quarters
the length of the block by the Ebbiit Hotel. I believe that a
very great injustice and a very great hardship would be put
upon the management of the hotel, and incidentally upon the
thousands of people who use the hotel during the year, if they




2904

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 9,

were subjected to what, in my opinion, is an entirely unneces-
sary action at this time.

At least, Mr. President, it can well be suspended, as the
amendment provides. It is within the province of any Senator
next winter, if complaints continue to come in, if they do—I cer-
tainly never heard of any—to revive this matter after full in-
vestigation in some way that will be equitable to those con-
cerned,

1t is, as I understand it, not merely a question of expense to
the hotel ; that, perhaps, could be overcome; but I doubt if they
are compelled to recede to the extent of 12 or 15 feet of space
that they already have under the sidewalk whether it will be
physically possible for them to secure sufficient space for the
machinery essential for the conduct of that great structure, and
on that account the conduct of the hotel would be seriously
curtailed and hampered and greatly interfered with.

As one having great familiarity with that section of the city
and having spent so many years in Washington, interested in
seeing ample accommodations for the thousands of people who
naturally come to the Capital of the Nation, in view of the
insufficient information .which unquestionably exists, because
few Senators in this body have any idea of the geography or
topography or character of this proposition, I earnestly hope
that we will at least suspend the law until those who are dis-
posed to agitate the matter or to inguire into it can familiarize
themselves with it, and @t the next Congress any Senator can

bring it up again.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, if an amendment was pro-
posed, like the Senator from Nebraska has suggested, fo sus-
pend it until a certain time instead of suspending it indefinitely,
I think we might agree to fhat. I do not intend now to make
any fight against this or against my committee. I took part in
the debate two years ago. I want to say now I know nothing
about who owns that hotel, but what governs me in my course
as a member of the committee is not what Tom, Dick, or Harry
or even a Senator might say, unless the Senator has investi-
gated the matter. I am governed by the city engineers, by the
Commissioners of the District, by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury; and when those men whose duty it is to investigate and
inform the Senate come before my committee and tell us that
it ought to be done, I know what the city engineers think about
it, I know what the Commissioners of the District think about
it, and I know what the Secretary of the Treasury thinks about
it. If the Senator will accept the amendment, I shall not go on
any further, although I can, if it be deemed necessary, read
what the officials to whom I have referred have said regarding
this matter.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have investigated this subject very
thoroughly, and I, too, have felt that some relief ought to be
given to those people; but very likely the proposed amendment
goes too far, and so I will offer as a substitute for the amend-
ment of the committee what I now send to the desk.

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

The SecreTARY. As a substitute for the committee amend-
ment, from line 16 to line 21, inclusive, on page 28, it is pro-
posed to insert the following:

Such part of the District of Columblia appropriation act for the
fiscal year 1917 providing to “repave with asphalt the roadway of

Fourteenth Street NW., from Pennsylvania Avenue to F Street, T0
feet wide, $7,500," is hereby suspended until March 1, 1918..

Mr. MARTINE of New Jergey. That is extending it for a

year.

Mr. OVERMAN. If the chairman of the committee will ac-
cept that, I shall have nothing more to say.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That, it seems to me, is an
unreasonable extension. The same arguments were used last
year, that these people were located there and that we must not

disturb them.
Mr. GALLINGER. This matter can not be adjusted in a
day

Mr. MARTINE ‘of New Jersey. I realize that. I do not
want to be unreasonable. :

Mr. GALLINGER. This proposed relief is only for a year,
and during that time conferences can be held and very likely
an adjustment can be agreed upon

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey.

that.

Alr. ‘SMITH of Maryland. I think the amendment to the
amendment ought to be accepted. A

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

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

'I will make no objection to

M;'.a PENROSE. Mr. President, is the bill now open to amend-
ment ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one more committee
amendment which was passed over.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from
Pennsylvania that there is one more commiiiee amendment
which was passed over that has not yet been disposed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment
passed over will now be stated.

The SeEcreErary. The last committee amendment passed over
was, on page 118, after line 2, to insert as a new seotion the
following :

Bec. 8. Hereafter when auny piplog or other household fixtures eor
secondhand fgods of any description whatever have been stolen and sold

to a dealer junk, or secondhand dealer, in the Distriet of Columbia,
under such circumstances that the commissioners, after hearing granted,

‘are satisfied that sald dealer should have.had reasonable ground to

believe, or could have as ed by reasonable inquiry or investigation,
that the goods were stolen, and that the dealer did not make reasonable
inquiry or investigation as to the title of the seller before making the

rch the commissioners are authorized and directed to revoke the
Elaenseo said dealer; and this action shall not be a bar to criminal
prosecution for tecdvfng stolen goods.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I understand that the Senator
from Nebraska has withdrawn his objection to that committee
amendment.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have talked with a number of
Senators about the amendment, who have investigated the
subject somewhat; and, so far as I am concerned, while I drew
an amendment to the amendment with the intention of offering
it, I have made up my mind that, as the committee amendment
is satisfactory to everyone else, I shall not offer my amendment
at this time. If the law does not work properly we can amend it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-.
ment is agreed to.

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk. !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the word “ each,” at the end of line 7,
page b6, it is proposed to insert: .

One hundred additiomal privates of class 1, at $900 each, to be
emmed on or after March 1, 1917, §120,000; $30, of which shall
be ediately available.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, this amendment is strongly
urged by the District Commissioners, and especially by Mr.
Commissioner Brownlow, who has supervision of the city police.
The provision is more in the nature of an emergency act. The
police force now has 715 men; 10 years ago it had 718 men; and
in 1912 its total strength was 785 men. The force was decreased
by Congress, together with the direction to remove a number of
the men then stationed at the White House. In the last two
years it has become necessary for the protection of the White
House to restore these men to duty there, so that instead of 26
policemen at the White House four years ago there are now 49.
Extra men detailed on duty at the White House and the vari-
ous embassies number 62. There are other special points that
require to be more closely watched, and this increase of a hun-
dred privates to be made available upon the approval of the
act is an imperative need.

These policemen, as I presume every one here understands,
work in three shifts; so that, if the amendment is agreed to, it
means approximately an increase in the number of policemen
of 33. I do not think it is necessary to make a further state-
ment in reference to the amendment, and I submit it to the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on agreeing to
the amendment. ]

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it seems to me that there was
nothing presented to the committee, unless it was presented to
the subcommittee, to justify the employment of a hundred addi-
tional privates of class 1 on the police force.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from
Utah that Commissioner Brownlow had a talk with me about
the matter. The policemen work in three shifts, as the Senator
from Utah understands, and the amendment really only means
an Increase of 33 policemen on each shift. It is stated that a
great many of these men have to be detailed on account of
emergencies here to do certain work, which has placed the au-
thorities in a very awkward situation. Commissioner Brownlow
came to see me about the matier this morning. 1 suggested
that they be put on the force temporarily, but his reply to that
suggestion was that it would be pretty hard to get men at $000
a year to perform such service temporarily ; that we had better
arrange it in this way, and whenever the emergency ceased to
exist they could discharge these men as they have heretofore
done in similar cases.
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Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion
to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor]. If my recollection
serves me . correctly, the number of Capitol policemen was re-
cently increased by 100. This proposed increase for the entire
city, relating to all public buildings in the city as well as to
the property of the eity and of citizens generally, is by the same
number that we increased the Capitol police.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas
does not mean that the Capitol police have been increased by
1007 That is a larger number than we now have,

Mr. SMOOT. Or than we ever have had.

Mr. ROBINSON. What was the number by which the Capitol
police were increased?

Mr. OVERMAN. They were increased by 70.

Mr. ROBINSON. - By 70.

Mr. SMOOT. We have not a hundred Capitol policemen now.

Mr. ROBINSON. I did not mean to say they have been in-
creased by 100, but I was speaking relatively.

Mr. OVERMAN,. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to
me?

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield.

Mr, OVERMAN. I desire to say that the Committee on Rules
this morning held a meeting to consider the question of an
increase in the number of policemen in the Capitol, which is
now about 69 ; but not more than half of the force is constantly
‘available. The Committee on Rules think that the Capitol
police force ought to be inereased by 50; and I have been
authorized and instructed to offer a resolution providing such
inerease for the protection of the Capitol Building and of the
House and Senate Office Buildings during the sessions of Con-
gress. ° I shall prepare an amendment to that effect, if the
Senator will accept it, and will offer it to this bill, requiring
the entire payment to be made out of the Treasury instead of
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Of course, the Senator from North
Carolina recognizes the fact that the Capitol police have noth-
ing to do with the Metropolitan police; that is an entirely dif-
ferect proposition.

Mr. OVERMAN. That is the reason why I said that I would
only offer such an amendment if the Senator would accept it.
If it should not be placed on this bill, it would be necessary
to have passed through Congress a joint resolution teo increase
‘the number of the Capitol police force.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Baut, if the Senator will excuse me,
I merely wished to give him the information he desired, while
I was on my feet.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my memory has been re-
freshed since the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvERaran]
has made the statement which he has submitted to the Senate.
Mr. Commissioner Brownlow did state to me and to the chair-
man of the committee this morning that the Capitol police force
had been increased or would be increased by approximately 100.
The Senator from North Carolina says that it is his purpose
to increase the number by 50, For the purposes of this argu-
ment the conclusion is inevitable that if it is n under
‘the emergency conditions which now exist, and with which
every Senator is familiar, and which I do not think it neces-
sary to go info in detail, to increase the Capitol police force by
b0, it certainly is apparent that to increase the Metropolitan
police force by 100 is entirely justifiable.

As I have already stated, these men work in three shifts a
day, and the adoption of the amendment means the increase,
approximately, of 33 on the force working during the entire
time.

Mr. SMOOT. AMr. President, I notice the Senator’s amend-
ment provides for an appropriation of $120,000 with which to
pay the Metropolitan police force, and then it provides that
|£30,000 of that sum is to be immediately available,

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; it is intended to put this force on not
later than the 1st of March in order that they may serve during
_ the inauguration.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is desired to have them at once.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, I know that if the money is not made
immediately available these men ean not be employed until July
1 of this year. I simply wanted to know what was the idea of
the Senator offering the amendment to make $£30,000, or one-
‘fourth of the money, immediately available,

Mr. ROBINSON. The amendment is in the form in which it
was presented by the commissioners. The purpose of making
the fund immediately available is to enable them to employ and
pay these additional policemen before the beginning of the new
fiscal year.

Mr. SMOOT. In other words, it is proposed that the 100 extra
policemen shall begin duty on the 1st day of March.

Mr. ROBINSON. On the 1st day of March, or just as soon as
they ean be appointed.

Mr. SMOOT. The amendment can go to conference, I shall
not object to it. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment. A

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania.

Mr. ROBINSON. I have another amendment to offer.

Mr. PENROSHE. I inquire if the Senator has many more
amendments, as I have to take a train in a few moments? Other-
wise I would defer to the Senator.

Mr, ROBINSON. Very well; I will yield to the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania is reeo ;

Mr. PENROSE. I send to the desk an amendment, which T
ask to have read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecrETARY. On page 66, after line 19, it is proposed to
insert the following:

That all the employees of the Metropolitan police department of the
District of Columbla shall receive 30 days' annual and 30 da sick
leave, with gmy. in any one calendar year : Provided, That the Commis-
sloners of the District of Columbla may, on the recommendation of the
police surgeon, extend suych sick leave as in thelr judgment is war-
ranted by the circumstances of the case.

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

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will not take the time of the
Senate by asking to have the amendment again read if the Sena-
tor will explain it. I gathered from the reading that it pro-
poses to give all members of the Metropolitan police force 30
days’ leave of absence and 30 days’ sick leave, and, then, in the
judgment of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia the
sick leave can be extended beyond the 30 days. No Government
employee has any such privilege as that now.

Mr. PENROSE. That was not contemplated, and I am obliged
to the Senator for calling my attention to it. The amendment
is designed simply to place the police force of the city on a
parity with the other employees of the Distriet. If the Senator
will let it go to conference, it can be properly adjusted there, or
the provision to which he ealls attention ean be stricken out.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will not object to the amendment,
but will let it go to conference.

Mr. PENROSE. That is all T ask.

Mr., SMOOT. There is another consideration involved in the
amendment, Mr. President. I do not want the Metropolitan
police force of the District of Columbia to be put upon a better
footing than all other Government employees.

Mr. PENROSH. Neither do I. '

Mr. SMOOT. Bat this amendment does that, I will say to the
Senator, even with the proviso stricken out, for it says:
it 85 cmpleves o the Meonalinn polc depusioent ot S
leave, with pay, in any one ealendar year.

In all of the other departments and in the case of all other
Government employees they may receive 30 days’ sick leave, but.
they must aectually be sick in order to receive that sick leave.
Under this provision, however, members of the police department
would receive it whether they were sick or whether they were
not. In other words, the Metropolitan police force is to work
10 months instead of 12. That is not fair to the other em-
ployees of the Government, and I think a change should be made
in the amendment.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just at that peint I will
ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if there is any more reason
why this privilege should be extended to the police force than
to the members of the fire department? If we are going into
this matter wholesale, T think we ought to take in everybody
who is entitled to consideration, and certainly the firemen are
entitled to consideration.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I recognize that the
ramifications of an amendment of this kind would be very ex-
tensive, and I do not object teo it, merely that it may go to con-
ference. Of course I do not want the Senator to understand that
I altogether agree with him.

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that. T only want to have the
amendment considered in conference on its merits. I am willing
to stand in that position. I ask in this connection to have
inserted In the REcorp——-

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I think it but fair to the Senator
from Pennsylvania to say, as this amendment is going into con-
ference. that we must not be expeeted to uphold it unless we felt
after investigation that it was proper to do so.
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Mr. PENROSE. Of course.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. When a matter goes to conference
the conferees on the part of the Senate are naturaly expected
to stand by it; but I assume the Senator from Pennsylvania
does not demand that of the conferees of the Senate in this case.

Mr. PENROSE. I do not. I appreciate the courtesy of the
chairman of the committee. It is obvious there are not many
Senators present to listen to a discussion of the matter, and I
will be content to let it go to conference for such consideration as
can consistently be extended to it.

In that connection, for the information of the conferees, T ask
to have inserted in the Recorp a brief statement entitled * Rea-
sons for asking for proposed amendment to House bill 19119
relative to the Metropolitan Police Department.” I call the at-
tention of the chairman of the committee and the conferees to the
statement, which will appear in the RECorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter
referred to will be inserted in the Recorp.

The matter referred to is as follows:

REASONS FOR ABKIXNG FOR PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO H. R. 10110,

With the price of foodstuffs and other necessitles of life constantly
inereasing, the bare necessities being almost beyond the reach of the
average layman, with most of the large corporations In the United
States recognizing the need of giving their employees a living wage,
with 18 cities having a population ranging from 452,255 down to
32,906 glving their patrolmen salaries ranging from $1,46G4 down to
$1,300 per annum, their percentage of patrolmen being about the same

as Was ing‘tm. D, C., namely, one to each 600 inhabitants, we respect--

fully ask that our plea for a living wage be considered. Following is a
list of statistics as compiled from records of Department of Commerce
for year of 1915 :

Sala tc?'mn:'ln
Popula- | Number %
City. (maxi- maxi-
tion, patrol. mumy). mum
grade.
452, 235 765 $1,464 )
1,300 3
1,300 L]
1,300 3
1,300 4
Lol m
1,300 3
1,320 4
1,300 4
1,400 3
Portland, Oreg. . 1,320 3
Hoboken, N. J........ 1, 300 3
Indianapolis, Ind. ..... 1,260 4
Washington, D. C. 1,200 8
New York, N. Y 1,400 5
Chicago, I11... . . 1,300 2
Boston, Mass32, ... T34, 147 , 069 1,400 4

} Not graded.

2 (iiven 15 days leave, in addition 1 day off in 8; atolal of 45 days leave in each year.

In Washington the patrolmen have to purchase their own uniform,
this, when the inspector for clothing of the department thinks they
n new ones, An Aver expense of about $50 per anhum ; in addition
an average of $15 per annum s deducted for the pension fund.

In Washington, D. C., the situation of the members of the Metro-
politan police force is somewhat different as compared to the patrolmen
of other cities, and even to the clerks of the Federal and District
departments, the city pro covering a radius of 70 sguare miles, the
precinet station houses belng in a radius of about 20 square miles, the
members of the department going on and off duty at all hours of the
day or night are compelled to live as near the station houses as possible,
th{vs where the rents are excessively high, all members are forbidden by
the act of 1876, relating to the Metropolitan police department, to
reside outside of the District limits. A police officer is expected to
keep up a fair scale of respectability in the section in which he resides.

he present time it is an extreme hardship to do so; it can hardly
be seen how the patrolman having an average of $825 feft to support
his family can live.

Every defmrtment attached to the Distriet of Columbia receives 30
days annual leave, with the exception of the police de ent, civilian
employees of the police department, namely, patrol drivers and janitors
recelving 30 days. The fire department employees receive but 20 days
annual leave, but in addition to that are allowed every fifth day off.
Policemen wnrkins 345 days In each year, with the exception of about
an average of 10 days for sick leave taken, 1t would seem were entitled
to 80 days annual and 30 days sick leave with pay, especially when
many are using the major portion of their leave each year to acquire

sation; this so that the balance sheet will not be too

e wrong side.
If the Fmpo increases were granted it would require additional
ngpro riation of $61,680 for privates receiving $1,200 per annum;
$9,1 for privates recelving ﬁ.OSO per annum ; $4,590 for privates
receiving 2000 per annum, the same being an increase of 10 per cent
in all existing grades of $1,200 and under. . After careful investigation
we find that a member of the police department, with a family of at
least four, can not live nnder an expense of 7T a month. s for
the bare necessities of life. It can be readily seen that the &900 and
£1,080 {;mdes are going into debt each month, and that the $1,200 de
is barely able to meet current expenses. The expense account of $97
_submitted does not include any money for laundry, recreation, or the
many other expenses which present themselves from time to time, It
it hoped that consideration will be given the $900 grade at least. In
regari to the inereased leave, we are only asking that which every other
employee of the Distriet receives with the sole exception of the spohca
a? hﬁr-a departments. This for a class of employees who work 340 days
of the year. =

extra com

Mr, GALLINGER.  Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to this amendment by inserting after the words * Distriet
of Columbia,” in the second line, the words “ and the employees
of the fire department of the District of Columbia.”

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that
the members of the fire department now have a leave of absence
of 20 days.

Mr. GALLINGER. But they have not 30 days, and they do
not have sick leave, do they?

Mr, SMOOT. They have, in addition to the 20 days, one day
layoff out of every five days. So they virtually have the same
thing as 30 days.

Mr. GALLINGER.
the amendment,

Mr, SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that that is the case.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out of the amendment
the words:

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may,
on the recommendation of the police surgeon, extend such sick leave ns
in their judgment is wurrameg by the circumstances of the case.

I think those words would prejudice the amendment, and I
move to strike them out.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire to
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. PENROSE. My, President, I have one more amendment,
and then I am done. I cffer the amendment which I send to
the desk. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania,

The SeEcRETARY. On page 116, after line 23, it is proposed to
insert:

8ec. 7. That until otherwise provided for, the wages, salaries, or
compensation of all persons pmvﬁlenl for herein, carried on per diem or
annual rolls, shall be increased according to the following schedule:

First, Every employee now receiving $1,200 per annum or less shall
receive an increase in wages, salary, or compensation of 20 per cent.

Second. Every employee now receiving over $1,200 and less than
$2,600 per annum shall receive an increase in wages, salary, or com-
pensation of 10 per cent.

That a sufficient sum to provide for the above increases in wages,
sala:%, or compensation is hereby appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That detall re-
ports shall be submitted to Congress on the first day of the next session
showing the mumber of persons, the grades or character of positions,
the original rates of compensation, and the increased rates of compensa-
tion provided for herein.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment submitied by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like tosask the
chairman of the committee whether this amendment was con-
sidered by the committee? It provides a more liberal schedule
of advance than that contained in the bill as reported.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from
Pennsylvania that it was, and that the consensus of opinion of
the committee was that increases should be given to the em-
ployees of the Distriet in proportion whether they received under
a thousand or over a thousand dollars a year; that is, that they
should receive the same increase that is given to other Govern-
ment employees. -

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Penn-
sylvania will permit me, there is this to be said about the
matter, that we have already inserted in the bill an amendment
taking care of all employees of classifications by a certain
schedule of increases, If this amendment goes in, we shall have
two provisions in the bill in conflict with each other. I really
think the Senator from Pennsylvania ought to be content with
what the committee has put in the bill and what the Senate
has agreed to to-day, which is an increase of 15 per cent to the
lowest paid employees and 10 per cent to those receiving up to
$1,000. It is exactly tihe provision that went into the legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and which we hope
to hold in all the bills; but even that is being contested by some
people.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I recognize the difficulties
and the compliecations surrounding legislation of this character,
I do not want to withdraw the amendment, but I will ask to
have it lie on the table, and will ask the conferees, if they can,
to adopt a somewhat more liberal schedule than is now con-
tained In the bill as reported.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I submit the amendment
which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment,

Very well. If that be so, I will not offer
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The SecreETARY. At the end of line 18, on page 1035, it is pro-
posed to insert the following:

For the wmisition 'of a park in Klingle Valley, from Woodley Road |
to Connecticu uﬂ Avenue, near the Zoological Park, in general accordance |
with the on file in the ofice of the En Commissioner of the |

 Distriet of Columbia, dated Fehruary 10, 1916, with an area of approxi-
mately 8§ acres, SST 000 the same to become a part of the park system
«af ithe District .of ‘Colum

Mr. ROBINSON. l[r President, while the District Gommit-l
tee had under consideration an amendment relating to this sub- |
;eet. I was autheorized to submit that amendment and the fol-
owing:

For the construction of a culvert to carry Klingle Valley Creek under- |
neath Connecticut Avenue, in order teo engble adjoining property ewners
to make an earth viaduct on the line of Connecticut Avenue where it
crosses said valley, $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary:
Provided, That no part of this money shall be available until the Com-
missionars of the District of Colmmbin shall have secured satisfactory
guarantee of sufficient fill and base to bring said area up to the proper
level of Connectient Avenue.

The first amendment is in compliance with the estimates sub-
mitted by the Distriet Commissioners. The amendment which
I have just read was submitted to the District Commissioners
by the Committee on the District of Columbia, but before their
report was receivéd the bill was reported to the Senate. They |
report adversely on the second amendment, but strongly recom-
mend the first amendment. The first amendment is in sub-
stantial compliance with a report made by Col. Harts on July
19, 1916. In that report, however, it was recommended that cer-
‘tain other areas be also acquired. This amendment relates to
the one area embraced in Col. Hart's report, which he said in
the report he thought it mest desirable to secare at this time.

My desire is to have both of these amendments included in the
bill, so that the entire subject matter may go to conference and
the conferees may have the privilege of selecting either of the |
amendments. The District Comimissioners have very earnestly
for some six or seven years advocated the adoption of the first
amendment, They say that there is no suitable approach to
Rock Creek Park at that point and that the acquisition of this
area ought to be accomplished now, or otherwise if may pass
from the power of Congress to obtain it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to get the location of this proposed
addition to the park as provided in the first amendment, which,
as 1 understand, is the only amendment the Senator has for-
mally offered. Does the amendment now pending relate te the
area contiguous to the bridge just north of the Cenmecticut
Avenue entrance to the Zoological Park?

Mr, ROBINSON., That is the location of the land.

Mr. NORRIS. Very well; I have the location in mind, then.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. 3Ar, President, as chairman of the
committee I accept the amendment and will let it go to con-
ference.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator accept both amendments?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will accept both amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quesiion is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, which amendment is that?

Mr. ROBINSON. The amendment read at the desk, I shall
offer the other amendment after that is disposed of, for the
reasons I have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
‘the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkausas, as stated

" by the Secretary.

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to that amendment, but I
want to be heard on the other.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

Mr. ROBINSON. T now offer the second amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The SecrETary. Following the amendment just agreed to, it
is proposed to insert a new paragraph, as follows:

For the constroction of a cnlvu't to carry Kli
neath Connecticut Avenme, in order to mnﬂe Iaanmeizg":nggﬁg
owners to make an earth viaduct on the line of Connecticut Avenme
'where it crosses s:&jd me);;o $15, motoih fsn ;l:ch ﬂlgrneof h:s may be
Wntil the Commissiogers of the Distriet of Cortmbis 8 ahall have ::mfgﬁ

satisfactory guaranty of sufficient fill and base to bring said ar
to the proper level of Connecticut Avenue, in

Mr. ROBINSON. = Mr. President, T explained a moment ago—
prebably the Senator from Nebraska did not hear me—that the
Cominissioners of the District of Celumbia had been urging the
first amendment, the one which has already been agreed to, for
& number of years, but it has not been authorized, and there is
in another body very serious opposition, I think, to the amend-

ment, The second amendment is not inconsistent with the first

amendment, but in all probability if the first amendment is

| agreed to the second amendment might not be retained by the

conferees,
It is desirable that some actlon be taken at the place indicated.

| If the property is not to be acquired, then the fill-in should be

permitted. I therefore ask that the Senate permit the amend-

| ment to be agreed to in order that the whole subject matter may

‘be considered im conference.

In that connection, I desire to insert in the Recorp the letter
of the District Gommlssioner& signed by the president of the
Board of Commissioners, Mr. Newman. Some of the objections
made in their letter have been met in the amendment which I
have submitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter
referred to will be printed in the Recorb.

The letter referred to is as follows:

ExecuTivE OFFICE
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

TWashington, February 2, 1913,
Hon, Jory WALTER SM1TH, e :

Chairman Subcommittee on Appropriations,

District of Columbia, United States Henate.

Dear 8m: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have
the honor to submit the following on the draft of a propesed amend-
ment to the pending District npproprhﬂm bill, as follows:

For the construction of a culvert to carry Klingle Valley Creek
mnderneath Connecticut Avenue in order tn engble adjoining property
owners to make an earth wiaduct on the line of Conmecticut Avenue
where it crosses said valley, $15,000, or s0 much thereof as may be
necessary : Provided, That no part of this money shall be a able
until the Commissioners of r.he District of Columbia shall bave se-
cured satisfactery gmu-anty sufficient fill to bring said area up
to the proper level of Connecticnt Avenue,” which you referred to them
for information and for opinlon as to its merits,

The substitution of am earth viaduet for the bridge which now
carries Connecticut Avemue over Klimgle Valley will mecessitate the
eventual filling of the greater part of Klingle Valley west of Con-
necticut Avenue. thus destroying one of the most beautiful approaches
to Rock Creek Park. TFor many years the commissioners have ad-
vorated the retention of this valley in its natum.l condition, and about
l- ear ago held a public

e{ was the principal subject or
la.rgey attended and, excegt or the reprment&tions of ene or two
holders of wacant land 0 were desirons of finding a convenient
dumping ground for surplus earth, the opinion of those present was
unanimously in faver of the preservation of this walley. Renewed
efforts were made to secure an appropriation for the acquisition of
ihis wvalley &8s a part of the park system, and condemmation proceed-
ings have recently been instituted to acquire a short commecting road-
way between Macomb Street and Klingle V —a roadway which
le be wholly unnecessary if the walley is filled as is contemplated
bﬂ propomﬂ amendment, It will doubtless be cheaper to permit

mﬁu owners te construct an earth viaduct than to re-
build the t this peint—an item of work that will prebably have
to be done within the next five years. But cost alone shonld not be
the determining tu.ctor in a matter of this kind, as the filling of this
valley will riant commecting link in the kway system
of the District. It l.s jectionable to every member of the Fine Arts
Commission with whom the subject hes been discussed and it is de-
cidedl;r detrimental to the 1nterem of a large number of home owners

A ﬂetﬂ::a l!nghe ed legislation it has t bee

the o ropos no n possible,

in the limited time availaﬁe. to give them the cemsideration they de-
serve if the legislation is to be serionsly considered. Tt is parent,
however. tlmt an earth visdewct can mot be comstructed at this point
lines of Cennectieut Avenue—that h to :u%‘d:he

width 91' Connm:ﬂcut Jdrvenne at this v‘fmmt’ 130 feet mot su nt
for the comstruction of such a viadoct withoot r:onst'ru retaining
walls or enmchi.ng m adjacent property, which the mmimlﬂum
have me right to ome provision weuid therefore be necessary
for the construction nf sm—h walls, for the scquisition of such land,
or for securing the consent of the owners, and In view of the known
attituade of a large number of the owners the commissioners feel safe
in sa their cooperation could mot be had In any scheme
which contemplated the destrnction of this beautiful walley. As to
the amount Pproj to be appropriated for the colvert itself fhe
commissioners are unable to say, without further study, whether it
would be sufficient to accemplish the purpose intended. It would de-
pend in part upon the distamce to which the fill extended wup the

For the vreasons above given the commissioners are unanimouns in
recmmmdinx that the propesed mmendment be meot adopted.
Very respectfully,
PoARD 0¥ COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
ByOuver P. NEwMAN, President.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. 'Pt'eqment I shall not object
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas, but
will let it =o to conference.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire to be heard on the
amendment, I have not read, of conrse, the commissioner's
letter which the Senator has just asked to have printed in the
Rrcorp. 1 do not know what the letter contains, and had no
idea that this amendment was to be offered to this bill. T am
perfectly familiar with this location, and I believe that the first
amendment ought to be agreed to, and have ne objection to it,
except that the price named in it, in my jodgment, is more fhan
we onght to pay for that land. As I reeall, the amount to he
paid will approximate $10,000 an acre. I think it is not worth
more than $1,000 an acre, because it is on two side hills, and for
building purposes it is praetically useless, Tt ought to be a
part of the park. I pass it every day when I come to the Sen-
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ate ?nd.when I go home; and if I go home before it is dark I
see if,

Under the bridge on Connecticut Avenue which crosses the
ravine there is a little creek—I will ask the Senator from
Arkansas the name of it?

Mr. ROBINSON. Klingle Valley Creek.

Mr. NORRIS. Klingle Valley Creek. The bridge over that
ravine is just north of the Connecticut Avenue enfrance to
Rock Creek Park. There are slopes on each side, an angle in
some instances of more than 45°, running down to a deep
valley that is wooded, its sides being covered with very heavy
timber. The land on the north side of that ravine or canyon
is not far from Macomb Street, which is the only street there.
There are lots and buildings facing on Macomb Street, Part
of this land to be purchased on the north side of the ravine is
owned by the people who laid out Cleveland Park, as I under-
stand ; that is, they laid out the lots fronting along Macomb
Street, most of which they have sgold, although I presume there
are some few that they still own. The slope of the valley on
the north comes up to the rear of those lots and buildings, from
which it slants down to an angle of at least 45° to the bot-
tom of the valley, where there is already a road. That is an
entrance to Rock Creek Park; and you can also go into the
Zoological Park in that way.

Mr, President, this land, at least on the side that is to be
purchased under this amendment, as far as I can see, is of very
little use. It has no outlet, in the first place, to any street
that is inhabited or that could be inhabited. It ought to be a
part of the park. It is covered with heavy timber. For that
very reason, Mr. President, we never ought to adopt the second
amendment that is proposed. As I look at it, these amendments
are absolutely inconsistent with each other. _

The proposition of the second amendment is that the Govern-
ment shall pay $15,000, as T remember the amount from hearing
it read, to make an archway for this small creek to flow under
this bridge, and then permit the property owners to fill up that
ravine even with the present street where the bridge crosses the
ravine. That would mean that all this timber would be de-
stroyed. That would mean that this slope that is nice to look
at and is nice as part of the park would be of no value, of
course, for park purposes. The timber would be destroyed and
the beauty of the scenery absolutely ruined. It does not seem
to me that that ought to be done. There is only one object in
doing it, and that is to make valuable private property, at least
on the north side of the ravine, where the people have already
received ample compensation for their property by selling all
that was good. g

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from Arkansas will not
insist on this amendment. I do not know how familiar he is
with the subject, but I should like to go with him and show him
the ground. If the first amendment is adopted, and we acquire
this land for park purposes, then we do not want to destroy
the timber or to fill up this ravine. It would certainly ruin it.
It would be of no value for park purposes. If you should fill
that up and have the street run over the top instead of the
bottom of that ravine the people who own the land could build
houses on it, and the lots would be valuable. But, Mr. Presi-
dent, that will be at the expense of ruining all the beauty there
is there. That will have the effect of ruining the land entirely
for the purposes of a park.

. I understand that some of the land to be acquired by the first

amendment is on the other side of this ravine. What I have
said about the north side applies to the other side as far as
the slope of the ground is concerned and as far as trees are
concerned, but there are no buildings farther out, That is
owned, as I understand, by the Chevy Chase Land Co., and if it
were filled up it would make their property more valuable, it is
true. But if the first amendment is agreed to, as I understand,
it is the purpose to purchase the sloping part of that side of the
ravine, and I think that ought to be done. They ought to get
whatever the property is worth. My own idea, however, is
that it is not worth, and that anybody who will look at it would
say that it is not worth, nearly the amount of money that is
carried by this amendment.

Mr. BRADY. There is no question that it was proper to
adopt the first amendment ; but I should like to ask the Senator
- whether or not this last amendment is recommended by the
Commissioners of the District?

Mr. ROBINSON., No. I stated, Mr. President, that the first
amendment was strongly urged by the Distriet Commissioners,
and the second amendment was not recommended, and that if
the first amendment stays in the bill the second amendment in
all probability will go out; but if the property is not to be ac-
quired for a park, all objections to the second amendment cease,
The objections which the Senator from Nebraska has offered to

District Commissioners; that is to say that they want this lan
for a park, that it ought to be a part of the park system, an
that the second amendment ought not to be agreed to for that|
reason alone, that it will mar the beauty of the park by having
a fill there instead of leaving a natural valley. '

Mr. BRADY. Mr. President, I can not quite agree with the
Senator as to what the conditions will be if the first amendment
shall go out and the last amendment remain. If the first amend-
ment should go out and the last amendment be adopted, it -
“i'cguld forever stop the building of a park in that part of the
city.

Mr., ROBINSON. I do not think that is true. '

Mr. BRADY. And it is very essential that the first amend-
ment be adopted.

Mr. ROBINSON. The first amendment has been adopted
already. .

Mr. BRADY. I mean, by the conference report. I think
that is a very important amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON. Here is the thought, if the Senator pleases:
The matter ought to be determined soon. It has been under
consideration now for nearly 10 years. If we are going to
acquire this as a part of the park, it will be accomplished under
the first amendment; and in all probability the second amend-
ment, if agreed to here, would go out in conference. But if
the first amendment goes out, there is no reason in the world
why the fill which is authorized under the second amendment
should not be made. ;

As to the cost of the property, I know nothing about that
except that the District Commissioners estimated that amount,
and Col. Harts'’s report is substantially in compliance with that
estimate.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, permit me to say a little fur-
ther—and I thank the Senator from Arkansas for suggesting
it to me—that if this fill is made, as contemplated by the pend-
ing amendment——

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will permit me, I think I
can make the matter clear in one sentence. This proposition,
if agreed to, will give the conferces complete choice between
the two amendments.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON. One side favors one amendment and the
other side has insisted upon the other amendment.

Mr. NORRIS. Let me proceed with the proposition now the
same as though this amendment were agreed to.

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well.

Mr. NORRIS. If this amendment is agreed to and remains
in the bill, and that ravine is filled, then it will have to be
filled farther on beyond that bridge. The gully—the ravine—is
J}l&st as deep on the east side of that bridge as it is on the west
side.

Mr. SMOOT. Deeper.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; deeper, the Senator from Utah reminds
me, That will have to be filled. That runs through the tract
that we passed a law a year or two ago to purchase as an addi-
tion to the Zoological Park. That bridge is right on the line.
I will ask the Senator from Utah if I am not right about that?

Mr, SMOOT, I think it is.

* Mr. NORRIS. When you get east of the bridge that ravine
is part of the land that we have already passed a law to acquire|
as an addition to the Zoological Park. If you fill it up on the'
other side you must fill it on the east of the bridge, or you can -
not have a street there coming down in the place of the one
that is now in the bottom of the ravine. So that we will be
destroying the scenery, the timber, and the usefulness for park'
purposes of the part that we have already passed a law to_pur-
chase as an addition to the Zoological Park.

I am satisfied that Senators would not be for the second
amendment under any circumstances if they could see and were
acquainted with the situation and the lay of the ground. The
Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor] lives not so véry far from this
locality, and I presume he is as familiar with it as T hm. If I
am not getting the facts right, I shall be glad to be corrected
by him or any other Senator who knows the conditions.

Suppose this middle aisle here were Connecticut Avenue, and
up there, about to the door, going in that way, were the ent_mnq:e'
to the present Zoological Park. We are all familiar with that.
Pass right on until you get north and west, and you come to a
bridge going over a ravine that is 50, 75, or 100 feet deep. That
is the place where this fill is to take place. At the end of that
bridge is this street or road, known as Klingle Valley. It runs
right under it, running east and west, mainly. It goes a little
bit west of the bridge, and then angles up and comes put on
Woodley Road, and comes down here and passes under this
bridge. Now, if we fill this ravine, say 100 feet deep, we destroy

the. second amendment are substantially .those stated by tllﬁl
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that road. We put the read up Tere on top, instead of 100 feet Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I just suggested that if they,
down. We have got to fill it clear on here. Just as soon as we | did agree to the first amendment, in all probability the second

come to the bridge, we come then to the line of the property
that we have passed a law to purchase as an addition to the
Zoological Park. That has the same ravine in it, excepting that
it gets a little wider and a little deeper and goes on down.

Now, there is a driveway in there. I believe there is no more
beautiful driveway anywhere in any of the parks of the city of
Washington than that is as it goes under that bridge. If the
pending amendment is adopted, that will be obliterated entirely.
The Government owns the road there. They can not destroy
that. The only benefit will come to the owners of the property
on each side, through enabling them to tear down the hill and
fill up this ravine and make their property more valuable.

If the amendment that has already been agreed to remains in
the bill, this is what happens: It takes both sidés here as an
addition to the park, and then these property owners are dis-
posing to the Government of the only part of their property that
is useless for residential purposes. The Government is getting
it for park purposes. It Is good for park purposes, and for
nothing else, unless it is filled up.

That is the proposition, Senators. I believe that if you could
see the lay of the land, no one would support the second amend-
ment. I ean not see anything in it excepting, it is true, that it
would enable the owners of the property on each side of this
ravine to fill up the ravine, and have the property then for
whatever purposes they might wish fo use it for, and it would
probably make it more valuable for the purpose of speculation
and sale: but for park purposes it would ruin it. Nobody ex-
eept the Government owns the road; at least, that has to remain
as it is; and this side, at least on the north side, can not be
filled up unless the Government takes action and permits it to
be done, because it would destroy publie property to do it.

Mr. BRADY. Private property.
Mr. NORRIS. If it is filled up, it will destroy the road, of
course. It can not e filled up without an act of Congress, as I

understand, permitting it to be done. Now, it seems to me that
that ought not to be done; and, at all events, before it is done I
wish Senators would go out and look at it. If you walk across
that bridge, you will see it, as I walk across it twice nearly every
day.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hope the Government will pur-
chase the 8% acres provided for in the first amendment. That
matter has been presented to the Senate time and time again. I
think it has been adopted in the Senate and always has gone
out in conference. But the price I consider exceedingly high,
and I might say exorbitant. The amendment carries an appro-
priation of $87,000 for the 81 acres, which would be $10,000 an
acre. I believe if any Senator would go out and look over the
« land, if he would just walk across the bridge and have pointed
out to him where the 8} acres of land is located, and see the
character and situation of the land, he would immediately say
that $10,000 an acre is altogether too much to pay for the land.

I say what I say at this time because if this matter goes into
conference and the House conferees seriously consider purchas-
ing this 8% acres of land this year, and yet do not feel that
they can pay $10,000 an acre for it, I should like very well to
have the amendment agreed to at a reasonable rate and allow
the 8§ acres of land to be purchased.

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course I should be glad to see the Gov-
ernment get the property as cheaply as possible.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON. I simply submit the amendment in the form
in which it was suggested by the District Commissioners. The
Senator understands that. Of course he understands also that
if it can be obtained much cheaper than that I shall be highly
gratified.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course the Senator knows that I was not
reflecting upon his judgment in any way.

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, I understand that.

Mr. SMOOT. Because I knew very well how the amendment
came here, and T knew why the Senator offered it.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senafor has well stated that the Sen-
ate has repeatedly put in the bill this first amendment, which
has already been agreed to, or substantially that amendment,
and that it has gone out, in conference or otherwise, year aftel.
year. If this land is not to become a part of the park is there,
in the Senator’s opinion, any reason why the second amend-
ment should not he——

AMr. SMOOT. The second amendment need not be considered
for a minute if the first amendment ig agreed to; and I want to
say to the Senator frankly that even if they cliqagree to the
first amendment, providing for the purchase of the 81 acres of
land, 1 sincerely hope that the Senate conferces will not agree
to the fill as provided for in that amendment.”

amendment——

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator interrupted me before I got
through.

Mr. ROBINSON. All right.

Mr. SMOOT. Even if they do not agree to the first amend-
ment, and do not purchase the 8% acres, then I sincerely hope,
as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] said, that we will
not provide for the fill at this time. I think it would be unwise.
I think it would destroy the beauty of the road that the Govern-
ment has already provided, and I believe it would be an un-
sightly piece of work that we never could get rid of in the
future.

Mr. BRADY. And it would utterly spoil the prospect of
securing a park.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no doubt of it at all in my mind.

Mr., GALLINGER. Mr. President, I hope this mooted or
controverted question may be settled this year. I have been
instrumental several times in putting an amendment in the
District of Columbia appropriation bill for the purchase of this
bit of land for park purposes; but, as has been stated, we have
always lost it. Now, last year we were confronted ‘with this
proposition : The brldge.over this ravine is unsafe. The suthori-
ties have forbidden two cars to pass over that bridge at the
same time. There was a proposition to make an appropriation
for plans for a new bridge over Calvert Street, and also for a
new bridge there. But while that was under consideration the
question of making a fill came up, and the committee had not
time to make careful inquiry, so we dropped out the proposed
appropriation for that new bridge, which will cost $250,000 at
least, waiting until this matter was more carefully considered.
We did make an apprepriation for plans for the Calvert Street
bridge, which is that bridge that stands so high in the air as
you pass along Calvert Street. :

Mr. SMOOT. And which is very unsafe,

Mr. GALLINGER. That bridge is very unsafe, also; and I
feel very sure that we will have a new bridge there in tl:e near
future.

The question as to whether we shall have a new bridge there,
or whether that ravine shall be filled, is a question that may
well be considered. 1 feel sure that the amendment that has
been suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, when it goes to
conference, will enable the conferees to work out this proposi-
tion so that we will have a question settled which has been a
disturbing thing for a good many years.

Mr. NEWLANDS, Mr. President, long before I entered publie
life I acquired some interests in the District of Columbia, and
among them an interest in the Chevy Chase Land Co., which
owns a part of the area affected; and I feel, as I am present
at this discussion, that I ought to make some statement re-
garding it. It is not my intention, of course, to vote upon this
matter or to take any part in it beyond a candid statement
with reference to the situation.

You all know the western entrance to the Zoo Park on
Connecticut Avenue, and you know the bridge just beyond it
fo the north, between the Zoo Park and Chevy Chase; and you
know the valley underneath that bridge, called Klingle Valley,
which commences at Woodley Lane, on the west, and runs
easterly under Klingle Bridge into both the Zoo Park and
the National Park. As the Senator from Nebraska has stated,
Connecticut Avenue at the entrance to the Zoo Park is a very
unsightly development. There are high clay banks upon both
sides there that ought to be cut down. The property owners
to the west of Connecticut Avenue and south ‘of Klingle Bridge,
owning an area of about 30 acres, of which Mrs. Von Hammert,
a lady living in Paris, owns a strip of 7 acres immediately
adjoining Connecticut Avenue, and the Chevy Chase Land Co.
owns the balance, have been desirous for years of cutting down
that hill and taking the surplus earth and filling Klingle Valley,
which the owners of the land above own. The Government has
no interest at all there exeept in Connecticut Avenue, and that
it acquired by the gift of the Chevy Chase Land Co., which not
only dedicated the avenue itself for a space of 3 miles but also
without public aid expended about $250,000 in grading the
avenue—a thing that I think is unexampled in the history of
the District of Columbia.

The owners of the Chevy Chase company also built the bridge
across the Klingle Valley at an expenditure of about $150,000, no
portion of which was contributed by the Government; and also
built the Calvert Street Bridge across Rock Creek without any
contribution by the Government. So that the owners of this
property to the west of the Zoo Park entrance, partly the
Chevy Chase Land Co. and partly Mrs. Von Hammert, have the
entire ownership of the valley. The only 1uterest that the Gov-
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ernment has in the valley itself is in a road, called Klingle Road,
that passes through it, and that road was the result of the grant
of a mere right of way by the owners of the property.

Now, let us see how the powers of the Government are being
used to the hardship of these proprietors. That bridge is becom-
ing unsafe. It is necessary, therefore, to make a viaduct across
Klingle Valley, either of earth or of stone. If the property
owners are permitted to make it of earth, it will cost the Gov-
ernment nothing. If the Government constructs a bridge there,
as it has over Sixteenth Street, it will cost the Government
$250,000. So that the development that the property owners have
considered for years, eonsisting of scraping off the top of this
hill and filling in the valley, would save the Government $250,000
in the construection of a bridge. Then it would make every inch
of that valley as profitable and as valuable as the upland at
present, for it would all then be upland. This valley itself has
a great value as a fill for the surplus soil on the upland, and
if the owners do not utilize it, it means that at great expense
they will have to grade their hills and transpori the. material
elsewhere.,

The purpose of the property owners was to grade that land,
to put that entire region in a beautiful and attractive condi-
tion, and not to permit it to remain, as it has been for years
past, the most unsightly part of Washington. They found, how-
ever, that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and
‘the Art Commission were desirous of preserving this valley as
a picturesque approach to the park and of maintaining it in
its natural condition. Col. Judson, then engineer eommissioner,
informed me of that some 10 years ago, when the land company
was proposing to level the hills and fill Klingle Valley. I told
him what the plans of the company were, but he insisted upon
‘it that this was a place of great natural beauty, and that publie
spirit onght to prompt me to postpone the execution of these
plans until the Government could act.

It was entirely within our power to shave off those hills and
to fill up that valley and end it, but I did not think that it
would be a becoming thing to do. I thought it would hardly be
a publie-spirited thing to do until Congress should have an
opportunity of acting upon the subject. Now, Congress has
had that opportunity for 10 years, and for 10 years the District
Commissioners—with the approval of the Art Commission, I
think—have been seeking the condemnation of this valley;
but as yet, while I believe it has had the approval of the Senate,
it has not had the approval of the House,

I am told that there are those in the House who think that
as a matter of economy a viaduct of earth ought to be built
across there, and save the Government the expenditure of $250,-
000, and that when filled, after four of five years, it will be as
attractive as it is now in its natural condition. I am assured
by landseape architects that it can be made nearly as attractive
when filled in as now, and that the approach to the national
park can be made as effective as it could be if this natural
beauty were availed of.

Now, meanwhile that land, which was acquired at a large
cost by the Chevy Chase company 27 years ago, has been lying
undeveloped, the owners feeling that they ought not to act
arbitrarily in the matter, and, waiting for the Government td
act, content that the Government abandon the aequisition of the
parkway, desirous even that they should do so. So far as I
am concerned, I do not wish the Government to acquire an inch
of the land in which I have any interest. It is a matter of
delicacy with me, as a Member of this body, and I would much
prefer that I should have mo dealings whatever with the Gov-
ernment with reference to any land in which I am interested.

Afr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PrEraw in the chair).
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I want to
fortify what the Senator has just said. When I was chairman
of the Committee on the District of Columbia and the com-
mittee fook the matter up in the first place, the Senator op-
posed the project, saying that he preferred to retain the hold-
ings he had there rather than to have them sold to the

Government at any price. I recall that very distinctly as hav- |

ing occurred on two different occasions.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I may say that it interferes very mate-
rially with the plans of the owners of that property, and if the
owners of the property had been allowed to go on there would
not have been during these 10 years this unsightly approach to
ihe Zoological Park and the unfinished appearance that now
presents itself,

Now, as to the value, I will state that that land cost 27 years
ago $5,000 an acre, if my recollection is right. The addition of

interest and taxes for this period would bring its cost to the
present proprietors to twelve or fifteen thousand dollars an
acre. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to
this—

Mr. NORRIS. I was engaged and did not hear the Senator.

Mr. NEWLANDS. The land, as I stated, cost 27 years ago,
if I recollect aright, $5,000 an acre, valley and upland. The
cost would amount now, I imagine, to $12,000 or $15,000 an
acre with interest and taxes added. The land to which the
Senator from Nebraska refers has been appraised by the as-
sessors for purposes of taxation at the amount recommended
by the District Commissioners for purchase, The $87,000 recs
ommended by the District Commissioners as their estimate of
value is the amount at which the assessors of the Distriet have
appraised it gor assessment and taxation.

The valley land has much greater value than the Senator
attributes to it. It is easy to see if the surplus of the upland
is cut off and put in this valley all will be equally valuable,
and developed land around there sells for from fifty to seventy-
five cents a square foot. Fifty cents a square foot would be
over $20,000 an acre and G0 cents a square foot would mean
over $25,000 an acre. This, of course, would be the value after
a considerable expenditure in leveling, grading, and constructing
street and other improvements, It must be recollected also
that the loss of this valley by governmental purchase will mean
an injury to the uplands, whose value depends on a near-by fill
for the excess earth.

Mr. President, T am indifferent as to what is done. Indeed,
I would much prefer individually that the Government should
not take this valley and let the property owners go along and
make that fill and earthen viaduct in Connecticut Avenue and
save the Government an expenditure of $250,000 in the construc-
tion of the future bridge. The property owners will deal with
that land in such a way as to make it infinitely more attractive
than it is now. But we have a right to ask that the Govern-
ment should come to some conclusion about the matter. It
seems to me that the members of the committee have acted
wisely in so shaping these matters that in conference the
whole thing can be settled one way or the other, either to pro-
vide for a viaduct of concrete or earth or have the Government
take the valley now or not at all. Whatever course the Govern-
ment sees wise to pursue in this matter, I am content, but I do
think-that fair dealing between the Government and its citizens
requires prompt and decisive action.

Mr. SMOOT. May I ask the Senator a question before he
takes his seat? Can the Senator state where the east line is
to Klingle Valley between the park and the land owned by the
Chevy Chase Real Estate Co.?

Mr. NEWLANDS. The easterly line of the valley sought to
be acquired by this amendment is Connecticut Avenue.

Mr. SMOOT. I know what is the eastern line provided for
by the amendment, but what I wanted to know is whether the
Senator can describe to us the easterly line between the park
and the land owned by the Chevy Chase Real Estate Co.
How far down the valley eastward is the line from the bridge
on Connecticut Avenue? :

Mr, NEWLANDS. The Chevy Chase Land Co.'s land runs
right under the bridge.

Mr. SMOOT. Does it stop at the bridge?

Mr. NEWLANDS, It stops just about at the bridge. Mrs.
Yon Hammert's land, the lady living in Paris, who owns the
big bluff just opposite the Zoo Park entrance, also comes down
to the bridge. She owns about 7 acres of this elevated plateau
and the Chevy Chase Land Co. owns about 23 acres.

Mr. SMOOT. TIs it the idea to fill the whole valley?

Mr, NEWLANDS. I wish to say to that, no. The iden is
that filling in the viaduct wonld only result in spreading out
by a slope of 2 to 1 or 3 to 1 on each side toward the east
and the west, and that that fill would run out on the west
within, say, four or five hundred feet of the Connecticut
Avenue Bridge, thus leaving a large portion of the valley in
its natural state, not interfering at all with the beautiful resi-
dence of Mr. Parmelee, of Cleveland, who has built in that
vicinity, I wish to say that we are very solicitous of the feel-
ings and rights of everybody in that neighborhood and are
desirous of making an attractive development,

Mr. SMOOT. If the contemplated work was done then the
bottom of the valley on the road up where the valley now is
would be level with the present railread bridge on Connecticut
Avenue, would it not?

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I think it is contemplated that there
should be a slope from the Connecticut Avenue bridge toward
the west.

Mr. SMOOT.

And toward the east?
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Mr. NEWLANDS. And toward the east, and that the fill will
run out about 500 feet to the west of Connecticut Avenue
bridge. The whole valley is about 1,500 feet long.

Mr. SMOOT. That is about one-third of the distance,

Mr. NEWLANDS. About one-third of the whole distance.

Mr, SMOTT. Is it the idea, then, where that slope runs down
dwellings will be put along by the road on the level of the
valley ?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ean not say as to that. The views of

the landscape architect would control as to that. I will state

that in all our development out there we have secured such men
as Frederic L. Olmstead and other men of that character to
give us their views regarding the most pleasing development of
the property affected.

Mr. SMOOT. Your idea, then, is to put a drainage system

to carry off the water that runs down that street into the.

valley ?

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is it.

Mr., SMOOT. After the work is completed the valley, as far
as its original beauty is concerned, as nature provided it, would
be virtually destroyed.

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I do not think 'so because this fill
would only run to the west a distance of about 500 feet and
leave about 1,000 feet of the valley unaffected. I mean that it
could be so done, In conference I imagine that the conferees
would be certain to have the views of the Senator from Nebraska
and all parties interested there—the Senator lives in that neigh-
borhood—as to what is tlie wisest and best course to pursue, but
I submit it is time for the Government to act in some decisive
way. Connecticut Avenue was given to it by the very company
that wants to fill under it, The very bridge you have there was
the gift I may say of this company. The very right of ways
that it has through Klingle Valley was the grant of the pro-
prietors of the soil. There was no interest in anybody except
those proprietors apparent there, and yet their interests have not
been considered at all with reference to the development of that
region, and I think they have been very unjustly tied up. I do
not mean that it has been intentional. Such delay seems insepa-
rable from Government enterprise.

I wish to say further, as there is this misunderstanding in
reference to the Chevy Chase enterprise, many people assume
that these streets that have been developed along the line of
Connecticut Avenue running east and west from that line have
been developed by Government funds. I wish to say that so far
as the lands of this company are concerned the street improve-
ments have been made at their expense, and I know of little
that has been contributed by the Government. The company
might well insist that the large taxes it pays should be expended
in large part at least in public improvements within its own
boundaries, but this has not been the case,

Mr. BRADY, I should like to ask the Senator a question
relative to the filling of the valley. I did not understand until
the present moment that it was the intent to fill the valley the
entire width there.

Mr. NEWLANDS, I will state right here that I think it is
quite practicable to fill it in possibly only two-thirds across, and
then have a short bridge with a big arch that would enable the
people to pass through below in their accustomed way over this
road. All those things can be considered in the committee of
conference, and I have no doubt that plans will be presented
there regarding the matter.

Mr. BRADY. If they fill up the full width of the valley, I
understand the Senator to say that it would extend the fill about
500 feet both east and west.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes.

Mr. BRADY. Would that fill go up to Mr. Parmalee's prop-
erty?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, no. ' The aim would be to avoid an
interference with Mr. Parmalee’s property.

Mr, BRADY, Do you leave that valley open?

Mr. NEWLANDS. The roadway will continue as it is in
front of Mr., Parmalee’s property.

Mr. BRADY. If the whole valley is filled?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; the fill of Connecticut Avenue will
not reach Mr. Parmalee’s property.

Mr. BRADY. I was under the impression that it would cover
part of his property, and it would spoil the scenic beauty of it
very much, indeed.

Just a word, Mr. President, relative to this amendment. It is
of such vast importance that if the Senator insists on its adop-
tion this afternoon I shall ask to have the amendment go over
until to-morrow, to give us sufficient time to show the im-
portance of the defeat of the measure.

Mr., SMITH of Maryland, I hope the Senator will not make
a proposition to detain final action on the bill until to-morrow.

We can dispose of it to-day. If this matter can be taken in
conference we will give the Senator a hearing there regarding
it. The bill is about ready to pass now, and I think that the
|, Post Oflice appropriation bill will be ready for consideration
to-morrow.

This is a matter that was up before, and it did not get into
conference simply because we delayed the bill several days day
after day. I think it would be decidedly ineffective to consider
the matter longer before the Senate, but let us take it into con-
ference. 1 have no objection to its going into conference.

Mr. BRADY. I think it entirely of too much importance to
be permitted to go to conference without full discussion in the
Senate. 1 am so thoroughly convinced along those lines that I
believe it would be better for the District to pay $250,000 for
the construction of that bridge, if it did cost that much, and
$87,000 for this land, if that is the price to be paid, rather than
to disfigure that part of the city where the Art Commission and
the District Commissioners have for 10 years been endeavoring
to get a proper entrance to the valley. :

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator I do not
think there is any disposition to suppress any argument in
regard to this proposition. We have been discussing it for
about two hours, and if the Senator wants to discuss it, keep on
at it, I have no objection, but do not take it over until to-mor-
row. Let us dispose of the bill to-day, even if you want to dis-
cuss it further.

Mr. BRADY. I do not wish to be misunderstood about my
position relative to the bill. I am very much in favor of the

Utah as to the value of the land. I think the statement of the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newraxps] relative to that matter
should be given consideration, for in appraising the land they
have a certain system of doing so, based upon the taxes that
they have been paying for 27 years. It seems to me that part
of it can easily be decided by the commission that will condemn
the land, and it would be much better for us to pay these property
owners $87,000 and permit this improvement to go on, rather
than to pass the second amendment and forever stop our pros-
pects of securing a park in that beautiful valley.

It seems to me that what we should do is to send the bill to
the conference committee with this amendment in it with in-
structions, and with the understanding that we are not going to
recede from our position, and in that way we will get this park.
After the park is secured I do not believe there will be very
miuch trouble in having a compromise made as to the amount of
fill that should be made. If we purchase the 8 acres from
the private owners we would do away with the necessity of
making any fill in order to increase the value of that property.
On the other hand, if we should reject the first amendment and
the conference committee should agree upon the second amend-
ment, it for all time prevents our securing a park in that part
of the city. For that reason I sincerely hope that the amend-
ment will be rejected and that the conference committee will
insist wpon retaining the first amendment that we have just
adopted.

Mr, LEE of Maryland. My, President, I do not know anything

proper that the taking for the park should be adopted, but the
two amendments would present to the conference a chance to
settle this question definitely and for all time,

Now, what I want to call attention to is that the taxpayers
have some rights. Take it or leave it. There is a lot of prop-
erty here in the Distriet of Columbia simply being held up in
the air, so to speak. It is not taken. It is indicated possibly
for park or some other public purpose and nothing is done
through a long series of years.

Mr. President, I happen to know of an illustration that strikes
me as one of the most remarkable cases of hardship under the
government of this District that I have ever come across. Take

terminal-station property. There is a tract of 80 acres. It is
being assessed at a high rate. New York Avenue was laid off

that piece of property, which is mentioned from time to time
and appears here in the District bill at every other session as
to be condemned, is being assessed and taxed on the theory that
the New York Avenue Bridge is coming to it. As a matter of
fact, Mr. President, the New York Avenue Bridge was built in
1908, It cost $440,000. It was a part of the terminal system.
A river of railroad tracks pass under it. It has been there in
the air ever sinee and neither approach to that bridge has ever
been filled or graded, and it is absolutely of no use to the public
because Congress does not make the necessary appropriation to
make that bridge available for publie uses. It is there in the air

und has been there in the air since 1908,

2017

first amendment. I ean not quite agree with the Senator from

about the merits of these two amendments. It would seem’

the Patterson tract on New York Avenue extended across the,

and condemned through it and assessed upon it. Undoubtedly
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Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yleld?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Why does not the Senator offer an amend-
ment right now to this bill to do that very

Mr. LEE of Maryland.
a situation. Tt looks to me as though there was a setiled
policy on some one's part to hold that bridge up in the air and
to tax these owners until they have got to take some small
price for their valuable property for a park. Of course that
may not be so. It may be just the drift of what is erverybody s
business and nobody's business, This bill has $20,000 in it to
gradc New York Avenue, The amount will not begin to fix
that bridge and avenue situation. And there is that bridge
‘all the time unused and costing in interest and deterioration
‘every year since 1908 more than the small beginning amount
‘this bill earries to cure the omission in so many years.

Mr. BRADY. Will the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly:

Mr. BRADY. Does the Senator not understand that we have
already agreed to an appropriation to purchase this property?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I understand that.

Mr. BRADY. I am very much in favor of that. I am in
favor of buying this property and paying $87,000 for it.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. It is intimated that it will not pass
in conference, but will simply result in the continued suspen-
gion through another term of years.

Mr. BRADY. But if this other amendment is adopted it is
'settled forever.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. It settles it in one way or the other.

Mr. BRADY. I believe if our committee would insist upon
holdlng in the bill the amendment we have adopted it would
be retained there, and this matter would be setiled, which
ought to be done,

There is no guesiion that the Senator from Nevada has made
citizens of this District every proposition a man could make
that was fair and eguitable relative to that property. but they
have not accepted it. I want to be understood now as realizing
that he has never attempted to do anything in this matter that
!he did not believe was for the best interest of the comumunity,
as well as himself and his associates.

On the other hand, I do believe that the scenic beauty of that
valley should be retained. I do believe that we are making a
fatal mistake if we permit a fill to go in there at this time. If
these two amendments go to conference, the conferees will
throw out the first, likely, and agree to the second.

Now, $15,000 will not build a structure there that will leave
enough ground for a road. It is just a start. It would take
from $50,000 to $75,000 to fill it properly the way it ought te
be done.

The way that valley should be improved is for the Govern-
ment to buy these 8 acres, or whatever the amount is, and
then agree with the people who own the adjoining property to
fill that valley halfway across, if necessary. They could then
leave the balance of the valley, so that you could drive through
there very nicely ; but if we put in this small appropriation now,
it simply means to delay the matter for years to come, for they
can never put a structure in there that ean be approved by the
Art Commission of the District, with the appropriation that we
have, and they will have to come back here to get an addi-
tional appropriation.

Now, let us do business along business lines and follow busi-
ness prineiples, Let us purchase this land, pay these owners
awhat they ought to have, and what it is worth, and then at
‘another time consider the matter of the hnprovemetrt of Con-
necticut Avenue.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, the Senator is eonsist-
ent. He wants to provide for taking the property and settle
the question that way. If he proposes to insist upon the amend-
ment of the Senate to that effect, of course, his position would
be unassailable. But I am simply talking about a vacillating
policy with reference to these large pieces of property, most of
them very much larger and more valuable than in the particular
‘instance under discussion, where there does seem to be the most
uncertain attitude on the part of Congress and the District
Commissioners with reference to what is going to be done.

It seems to me that this New York Avenue and bridge situa-
tion ought to have enough money appropriated to grade to that
bridge and start that street across the $440,000 bridge strue-
ture which has been standing there idle in the air ever since
1908, and which, by the way, was improperly charged under the
terminal construction against the stock of the State of Maryland
in the Washington Branch of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad. I
happened to take part in the investigation made in the Legislature
of Maryland into the affairs of the Washington Branch of the
Baltimore & Ohio- Raflroad. I learned in that way af the

thing? 2
1 just want to eall attention to such

time the bridge was built what it cost, and I have heen more
or less watching it with amazement through the years that have
succeeded to see it standing there and never used by reason of
the lack of appropriation to fill in the approaches, The cost is
now half a million dollars or more, with accumulated interest
and deterioration, that this bridge represents, and I must say,
Mr, President, that I could not help thinking of it as an illustra-
tion in connection with the amendment of the Senator from
Arkansas, and of the necessity of adopting some settled and de-
cisive policy with reference to the treatment of the wvarious
properties in the District of Celumbia that have been indicated
by their position or by artistic recommendation for condemnation
for park purposes.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the bridge that the Senator is
talking about along New Yerk Avenue of course, has nothing
to do with the guestion here, but it is a good illustration of
the way business is sometimes transacted. I do not think that
is any argument why we should do something here if the Sen-
ate agrees with my idea, and I think most of those who have
seen the property do. that it would be considered very unwise,

The Senator from Nevada has made a very good statement of
the case. I want to call attention to one or two things that he
has referred to. He has called attention to the fact that he
and his associates denated the land constituting Connecticut
Avenue and that they constructed this bridge and one other
bridge. Of course, it is to their praise, perhaps, that all that
has been done, although I think it ought to be sald that they
probably were not moved entirely by philanthropic ideas when
they did so. They have developed their preperty in Chevy
Chase and away beyond. It has become a very beautiful and
attractive residence section, and they have disposed of lots and
lots and lots.

The Senator says that for this land they paid $3,000 an acre
27 years ago. 1 am not saying, because I am not an expert on
values in the District, that that was not a fair price. I pre-
sume the Senater from Nevada, when this land was purchased,
supposed it was fair, and his judgment on that would be much
‘better than mine. Assume that it is fair, does it follow that to
take the few acres that it is proposed to take from it would be
the same as they paid for the whole traet? Here we have a
tract of land in which I think he sald there were 23 acres. It
rung up over a hill very slightly. It is not exactly across the
street from the entrance to the park, for some woman owns a
little strip in there, but if is just beyond that; a beautiful piece
of land. It runs down into this ravine at its north line. When
it reaches the hill there is a slope of at least 45° on the average;
sometimes more and sometimes less. That sidehill is wooded.
That is the part that it is preposed in the amendment which
we have adopted to buy from the Chevy Chase Land Con. That
sidehill iz not of any use, unless the timber is taken off. In
that case it might be useful when there was snow in the winter
as a place to slide down hill; but it is not fit to build on; it is
the lowest land in value of any of the tract. So it does not
follow, because the old tract had a certain value, that this is
of an equal value. That, however, is a matter, Mr. President,
about which I am not particularly concerned.

I should like the Government to buy that sidehill for a
park, and pay for it what it is worth to the Government. 1
am willing that the amount should be left to be determined in
the usual and legal way. But the Government is under no obli-
gation to adopt this provision and te permit the filling of this
ravine and thus spoil this beautiful park.

Senators argue here as though the Government was to blame
because the Chevy Chase Land Co. happens to own a piece of
property on a sidehill that is not valuable unless they can fill
up that ravine. God made that ravine and the sidehill; the
Government owns the road that runs through the bottom of the
ravine, and I do not suppose the owners of this property could
fill up that ravine without the consent of the Government on
account of the public highway down there. If the Government
wants to give its consent to have it filled up, that of course would
be all right. It would be very profitable not only to the Chevy
Chase Co. but to the people who own the land on the other
side. I am not finding fault with them for wanting it filled
up, but I am a little surprised that the man who has always
been a leader in the movement for beautifying and eecorating
the city of Washington and its parks, as the Senator from Ne-
vada has been, would want to mar the natuoral beauties, destroy
the magnificent trees there, and fill up this beautiful ravine
with a lot of unsightly dirt.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. T yield to the Senator from Washington.

Mr. JONES. Has this proposition had the approval of the
Fine Arts Commission?




1917.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2013

Mr. NORRIS. I think mot; and the commissioners, as I
understand, are opposed to it. I have not read the letter, which
I understand is on file, but that, I think, will appear in the letter.
I do not believe that the proposition will receive the approval
of any disinterested person who will investigate it, though my
Jjudgment may be wrong. -

I referred a while ago to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoer],
who lives in the vicinity. I asked him about it, and I found
when he took the floor later that he agreed with me. I now see
the Sepnator from Oregon [Mr. LAxe] here. He lives a little
farther beyond that place than I do, and passes over it nearly
every day. I should like to have him tell the Senate whether,
in his judgment, this ravine ought to be filled.

Mr. LANE. The Senator desires me to tell the Senate what?

Mr. NORRIS. I do not care to have the Senator do so now,
but I should like later to have the Senator state to the Senate
whether the bridge across the ravine ought to be taken away,
the ravine filled up, the scenery there destroyed, and the timber
cut down.

Mr. LANE, Is it proposed to build a viaduct of earth in
place of a bridge, and then have a roadway under that?

Mr. NORRIS. No: but to just fill it up; to dig off the top of
the hill and te put it in the valley, so as to make it all level:

Mr, LANE. I do come up that roadway many times, and I
enjoy the scenery and the beauty of it, more particularly in the
hot weather of summer time. I know that entrance into the
park, and I admire it. I think it is one of the most beautiful
places in W, We have just such another gulch in my
State, which we have turned into one of our ecity parks. We
have done nothing there to mar the work of nature, not even
cutting the trees or trimming the brush. A creek meanders
through that park, as one does through this. They are both
beautiful. That is the finest park we have, We have left con-
ditions which are natural and unusually attractive. The park
is nsed by countless hundreds of people, for the reason that it is
not an artificial park. I should look upon this as the same.

Still T can see and realize the injustice it does to property
OWIers de the cut through Connecticut Averue, and can
anderstand how it might wrong the property owners. An earth
fill is more permanent and better than any bridge which can be
built, as it will last for all time.

Mr. NORRIS. Buf the propesition is to fill it up.

Mr, LANE. If they fill it up, they will merely plug it at

both ends, so that it will not be a park.
© Mr. NORRIS. Tt will fill the whole valley.

Mr. LANH. If they fill the whole valley, that is still another

uestion.
= I was going to say that if they put a filled viaduct across it
would not harm it much, and it would give them a chance to
get rid of the surplus~dirt, which is injuring part of their prop-
erty to a considerable extent; so that injustice is being done
them. If they filled it up in such a manner as fo make it at-
tractive, it would not be good for park purposes. It would then
become residence property.

Mr. NORRIS. That is my understanding.

Mr. LANE. With a “jump-off ¥ of perhaps 100 to 150 feet
in depth, the people who wish fo get into the park would have
a hard time, although a graded roadway might be made to it.

So there are two sides to the question. In fairness to the
property holders, I can realize that their eguities should be
considered. The land should be purchased on each side of that
guleh so far back that it would not interfere. Then it would
be the duty of the District to pay enough money to help them
get their dirt elsewhere in order that they might mtilize their
property. ‘That would call for still larger appropriations; and
if yon are going to continue it as a park, as ought to be done,
the property owners should receive such compensation as they
would be properly entitled to. I will vote for a proposition of
that kind at any time. -

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Government is under no
obligation to any property owners to haul their dirt away be-
cause there happens te be a hill there. I would be glad to give
them an opportunity to put it somewhere else if it would not
interfere with what I believe to be the beauty of the valley,
which ought to be kept as it now is,

There is not any law, of course, that would prevent the owners
of property, for instance, from taking the timber off of it if
they desired to do so. They would have a right to do that, and
nobody weuld complain.

Mr. LANE. At this time?

Mr. NORRIS, At this time. They have a right to cut the
timber on whatever land they own, but that would rain it, and,
of course, it ought not to be done. The right thing to de, I
believe—and, in my judgment, it is the only thing to do, and
it is to the interests both of the property owners and of the

Government—is to let the Govermmnent buy both sides of this
gulch for park purposes.

I have had a good deal to say sbout what I thought the
property was worth, and the Senator frem Utah agreed with
me, that it was not worth the value placed on it, but, of conrse,
that is a matter as to which men’s judgments will differ. We
ought to pay what the property is werth; we ought to pay its
value. Any method that will determine its fair value by men
competent to judge I am willing to aceept, whether their award
agrees with my judgment or not.

Mr. LANE. There is one other equity involved, growing
out of the condition of the cut along Connecticut Avenue,
which leaves this property on both sides practieally marooned
from any use, either by the owners or anyone else. They ought
to be allowed an equitable compensation for the expense to
which they weuld be put in order to bring their property into
suitable eondition. '

Mr. NORRIS. That has not anything to do with the ques-
tion that is now pending here, as I understand.

Mr. LANE. It may not have; I am not familiar with that.

Mr. NORRIS. Congress has already passed a4 law to pur-
chase one side of Connecticut Avenue as an addition to the
Zoologieal Park, The property which is just beyond, on the
west side of Connecticut Avenue opposite the entrance of the
park, is ewned by a lady whe, as I understand, lives in Europe.

Mr. LANE. $he may get submarined on her way home,

Mr. NORRIS. As to whether she ought to be given money
to dig that hill away or not is a guestion on which we are
not now passing. Personally I do not believe she ought to
be compensated, but men may disagree as to that. However
that may be, it does not have anything to do, as I look at it,
with this proposition.

We have put into the bill a provision to buy this land. Cer-
tainly the appropriation provided is ample. The property ought
to be bought for what it is worth, and we ought t» be willing
to pay what it is worth. Now, to put in another provision that
is entirely inconsistent with it, with the understanding that
it will stay in if the other goes out in conference, and with .
the idea of giving the conferees power to adjust the whole
matter, is, to my mind, unjust. I am afraid, as the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. Beapy] has said, that when it comes back out
of the conference it may be that the good amendment will be
out and the other amendment leff in on the theory that some
Selx}ljaejgrs have advanced, that we ought to do something on the
sul 5

We are under no obligation to do anythins, so far as that
is concerned. Neither are the property owners. The righis of
no one are being injured even though nothing should be dene.
They have the same rights as any other property owners, amd
the Government has the right to take any property it wants
to, even-by condemnation. I think we ought to take it, but
nobody can charge injustice against us if we do not take it
We are not to blame that it is there or that anyone owns if;
and, even though the proposition is rejected and nothing is
done, while I think that would be poor policy from the stand-
point of the Government, at the same time the property owners
can not justly complain that we have not provided for the pur-
chase of their land or that we have not made appropriations
to conduct this stream under the embankment that we are
going to permit them to erect in the public highway.

Now, one word more, It has been argued here by one Sena-
tor—I think the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwrLaxps]—ihat
possibly this fill at Connecticut Avenue would slope down enst
and slope down west. This entire gulch there is about 1,500
feet long, and if filled for 500 feet on each side there would be
a slope down from the fill.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, T would like to ask the Senater a
question. 3

Mw. NORBIS. If that is done, then we will certainly have
gotten into a position, as it seems to me, a great deal worse
than though we filled up the whole thing, because we will have
left a hole at that end out of which there will be no way to get,
except by climbing up a steep hill to the bridge or go out the
other way by another steep hill. In other words, in the middie
of this guleh you would put a hill and you would then have to
go down on either side to get info a gulch, when now you can go
along the bottom of it. I now yield to the Senator from
Oregon. :

Mr. LANE. I do not understand the Senater’s statement
about that gunlch or ravine being only 1,500 feet wide from
Woodley Road to the enfrance of the park.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 say, from the statement of the Senator from
Nevada, that I think that is the idea the Senator meant to
convey.
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Mr. LANE. It is more than 1,500 feet from the Woodley
Road entrance to that guleh to the outlet to the park.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think it is about 1,500 feet from Woodley
Road down to the Connecticut Avenue bridge.

Mr, LANE. But not to the park?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, no; to the Connecticut Avenue bridge.

Mr. NORRIS. That is, on an air line?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think winding with the road.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator is only estimating it, is he not?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; but I think that is approximately
correct.

Mr. NORRIS. It is not very far from 1,500 feet. My own
idea would be that it would be a little less than that, but it
may be as much as 1,500 feet.

Mr. LANE. It is all of that, and more than that.

Mr. NORRIS. If we made a fill there 500 feet wide from the
base of the present Connecticut Avenue bridge it would leave a
thousand feet of gulch west of the bridge. There would be
nothing but a hole with a steep grade in any direction you
might go; and if you were at the other end and wanted to go into
the valley you would have to go clear out and clear down again
in order to get inte it. It would spoil the entire thing. I would
a great deal rather fill it up from one end to the other and let
the houses and residences be built.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. [Putting
the question.] By the sound the ayes seem to have it.

ME' NORRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. !

Mr. JONES (when his name was called). The junior Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Swaxson] is necessarily absent to-day
on account of illness, and I am paired with him for to-day.
Therefore I withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should
vote “nay.”

Mr. LODGE. I have a general pair with the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. SyarH], and therefore withhold my vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. SAULSBURY'S name
was called). 1 have a pair with the junior Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr, Corr], which I transfer to the senior Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Transferring
my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN-
fmsz] to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx], I vote
& yeﬂ-”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative).
1 have a general pair with the senior Senator from New York
[Mr. O'Goraax], but I am privileged to vote on questions of
this kind, and I vote *yea.”

Mr. CHILTON (after having voted in the affirmative). I
desire to inquire whether the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Farr] has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
he has not voted.

Mr. CHILTON. I have a pair with the Senator, which I
transfer to the Senator from Arizona [Mr., Samara] and will
allow my vote to stand.

Mr. WALSH. I Inquire if the senior Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. Lreprrr] has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
he has not voted.

Mr. WALSH. I have a pair with that Senator, and as he is
absent I withhold my vote.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the affirmative).
I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Oriver] to the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrraran]
and will let my vote stand.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 desire to announce the absence of the Sena-
tor from Vermont [Mr. DicrineaAM] on account of illness. I
will let this announcement stand for the day.

I have been requested also to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CaTroN] with the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN];

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] with the Sena-
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Tioavan] ; and
' The Senator from Connecticnt [Mr. Branpecee] with the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (after having voted in the affirma-
tive). I have a pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Drr-
riNeHAM]. I notice he is not present. I transfer that pair to

The Chair is informed that

the Senator from Arlzona [Mr. Asaugst] and will let my vote
stand.

FEBRUARY 9,
The result was announced—yeas, 27, nays 33, as follows:
YEAB—27.
Brounssard Hardwick Phelan Simmons
Bryan Hitcheock Pomerene Smith, Md.
Chamberlain Johngon, Me, * Ransdell Bmith, 8. C.
Chilton Lee, Md. Reed Stone
Clark Lewis Robinson Warren
Fletcher Martin, Va. Saulsbury Willlams
Gallinger Overman Bhafroth E
NAYS—33. e
Borah James Norris Townsend
Brady . Kenyon l’a[;: Vardaman
Culberson Kirby Poindexter Wadsworth
Cummins La Follette Sheppard Watson
Curtls Lane Smith, Mich. Weeks
Fernald Lea, Tenn. Bmoot Works
Gronna MeCumber Sterlin
Hollis Martine, N. J. Sutherland
Husting Nelson Thomas
NOT VOTING—36.

Ashurst Fall Lodge Sherman
Bankhead Goff McLean SBhields
Beckham Gore Myers Smith, Aris,
Brandegee Harding Newlands Bmith, Ga.
Catron Hughes O’'Gorman Swanson
Clapp Johnson, 8. Dak, Oliver Thompson
ol Jones Owen Tillman
Dillingham Kern Fenrose Underwood
du Pont Lippitt Pittman © Walsh,

So Mr. Ropixson’'s amendment was rejected.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I send to the desk an
amendment and ask that it be designated as section 10, to come
in at the end of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add
a new section, to be known as section 10, as follows:

8EcC. 10. That where any lot, parcel, or tract of land in the District
of Columbia has been or may be nsse: for general or special- taxes,
and the owner or other person having control over the same desires to
sell, or has sold, a part of the same, or to subdivide, he or the pur-
chaser may, l;;:‘l:«m application to the assessor of the District of Colum-
bia, have a istribution of such tax or assessment adjusted to the new
subdivision or parcel. The assessor shall have full power to make such
redistribution of such tax or assessment, having regard to the frontage
of such property upon a public highway, the values of different sections
of such land, and such other elements as in his judgment should be
considered by him in making such redistribution; and such redistribu-
tion shall be as valid and effectual upon the various parts of the prop-
erty in the same manner and to the same extent as if the or assess-
ment had been laid originally
taining-thereto. No payment or fallure to pay a tax or assessment upon
any such part shall change or affect the llabllity of the other parts of
such property for any tax or assessment so ributed, provided all
partles in interest request sald assessment and agree to abide by the
decision of the assessor.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. POMERENE. I do.

Mr. SMOOT, Since the assessment of the District of Colum-
bia has been changed so as to make it biennial, does the Senator
think the amendment is now necessary?

Mr. POMERENE. I was just about to explain the amend-
ment. It was originally introduced as a bill by the senior Sena-
tor from Washington [Mr. Joxes] and was referred to a sub-
committee of the District of Columbia Committee, who favored
its adoptiton. It is to meet this situation: We have been in-
formed by lawyers and others here in the city that if I, for in-
sgtance, owned a tract of land and sold a portion of it to the
Senator from Utah, and I should refuse or neglect to pay the
taxes on that portion which I still retained, the Senator from
Utah could not pay his taxes, and the taxes would not be re-
ceived at the Treasury Department, so he would be compelled.
to pay the taxes on the full tract or his land would become de-
linquent, as mine would be. The purpose of the amendment is
to authorize any owner of any portion of land to go before the
assessor and ask for a redistribution of the tax upon that land
so that if, for instance, I were negligent in the payment of my
tax the Senator from Utah could pay the tax upon his portion,
and thus avold the penalty for delinquency.

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood the amendment. I
think that such a provision ought to have been in the law of the
District of Columbia for some years past, particularly when we
had an assessment once every third year. I believe that it
would perhaps be a good thing to adopt the amendment now,
even with biennial assessments, and I hope the chairman of the
committee will accept the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I take it that the
adoption of the amendment would not interfere in any way
with the payment of the taxes on any portion of the land.

Mr. POMERENE. Not in the least.

The amendment will be

Does-the Senator from Ohio

thereon under the various laws apper-
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Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Then, I will offer no objection to
the amendment. ity

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to. .

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Ohio if he will kindly let that be numbered section 9%

Mr. POMERENE. I have no objection to that.

Mr, GALLINGER, I want the provision for the salary in-
crease to go at the end of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
change will be made as suggested. The Chair hears none.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I offer the following new amend-
ment : On page 24, line 20, after the word * hereunder,” I move
to insert the matter which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The SEcrETARY. On page 24, line 20, after the word * here-
under,” the last word in the paragraph, it is proposed to insert:

Provided further, That motor vehicles, owned or operated ns
not legal residents of the District of Columbia, but who 1 ‘have
complied with the laws of the State of their le residence requirin
the registration of motor vehicles or licensing of operators theréof an
the display of identifiention or registration numbers on such vehicles,
and which identification numbers shall be displayed on such motor
vehicles as provided by the laws and regulations of the Distriet of
Columbia, while used or operated within the District, shall not be
required to be licensed or registered or bear other identification numbers
under the laws and regulations of the Distriet, if the State in which
the owner or operator of such motor vehicles has his legal residence
.extends the same fr[vllege to the motor vehicles owned or operated by
legal residents of the District of Columbia,

Mr. SMOOT. DMr. President, a word of explanation of the
amendment.

The pending bill provides a tax upon all motor vehicles in the
District of Columbia, as follows: Five dollars for each vehicle
of more than 24 horsepower, $3 for each vehicle of 24 horsepower
or less, and $2 for each motorcyele or similar vehicle. It then
proceeds to give a definition of the term * motor vehicle.” This
amendment provides, for instance, that if the State of Mary-
land charges a tax for alicense npon a motor vehicle if Mary-
land autos come into the District they shall also pay a license
.to the District as long as there is not reciprocity between the
Distriet and the State of Maryland. This question was dis-
cussed in the Commititee on Appropriations, but was not acted
upon, and I reserved the right to offer this pmendment on the
floor of the Senate.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President— /

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. SMOOT. I do.

Mr. JONES. The Senator’s remark might create a wrong im-
pression. The matter was not voted upon in the eommittee.
There was no amendment submitted to the committee, so that the
guestion really was not passed upon,

Ar. SMOOT. The amendment was not veted on, -because no
amendment was offered. The Senator is right that there was no
vote taken on it.

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] directed a letter
to the commissioner of motor vehicles at Baltimore, Md., ask-
ing what the Maryland law was, and if a resident of any State
temporarily residing in the District of Columbia, and carrying a
license from that State, was entitled to travel in Maryland with-
out a Maryland license.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I want to say to the
Senator that the license of any State in the United States is
good in the State of Maryland. .

Mr. SMOOT. Well, I want the commissioner of motor ve-
hicles to answer the guestion. :

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. There is no question about that,
Any Member of this Senate who has a license from another
State is entitled to go info the State of Maryland without pay-
ing any additional license fee.

- Mr. SMOOT. Well, Mr. President, here is what the commis-
sioner says——

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I have taken the trouble to in-
vestigate the matter, and I received a lefter last June—prob-
ably I have it in my pocket—from the road commissioner of the
State of Maryland to that effect, that the license of any State
is accepted in the State of Maryland.

Mr. SMOOT. Providing there is not a Disirict number or
Distriet license tag upon the auto, ;

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. They have to carry something to
‘indieate that they have-that license. That is all that is neces-

sary. - ; : .
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator knows this, does he not? For
instance, I may have a Utah-license tag upon my auto, and under

this bill I have got to have a District license tag, If I go into
the State of Maryland with a District license tag on my machine,
I have got to have a Maryland license.

Mr. REED. Even though the Senator has a license from
the State of Utah? d
UtM;-. SMOOT. Even though I have a license from the State of

ah.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Noj; all you have to have is the
Utah license.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr, President, the Senator from Utah
is entirely wrong about that.

Mr. SMOOT. Let us see what the commissioner says.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
¥ield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. SMOOT. ' Mr. President, I want to read the letter.

_'Il‘ge PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to
yield.

Mr. SMOOT. This is not a letter written last June by some
road supervisor of Maryland.

Mr. BMITH of Maryland. I want to say to the Senator that
I not only have a letter, but I have a thorough statement in
regard to the matfer. I would not state updn the floor of the
Senate anything that I did not think was correct, and I want
fo say to the Senator that I would not do anything that would
lead the Senate to get a wrong impression from anything I
might say, >

Mr. SMOOT. I am not imputing to the Senator any such
thought or idea. I have a letter here signed by Mr. H. Austin
Baughman, commissioner of motor vehicles, 11 East Lexingten
Street, Baltimore, Md., dated February 5, 1917. The letter
reads as follows:

Replylng to your letter of the 2d instant, I beg to advise that an
automoblle from another State, if it is not being used for hire, and is
properly licensed in its home State, need not be registered in M’nr,ﬂ&nd
if it is here temporarily for a period mnot exceeding three months, If
the car in question, however, displays, a District of Columbia leense,
it is also necessary to have a Mau-yland license. E

I am inclosing copy of our latest antomobile law.

Very truly, yvours;
E. AusTIN BAUGHMAN
Commissioner.

Now, Mr. President, I want to read the law.

Mr, ROBINSON. Read the law.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let us have the law.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in the laws of the General
Assembly of the State of Maryland, chapter 687, act of 1916, T
ﬁnﬂ, on page 6, a definition of the term * State,” 'This is what

. says: '

The term * Stute_" as used In the subtitle—

Now, notice—
except where otherwise expressly provided, and except in seetion 146

ssl%:; m?m include the Territories and Federal Districts of the United

Now I want to read section 146 of the law:

Any person or operator not a resident of this State who sha
complied with the laws of the State in which he resides, l'ltrihral:-:‘3
the registration of motor vehicles or licensing of o i;nn'umtgrereotlg
and the display of identification or stration n s on such ve-

| hicles and who shall cause the identification number of such State,

in accordance with the laws thereof and none other,
initial letter or letters of sald Btate to be dlsplay?ﬁ“gerhgl?wggg
vehicle as in this subtitle provided, while used or operated upon the
public highways of this State, may use the bighways of this State
without obtaining a reglstrati certificate or operator’s license from
the commissioner of motor vehicles as hereinbefore prescribed: Pro-
vided, The State of which he is a resident and the registration cer-
tificate of which he displays shall extend the game privilege to resi-
dents of this Btate: Provided, That if any nnnresld%nt be convieted
of vielating any provision of this subtitle he sghall thereafter be subject
to and required to comply with all the })rovlsions of this subtitle
Cpeatoes Shareoc i the Bovermor of (hip Bete o nensy a8
operators eof ; or O authorized
and owered to confer and advise with the proper om::.gi and legis-
lative bodies of other States of the Unlon and enter into reciprocal
agreements under which the tration of motor vebicles owned by
the residents of this State be recognized by such other States,
and he is further authorized and empowered from time to time to
gant io regidents of other States the &rlrﬂe;e of using the roads of
is State as In this section provided return for similar privileges

granted residemts of this SBtate by such other States.
The faresainF exemption of nonresidents shall not &pgly to ators
es or motoreycles who are residents tates which do
not rfgu:lrelth& display of t:de‘rmﬁuusﬁtm“:nﬂia on the same, nor
ghall y nonresidents of this e W Ve tem&oruy regi-
% ths ANy year,

dences in Btate for periods In excess of three mon
or to nonresidents en ly in ms%::mt!on of pas-
BEngers or t for wh or partly in this State.

Any no: : 4 ating a motor vehicle in this Btate contrary to

the vigions of 8 section shall be deemed guilty of diwluﬂn; £
fictitlons marker or operating without a license, and subject the
penalties p elsewhere in this smbtitle for such offenses in the
cage of resldents. :

Mr. President, that is section 146. It does not mention the
Distriet of Columbia in any way, shape, or form. The amend-
ment that I offer——
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Mr. LEE of Maryland, My, President, will the Senator let
me interrupt him?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. SMOOT. I do.

Mr. LEE of Maryland.  There never has been any reclproclty
between Maryland and the Distriet of Columbia; there could
not be, and there is no statement that there is.

Mr. SMOOT. Well, there ought to be reciprocity between
Maryland and the Distriet of Columbia as there is between
Maryland and other States.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. But, on the other hand, the Senator
goes away beyond the mark when he says that the citizen of
Utah who happens to come through the District of Columbia
and get a District of Columbia tag ceases to be a citizen of the
State of Utah and ceases to get the benefit of the Maryland
statute in favor of that State.

Mr. SMOOT. I never made any such statement.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. That is the inference from the state-
ment the Senator makes, that because the citizen of Utah picks
up a District license he has lost his status as a citizen of the
State of Utah.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President——

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator claim that the commissioner
makes a false statement in his letter?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. SMOOT. Wait just a moment.
Senator from Maryland a question.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, I should simply say

I am asking the junior

that the commissioner had misconstrued the law most egre-.

giously.

Mr. SMOOT. I do know this, Mr. President——

Mr. JONES. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr, SMOOT. I do.

Mr. JONES. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the par-
ticular language here which says that they must have that tag
and no other.

Mr. SMOOT. No other.

Mr. JONES. The law says that; so that if the Senator from
Utah, having a Utah tag on his machine, got a license here in
the District of Columbia and put a Distriet of Columbia tag
'on it the State of Maryland would not recognize the Utah license.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The Senator will acknowledge
that if a man has a license granted in another State, and gives
evidence of that license by having a tag on his machine, he
has a perfect right to go into the State of Maryland.

Mr. SMOOT. Not under the Maryland law. I will read the
law again to the Senator. Not only that, Mr. President, but if he
has a tag from his own State on his auto, and then he has a
District tag upon it, he has to pay from $20 to $30 for a license
in the State of Maryland.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr, President, will the Senator yield
to me for a moment?

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I do not understand why the Senator
‘chooses to confuse with the District of Columbia a plain pro-
vision of the Maryland law that is aimed at everybody who runs
an automobile, namely, that you must not have a whole lot of
numbers plastered over your machine. The necessity of having
single numbers to deal with, for police purposes, is absolutely
evident, and to have a confusion of numbers flashed before the
.eye of the officer is objectionable. There is no discrimination
there against the District. You simply have to take off your
extra tag to prevent confusion in the administration of the law.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, under the provisions of this bill
every person operating an automobile in the District from now
on, and in the past, too, has been compelled to get a District
license; and as long as he is compelled to have the District
license, of course he can not go into Maryland without paying
for a license there. If I drove from Utah and temporarily
‘eame into the District of Columbia I would not have to have a
license. I could go over to Maryland if I only had the Utah
license on my machine, But if T am temporarily residing in
the District of Columbia and have a Utah license upon the
‘car I am also compelled o have the District license on it, and
'under those conditions I am compelled to pay a license ln the
State of Maryland.

Now, if there is going to be any reciprocity, why not have it
‘between the District of Columbia and Maryland? That is all
the amendment I have offered proposes.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, will the Senator

'| yield to me?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Maryland.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I want to say that the State of
Maryland has spent $25,000,000 in making good roads. So far
as reciprocity is concerned, it is the intention of Maryland to
have reciprocity with every State in the Union; but in one
instance a gentleman told me that in Montgomery County, the
county of my colleague [Mr. Leg], three-fourths of the use of
that road is by the people of the District of Columbia. We are
taxing our people from $750,000 to $1,000,000 a year in order
to keep up those roads. Now, it is not fair that we should have
reciprocity with the Distriet of Columbia when the District
of Columbia have nothing to offer to us except the right to go
through the streets of their city when we come from the State
of Maryland to do business with them. It is unfair to ask us to
keep up roads at a large expense, amounting this year to $800,000,
and allow the people of the District of Columbia to use those
roads without compensation. On the other hand, the District
of Columbia offers nothing to the State of Maryland in the way
of reciprocity in the use of roads.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator and I disagree upon
that point. When I drive through the Washington parks on a
Sunday afternoon, or any other day, but particularly on Sun-
day, I find Maryland citizens enjoying an auto ride over the
roads of the parks, and upon every single day of the week
Maryland people come into the District of Columbia to do busl-
ness with the people of the District of Columbia.

Mr. LEE of Maryland, They have a Maryland tag on their
machine, then.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; that may be; but have they got a Dis-
trict tag on their machine?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Yes; they have a District tag.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but they do not pay an annual license
for it.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. We do, sir.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Every Maryland machine has to have
a Distriet license to run in the Distriet.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, well, they got it how many years ago?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. But under the present law we are
to be taxed every year, and in a greater proportion than the
amount we pay is as compared to the amount that you pay in
Maryland.

Mr. SMOOT. That is what the Senator says, but I do not
think there is any comparison in the amounts paid.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. We pay $5 a year. That is the
law—$5 a year—and our license fee is from $10, I think, up to $25.

Mr. SMOOT. The District license is not paid yearly. The
Maryland license is more than $25 in many cases.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. How much did the Senator pay?

Mr. REED. I understand it is $§15 for a Ford. [Laughter.]

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know what the charge is for a Ford.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The average is not $20, so far as
that is concerned. The license we pay here is §5, and I am sure
that the roads of our State are used ten times as much as the
Marylanders use the roads of the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. SMOOT. That, of course, I doubt very much, Mr. Presi-
dent. On Sunday there are a good many automobiles that go
into Maryland.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. And every other day.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, not so very many.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Yes, sir; a great many of them.

Mr. SMOOT. Not many.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will give the name of the gentle-
man to whom I refer. I do nof suppose he has any objection to
my stating it.” Judge Peter, of Rlockville, told me that three-
fourths of the usage of that road in Montgomery County, from
here to Baltimore, was by people residing in the District of
Columbia.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. He has taken a great deal of notice
of it, and I think his statement would be accurate.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I am making no

statement here that is not accurate.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I did not say the Senator did; but
I stated that Judge Peter's statement was accurate, In my judg-
ment, i
Mr. REED. Mr, President, some Senator said, in effect, that
he challenged the letter read by the Senator from Utah; that
it was a misinterpretation of the law. It may be; but it does

.not compare with the misinterpretation of the law, if the Sena-

tor is correct, which is put upon it by the constables who hang
around the edges of the District to grab the unwary who hap-
pen to cross the line.
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I know of an instance where a man had a Missouri license;
he was a resident of Missouri, but he was in the District of
Columbin ; and he also had a District of Columbia license on
his car, They arrested him, although he had his Missouri
license. You are put to the difficulty of satisfying the local
constable that your State has reciprocity with Maryland, in the
first instance; and then, as I understand their construction—
the constable law, if you please—if you happen to have a Dis-
triet license that bars you from the privilege which otherwise
would be conferred by your State license.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Does the Senator mean to say that
if & man has a State license, by virtue of the fact of having a
District license the State license is not good? .

Mr, REED. I say that that is the construction that the con-
stable puts upon it.

- Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is not the case.

Mr. SMOOT. Well, that is exactly what the law says.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not think the law states that.

Mr. SAULSBURY., Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RopixsoN in the chair).
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Dela-
ware?

Mr. REED. Let me conclude what I was saying.

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. Then I want to read
the law.

Mr. REED. The junior Senator from Maryland stated, in
substance, that that was the rule; but he gave as a reason that
the existénce of so many license tags might confuse.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I did not state that. The Senator
misunderstood me.

Mr. REED. 1 say, the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Ler] said that. 3

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Pardon me; I understand that. I
did not mean to say that there was any confusion of the two
licenses, but I do say that if a man’s tag is properly applied,
it does not matter whether he has a District license or not;
if he has a license of another State on his automobile, he is
entitled to the privileges of the roads of Maryland.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator does not understand the law, then,
nor the enforcement of the law ; and I want to read it.

Mr. REED. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. L]
made that statement.

~ Mr, SMITH of Maryland. If there are two tags of the same
kind——

Mr. REED. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. L]
stated, in effect, that there was such a rule, namely, a rule

whereby a man having a State license and a Distriet license.

would be barred from the benefit of the State license, because
the existence of so many tags on the car might confuse the officer.
Now, of course there is nothing in that. The constable can
always stop a machine, and he can always ascertain whether
there is, in good faith, a Maryland license; and under the
Maryland law you have to have them both in front and behind.

‘The fact is, now, regardless of what the law may be when
strictly construed, that the construction that has been given to
this law by the constables and justices of the peace who imme-
diately environ the city of Washington—the constable lying in
wait always far enough back of the line so that you have vio-
lated the law if you go into the State, never at the line to warn
you back—the construction they have put upon the law has
been that. if you have no Maryland license, although you have
a State license, you have frequently been haled up and fined;
but that where you have a State license and a District license
you are thereby barred from the benefits of your State license,
Now, I question whether that is the law of Maryland.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is not the law.

Mr. REED. But that is the construction that is put upon it.

Mr. SMOOT, That is the law of Maryland.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. SMOOT. In just a moment.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from  Missouri if, by any chance, the citizen of Missouri to
whom he referred happened to be a Senator? [Laughter.]

Mr. REED. The one that I spoke of was not.

Mr. SMOOT. This is what the law says:

Any person or operator not a resident of this State who shall have
compﬁed with the laws of the State in which he resides requiring the
reglistration of motor vehicles or licensing of operators thereof and the
display of identification or registration numbers on such vehicles, and
who shall cause the identification number of such State, in accord-
ance with the laws thereof, and none othér

Mr. LEE of Maryland. There is nothing about the District
of Columbia in that, is there?

LIV—185

Mr. SMOOT. Why, no.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly not.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course there is not, and that is what I
want to call attention to—that the only way a car can go into
tlég State of Maryland is by carrying one State license, and no
other,

Mr, SAULSBURY, Mr. President—

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the junior Senator from Maryland
if that is not correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. SMOOT. In just a moment; just as soon as I get an
ANswer.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I wish the Senator from Utah
would listen to the Senator from Delaware, because he has
had an experience which will disprove what is stated by the
Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps the Senator may have had an ex-
perience of one kind, while some of us have had different ex-
periences,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Well, let the Senator from Dela-
ware state his experience,

Mr. SMOOT. The senior Senator from Maryland and the
junior Senator from Maryland do not agree as to what the law
of Maryland is, and I agree with the commissioner.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not know whether the Sen-
ator has a right to make that statement or not.

Mr. SMOOT. This is what the commissioner says:

If the car in question, however, displays a District of Columbia M-
cense, it is necessary to have a ryland license,
There is not any question about the law.

states so.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President

Mr. SMOOT. Wait a moment. If a citizen of the District of
Columbia has a license for the District of Columbia, he is not
entitled to go into Maryland. The District of Columbia is not
treated like all of the States are treated. .

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President——

Mr. SMOOT. And the Maryland law specifically eliminates
the District of Columbia.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, we do not profess
to have reciprocity with the Distriet of Columbia, because there
is no reciprocity between the District of Columbia and Mary-
land. Maryland has spent $25,000,000, as I previously said, in
building roads. She is to-day taxing her people in the State
of Maryland about $800,000 a year to keep up these roads. It
is unfair, when we tax our people to this extent, for the people
of the District of Columbia, who can not give us reciprocity, to
expect us to keep up those roads for them to use and to destroy.
As I said just now, Judge Peter, of Montgomery County, told
me that three-fourths of the usage of the roads of Montgomery
County was by the people of the District of Columbia; and it
is unfair to ask us to keep up these roads and not tax the people
of the District of Columbia as we tax our own people.

In regard to the District of Columbia, they charge a tax of
$5, which, I think, is more than proportionate to the amount
of roads we use in the Distriect of Columbia, which we pay
yearly, according to the tax. We pay their tax, and we ask
them-  to pay ours.

Mr. SMOOT. I now yield to the Senator from Delaware.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I thought possibly I might
throw a little water on the fire that seems to be getting up on
this subject by relating the experience I have had, which extends
now for the four years past.

In the summer time I go into Maryland every day, because I
usually live out toward Chevy Chase. During the whole year
I go from here to my home in Delaware, and I suppose I have
traveled ten or twenty thousand miles on the Maryland roads.

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr, SAULSBURY. 1 have been waiting now for half an hour
to make this statement.

Mr. THOMAS. 1 was simply going to ask how the Senator
could keep out of Maryland if there was high tide in his State,
[Laughter.]

Mr. SAULSBURY. The question of tide seems to have
troubled a good many minds, but it does not trouble those in our
State. The land under water at high tide we catch very good
terrapin on, when the water is low, which you all enjoy so
much. But now we will get away from the question of tide. I
have never been questioned, having both a Delaware and a Dis-
trict of Columbia tag on that machine. In the last four years
I have been warned several times by the——

It specifically
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Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator say that he has not a Mary-
land license?

Mr. SAULSBURY,
Delaware license,

. Mr, SMOOT. I ecan not cross the line from Chevy Chase
Cirele into Maryland without being arrested, if I were without
a Maryland license.

Mr. SAULSBURY. They may not like the Senator’s looks.

Mr. SMOOT. That may be true.

Mr. SAULSBURY., I have never had the slightest trouble
about it, and during the summer time for months I have used
the roads of Maryland with absolute reciprocity. The Senator
misconstrues what I said. There is absolute reciprocity be-
tween Maryland and every other State in the Union. There
may not be between Maryland and the District of Columbia, and
a license in the District of Columbia costs very little in com-
parison to a State license.

Mr, SMOOT, If a man has a State license, he can go into
Maryland, and if in connection with the State license he has
upon his car a District license tag, then he is arrested.

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is exactly what I have done for
four years. The Senator misunderstood me.

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator escaped because he was a
United States Senator. He is the only person I ever heard of
being so favored.

Mr, SAULSBURY,
the same.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Here is another Senator who has not
had that same experience. A Maryland constable has $5 of
mine now. [Laughter.]

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President——

Mr, SMOOT. There is not a Senator who does not know that
he can take his automobile and pass through Virginia and never
be disturbed if he has a District license, no matter whether he
has a Virginia license or not; and it is also known that with the
exception of the Senator from Delaware, and probably one
other, as. he says, they can not go into Maryland without a
Maryland license unless they are arrested.

Mr. JONES. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. JONES. Right in connection with that I want to say a
Member of the House has told me that he had an experience
like this: That he had the tag of his State and he got the Dis-
trict of Columbia tag and went over into Maryland, and he had
such an experience there as compelled him to come back and
take off the Distriet of Columbia tag and put it away, so as to
have nothing but the State tag.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I want to say in regard to the
State of Virginia—

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will just withhold for a moment,
I will be through, because I do not want to take any further
time.

Mr. President, there is not a Senator present who does not
know that there has been a regular business on the part of cer-
tain officials in Maryland to hold up and arrest people of the
District of Columbia who happen to pass over the Disirict line,
That is understood by everybody, and particularly on Sundays,
when they are stationed at every place where a road leads into
Maryland from the District of Columbia, and they hide behind
trees until you pass and give no warning not to cross the line,
I do not know why it should be. I think whatever is right in
this matter ought to prevail. The amendment I have offered to
the bill will make reciprocity between the District of Columbia
and Maryland, and I think that ought to be done.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Of course whatever is right onght
to prevail, and I assume the Senator from Utah thinks that
other Senators feel the same way. I contend that reciprocity
with the District of Columbia is not right. I do not mean to
say that the officers of the law in our State have always done
what they should have done; I suspect they have violated the
law; but I do say that the people of the State of Maryland
do not feel that they ought to be taxed to build roads and keep
them up at a heavy expense of from $800,000 to $1,000,000 a
year and that the District of Columbia, which can not give
reciprocity, should be exempted from paying a proportion of
that tax. We tax ourselves and we propose to pay the Dis-
trict of Columbia what their tax is, but it certainly should not
be expected of us that we should give them the same right
and privilege that we give the States that have roads through
the States. ) ;

I wish to say in regard to Virginia—I am not sure of what I
say, but I have been told that they have two periods in which
you can use the roads of Virginia of a week each. I got that
from a gentleman who has been there. If you stay there longer

I have not a Maryland license. I have a

I have just heard from another Senator

than that you have to procure a loeal license. Without mean-
ing to reflect upon the roads of Virginia, they have not spent
money for roads in Virginia as we have done in Maryland, and
the people of the District of Columbia do not go there to use
those roads. Besides that, they have heavy tolls; A gentleman
told me that he was in Virginia three or four days and the
tolls amounted to from $13 to $14.

In our State we have bought up the roads that had tolls in
order that we might get rid of tolls, and we have no such tax
as that upon the people who travel in our State. I say it would
be absolutely wrong. The Senator from Utah says he wants
to do right. We all want to do right, but I do not think it is
right that we should tax ourselves to build roads and they
should be used by the people of the District of Columbia, who
can not give us reciprocity. .

Mr, SMOOT. The Senator recognizes the fact, does he not,
that the people of the District of Columbia are taxed to build
roads and the Maryland people use the roads?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Not in Maryland.

Mr. SMOOT. Not in Maryland, but in the District.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. But the use of roads in the Dis-
trict of Columbia by the people of Maryland amounts to little
when compared with the use of roads in Maryland by people
from the District of Columbia.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the proposition seems to be
that the people of the District of Columbia ought to pay for
the Maryland roads. I can not understand why that should be
the case at all.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If the Senator will pardon me,
that is not my idea about it.

Mr. LODGE. I summed it up briefly.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We ourselves pay something for
the use of the Maryland roads.

Mr. LODGE. We pay an unusually high license to have the
use of Maryland roads.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is only what we pay ourselves.

Mr. LODGE. New England has unusually good roads; the
States there have spent enormous sums of money. It costs us
a good deal more than $800,000 to keep our mileage in Massa-
chusetts in repair. In the summer New England is filled with
people from other States who use the roads. Quantities of auto-
mobiles are there. Massachusetts draws no line on the District
of Columbia. We interfere with no State and we do not inter-
fere with the District of Columbia. We do not expect to have
other people pay for our roads. I do not think any State does
except Maryland, as far as I know.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If the Senator will pardon me,
the State of Massachusetts is not situated as the State of
Maryland is in regard to the District of Columbia.

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly true.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. There probably would not be a
hundred people in the District of Columbia who would use the
roads in Massachusetfts, but they use our roads every day and
use a part of them a great deal more than the people of Mary-
land themselves use them.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think it ought to be reeipro-
cal. If Maryland is going to charge a high license to every-
body in the District of Columbia who crosses the line—person-
ally I have never been interfered with, but I know of such
cases where there were posted men around the Chevy Chase
Club and they grabbed them one after another as they came
out and fined them, and it is only a little over the border—if
Maryland is going to deo that I think the Distriet ought to put
an equal tax on every Maryland automobile that comes into
the District.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. LODGE. I do.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Deoes the Senator understand that it
is reciprocal in that the District antomobile owner gets a license
when he goes to Maryland and the Maryland automobile owner
when he comes to the Distriet gets a license?

Mr. LODGE. I understand that it is reciprocal.
put on the same tax they levy on us,

Mr. LEE of Maryland. That would not be reciprocity.

Mr. LODGE. Precisely, it is reciprocal; but to charge $40 In
Maryland and $10 in the District of Columbia is not reciprocal.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We do not charge $40——

Mr, LODGE. On some the charge is $30, ;

Mr, SMOOT. I know they charge $30.

Mr. LODGE. I know they charge $£30, and I was told that
they charge $40. The charge on the motor I happen to have is
exectly double what is eharged in Massachusetts.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. They charge the same price—

I would
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Mr. LODGE. I am not quarreling with that. You have a
right to charge anything you choose. ,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No State has better roads.

Mr. LODGE. There should be the same charge on Maryland
people as on District people.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It costs money to build the roads;
it costs money to keep them up; and we tax ourselves for it.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have the floor.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I am going to wait 'until I get the
floor in my own right. The vehemence of the attack has been
so0 great that the defense has hardly a chance to utter a word.

Mr. JONES. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow
;ne,dI wish to give the law with reference to charges in Mary-
and:

Class A. Fifty cenls per horsepower or fraction thereof in the case

of all motor vehicles having pneumatic tires, with a minimum charge of
§5 for any motor vehicle.

Mr., LODGE. It seems to me that it should be adjusted in
this way. The streets of Washington cost a great deal of
money. The parkways of Washington cost a great deal of
money. It is paid exclusively by the inhabitants of the Dis-
triet and by the Government. The charge for a motor license
in the District is very moderate. That is for them to settle,
of course. But Maryland has undertaken, in my judgment, to
squeeze the people of the District and make them pay out of all
proportion. What I would like to see would be precisely the
same charge placed on a Maryland motor when you enter the
District as is placed on the District motors in Maryland, and
vice versa. They should place the same on us if they insist on
having it, but if a man has a motor license on his car, whether
he has a State license or not, he is likely to get into trouble
when he into Maryland. T think it ought to be put on an
equality. It has become an intolerable annoyance. There is no
such annoyance from Virginia, but I do not suppose they go
there gquite as much. It has become an annoyance, and I think
a very unjust one. I hope something will be done to equalize
it and put them both on the same level, that is all.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, I am very sorry the
Senator from Massachusetts is annoyed.

Mr. LODGE. I said explicitly I personally had never been
annoyed.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. The Senator said it was an annoy-
ance.

Mr. LODGE. It is an annoyance; a public annoyance.
not speaking of myself. ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Maryland yield to the Senator from Massacliusetts?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. 1 yield.

Mr. LODGE. 1 only wanted to object to being misquoted. I
said specifically that I personally had never been annoyed. I
say it is a public annoyance, a public nuisance, and it is a very
small way to squeeze the people of the Distriet.

Mr. LERE of Maryland. Mr. President, this question has been
pending for some years. On one occasion I happened fo meet
the then senior Senator from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, on the
train. He said he was going to make a visit to the coast of
Massachusetts—Nahant was the end of his pilgrimage. He
said he never went up there along that coast and through
Boston and saw the magnificent villas and display of wealth
that Massachusetts gives to the eyes of the relatively impov-
erished from other States that he did not realize with what
injustice the tariff laws had been operating through so many
years, how tremendously they had operated to shake all the
plums into one end of the pudding, and the New England end
of it had gotten the plums.

Mr. President, in our way we have been struggling in Mary-
land to build up a road system and we have some of the hest
roads in the United States. We have had a great many prac-
tical difficulties in building that road system, but we have
managed to do it and managed to keep it up. Every cent of
this license business goes to the maintenance of the road service
in Maryland, and the maintenance is more important than con-
struction.

Our situation with reference to the District of Columbia is
rather a peculiar one. Here is the District of Columbia like
three-quarters of a postage stamp stuck right into our State,
350,000 people in a city topographically within Maryland, and
it is impossible to treat that city within Maryland in any other
way than we treat our own people,

The District of Columbia population is, generally speaking, a
wealthy and well-to-do population. As my colleague has just
sald, they use the Maryland roads to a great extent. It has
been impossible to establish a relationship and reciprocity be-
tween two-thirds of 10 miles square and a whole State, the two-

I am

thirds of the 10 miles square being a city of 350,000 population
stuck right into our State,

There have been other difficulties besides the physical one.
The District of Columbia up to date has had no license tax of
an annual nature. How eould we reciproeate with people who
pay a tax of four or five dollars and get a perpetual license for
the life of a car when our people pay $20 a year and more for a
license for a car annually? Reciprocity under those cireum-
stances would be utterly ridiculous and absolutely impracticable.

But the real thing that we are asking is not that other people
build our roads, as the Senator from Massachusetts in effect
suggested, with perhaps somewhat of the unconscious insolence
of conscious sectional wealth, but we are asking that other
people contribute a part at least of what is due in proportion
to their uses of our roads. Our roads are run out by miles and
hundreds of miles, compared with the relatively short mileage
and limited area of the District of Columbia.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator if he is going
to return to the tariff argoment? If he is, I want to be present.,
Otherwise, I am going out for a little while. \

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I just repeated the statement of the
late Mr. Bayard, who was a philosopher, and commented upon
the relative splendor and magnificence of Massachusetts.

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe he was a rather rich man him-
self, was he not?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I do not think so.

Mr. President, this thing has been agitated for some years.
Every human being naturally wants to use something that he
does not have to pay for. It has been an irresistible tempta-
tion to some people here in the District of Columbia, paying
an average charge of a dollar a year for the license of their ma-
chines, to go out into Maryland on the dollar that they have paid
the District and have the same privileges that a citizen of Mary-
land has for $20, that he has to pay annually. Mr. President,
that, as reeiprocity, is an utterly absurd proposition. I want
to suggest that is a very easy thing for city people to ride out
in the country and say, “ Why do not these farmers have better
roads?” It is a very easy thing for a gentleman riding along
in a rich, commodious, and easy-going automobile to look out
upon the acres the farmer tills and the muddy reads he has
to use and say, “ Why do not these people have better roads?”
But it is going a long way farther for gentlemen with big auto-
mobiles to come out and say, “ We will use these roads just
as much as we please and we will not pay anything for the use
of them.”

Mr., President, an illustration has been used in comparing
Maryland with Virginia. I am sorry to say that if a man goes
into Virginia he will not find very many good roads; but the
very minute Virginia undertakes to tackle this road question
with the same resolution and practical industry that we have in
Maryland the Virginia people will have to make their charges
just the same there against those who use and wear their roads
in large numbers and through long spaces of time. In Mary-
land we only ask the District of Columbia people to pay for
what they use as much or more than we on the same annual
basis for maintenance that we pay. They have had to bear
none of the high taxes we pay for the original building of the
roads.

There has been a good deal of confusion thrown into this
debate by the Senator from Utah on this subject as to having a
number of tags on a car. Mr, President, the police requirement
of the State of Maryland that an automobile should only come
into the State with one tag on is a reasonable requirement, If
a man comes in from Delaware or Pennsylvania, he must have
a Delaware or a Pennsylvania tag on his car. If he has one
more tag or two more tags and kills somebody, how can the
constable tell where the murderer came from? In such a case
the constable would have to look up the license lists and go
through the numbers of two or three State automobile license
systems to come to a conclusion and endeavor to caich the
criminal.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, T want to ask the Senator-——

Mr. LEE of Maryland. The Senator knows that every tag
on the back of an automobile is usually covered with dust or
a certain amount of mud, so that differentiation in color is of
very little use to the constabulary.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator mentioned the fact that the laws
of Maryland required nonresidents to have but one tag. There
is such a law, is there?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Yes; as to an automobile coming
into the State. The provision of the Maryland law has been
read by the Senator from Utal.
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Mr. NORRIS. I was not in when the amendment was offered.
I desire to ask the Senator another question. Suppose, for
instanee, the Senator from Utnh goes Into Maryland with a
Utal tag on his automobile and also a District tag?

Mr. LEE of Maryland, Then he would have offended against
that statute. : \ - ;

AMr. NORRIS. Hovw, if he went in there with only a Utah tag
on his antomobile?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. He would be all right.

Mr. NORRIS. He would be all right?

Mr. LEE of Maryland., Yes, sir.

Mr. NORRIS. No matter how long he might be in the Dis-
trict and how often he might go into Maryland?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Precisely.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of
the Senator, then, if that car had also a District tag on it when
it went to Maryland, would not the driver of the ear have to
stop at the line and take the District tag off?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. For illustration, suppose a gentleman
from another State stays in Massachusetts for a longer time
than the Massachusetts laws of reciprocity allow and he gets a
Massachusetts tag; then he goes to New York and stays there
longer than their reciprocity laws allow, and he gets a New
York tag; then he goes to Pennsylvania and stays there more

-than three weeks, or whatever the reciproeity period is, and gets
a Pennsylvania tag; and finally he runs over into the Maryland
line with three tags on his machine. That is what our law is
aimed at. We simply want the gentleman to come into our State
under one flag and not under two flags. Let us know where you
come from. That is all we ask; but do not come into the State
saying you come from here or you come from there if you come
from some other place. There is a great deal of necessity under
modern police conditions for regulating and observing automo-
bile traffic.

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland
another question for information.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me
to conclude the question I desire to ask?

Mr. NORRIS, Yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am a little bit troubled about this. I
go into Maryland very little—

Mr. LEE of Maryland. We will be glad to have the Senator
come as often as he likes. 2

Mr. GALLINGER. But I have a couple of grandchildren at
school in Maryland, whom I should like to visit. Now I have a
New Hampshire tag on my car, but I can not get to the Maryland
line without having a Distriet of Columbia tag on my car also.
Must I stop at the line and take the District tag off, so as to
have but one tag on my car in Maryland? I am asking the
question for information.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I am very glad the Senator has asked
me that question, because it would take him a very little while
when he gets to the District line to take one tag off. Then there
would be no complexity about it. The New Hampshire tag
would be good in Maryland. There is no occasion for using
two tags, exeept to confuse the numbers, and it is a very small
thing to ask the Senator to take off his New Hampshire tag.
He is nowhere near New Hampshire, so what is the occasion
for using the New Hampshire tag?

Mr. GALLINGER. There is occasion for using it, because
certain States recognize it.
Mr. LEE of Maryland.

then put it on.

Mr. SMOOT. Isit not true that if the New Hampshire license
tag was taken off amil the District license tag was put on he
could not go into Maryland then unless he paid the Maryland
license?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS, Will the Senator yield to me for another ques-
tion?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. I am asking my question entirely for infor-
mation. I have a good deal of sympathy, I want to say from
what I have heard of the argument, for the position the two
Maryland Senators have taken. It seems to me that the Dis-
trict of Columbia, occupying the position it does, with such a
large population and such a small area, and Maryland having
the beautiful roads that she has, it is not unfair that she should
be compensated in some way for the very large use the people
of the District make of the Maryland roads; but I want to ask
the Senator this question: Suppose the Senator from Utah, for
instance, being here during the sessions of Congress—and that
means most of the time—has a Utah tag on his ear in the Dis-
triet. Is there anything in the law here that will proteet him

If you are going into another State,

or would he be required to get a Distriet license and put a Dis-
trict tag on his car?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I presume that affer being here n
certain length of time he would have to get a license. I do not
know how long the reciprocity period is between Utah amd the
District of Columbia. Ordinarily the reciprocity period between
States is for a period of a month or three weeks.

Mr. NORRIS. How long is it in Maryland?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. About three weeks, if I remember
correctly, or a month.

Mr. NORRIS. That is, he could stay in the State that long
with his ear, but if he went out and eame back again, would it
count from the time he eame in again?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. It is practically unlimited, beeause
it is impossible to spot a man when he goes out and when he
comes in. That is why sueh an arrangement between Mary-
land and the District can not be worked. If we gave the Dis-
trict a three weeks' reciproecity period, we would never find the
time when that period was ended, so far as a District ear was

concerned.

Mr. NORRIS. The idea that impressed me, however, was
this: If Maryland is giving other States the proper reciprocity,
as I understand the Senator to elaim she is, in ease of some one,
like a Member of Congress or a Cabinet officer, from some State,
residing in the Distriet during the sessions of Congress, if the
laws of the District make it necessary for him to get a Distriet
tag, then in order to comply with the law of the District, he
would in reality offend against the laws of Maryland if he
crossed the line. So there is a sort of diserepancy there.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. If he carries two tags over the Dis-
triet line.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; in other words, in the little territory of
the Distriect he would be required to have two tags, and when
he crossed the line into Maryland he would not dare to have
but one. If we could have a law that would harmonize that
discrepancy, it seems to me, it would be very desirable.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the argument on which the
junior Senator from Maryland seems to rely more than any-
thing else is, it seems to me, contrary to the actual requirement
of the Maryland law. He says the purpose is to keep a number
of tags off the machine to prevent that practice, The Maryland
law requires two tags on an automobile coming from the Dis-
trict of Columbia. There must be two tags—a District of Colum-
bia tag and a Maryland tag. So that I do not see very much
force in that argument. The amendment proposed, if carried
out, would meet that situation.

Mr. NORRIS. What does the amendment that is now pend-
ing purport to do?

Mr, JONES. As I remember the amendment, it provides that
any person who is not a legal resident of the District of Columbia
in bringing an automobile in here shall pay the license charge
fixed for motor vehicles of legal residents of the District of
Columbia if the State from which he comes or in which he has
his legal residence does not recognize the Distriet of Columbia
license tax.

Mr. NORRIS. Then it would not apply to residents of the
District at all, and would have no application to them?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Not in the slightest.

Mr. JONES. Except that it is hoped that it would work out
reciprocity between Maryland and the Distriet of Calumbia.

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand, then—and I want to get a
right understanding of it—it would only apply to people in the
District who are legal residents outside of the District. Is that
right? In other words, it only applies to nonresidents of the
District who are in the Distriet.

Mr. JONES. I suggest that the amendment be again read.
That will be the best way to determine the matter.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, before we go any
further I claim——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. JONES. 1 do not yield just now.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I claim that this is general legis-
lation, and I make the point of order agninst it.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, it certainly is in order with
reference to the provision of the bill as it eame here from
the House. The House provision might have been subject to
a point of order in the House, but it is not subject to a point
of order here, and any amendment that is germane to that pro-
posed legislation is in order. I, of course, recognize that the
Senator from Maryland has the right to interrupt me to make a
point of order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not familiar
with the proposal to which this Is an amendment, and would
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like to have the amendment returned to the Secretary’s desk,
so that it may be read. The Secretary will first state the pro-
posed amendment.

The SecreTaRY. On page 24, after the word * hereunder,” in
line 20, it is proposed to insert:

Provided further, That motor vehicles, owned or operated b{!}nmnn
not legal residents of the District of Columbia, but who shall have
complied with the laws of the Btate of their legal residence requir
the registration of motor vehicles or licensing of operators thereof an
the dlsglg of ldentification or registration numbers on such wvehicles,
and whi identification number shall be displayed on such motor
vehicles as provided by the laws and regulations of the District of
Columbia while used or operated within the District, shall not be
required to be licensed or registered or bear other identification num-
bers, under the laws and regulations of the District, if the State in
which the owner or operator of such motor vehicle has his legal resi-
dence extends the same privilege to the motor vehicles owned or oper-
ated by legal residents of the District of Columbia. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of the
opinion——

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the
Senator from Maryland.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. The provision in the bill to which
this is an amendment is the House text, and not the Senate
text. This is absolutely new legislation. Whilst there was
some' provision in the House text regarding this matter, the
amendment is not applicable in this case.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator does not hold that the Senate has
not the right to amend the House fext?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to
rule. The Chair is compelled to overrule the point of order
made by the Senator from Maryland, as the proposition is an
amendment to language on a cognate subject in the bill.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing-
ton still has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from
Maryland?

Mr., JONES. Yes.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr, President, just a moment. We
really have been rather resenting the aspersions cast upon our
State in this matter of licenses more than we have been debat-
ing the amendment of the Senator from Utah. The amendment
of the Senator from Utah simply has two effects. It does not
affect the Maryland people in the slightest, as I read it. It has
no effect on us at all. We simply come into the District and
get a license, as we always have done and probably always will
do: but it has this effect: It excuses the Senator from Utah
from paying license on his car in the District of Columbia and
excuses every other Senator in this body from paying a license
on his car in the District of Columbia. That is rather a-small
procedure. I think, gentlemen, you ought to pay licenses.

There is another thing the amendment does that is bad, and
that other thing is that the name of the owner of the car is not
registered in the District of Columbia, no matter how long the
owner of the car may be here during the year with the license
of a distant State. I think it is bad policy from a police stand-
point not to have the operator or owner of a car register his
name and be acecessible to the police by registering his name
when he comes into the Distriet of Columbia. I think it is a
very bad proposition to admit anyone here from a distant State,
with the license tag of that State on his car, with liberty to
operate as long as he likes in the District, without making any
police report or having any police surveillance.

Mr. NORRIS. With the permission of the Senator from Wash-
ington, I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland another
question.

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Maryland says it would
only relieve the Senator from Utah and other Senators from
procuring licenses in the District?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. That is about what it amounts to.

Mr. NORRIS. That would depend altogether, as I under-
stood the reading of the amendment, as to whether the State of
Utah or any State from which a Senator might come, and of
which he was a legal resident, had a law that extended the same
privilege to the citizens of Utah.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. There are very few of them that do
not have such laws. :

Mr. SMOOT. The State of Maryland does not,

Mr, NORRIS. There is not any State that I know of—I am
not familiar with the laws of many of the States in this par-
ticular—that extends to nonresidents of the State the right to
remain in the State as long as the citizens of the various States
have to stay here in Washington if they are attending Congress.

Mr, SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr., JONES. Yes. y

Mr, SMOOT. That does not apply to Utah to any extent. The
only exception in the entire United States is Maryland, and
there they discriminate against the Distriet of Columbia, and
this amendment simply seeks to remedy that.

Mr. NORRIS. Then, I do not understand the amendment. I
do not see how it does that.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, if the Senator from
Washington will further indulge me—

Mr, JONES. I yield.

Mr. LEH of Maryland. This amendment does not remedy
that at all. A Senator can not come into our State with an
automobile without a license. I may prophesy that he is not
going to come into that State without a license and without
paying for it; and for that reason he sees fit to introduce an .
amendment here that excuses him from getting a license from
the District of Columbia. That does not hurt us any.

Mr. SMOOT. That is not the amendment.

Mr., LEE of Maryland. That is what the amendment means;
it does not mean anything else; and it has the further evil
effect of not requiring a foreign car, running under a foreign
name and number, from reporting to the police and having the
name of the owner at least set down on the records of the
police jurisdiction.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the Senate committee amend-
ment simply follows the Maryland law. It is designed to se-
cure reciprocity. The operations of the Maryland law to secure
reciprocity in the State of Maryland and in the other States of
the Union is almost word for word with this amendment. The
sole purpose of this amendment is to secure, if possible, reci-
procity between the District of Columbia and the State of
Maryland, or any other State, for that matter that does not
recognize a District license or tag.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. How does it secure reciprocity?

Mr. JONES. It seoures reciprocity exactly in the same way
gmtl lthe law of the State of Maryland secures reciprocity; that

all.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. We do not secure reciprocity.

Mr. JONES. If you do not, then this will not secure it.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Certainly not.

Mr. JONES. But you secure it with the State of the Union?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. That is just what I say. You do not
secure reciprocity, but you simply dodge a legal tax.

Mr, JONES., No, Mr. President.

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me, as I heard the amendment
read, that it does not apply to residents in the District at all;
it applies only to nonresidents. Is not that trme? I may be
mistaken. -

Mr. JONES. That is true.

Mr. NORRIS. Then how does it affect a man who is a
permanent resident of the District of Columbia?

Mr. JONES. It does not affect him unless the State of
Maryland will reciprocate, because their citizens must pay the
tax in the District of Columbia, and their citizens would not
have to pay the tax in the District if they would recognize the
citizens of the District of Columbia in their State. -That is the
way it helps the people of the District.

Mr. NORRIS. If the provisions of this amendment do not
apply to residents of the District of Columbia, I do not myself
see how they will be affected. 3

Mr. JONES. It applies in this way: I will ecall the atten-
tion of the Senator to the fact that it says to Maryland, for
instance—and I use Maryland merely as an example—it says
to Maryland, “ Your citizens will have to pay the tax in the
District of Columbia If you fix a tax upon the residents of the
District of Columbia in your State; but if you relieve the peo-
ple of the District of Columbia, if they have complied with
their law, from paying a license tax in your State, your citizens
will be relieved from paying the tax in the District of Colum-
bia.” That is the way it affects them.

" Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator has the amendment there, I
wish he would read the first part of it.

Mr. JONES. I will do so. It reads as follows:

Provided further, That motor vehicles, owned or operated bz ﬁersons
not legal residents of the District of Columbia, but who shall have
complied with the laws of the State of their legal residence requiri
the registration of motor wehicles or licens of operators thereo
and the displa{l of identification or registration numbers on such
vehicles, and which identification number shall be displayed on such
motor vehicles as provided by the laws and regulations of the Dfstrict
of Columbia, while used or operated within ot 1 not be
required to be licensed or registered or bear other identification num-
bers under the laws and regulations of the District if the State in
which the owner or operator of such motor vehicle has his legal resi-
dence extends the same privilege to the motor vehicles owned or oper-
ated by legal residents of the District of Columbia.
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That is the way it affects the people of the District of
Columbia, and that is the way the State of Maryland brings
about reciprecity between that State and the other States of
the Union, and that is the sole purpose of the amendment.

Mr. President, we are the only body that can legislate for
the people of the District of Columbia. We are the only body
that can protect them in any way or provide any way by which
they may not be discriminated against by other States in this
country. This is about the only method, as I take it, that can
be pursued with reference to this particular subject to secure
reciprocity between them and the State of Maryland.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me?

Mr. JONES. I will :

Mr. GALLINGER. As this seems to be a matter which affects
the entire country, does not the Senator think that the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce ought to deal with it?

Mr. JONES. Well—

Mr. GALLINGER. I am serious about that.

Mr. JONES. I think that whole matter should be considered
in that way. I understand that a bill has been introduced in
another body covering the whole United States, and I think it
would be well if that bill could be passed.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that would be wise legislation.
Then we would get rid of these controversies,

Mr. JONES. But until that time comes I think that we, ns
the lawmaking body of the Distriet of Columbia, ought to do
what we can to put the citizens here upon an equality with other
citizens,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Utah,

Mr. SMOOT. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. LeE]
says that this will relieve the Senator from Utah from paying
a tax in the District of Columbia. It will do no such thing
unless there is reciprocity between the District of Columbia and
the State of Utah.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Well, there is.

Mr. SMOOT. And I may say there ought to be the same
thing with regard to Maryland.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. There is, is there not? Does the
Senator yield?

Mr. SMOOT. Just wait until I get through with the state-
ment.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. That is the very point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. Joxes] has the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not trying to get away from the point, I
will say to the Senator.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator never does.

Mr. SMOOT. What we want to do is this: We know that
the people of the District of Columbia have had no reciprocity
with Maryland. We know that Maryland is not going to give
them reciprocity, because both the Senators from Maryland
state right here that they will not do it.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. We can not afford it.

Mr. SMOOT. The idea of attempting to make it appear that
I am interested in the amendment for the purpose of getting
rid of paying $5 a year to the District of Columbia is ridicu-
lous. Mr. President, that has never entered my mind. I never
thought of it at all until the junior Senator from Maryland
‘mentioned it.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I will acquit the Senator of having
any such purpose; but that is exactly what his amendment ac-
complishes, and nothing else.

Mr. SMOOT. I say, Mr. President, that that is not what
the amendment accomplishes. The amendment proposes this:
That if there is reciprocity between Maryland and the District
of Columbia, then it will be just the same as any other State
of the Union, and there will be no more rights granted between
the people of the District and the citizens of Maryland than be-
tween the citizens of Utah and the citizens of the District of
Columbia.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, I should like to ask
the Senaitor a question. He pays a license fee in the District
of Columbis now. does he not?

Mr, SMOOT. T paid it, I think, about 12 years ago.
I paid $5.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Washington ¥yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. JONES. NMr. President, I think I will say what I in-
tended to say A

Mr. \ORRIS. Otherwise, the Senator from Washington will
iforget that he has the floor. [Laughter.]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
Washington yield? ~

T think

the Senator from

Mr. JONES. No; I do not yield just now. I have just a word
or two more to say.

I just want to call attention to the fact to which attention
has already been called by the Senator from Utah that the State
of Maryland directly discriminates against the people of the
District of Columbia in their law and by the very terms of
their law. Apparently they have framed the law for the specific
purpose of diseriminating against the people of the District of
Columbia. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SuiTi]
admits this discrimination; and I want to call the attention of
those who are here and who probably did not hear the Senator
from Utah to the language of the Maryland law itself. They
define the word ** State " here. They say:
ex'I;I:;slterm“;‘ Ejtéldre ’; n?‘s used ln the suhtitle. exce l1; w:hur}e oltherwlsa

V. &
'I‘e?'rltor paml Federal Dlmts of the Unltecf Smte .a e lagios s o

In other words, the word “ State” in this act includes the
District of Columbia, except where expressly excluded, and ex-
cept in section 146; and section 146 is the section that levies
the tax and requires the tag. The District of Columbia, as a
Territory of the United States, is expressly excepted from the
provigions of that section, which provides that where another
State reciprocates with Maryland that State's license is good
in the State of Maryland. So it is expressly provided by this
law of Maryland that the tag of the Distriet of Columbia shall
not be good under any circumstances in the State of Maryland.
So all Distriet of Columbia motor vehicles must have two tags,
no matter how confusing it may be.

Of course this provision will not do away with that uunless
the State of Maryland sees fit to reciprocate. She has seen fit
to reciprocate with reference to other States in the Union. If
there is a State in the Union that requires a tax of $3 for auto-
mobiles, she makes no question about that; she lets that auto-
mobile go through her territory. But if a person in the District
of Columbia owns a vehicle and goes there with it he must pay.
Now, then, she may not see fit to reciprocate with reference to
the District of Columbia. She may say, * Our citizens must pay
in the District of Columbia the $5, or whatever is required there,
and the people of the District must pay in the State of Mary-
land.” If she does, of course, this will not bring about
reciprocity.

Mr. McOUMBER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question for information?

Mr. JONES. Certainly.

Mr. McCUMBER. Under the present law of the State of
Maryland can a resident of the Distriet of Columbia owning
and operating, say, a 40-horse power machine, go through the
State of Maryland without paying $30 for the privilege of going
through it just once?

Mr. JONES. He can not go through without paying whatever
tax is imposed under that law.

Mr. McCUMBER. That tax is $30 under the present system.

Mr. JONES. It is 50 cents a horsepower, measured according
to their system of measurement.

Mr, McCUMBER. But you can not even drive once as far
as the Chevy Chase Club, three blocks into Maryland, under the
present law, without having to pay from thirty to forty dollars
for that privilege?

“Mr. JONES. That is right.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think we really do need some kind of a
change, as long as they ean drive with impunity over every road
in the District of Columbia. Another thing that the Senator has
not mentioned is this: Unless it has been done away with very
recently, in addition to paying $30 to go across the State, every
few miles you have got to go into your pocket and pay another
quarter for traveling upon that road, under a toll system that
they have.

SEverAL Sexatomrs. That has been abolished.

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope it has been abolished.

Mr. SMOOT. That is in Virginia.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; in Maryland. I drove from here over
to Gettysburg but a few years ago, and there was one of these
bars across the road every few miles.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. We have bought all those pikes.

Mr. McCUMBER. I am glad to hear it.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that
the Senator from North Dakota has the floor. To whom does
he yield, if to anyone?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yleld to the Senator from Washlnglun
first. -
Mr. JONES. I just want to say, with reference to this toll
matter, that T have not been around over the roads of Maryland
very much; but just four or flve months ago I went up to
Gettysburg, and I had to pay tolls coming back. I started to
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go down to Harpers Ferry, and T ran ento a little road going
across and had te pay tolls eévery 3 miles, in the State of
Maryland.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I think the Senater is right in
saying that that condition exists in one portion of our State.

Mr. JONES. That may be the portion I got into.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. There may be some tollgates
there, but we have been and are buying up all the toll roads in
the State in order to abolish tolls. Of course, we can not do it
all at once, but I do not think you will find many tollgates in
our State. There may be some in that section of the State.
Otherwise there are none.

‘Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know the extent of the toll roads
in Maryland now. Of course, I never heard of tolls until I
eame down into this seetion of the country. You ean drive over
any place in the Northwest without being held up for tell. If,
however, I go down thraugh this beautiful valley in Virginia,
made fameous by Sheridan's ride, I find that it costs me at least
5 cents a mile just for tolls alone fo drive through that valley,
in addition to whatever other expenses there may be.

Mr. SMITH of Marvland. I will say to the Senator that 1
do not believe there are any tell roads in our State except in
this very section of which he speaks. I want to say that I
have been through the State, and I do not know that I have ever
paid a toll in the last three or four years. There may be one
or two reads of that kind.

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator a question. If I
want to drive over to Baltimore once a year at the present time,
or on beyond Chevy Chase Circle, with a 40-horsepower machine,
I have to pay $30 for that privilege, though I go only once. Now,
does not the Senator think that there ought to be some kind of
a change so that that injustice would not be imposed upon me?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Well, the Senator has the privilege
of going every day in the year.

Mr. McOUMBER. Yes; but I do not want to go every day in
the year. I might want, as many people from the Distriet might
want, to eross the State of Maryland once a year. Does the
Senator think it is fair that for that little privilege a citizen of
the District of Columbia must pay from thirty to forty dollars?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say that that is a pretty
excessive price to pay, but it is pretiy hard to know how to
regulate a matter of that kind. If you have a license, you have
the license for a year, and you are entitled to go as many times
in the year as you please. I will say to the Senator that, so
far as he is concerned, if his car is licensed in his own Stdte, it
is not necessary for him to pay anything.

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, ¥ am not speaking for
my State. Has not the resident of the District of Columbia the
same right, and eught he not to be accorded the same right, to
cross your State that the resident of the State of North Dakota
would have? Why should you make a distinction between the
two?

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Because there is reciprocity with
all other States. ;

Mr, McCUMBER. Why should not Maryland have reciprocity
with the District, then? .

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Because the District has not the
same privilege to give us. It has a very contracted area, with
very short mileage. The Distriet of Columbia has a population
of about 350,000 people that use our roads, which we have
spent $25,000,000 in building, and which we are now taxing our-
selves to the amount of $800,000 to %1,000,000 a year in keeping
up. We feel that if the people of the Distriet of Columbia use
those roads as we use them, which they do to a very great ex-
tent—probably you in Washington, in preportion to your popu-
lation, use the road between here and Baltimore as much as
Baltimore does itself—if they abuse those roads and tear them
up, they ought to help pay for them, as we do.

Mr. McCUMBER. Right here, Mr. President, may I not
make the same answer that the Senator made to me a moment
ago, when he said that I could travel there all the year?

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. McCUMBER. So can a resident of Maryland, if he
wishes to do so, travel every day in the year in the District of
Columbia.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. Yes; but there is not much road
here to travel over. There is a very short mileage here, and
there is not much to travel over.

Mr. McCUMBER. I am afraid that if we should take all of
the streets here that we are paying for we would find quite a
little mileage.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland.- Yes; but we are not likely to
travel over all of the streets. Probably the residents of Mary-
Iand that come here have an objective point to which they

L

| taxes, to keep up the good roads they have.

want to go, and they probably would not go 2 miles in the
whole District.

Mr, McCUMBER. Then it seems to be a ease of this kind:
The people of the State of Maryland see an opportunity where-
by, out of the necessities of the case, they ean get a very large
sum of money from the residents of the District of Columbia,
whether they want to go across the State once or a dozen
times a year; and they purpose to take advantage of that, and
therefore they except the District of Columbia from the gen-

' eral law.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do net think anybody who
wanted fo go from the District of Columbia into Maryland one
time in a year would get a license at all.

Mr. SMOOT. He would get arrested.

Mr. STERLING obtained the floor.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, will the Senator from
South Dakota yield to me for just a moment?

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, what became of the nmendment
I offered?

Mr. NORRIS. I want to make a few remarks on the umeud-
ment of the Senator from Utah.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen-
ator from Utah is still pending.

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I thought.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, I have been somewhat im-
pressed with the argoment made in favor of Maryland in this
controversy, although there may be extreme cases where hard-
ship would arise from the enforcement of that law. To pay the
price that would be necessary to go once through the State, or a
little way in the State and out, would be a hardship. I pre-
sume that is true, and must necessarily be true, of every license
in every State. If you are required to buy a license that will
last a year and you only use your car one day you are paying a
pretty high price for it; or if you are unfortunate, as I was, and
get an Overland, you can not use it at all; it breaks down every
time you get out.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not get over land with
it, does he? [Laughter.]

Mr. NORRIS. T do not get over land with it; no.
pretty good. .
Mr. President, I can see a reason that appeals fo me as being
fairly just why the people of Maryland made an exception in
their law with regard to the people of the District of Columbia.
Here is the Distriet of Columbia, with a very small mileage
and a very large population living right at the edge of the State
of Maryland. I presume that many miles of some of Mary-
land’s fine roads are used more by the people of the Distrier of
Columbia than they are used by the residents of the State of
Maryland. Reciprocity is based on the theory that people com-
ing from one State and going to another are doing that for
temporary purposes, but it is different with the use of the
Maryland roads by a large number at least of the population
of the District of Columbia. It is a permanent thing. On the
other hand, they pay but very little for a license in the District
of Columbia. I do not know how much, but for a small
amount one gets a license for a car that will last during the life

of the car.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will state that we have amended
that.

Mr. NORRIS. This bill makes it annual, I understand, and
that will be a change of the law. So it would not be much of a
hardship for the people of Maryland to pay that little license
in the District of Columbia, and the people of the District of
Columbia who live here permanently, it seems to me, ought not
to object to paying something toward the upkeep of roads in
Maryland. The justice is not all on one side, as I look at it.

I should like to have some law of reciprocity. I dislike to go
as far as this amendment would go. It does not seem to me to
bhe quite fair. It is hardly applicable to any other case that I
know of where a large city is just at the edge of a State whose
population use the, roads of the State more than the people
themselves who build the roads.

The Maryland people have to pay the taxes, and enormous
They have been
doing wonderfully well, it seems to me, on the good-roads propo-
sition in Maryland. It would hardly be right to allow the
850,000 people who live right at the edge of Maryland continu-.
ally to use the roads day after day,.not for temporary purposes
but permanently, without reguiring them to pay something
toward the upkeep of those roads.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, I wish to say just a
word about the amendment. My colleagne amnd T arve the only
Members of the Senate who own machines that ean vote on fhis

That is
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amendment -in the affirmative without excusing ourgelves as
license taxpayers. We are going to pay the license in the
District anyhow; we always pay that and always will; but
every other Member owning a machine who votes fur this
amendment, without realizing it, I believe, is simply excusing
himself from obtaining a license for an automobile in the
District of Columbia while he is here, and at the same time
increasing that tax for machine owners in the District and for
Maryland.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I call the Senator to order.
It is not in order to make an accusation of that kind.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I did not reflect upon the Senator.

Mr:; WARREN. I am not talking about reflection upon me,
but upon all the balance of the Senate who do not vote with
the Senators from Maryland—because it excuses them from

some financial obligation. It is, in my judgment, stepping

across and over the rules.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point
of order made by the Senator from Wyoming Is correct, but
the Chair did not understand the language of the Senator from
Maryland to mean that.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. No: there was no invidious reflection
in my remarks. I was speaking to the Senator from Utah just
now, and I said he was unconscious of that, which was per-

fectly proper.

: Mr. WARREN. I speak of it as a reflection upon the entire
Senate, except the Senator and his colleague, and I think I am
justified in making the complaint. The record of the report
of the remarks of the Senator will show. But I do not care to
pursue the subject.

Mr, SMOOT. As far as I am concerned, I will state—

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, I believe I have the
floor now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland
will proceed.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I should like to go on and make a
statement of what I propose to say.

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 want to say that * the Senator from Utah " is
not unconscious of what the amendment provides. I do not put
the same construction on the amendment that the Senator.from
Maryland does. He must be mistaken as to what the object is.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I will ask the Senator now if he pays
‘a license tax in the Distriet of Columbia on his automobile?

Mr. SMOOT, If the Senator will pardon a further interrup-
tion, I ask him now——

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I have asked the Senator a question.

Mr. SMOOT, Wait until I anwer that, because the Senator
in a few minutes will say I did not answer it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Maryland yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. To answer the question.

Mr., SMOOT. I started to tell the Senator before that some
10 or 12 years ago I secured a license tax in the District of
Columbia for my automobile.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. The same machine the Senator is
using now?

Mr. SMOOT. No; not the same machine.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. The Senator is running an automobile
with a license he did not get for it.

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President, I am not. The Senator
from Utah is doing exactly the same as any other citizen of the
District of Columbia and every other Senator who resides In
the District of Columbia; but the bill provides that hereafter
there shall be an annual tax. The Senator from Utah does not
expect to avoid paying that tax. He has no intention of avoid-
ing the payment of the tax.

The amendment which I have offered proposes that whatever
treatment the other States give to the District of Columbia they
shall have the same treatment given. That is all there is to it.
I do not expect to get rid of paying any tax. I am glad fo pay
the tax. In fact, I want to say to the Senator that some four
or five years ago the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia
thought there ought to be an annual tax, and that under the law
they could collect an-annual tax. I was asked to pay an annual
tax and paid for that year. The question was taken to the court
and decided that the payment of an annual tax was not re-
guired under the law. This bill, if it becomes a Iaw, with the
amendment will provide f6r an annual tax, The Senator from
Utah expects to pay any tax imposed the same as the Senator
from Maryland will have to.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I do not reflect upon the Senator from
Utah or the Senafor from Wyoming in the slightest degree or
upon any Senator who votes for this amendment. It is simply

duce complete State reciprocity between the Distriet of Colum-
bia and Maryland. 1t has no effect on that situation whatever,
not the slightest. We pay our license tax when we come into
the District as we pay our Maryland license, and that is all, so
far as the Maryland people and the District people are concerned.

The proposed amendment is absolutely reciprocal, so far as
.we are concerned ; but the effect it has is that it excuses every
Member of the Senate or anybody else in the District of Colum-
bia from paying an annual automobile license tax if he has an
automobile license in some other State. That is all it does.

The Senator says he wants to produce a State reciprocity
situation between Maryland and the District. This amendment
has no effect of that kind. It leaves things as they are now,
save the increase, which is objectionable. The amendment is
simply an awkward piece of legislation in that it is alleged to
accomplish one result and actually accomplishes another. The
only reflection that I make on this occasion is not that the
Senators are desirous of escaping this small license fee; I ex-
cuse them entirely from any such small object. The amendment
simply proposes an awkward piece of legislation which does
not accomplish what the proposer seems to have in mind.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, the thought
has occurred to me that it is passing strange that all these
travelers want to go to Maryland. I have not heard anybody
suggest going to Virginia or West Virginia. What may be the
reason or the cause I do not know. There must be a reason,
*God knows.

Mr. GALLINGER., We have to go through Maryland to get
to New Jersey.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It is worth going through
Maryland to get to New Jersey. Then you go to God's country.
But there must be some reason. I have racked my brain for
half an hour to find out why it was that what these distin-
guished gentlemen say in this body all tends one way, to
Maryland. Finally the thought came across my mind that
Maryland is wet and the arid portions of our immediate neigh-
borhood are in Virginia and West Virginia, As much as I love
Virginians and West Virginians, I think the gentlemen here
are justified in bearing for Maryland.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that we
havei‘ such good roads they can get to their destination very
quickly.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Good roads in Maryland,
good whisky, and beautiful women.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Farr].

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr.
O’'Gorman]. Not knowing how he would vote on this amend-
ment I will withhold my vote.

Mr. HARDING (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpEr-
woop]. I do not see him in the Chamber, and I withhold my
vote,

Mr. JONES (when his name was called). I am paired for
the day with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwaNsox],
who is absent on account of illness. Therefore I withhold my
vote, If permitted to vote, I would vote * yea.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr, SAULSBURY'S name
was called). Making the same transfer as announced on the
last vote, I vote “nay."”

AMr. VARDAMAN (when his name was called). I desire to
ask if the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy] has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Then I withhold my vote. If at liberty to
vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Transferring
my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr., Pex-
nosE]. to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], I vote
w Daj'

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I transfer my general pair with the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ouiver] to the junior Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. HustiNG] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. VARDAMAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
[daho [Mr. Bravy] to the Senator from Californin [Mr. PaE-
rAN] and vote * yea.”

Mr. JAMES (after having voted in the negntive) ‘I transfer

the general pair I have with the junior Senator from Massachu-

an awkward piece of legislation. The alleged object is to pro-'
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setts [Mr. WeEks] to the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BaxxseADp] and allow my vote to stand. i

Mr. WALSH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr, Lipprrr] to the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHURST]
and vote * yea.” ;

Mr, CHILTON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Farr] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur-
BERsON] and vote “ nay."”

Mr. CURTIS. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] to the Senator from Utah [Mr.
SvrHERLAND] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. JONES. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Swansox] to the junior Senator from Maine [Mr.
Ferxarp] and vote * yea.”

Mr. STONE. I have a pair with the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. Crark], and in his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (after having voted in the negative).
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dir-
rincEAM] to the Senafor from New Jersey [Mr. Huenes] and
will let my vote stand,

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 21, as follows:

YEAS—32.
Borah Kcri;on Polndexter Thomas
Brandegee La Follette Reed Thompson
Broussard Lodge Sherman Townsend
Chamberlain MeCumber Shields - Vardaman
Clark Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga, ‘Walsh
Cummins Nelson Smith, Mich, Warren
Curtis i?nn moot Watson
Jones Pit n Sterling Works
NAYS—21,
Chiltpn Lea, Tenn, Overman Simmons
Fletcher Lee, Md. Pomerene Smith, Md..
Hitcheock Lewis Ransdell Williams
Hollis MecLean Robinson
James Martin, Va. Saulsbur
Kirby Norris Shepp:
NOT VOTING—43.
Ashurst Fall Johnson, 8, Dak. Shafroth
Bankhead Fernald Kern Smith, Ariz,
Beckham Gallinger Lane Smith, 8. C.
Brady Goff Lippitt Stone
Bryan Gore Myers Sutherland
Catron Gronna Newlands Swanson
Clapp Hardln 0’'Gorman Tillman
Colt Hardwick Oliver Underwood
berson Hughes Owen Wadsworth
Dillingham Husting Penrose Weeks
du Pont Johnson, Me. Phelan

So Mr. Ssmoor's amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STERLING, Mr. President, I offer
which I send to the desk, :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted
by the Senator from South Dakota will be stated.

The SecrRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add
the following as a new section:

Sgc. —, That section 11 of the act entitled “An act making appro-
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and for other
purposes,” approved September 1, 1916, be amended so that the same
shall read as follows: .

“ Bec. 11. Bection 6 of the act of July 1, 1002, entitled ‘An act mak-
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the
District of Columbia for the ﬂsmlegmr ending June 30, 1903, and for
oﬂ:;r pl;Irposes.' is hereby amend by adding, after paragraph 2 of
B gection :

“¢That the moneys and credits, including moneys loaned and in-
vested, bonds and shares of stock (except the stock of banks and other
corioratlons within the District of Columblia, the taxation of which
banks and corporations is herein provided for) of any person, firm, asso-
clation, or corporation resident or engaged in business within said Dis-
trict shall be scheduled and a? T in the manner provided by para-
graph 1 of said section 6 for listing and appraisal of tangible personal
property and assessed at their falr cash value, and as taxes on sald
moneys and credits there shall be paid to-the tax collector of sald
District three-tenths of 1 per cent of the value thereof : Provided, That
savings deposits of individuals in a sum not in excess of $500 deposited
in banks, trust companles, or bullding assoclations, subject to notlce of
withdrawal and not subject to check, shall be exempt from this tax:
Provided further, That such tax on moneys and credits shall not apply
to bank notes or notes discounted or negotiated by any bank or bang g
institution, savings institution, or trust company, nor to savings insti-
tutions having no capital stock, bullding associations, firemen’s relief
associations, secret and beneficlal soeleties, labor un'ions. and labor-
union relief assoclations, nor to beneficial organizations paying sick or
death benefits, or either or both, from funds received from voluntary
contributions or assessments upon members of such associations, so-
cieties, or unions: mor shall the provisions of this act apply to life or
fire inurance companies having no capital stock, nor to the shares of
stock of business companies which by reason of or_ in additien to incor-
poration recelve no speclal franchise or privilege, but all such corpora-
tions shall be rated, assessed, and taxed as individuals conducting busi-
ness in similar lines are rated, assessed, and taxed: And provided fur-
ther, That corporations, limited partnerships, and joint-stock associa-
tions within said District liable to tax under the laws of said District
on earnings or capital stock shall not be required to make any report
or pay any further tax under this section on the mortgages, bonds,
and other securities owned by them in thelr own right, but such cor-

rations, partnerships, and associations holdi such securities as

rustees, exeécutors, administrators, guardians, or any other manner
shall return and pay the tax im

the amendment

by this section upon all securities

80 held by them as in the case of individuals: And provided further,
That a Jolut committee consisting of the Committee on the District of
Columbia of the Senate and the Committee on the District of Columbia
of the House of Representatives is hereby appointed to make, by sub-
commitiee or otherwise, a careful and exhaustive study of the tax laws
of the District of Columbia, including license taxes, with a view of
recommending such changes in the laws as the jolnt committee may
eem fair and equitable, report to be made to the Congress during the
next sesslon.'" o i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota.

M:. SMITH of Maryland. I make no objection to the amend-
ment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that
the amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota is ac-
cepted by the chairman.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection,
amendment will be considered as agreed to.

Mr. BRADY. I offer the amendment which I send to the
desk; to be inserted at the proper place in the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Idaho will be stated.

The Secrerary, It is proposed to insert in the proper place
in the bill the following:

Two thousand dollars for plans for a bridge to be built acress Klingle
Valley on Connecticut Avenue.

Mr. BRADY. If the amendment which we adopted tfo-day
relative to the purchase of a park site is retained in the bill,
it is very essential that this amendment should be adopted. If
that amendment is not retained, the conference committee can,
of course, reject this amendment.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I make no objection to that amend-
ment, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, I offer the amendment to the
pending bill, which I send to the desk. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 14, after line 18, it is proposed to
insert the following:

Enforcement of child-labor law: For the enforcement of the pro-
visions of the act to regulate the employment of child labor in the
Distriet of Columbla, up;roved May 28, 1908, namely, for two in-

the

spectors at $1,200 each, $2,400: Provided, That existing provision of
law requiring the detail of two privates of the Metropolitan police force
for the enforcement of said act is hereby repealed.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I think this item is estimated for,
and I shall make no objection to it. Let it go to conference.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CHILTON. I offer the amendment, which I send to the
desk. x

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
stated. ré -

The SecreTArY. After line 25, on page 1035, it is proposed to
insert the following as a new paragraph:

For the acquisition, for a publie park, of the tract of land known as
the Patterson tract, assessed on the records of the assessor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia as parcel 129-2, lying north of Florida Avenue north-
east and bounded on the east b the grounds of the Columbia Institution
for the Deaf, on the west b ew York Avenue and the tracks of the
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., and on the north by Fairview Avenue,
containing 81 acres, more or less, $500,000 (or so much thereof as may
be necessary) : Provided, That sald tract of land shall not be acquired
by condemnation, ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I shall make no
objection to the amendment, and it may go to conference so far as
I am concerned.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will
not be adopted. It does not strike me that this is a very apt
time to be purchasing half-million dollar parks in the District.
We are needing about all the money we have. The Federal Gov-
ernment is needing its half of it, and that matter can easily go
over to some more convenient season, as was suggested by Saint
Paul upon an occasion when the remark was not quite so apropos
as it now is.

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I expected some opposition
to this amendment. It is a result of the system that we have
had in dealing with the District of Columbia, and to which I, at
the last session of Congress, briefly ealled the attention of the
Senate., So long as we have the half-and-half system we shall
have a half-and-half government of the city of Washington and
of the Distriet of Columbia. i
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What are we doing here to-day? We are putting into effect
in part what has been talked about in the city for years. Every-
body knows that there has been a contest in this city whether
we should buy what is known as the Patterson tract in the north-
east or whether we should buy the Dean tract in the northwest.
The committee has decided to buy the Dean tract of about 9
acres for $625,000, instead of buying the 83} acres of the other
tract for $500,000. I want them both to go in, and let us further
limp along in this uncertain way that we are governing this
city, but with all sections fairly dealt with. I suppose that one
or the other, possibly both, will be knocked out in conference. It
does seem to me, however, that this great northeast section of
the city should have some consideration. Here is a tract of
land that has been, practically by unanimous consent, dedicated
to park purposes. It is in a section where a park is needed, but
is rejected; while the Dean tract is to be taken, in a section
where a park is not needed. I should like to have the amend-
ment adopted now, and let it go to conference. Let us get that
composite judgment of the committee of conference as to which
section of the city shall be favored, or which plan seems to be
Jjust and right for the public good.

Of course, the sensible thing would be for the United States
to get away from the old system of gauging its plans in this
city by the amount of money which the city can raise. The
sensible thing would be to appropriate forty or fifty or one
hundred million dollars, whatever is necessary, to carry out
your park system at once, and not take the childish system of
gauging our work in this city by the narrow ideas of a few
people in the city of Washington as to what they or we are able
to do and what we ought to do. That would be the broad way.
Of course, the Senate is not now going to do that; but it is going
to keep on in the old-fashioned way with as many things as it
can, and the half-and-half system is one of them. It is going to
keep on in the little, narrow, impractical way of doing a few
things this year and a few things next year. Of course, the
property is going to get more valuable from year to year; more
and more people are going to suffer because they do not know
what to do with their property ; and this great northeast section
will be more and more neglected, as it has been in the past.

But I thought there might come a sense of justice across the
Senate that would induce it at least to let these propositions go
to the committee of conference side by side, and let somebody
think of them both at once and decide in some, as I think,
sensible—not meaning to reflect upon anybody—some sensible
way the great question of the park system and the development
of this great Capital City.

I have no personal interest in the world in this matter. Some
citizens over in the northeast, people whom I know, amongst
them the chairman of the citizens’ committee of the northeast,
and Dr. Hall, of the Columbia Institution, out there, called my
attention to it. I agreed to offer this amendment. I know
nothing about who owns the property or anything about the
matter other than what I have stated. I only know that we are
again up against the proposition of the old half-and-half system
that is holding down the development of the city of Washington
simply because a few people who are in the habit of governing
the city and trying to govern the United States have decided
long ago that this Government should not have any other system,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the old-fashioned plan of
cutting your cloak according to your cloth is not a foolish one,
but a very sensible one. It is pretty good common sense for
anybody, au individual, the Natlon, the State, the District, or
any other entity, not to spend any money that they have not got,
and it is a very good idea for us not to allow the District of
Columbia to run into debt to the Federal Government any more.
It is already very heavily in debt, and we are going to have a
pretty hard time in getting the money back. There is a good
deal of local feeling against ever paying it, and a very great
effort will be made to have them excused from paying that part
of the half of past expenditures which they now owe to the Fed-
eral Treasury.

This is an appropriation of not to exceed $500,000. That
means $500,000, if I understood the amendment aright that the
property shall not be condemned. I will ask the Senator from
West Virginia if that is not correct?

AMr. CHILTON. That is a provision of the amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Therefore, of course, the man who has the
property for sale is not going to take less than $500,000 when
Congress says the amount to be paid is not to exceed that.

Mr, CHILTON. Mr. President, the remarks of the dis-
tinguished Senator from Mississippi would have been much
more in point, I think, if he had been here and sald some-
thing about the item of $625,000 for the purchase of the Dean
tract. The Senator is eminently correct when he says that this
Government should not spend more than it has; but we passed

that point a good while ago, and that question does not arise

here now. The question confronting us in this instance is

whether we are going to adopt the little, cheeseparing policy

gst dﬁ:veloping only a part of the park system this year; that
all.

I want to call the attention of the Senator to the remark he
made that the Government ought not to allow the District to
become further indebted to it. He might as well say that the
left hand should not be indebted to the right hand. By that
very remark he condemns what we are doing. We are here
keeping up the fiction of a District government. I do not want
to argue that question now; but it arises in connection with
everything we do - affecting the District of Columbia, and it
constantly will arise until we go at this subject in a common-
sense way and recognize that the government here in the Dis-
trict of Columbia is the great United States, and that it is
trying to develop a great capital. We are not going about it in
the right way. X

I do not expect this amendment to go through in the final
wind-up, in which event neither ought the Dean tract amend-
ment to go through; but there is a probability-that one or: the
other of them will go through, and I should like for this amend-
ment to go alongside of the Dean tract amendment, which pro-
vides for the purchase of 9% acres, at a cost of $625,000, in a
rich, well taken care of portion of the city, where the great
homes are located and in close proximity to another fine park.
I should like to have the committee of conference consider this
proposal to acquire eighty-odd acres of land in the neglected
northeastern portion of the city in conjunction with the amend-
ment providing for the purchase of the Dean traect.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I said to the Senator
a while ago that we would consider the matter in conference,
and that I did not object to the amendment.

Mr, CHILTON. But another Senator objected for the Senator.
I am not now answering anything that the Senator from Mary-
land said or did, nor am I taking exception to the manner in
which he looked at me, but I was answering what was said upon
the floor of the Senate. I shall be glad to have the Senator
allow the amendment to go to conference,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I am very glad that the Senator
from Migsissippi made objection to this amendment. This is a
simple little appropriation of half a million dollars for the pur-

pose of buying some land for a public park in the ecity of Wash-

ington. It might be a very wise appropriation to make, but the
Senate has no information upon which it can authorize the ex-
penditure of such an enormous amount of money for that pur-
pose at this time.

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. WALSH. I do.

Mr. CHILTON. Does not the Senator know that this item
has been recommended by the District Commissioners; that it
has been estimated for, and has in every way been considered :
and does he not know that what I said in the beginning of my
remarks is true, that the question has been as to whether or
not this year we would buy the Dean tract for $625,000, or the
80-0dd acres in the Patterson tract in the northeast section of
the city for $500,0007 -

Mr. WALSH. Unfortunately, I do not know anything about it.

Mr, CHILTON. I was informing the Senator.

Mr. WALSH. I remember very definitely that at the last ses-
sion of Congress, when the District appropriation bill was under
conslderation, the matter was agitated of buying three or four
different tracts, including the Dean tract.

About the merits of it I have not any idea at all, and I do not
know ; but I do know that this bill was reported to the Senate
without this appropriation of $500,000 in it; and now, when the
usual hour for adjournment is reached, we are supposed to vote
in an appropriation of $500,000 in a kind of hope or expectation
that the conference committee will take care of it and just cut
it out.

That is not a commendable way to legislate, as it seems to me.
We certainly ought to have some basis upon which we can act,
For my own part, I do not think this is a time when we ought
to be spending such enormous sums of money for the purpose
of buying lands for parks in the city of Washington. I do not
mean to condemn the policy at all; but there is an appropriate
and an opportune time for these things, and at the present time,
when we are pushed to the limit to raise funds to meet the tre-
mendous expenditures which are actually .forced upon us, it
does seem to me that we ean not justify ourselves in making
this expenditure, and we certainly can not justify ourselves in
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voting in favor of the appropriation on the meager information
that has been afforded to the Senate this afternoon.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr, WALSH. I do.

Mr. JONES. I also want to call the Senator’s attention to the
fact that we have in this bill already a provision appropriating
$625,000 for the purchase of a tract out here for park purposes.

Mr. WALSH. So I understand; and this would be a mere
matter of making the appropriation for park purposes for the
city of Washington something over a million dollars.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I rise simply to say that I
agree very cordially with the sentiments expressed by the
Senators from Mississippi and Montana. I do not think we
.should load up a conference committee with items which do not
receive our approval to the extent that we expect the members
of the conference committee to stand for the proposed amend-
ments.

I have every desire to comply, where I can, with the wishes
and desires of the Senator from West Virginia; but I certainly
hope that some evidences of economy, somewhere, will be mani-
fested in this session of Congress before we adjourn.

The Finance Committee is busily engaged in an effort to
formulate a revenue measure. Every interest which is sought
to be taxed is protesting against being compelled to contribute
to our expenditures. That is perfectly natural; that is only
human, in fact; but those of us who have the task of providing
revenue for these enormous appropriations have some little
appreciation of what the task means.

If it be true that $625,000 has been appropriated by this bill
for the purchase of park land elsewhere, then I am very sorry.
I do not think this is the time for the expenditure of money for
any such purposes anywhere. ' They can wait. We are upon
the brink, possibly, of a situation that will require tremendous
expenditures, and that ought to bring to us, to some extent at
least, a sober realization of our financial responsibilities.

Mr. LEE of Maryland, Mr, President, from local knowledge
of this plece of property it is my judgment that it would be an
excellent purchase for the Government at this figure. It is
next to 100 acres that is now owned by the Government as part
of the deaf and dumb institution; and the whole 180-acre tract
would be practically a part of a great terminal area that could
_ be used by the Government in connection with any terminal
purposes that hereafter might be needed.

My judgment is that it is not to the interest of the owners
of this property to accept this price. I do not know what they
would do. But this morning we had this matter up, and I should
like to call the attention of the Senator from Montana and
the Senator from Colorado both to what I had to say this
morning about this very property.

There is a bridge over New York Avenue that cost $440,000.
It was built as part of the arrangement of this terminal system,
and it points right into this Patterson tract. That bridge was
built in 1908, and ever since that time that $440,000 of expendl-
ture has been up in the air, because the District of Celumbia
would never appropriate the money to put in the fills and use
the bridge. These people have had New York Avenue con-
demned through their property, and they are being assessed and
taxed to-day on the theory that they practically have this great
thoroughfare, New York Avenue, coming at their property and
going through it; and yet for all this period that $440,000 struc-
ture has been up in the air, and no provision whatever has been
made to make it available for the benefit of the public at large
or the development of this tract and other real estate to which
this bridge would give immediate access across the river of
railroad tracks that run into the Union Station.

Here is a very good illustration of what we were talking about
this morning. Either * take it or leave it,”” so to speak. Let
these streets go out, and let these people develop their land ac-
cording to the natural conditions, or take it, if you are going
to take it—whichever you are really going to do. But to hold
these people up for eight years and tax them at a high rate, with
a bridge suspended in the air that cost $440,000, and not be will-
ing to appropriate the little money that is necessary to fill in
and continue that highway, seems to me to be practically a sort
of municipal highway robbery.

Under the circumstances, Mr, President, if the Senate see fit
to vote down this purchase, I am going to ask them to double
the amount of money that is in this bill to put that street out.
There is $20,000 carried in this bill to extend New York Avenue
and fill in the approaches to that bridge, and it will not do more
than a little of the work—hardly any of it. If the Senate see fit
to vote down the proposal to take this land, then, for goodness
sake, let these people alone and let them have the street. Do not

stay here any more in this dog-in-the-manger attitude of having
a bridge there, right next to them, that cost this great sum of
money without permitting them to use it as access to their land.
Over half a million dollars of money has gone into that bridge—
half a million dollars of expenditure to build it, with accrued
interest at a low rate.

The positions are absolutely inconsistent. Congress ought not
to be guilty of that sort of treatment of any of our citizens. So,
if the Senate see fit to vote down this amendment to take this
property, then I think they ought to be consistent and at least
give $40,000 to let that street go out over that bridge that has
already cost $500,000, and is now and has been for eight years
of no use to anybody.

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, as I said, T do not know all of
the details of this matter, but I do know that the people who
have had it in charge understand all about it. The committees
understand the different arguments in favor of these different
parks, I send to the desk and ask to have read a letter from
Dr, Hall and Mr. Tucker to me on this subject, Then, as far
as I am concerned, the vote may be taken.

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

The Secretary read the letter, as follows:

WasHINGTON, D, C., February 8, 1917,
Hon. WiLLiam B, CHILTON, ¢
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sik: I beg leave to cal] your attention to the inclosed amend-
ment which I feel shonld be made to House bill 19119, commonly known
as the District of Columbia bill, now pending before the Senate. This
amendment I hope you will be willing to propose when this bill is
finally considered.

The citizens of the northeast have apgroved of the purchase of
large tracts for the benefit of all parts of the city. They are espcclalg
interested at the present time in having provided for the northea
section a park much needed for the use of people from thelr own
locality. he tract they desire, which is known as the *“ Patterson
tract,”” has the following points fo recommend it :

1. Great need. The section In which it lles is being bullt up rapidly.
It has no public park, with the exception of one-half of Lincoln Square
and all of Stanton Square, both together representing a few acres of
formal parking.

2. The Patterson tract Is already being used extenslively as a park,
showing the need of securing it as public property.

3. The tract is lncluded in the park commissioner’s plans.

4. The purchase of this tract has been recommended year after year
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia as the most desirable
park fro{)ect in contemplation.

5. It 18 not an expensive tract, comparatively speaking. The 81
acres of which It is eomgpri.sed can probably be bounght for $500,000.
(.‘on:la)a.\'ln%I this with the 93 acres of the Dean tract for $625,000, makes
the desirabllity of the price more evident.

This tract, once acquired, will not require much further expense.
Part of it 1s already level, another part consists of open hillside, and
the remainder a high wooded hill containing a splendld oak woods,
No- tract within the city can be so easily and quickly made into a
beautiful park at small expense,

The tract in question is dlmctl{ on a car line, easily accessible from
all parts of the northeast, as well as many parts of the northwest. It
is within 20 minutes’ ride from the present Eastern, Technical, Busi-
ness, and Central High Schools,

I believe without question that the sc?ulsitlon of this tract is one
of the most important matters In connection with the improvement of
Washington, and I hope that it will receive your careful consideration.
I also hope that you can see your way clear to introduce the amend-
ment suggested.

Yours, very respectfully, ;
Evax H. Tuckem.
PERCIVAL HArL,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, about a year or so ago the
Senate passed an act to exempt from taxation certain property
in this city belonging to the Daughters of the American Revo-
lution, and made an appropriation to reimburse the tax they
had paid. Since then the association have bought some more
property, which they are occupying. Some time ago I intro-
duced a bill to exempt it from taxation; but, in view of the
work that devolved upon the members of the committee, instead
of pressing the matter before the committee, I let the matter
go, with the thought of offering it as an amendment to this bill.
1 understand that the chairman of the committee will not
object; and so, at the proper place, I ask to have inserted the
amendment which I send to the desk.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Minnesota a question. Of course, the propriety
of exempting this property from taxation depends altogether
upon how it is to be used. The Senator would not exempt it
merely because of the people who own it, merely because it is
this association, because it is conceivable that they might
invest in property which was to be used for purposes of profit.
How is the property to be used? -

Mr. CLAPP. This is used -for their building and their
grounds. They have purchased this additional ground and
expect to enlarge the use of it.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. It can not be used for commercial pur-
poses or other purposes of profit?

Mr. CLAPP. Oh, no.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is merely to extend the ground around
their buildings?

Mr. CLAPP. Yes; it is simply a part of their plan.
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
amendment.,

The SeEcreETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 17, after
line 7, the following:

1 the city of Was m,

D.Tgftd?é%r od &5 1:it§uif°§, hé, T and if,ilnuwmt’omm%é
Daughters of the American Revolution, be, and the same is hereby,
exempt from and after February 23, 1@16, from all taxation so long
as the same is so occupied and used, subject to the ¥mvm0n5 of sec-

tion 8 of the act approved March 3, 1877, providing for exemptions of
church and school pll:)roperty, and acts amendatory thereof, and there

is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United

Btates gotpo},therwise appropriated, the sum of $90.19, the proportion

of taxes upon said lots sin of

the Treasury is hereby autho &ay the

}{rmi rtalr of the National Society of the Daughters of the American
evolution.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr, President, this amendment is
in entire harmony with one that we adopted some time ago,
and I shall not object to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. In that connection I should like to have in-
serted in the Recorp the paper which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,
that may be done. *

The matter referred to is as follows:

WasHINGTON, D. C., December 18, 1917,
DeAR SENATOR CLAPP: I am inclosing the statement in regard to the
taxes on the last lots gurcha.sed by the National Society of the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution. Th.unkinxtfou very much for what
you have and are doing, with much appreciation,
Very truly,
EMMA HAVEN Davis.
LOTS 4, 5, 8, 7, AND 11, SQUARE 173,
Taxes doe May, 1016 fedati $
Pro rata taxes, at $282.99 from July 1, 1915, to Feb. 23, 1916
(paid by White heirs In adjustment of land purchased

Amount paid by society.

$282.99 will be due May, 1917,

[From page 13822 of the CONXGRESSIONAL REcorp of Aug. 1, 1916.]

Mr. Crarp. Mr. President, I desire to to the Senator in charge
of the bill we have lately passed a law which exempted from taxation
some property the Da ters of the American Revolution had bought
here subsequent to the original purchase. In the interim, rather
to explain why they did not pay their taxes, it was s ted that they
payx&eir taxes, and if the bill became a law it would be a very easy
matter to have a bill passed to refmburse them for the taxes. The
taxes which they pald amounted to $271. I bave the tax certificate
here, if there i any question raised as to that. It Is a small matter,
I realize that rohai it would be subject to a &tﬂ.:lt of order, but it is
one of those things t nobody in particular to look after. To
save them the bother of trying to get the bill passed through both
Houses, 1if it is agreeable to the Benator in charge of the bill, I offer
the following amendment.

The SECRETARY. On g;;e 122, after line 16, insert:

“That the sum of §2ﬂ 1.76 is hereby appropriated to repay the Na-
tional SBoclety of the thters of the American Revolution the taxes

aid by said societ{ upon lots 23, 24, 25, 27, and 28, square 173, in the
Bistrict of Columbia, as follows: $143.78 as per recet%tl for taxes paid
March 14, 1916 ; $127.98 as per receipt for taxes pald March 81, 19164
in all H.‘Tl T8 ;: said sum to be ? d upon the presentation of sai
recelp{s by the treasurer general of sald soclety.”

Mr, S8umiTH of Maryland. I make no objection to that amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, the Senate having
just rejected the amendment offered by the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. CHILTON] to purchase the Patterson property, I
wish to offer an amendment.

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Maryland yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. LER of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. CHILTON. I simply wish to serve notice, Mr. Presi-
dent, in view of the action of the Senate regarding the Patter-
son tract, that I want to reserve for a separate vote in the
Senate, when the bill comes to the Senate, the amendment put-
ting in the purchase of the 9% acres at $625,000. I am glad to
see this wholesome idea of economy, and I want to see if it
goes to the bone or if it is just skin deep. :

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, the Senate having just
refused to purchase the Patterson tract, I want to offer an
amendment that represents the converse proposition. As T
said just now, this New York Avenue Bridge, standing there
in the air, without any ends to it, is costing the public $20,000
a year in loss of interest. Now, is that to go on? Are we to
hold these people up with one hand and threaten themn with

282, 99
183. 80
99, 19

the other? Or will Congress simply and candidly go ahead and
let these people have the street and get the advantage of the
commercial value of their land?

Mr. President, in order to test that situation, in line 14, page
34, I move to strike out * $20,000 "—a wholly inadequate sum—
and insert “and improve, $40,000,” making the amendment

Northeast. New York Avenue and. U Btreets, Florida Avenue to
Bladensburg Road, grade and improve, $£40,000,

ta‘lt‘lég PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
s %

The SecrETARY. On page 34, lone 18, it is proposed to strike
out “$20,000” and insert *“and improve, $40,000.”

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I make the point
of order that the amendment offered by the Senator from Mary-
land has not been estimated for and is plainly out of order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Can the Senator from Mary-
land say that it has been estimated for?

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, the greatest latitude
has been shown here to-day on the subject of amendments.
This is an amendment dealing with a proposition that is in
the bill, and the gate has practically been thrown open, as I
understand the rulings of the Vice President, to the discretion of
the Senate,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to
sustain the point of order on the ground that the item has not
been estimated for.

Mr. JONES. Mr, President, I am going to offer an amend-
ment. I will simply state its effect, and then let it be voted on.

I do not think the license tax on motor vehicles provided in
this bill is large enough, so I am going to offer an amendment
to it. The provision in the bill at present is $5 for each vehicle
over 24 horsepower, and $3 for each vehicle of less than 24 horse-
power. I am going to offer an amendment that will make it $5
for each vehicle over 24 horsepower and up to 30 horsepower,
and $10 for each vehicle over 30 horsepower,
atTtJ;g PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be

ated.

The Secrerary. On page 24, after the word “ power " in line
6, it is proposed to insert:

And not exceeding 30 horsepower, $10 for each vehicle of more than
30 horsepower.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. On what page is that?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 24, line 6. The
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from
‘Washington.

The amendment was agreed to.

Afir. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of
the chairman of the committee to what I have been told is a mis-
take in the bill as it passed the House. My attention has been
called to this matter by a member of the House Committee on
the District of Columbia. He thinks it is a mistake, and he
thinks it ought to be rectified. I do not know anything about it
myself, except what he has said about it.

I wish the chairman of the committee would take the bill and
turn to page 66, commencing with the last word of line 17, and
he will find these words:

Five police matrons, at $720 each, to possess police powers of arrest.

On page 68, under the heading * House of detention,” line 20,
we find this language: “ Three matrons, at $600 each, to pos-
sess police powers of arrest.” A member of the House com-
mittee tells me that the last three are getting only $600 a year
for the same work in performing the duties that are performed
by the others who are paid $720.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I grant there is a discrimination,
but they will all get an increase under the amendment we put
on of 10 or 15 per cent. We started to increase some of these
salaries, but the entire committee cut them out and would not
put them in.

Mr. NORRIS. Of course under that amendment we could
inerease the salaries, but there would still be a discrepancy just
the same as Dow.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I grant that.

Mr. NORRIS. I can not see why there should be any differ-
ence. On one page there is an item for five police matrons at
$720 and on page 68 there are three matrons at $600 each,
each one having as far as I can see the same power of arrest
to act as policemen. There may be some reason for that,
ulthough the Member of the House who called it to my atten-
tion thought that the hard work was to be done by those who
are getting only a salary of $600.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say there are others who
are receiving salaries probably not commensurate with the
service rendered and probably discriminatory, but when the
subcommittee started to make increases the committee deter-
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mined to make no increases whatever; but we have agreed to
one amendment, the Senator will notice.

Mr. NORRIS, I noticed that.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We have depended upon the in-
crease made by the Saoor amendment. We hope after a little
while to be able to remedy these discrepancies. I am not going
io argue with the Senator that it is exactly fair, but these
things will ereep in, and it takes a little time to eliminate them.

Mr. NORRIS. Since these police women have the same duty
to perform, ami as far as the work is concerned it is exactly
alike, as far as I can see, would the Senator object to putting in
an amendment equalizing them and let it go to conference,
and if there is any difference the conferees of course could
recede, If we do that there is not anything here with which
we can equalize the salary,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I have admitted to the Senator
that there is a discrepancy, but there are other discrepancies
probably similar to this, and we felt if we started to put up
salaries there was no telling where it would end. The entire
committee determined that they would not increase any salaries,
and let them be subject to an increase by the Smoot amendment.
We will probably get it in the next time. I think the Senator
from Nebraska is right.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked
that the clerks be authorized to correct the tfotals in the bill
The Chair hears no objection, and it is granted.

Mr, LANE. Mr, President, if I may disturb the conversation
of Senators I wish to offer an amendment and. give fairly good
reason for its presentation at this time.

Mr. KENYON. Mr, President, it is impossible to hear.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will resume their
seats and preserve order.

Mr., SMITH of Maryland. I will say that we wish to finish
the bill to-night, and I hope the Senate will pardon us for
tanking a few minutes more in order to get it through.

Mr. LANE. Anyone who has visited the Zoological Park
will notice a thing which will, perhaps, appeal to not many
which can be easily remedied and which I may say is inhuman
and ought to be stopped.

We have a large colleetion of animals there, and it is most
unfortunate for them to be deprived of their liberty. They

are animals that love their liberty, and they ought to have as

good treatment as we can give them, plenty of ground to range
in, proper food, and so forth.

So I make an appeal for those particularly interesting
animals such as deer and elk. They are confined in small pad-
dogks on barren hillsides, and the feed during the winter and
probably the greater part of the summer is dry feed, such as
hay and oats. A deer does not eat grass in its native haunts
unless under such circumstances that it can not secure any-
thing else. They browse—

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If the Senator will pardon me,
the Zoological Garden is provided for in the sundry civil bill,
and there is no estimate made for it here.

Mr. LANE. Then I should like to inquire of the Senator
from Maryland about the provision on page 48 for the Rock

Creek Park. I think the committee has charge of those matters.

Mr, STONE. The Zoological Garden is under the control of
the Smithsonian Institution. :

5 Then there is no place for it here, but here is an
item put in this bill to which I wish to call attention. I con-
sider it to be a part of the duty of this body. It would cost but
a few dollars to in part feed those animals properly some green
stuff, kale, turnips, and so forth, which can be raised on farms,
all of which can be produced for little money.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say the matter the Senator
speaks of is under the entire control of the National Zoologieal
Park, and we have nothing whatever to do with it, and we have
no right to consider the matter at all on that bill.

Mr. LANBE. If there is no opportunity for them to Hhave
green food they are surely confronted with continued hard
times.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. There is $100,000 appropriated for
that purpose.

Mr. LANE. Not in this bill.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Not in this bill, because it does
not come in this bill. One hundred thousand dollars is appro-
priated for the National Zoological Park and that which pertuins
to it.

Mr. LANE. Then I withdraw that part of my amendment
and suggest the other part, which has to do with conditions out-
glde of the park as well as inl the park, and it belongs on this

i1l

It is a bill pertaining to the Distriet of Columbia, said to be
the most beautiful Capital City in the world, and one which
we are trying to improve in every way.

If you will go to that park at this time of the day, or a little
earlier, you will find all the buzzards from Virginia and Dela-
ware, and I assume clear down to Florida, roosting in the trees,
and all transient buzzards in their travels between the southern
part of this country and the North Pole, stop off and congre-
gate there fo roost and enjoy its fragrance. They do that for the
reason that the odor arising from the captive animals’ houses
smells so good to them that they by hundreds and hundreds roost
there and in an ecstacy of delight inhale it all night and get up in
the morning much refreshed, I have no doubt. Then they strike
out across the sky in great circles, hunting for something more
substantial, though not so odorous, to eat and sometimes get it
and sometimes they do not. Then, although miles away, they get
@ Whiff of the park and back they come with the fixed conviction
that surely there must be something where the indications are
so strong. Either that or they use it as a kind of bracer, as
some do who take a cocktail before dinner, intoxicated with the
fragrance and elated with the hope of getting something to eat
before they go to roost. :

It is not a fair way to treat seavenger birds or stray and un-
suspecting birds; it is a kind of bunco game which they are put
up against, and shonld be stopped.

-80 I offer an amendment here for an appropriation of $500
with which to buy Chinese “joss ™ or “ punk ” sticks. to burn in
front of the cages and menageries to dilute and modify the air
ahout the park, so that these God-fearing birds may get a chance
to go about their business of making an honest living without
being deluded and flimflammed into thinking they have struck

a bonanza, and also that pleasure seekers may make a tour of

it without having to suffer nausen while doing so.

Mr., SMITH of Maryland. I will say that the amount has
not been estimated for, and I make a point of order against
the amendment.

fTIlg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point
of order.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur-
ring in the amendments made as in Commiitee of the Whole,
except the one reserved, pertaining to the Dean tract. With-
out objection, the amendments other than the one referred to
will be held to be concurred in. They are concurred in. The
question now is on concurring in the amendment which was
reserved,

Mr. STONE. That is the amendment proposing to expend
$625,000 to buy the Dean tract.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the amendment
which was reserved for a separate vote.

Mr. STONE. T hope, and very much hope, that it will not be
concurred in,

Mr, THOMAS. So do I. Let us strike it out.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur-
ring in the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I shall not urge
this matfer at all. I merely want to state the reasons why the
committee put it in the bill. The tract has been held for about
a million dollars for many years. It is now assessed at $625,000.
Within two blocks of the Dean tract there are 49 apartment
houses and it is one of the most thickly populated sections of
the city. It is costing the parties who hold the property about
$30,000 a year. =

I do not hesitate to say that if we could buy it in a year hence
or two years hence I would say not to take it now, but from
what T can learn I fear that the opportunity for buying the
property will not long be had by the Government of the United
States and the District of Columbia. That was our reason for
putting it in. Of course if the Senate feels that they are willing
to take the chance and knock it out it is for them to determine.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur-
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

The amendment was nonconcurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. €. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to the amend-
ments of the Senate fo the bill (H. R. 8492) to restore home-
stead rights in certain eases.

The message also announeced that thie House had passed the

bill (8. T757) authorizing a further extension of time to pur-

\
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chasers of land in the former Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian
Reservation, Okla., within which to make payment, with amend-
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

The message further announced that the House disagrees to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18542) making
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex-
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1918, and for other purposes, agrees to the conference asked
for .by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Byrxs of Tennessee, Mr. SISsON,
and Mr. Goop managers at the conference on the part of the
House.

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

H. R. 14074. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
village of Fox Lake, in the county of Lake, State of Illinois, to
construct a bridge across both arms of the Fox River where it
connects Pistakee Lake and Nippersink Lake, at a point sultable
to the interests of navigation, in the county of Lake, State of
Illinois;

H. R.17602. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
_county commissioners of Polk County, Minn,, and Grand Forks
County, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across Red River of the
North on the boundary line between said States;

H. R.17710. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Tallapoosa River, separating the counties of Mont-
gomery and Elmore, in the State of Alabama, at a point some-
where between Judkin Ferry and Hughes Ferry ;

H. R.18529. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.;

H. R. 18534. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance,
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River, at or near
Parkin, Ark.;

H. R. 18550. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct a
bridge across the Cumberland River;

‘H. R. 18551. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct a

. bridge across the Cumberland River ;

H. R. 18720. An act permitting the building of a railroad
bridge across the Mississippi River at Bemidji, in the State of
Minnesota ;

H. R.18725. An act granting the consent of Congress to Kratka
Township, Pennington County, Minn., to construet a bridge
across Red Lake River;

H. R.19239. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Pearl River, Miss,, and the fourth ward of the Parish
of Washington, La., to construct a bridge across Pearl River,
between Pearl River County, Miss., and Washington Parish, La. ;

H. R. 19298, An act authorizing the Western New York &
Pennsylvania Railway Co. to reconstruct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Allegheny River in the town of Allegany,
county of Cattarangus, N. Y.; and

H. R. 20574. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Decatur County, Ga., to reconstruct a
bridge across the Flint River at Bainbridge, Ga.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were
thereupon signed by the Vice President:

8. 3699. An act to donate to the city of St. Augustine, Fla.,
for park pusposes, the tract of land known as the powder-
house lot;

H.R.13831. An act to amend section 4464 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, relating to number of passengers
to be stated in certificates of inspection of passenger vessels,
and section 4465 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
prescribing penalty for carrying excessive number of passengers
on passenger vessels, and section 4466 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States, relating to special permits for excursions
on passenger steamers;

H. R.15314. An act to punish persons who make threats
against the President of the United States; and

H. R.20453. An act making appropriations for fortifications
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for
other purposes,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. NELSON presented a telegram in the nature of a memo-
rial from the National Dairy Council, of Chicago, Ill., remon-
strating against the proposed change in the tax on oleomarga-
rine, which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Galinesyille, N. Y., praying for national prohibition, which was
ordered to lie on the table. .

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Westchester
County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to found
the Government of the United States on Christianity, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Boosters Club, of
Atascadero, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to
provide for the improvement and development of the national
parks, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands,

He also presented a memorial of the conservation department
of the California Federation of Women’s Clubs, of Los Angeles,
Cal., remonstrating against the so-called Mondell amendment to
the game sanctuary bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CLAPP presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial
from Oscar Arneson, chief clerk-of the house of representatives
of the Legislature of Minnesota, transmitting a resolution of
that body remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the
tax on oleomargarine, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. COLT presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial
from the Rhode Island State Grange, remonstrating against the-
proposed change in the tax on oleomargarine, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a memorial of the Port-
land (Me.) Typothetae, remonstrating against a change in sec-
ond-class postal rates, which was referred to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. PAGE (for Mr. DiLLINGHAM) presented telegrams in the
nature of memorials from the Vermont State Grange, of Middle-
bury Grange, of Sudbury Grange, and of Pomona Grange, No. 13,
of Sudbury, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of
Vermont, remonstrating against the proposed change in the tax
on oleomargarine, which were referred to the Commitiee on
Finance,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. From the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads I report back favorably with amendments
the bill (H. R. 19410) making appropriations for the service of
the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1018, and for other purposes. I desire to say that I shall sub-
mit a report (No. 1021) to accompany the bill at a later day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the
calendar.

Mr. ASHURST, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 83771) for the relief of Alfred
Cluff, Orson Cluff, Henry E. Norton, William B. Ballard, Elijah
Hancock, Susan R. Saline, Oscar Mann, Celia Thayne, William
Cox, Theodore Farley, Adelaide Laxton, Clara L. Tenney, George
M. Adams, Charlotte Jensen, and Sophia Huff, reported it with
amendments and submitted a report (No. 1022) thereon.

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion of Arid Lands, to which was referred the bill (8. 8044)
providing for the extension of time for the reclamation of cer-
tain lands in the State of Oregon under the Carey Act, reported
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1023) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

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

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 8192) for the relief of Charles 8. Fries (with ae-
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HUSTING :

A bill (8. 8193) for the relief of Rufus Meyers; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JAMES:

A bill (8. 8194) for the relief of W. F. Tomlinson, adminis-
trator of Samuel Tomlinson, deceased (with accompanying
papers) ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota:

A bill (S. 8195) granting an increase of pension to Frank D.
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine:

A bill (8. 8196) granting a pension to Jennie L. Sidelinger
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 8197) granting an increase of pension to Horace A,
Wright (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 8198) granting a pension to William Gilmour (with
accompanying papers) ; and :

A bill (S. 8199) granting a pension to Martha Hoelt (with
accompanying papers) ; te the Committee on Pensions.
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" By Mr, WATSON:

A Dill (8. 8200) granting an increase of pension to Francis A.
Ricketts; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NEWLANDS:

A bill (8. 8201) to amend an act providing mediation, con-
ciliation, ete., approved July 15, 1913; to authorize the Presi-
dent to protect the operation of trains in time of peace, and to
take possession of the common carriers and draft their crews
and officials in time of war, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. JAMES :

Sn?i bill (8. 8202) granting an increase of pension to Henry
th;

A bill (8. 8203) granting an increase of pension to Francis M.
Blankenship;

A bill (8. 8204) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah
Combs:

RoA bill (S 8205) granting an increase of pension to John W.
ber
= A lsill {S 8206) granting an increase of pension to Minatree
urner ;

A bill (8. 8207) granting an increase of pension fo George S.
Robinson; and

A bill (8. 8208) granting an increase of pension to William M,
Helvy ; to, the Committee on Pensions,

EXPORT TRADE.

Mr. POINDEXTER submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17350) te promote export
trade, and for other purposes, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed.

COMMISSION ON NAVY YARDS AND NAVAL STATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate the following message from the President of the United
States, which will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representalives:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress,
Report No. 3 of the Commission on Navy Yards and Naval
Stations, dated January 31, 1917.

Woonrow WiLsoxn.

Tar WHiTE HoUusg, February 9, 1917.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the report accompanying
the message will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs
in confidence, as was done with previous reports from the same
comnission.

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS—CONFEEENCE REPORT.

Mr. ASHURST. I submit the conference report on the Indian
appropriation bill, and ask that it be received and printed.
The report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
18453) making appropriations for the current and -contingent
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3,
4, 6,7, 8, 13, 14, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34, 36, 38, 39,
55, 58, 62, 65, 73, T4, 76, 82, 88, 96, 100, 103, 106, and 112.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 15, 17, 18, 23, 25, 37, 41, 43, 44,
45, 47, 52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 59, 61, 64, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, T2, 75, 7,
78, 79, 81, 83, 86, 89, 91, 94, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 107,
108, and 109, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2 and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following: “Provided further, That $5,000 of the above
amount shall be used for an investigation and report on the
merits of the claim of the Indians of the Warm Springs Res-
ervation in Oregon to additional land arising from alleged
erroneous surveys of the north and west Loundaries of their
reservation as defined in the treaty concluded June 25, 1855
(12 Stat. L., p. 963), and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized to make such survey or resurveys as may be neces-

sary to complete said investigation and report " ; and the Senate
agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the amendment proposed in-

sert the following: “Provided, That automobiles or any other
vehicles or conveyances used in introducing, or attempting to
introduce, intoxicants into the Indian country, where the intro-
duction is prohibited by treaty or Federal statute, whether
used by the owner thereof or other person, shall be subject to
the seizure, libel, and forfeiture provided in section 2140 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In Heu of the sum proposed insert
“$1,600,000 ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following:

* For construction, lease, purchase, repalr and improvement
of school and agency buildings, including the purchase of neces-
sary lands and the installation, repair, and improvement of
heating, lighting, power, and sewerage and water systems in
connection therewith, $400,000: Provided, That of this amount
$300 may be expended for the purchase of a perpetual water
right and right of way across the lands of private individuals,
for the purpose of running a pipe line from a certain spring or
springs located near the Sisseton Indian Agency buildings, South
Dakota, to said buildings, the purchase of such water right to
include sufficient land for the construction of a small cement
reservoir near such spring or springs for the purpose of storing
the water so acquired: Provided further, That not to exceed
$500 of the amount herein appropriated may be used for the
acquisition on behalf of the United States, by purchase or other-
wise, of land for a site for the Mesquakie Day School, Sac and
Fox, Towa: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior
is authorized to allow employees in the Indian Service who are
furnished quarters necessary heat and light for such quarters
without charge, such heat and light to be paid for out of the
fund chargeable with the cost of heating and lighting other
buildings at the same place: And provided further, That the
amount so expended for agency purposes shall not be included
in the maximum amounts for compensation ot employees pre-
scribed by section 1, act of August 24, 1912

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed
insert the following: * Provided further, That where practieable
the transportation and expenses so paid shall be refunded and
shall be returned to the appropriation from which paid”; and
the Senate agree fo the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed
insert the following: *“ $475,000, of which sum not less than
$75,000 shall be used for the employment of additional field
matrons: ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment strike out
the figures “ $10,000 " and insert in lien thereof “ $8,000"; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“ $400,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu "of the sum proposed in line 1
of said amendment insert: * $75,000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amendment num-
bered 24, and the following language appearing in lines 10 to
14, inclusive, on page 13 of the bill:

“That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary
of the Interior shall have the power to authorize any superin-
tendent, clerk, or other employee in the Indian field service to
administer oaths and take acknowledgments in connection with
matters pertaining to their official duties,”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 4 of the amendment proposed,
after the word * Interior,” strike out the perioed, insert a comma,
and add the following: “ reimbursable to the United States from
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any funds now or hereafter placed in. the Trensury to the
credit of the Navajo Indians in Arizona, to remain a charge
and lien upon the lands and funds of said tribe of Indians until
paid.”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
* $20,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following:

“That section 3 of the act of January 12, 1891 (26 Stat. L. p.
T712), entitled ‘An act for the relief of Misslon Indians in the
State of California,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as
to authorize the President, in his discretion and whenever he
shall deem it for the interests of the Indians affected thereby, to
extend the trust period for such time as may be advisable on
the lands held in trust for the use and benefit of the Mission
Bands or villages of Indians in California.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows:-In lieu of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following :

“ 10WA.

“8gc. 6. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby author-
ized, in his discretion, to pay to the enrolled members of the
Sac and Fox of the Mississippi Tribe of Indians of the State
of Towa, entitled under existing law to share in the funds of
said tribe, or to their lawful heirs, the sum of $10,334.96, to-
gether with the interest which has or may hereafter accrue
thereon, remaining in the Treasury of the United States to the
credit of the Sac and Fox of the Mississippi Tribe of Indians
of the State of Iowa, from the sum of $42,803.25 transferred to
the credit of those Indians under the provisions of the act of
June 10, 1896, said sum of $10,334.96 to be apportioned per
capita among the enrolled members of said tribe.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 6 of the amendment strike out
the following: * for setting out trees, $500"”; and in line T of
the amendment strike out the figures “ $75,176" and in lieu
thereof insert the figures *“ $74,6756"; and the Senate agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 4 of the amendment strike out
the word *“on,” after the word * bridge,” and insert the follow-
ing: “across the Mississippi River on the”; and the Senate
agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 5 of the amendment, after the
word “ been,” strike out the words “ omitted erroneously from
the rolls” and in lieu thereof insert the following: “ heretofore
erroneously stricken from the rolls and reinstated prior to the
passage of this act ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: After the word “ Washington,” in lines
21 and 22 of the amendment, insert the following: * and other
Chippewa Indians visiting said city "; and the Senate agree to
the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lines 3 and 4 of the amendment strike
out the following : * for the purchase of additional land, $41,600;
in all, $129,920," and insert the following: *in all, $88,320";
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 1 of the amendment strike out
the figures “$52,100"” and in lien thereof insert the figures
850,430 and in line 4 of the amendment strike out the
figures “ $99,100" and in lieu thereof insert *“$97,430"; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following:

“ For the construction of a steel bridge across the San Juan
River in San Juan County, State of New Mexico, at the best
and most available location west or southwest and near to the

tov.p of Farmington, in said county and State, $25,000, to be
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior,
and to be reimbursable from any funds now or hereafter placed
in the Treasury to the credit of the Navajo Indians in the State
of New Mexico.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed in-
sert the following:

“That the sum of $5,000, fo be immediately available, be, and
the same is hereby appropriated, out of any funds of the
Chickasaw Nation, not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse
Douglas H. Johnston, governor of the Chickasaw Nation, for
extra expenses incurred in the performance of his duty as chief
executive of the Chickasaw Nation and principal chief of the
Chickasaw Tribe of Indians during the period covered between,
the years 1907 and 1912, and the Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized and directed to make such payment from
the funds of said nation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend~
ment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In I{ne 2 of the proposed amendment,
after the word “ Congress,” strike out the period, insert a colon,
and add the following: “ Provided, That the Secretary of the
Interior is hereby authorized to pay ‘each and every duly enrolled
citizen of the Creek Nation who has not been allotted lands in
said nation and who is not included in Senate Document No.
478, Sixty-third Congress, second session, the sum of $1,040 in
lien of an allotment of land in said nation. Said sum of $1,040
to be paid to each and every person out of the funds in the
Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Muskogee
Creek Nation " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 7 of the amendment strike
out the following: * $40000 in all, $162,200"" and insert * $30,
000; in all, $152,200 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from ifs disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 12 of the amendment, after
the word “ prescribe,” strike out the period, insert a colon, and
add the following: “ Provided, That the application of this pro-
vision shall not Interfere with any rights guaranteed by treaty
to any allotted Umatilla Indian or Indians”; and the Setmte
agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed, insert
the following:

* 8Ec. 21. For support and education of 365 Indian pupils at
the Indian school at Flandreau, 8. Dak., and for pay of super-
intendent, $62,955; for geneml renalrs and improvements,
$8,000 ; for new barn, $3,000; in all, $73,955.”

And the Senate agree to the same. -

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed
insert the following: “ in all, $53,750.” On page 40, line 1, of the
bill, after the figures *“ $43,750,” insert the following: * of which
amount not exceeding $900 may be expended for the purehase of
two new busses ' ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the amendment proposed
insert the following:

“ Sec. 26. That until the meeting of the Sixty-fifth Con-*ress
those members of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House
of Representatives, not less than five in number, who are Mem-
bers elect to the Sixty-fifth Congress, are authorized to conduct
hearings and investigate the conduct of the Indian Service, at
Washington, D. C., and elsewhere, and the sum of $15,000, or so
much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available
and remain available until expended, is hereby appropriated
for expenses incident thereto. The sald committee is hereby
authorized and empowered to examine into the conduct and
management of the Bureaun of Indian Affairs and all its
branches and agencies, their organization and administration,
to examine all books, documents, and papers in the said Bureaw
of Indian Affairs, its branches or agencies, relating to the ad-
ministration of the business of said bureau, and shall have,
and is hereby granted, nuthority to subpena witnesses, compel
their attendance, administer oaths, and to demand any and all
books, documents, and papers of whatever nature relating -to
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the affairs of Indians as conducted by said bureau, its:branches
and agencies, Said commiftee is hereby authorized to employ
such clerical and other assistance, including stenographers, as
gaid committee may deem necessary in the proper prosecution
of its work: Provided, That stenographers so employed shall
not receive for their services exceeding $1 per printed page.”
And the Senate agree to the same.
The committee of conference have been unable to agree on
the amendments of the Senate numbered 48, 80, 95, and 111.
HExRrY F. ASHURST,
H. L. MYERS,
Moses E. Crarp,
AManagers on the part of the Senate.

Joux H. STEPHENS,

C. D. CARTER,

P. D. Nortox,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I wish to say that the con-
ferees have not agreed on all the amendments. There are four
amendments which are still in dispute. :

Mr, SMOOT. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator
from Arizona. He does not intend, I presume, to ask that
the conference report be printed as a Senate document, but
that it be printed for the use of the committee and to be
placed on the desks for the information of the Senate.

Mr. ASHURST. That is satisfactory.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles
and referred to the Committee on Commerce :

H. R.14074. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
village of Fox Lake, in the county of Lake, State of Illinois, to
construct a bridge across both arms of the Fox River where it
connects Pistakee Lake and Nippersink Lake, at a point suitable
:tio the interests of navigation, in the county of Lake, State of

1linois ;

H.R.17602. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Polk County, Minn., and Grand Forks
County, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across Red River of the
North on the boundary line between said States;

H. R.17710. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Tallapoosa River, separating the counties of Mont-
gomery and Elmore, in the State of Alabama, at a point some-
where between Judkin Ferry and Hughes Ferry;

H. R.18529. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.;

H. R.18534. An act to authorize the construction, mainte-
nance, and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River
at or near Parkin, Ark.;

H. R.18550. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct
a bridge across the Cumberland River;

H. R. 18551. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct
a bridge across the Cumberland River;

H. R.18720. An act permitting the building of a railroad
bridge across the Mississippi River at Bemidji, in the State of
Minnesota ;

H. R. 18725. An act granting the consent of Congress to Kratka
Township, Pennington County, Minn., to construct a bridge across
Red Lake River;

H. R.19239. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Pearl River, Miss., and the fourth ward of the parish
of Washington, La., to construct a bridge across Pearl River be-
tween Pearl River County, Miss.,, and Washington Parish, La.;

H. R. 19298, An act authorizing the Western New York &
Pennsylvania Railway Co. to reconstruct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Allegheny River, in the town of Allegany,
county of Cattaraugus, N. Y.; and - b

H. R. 20574. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Decatur County, Ga., to reconstruct a
bridge across the Flint River at Bainbridge, Ga. %

" ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. RANSDELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 14777) to provide for the con-
trol of the floods of the Mississippl River and of the Sacramento
River, Cal., and for other purposes. e -

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Louisiana yield to the Senator from Nevada?

LIV—186

. Mr. RANSDELL, I yield. .

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to make a state-
ment regarding the railroad legislation. There are three bills
to which the President has called special attention in a mes-
sage. One is the bill enlarging the Interstate Commerce Com-
missiop from seven to nine members, and providing that it shall
be divided into three divisions, each of which will have juris-
dilction over the subjects that now belong to the entire commis-
sion, !

"Mr, OVERMAN. Alr. President——

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Louisiang yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

- Mr. OVERMAN. I will state to the Senator if he yields to me
I shall move to adjourn or to take a recess, because I know the
Senator can not get his bill up this afternoon. I move that we
take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow.

Mr. RANSDELL. I hope the Senator will not insist on that
motion. We can get the bill up, and then I propose to ask that
it be laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the considera-
tion of these emergency measures. ;

Mr. OVERMAN. I know the Senator can not possibly get
the bill up this afternoon. "

Mr. VARDAMAN. Certainly we can not get it up if the
Senatfe will not permit it to be taken up, but I do not think the
mere statement of the Senator from North Carolina settles the
question,

Mr. OVERMAN. All right; I will withdraw the motion.

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment?

Several Senators addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana
yielded to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwraxps], and he
now has the floor. Does the Senator from Nevada now yield to
some other Senator; and if so, to whom?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I propose to continue the remarks I wasg
making.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado
will state it. :

Mr. THOMAS. My understanding is that the so-called water-
power bill is the unfinished business. I have no desire to retain
that bill before the Senate, but I am a member of the Committee
on Publie Lands, and the chairman of the committee is not here,
In his behalf I make the inquiry.

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn.

Mr. RANSDELL. I hope the Senator will not make that
motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Carolina moves that the Senate adjourn. 1

Mr. RANSDELL. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion
and move a recess. I will aceept that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from North Carolina that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 15 minutes
p. m., Friday, February 9, 1917) the Senate adjourned until
to-morrow, Saturday, February 10, 1917, at 11 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frivay, February 9, 1917,

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Thou, who art supremely wise, all-powerful, the essence
of whose being is love, quicken all that is purest, noblest, best in
us, and help us to eliminate the evil tendencies which lie in
wait to destroy; that the trend of our life may be forward not
backward, upward not downward, heavenward not hellward;
that we may build for ourselves from within a character which
shall be an everlasting memorial to our Maker, through Him
who taught us the way and the truth and the life. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

_ Mr. LANGLEY rose.

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. LANGLEY. To ask unanimous consent to address the
House for not exceeding five minutes in order that I may explain
and modify a statement I made in debate yesterday.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for not exceeding five
minutes.
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Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man withheld his request for a moment?

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes.

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this is pension
day, and I ask unanimous consent that two pension bills on the
Private Calendar, one a Senate bill from the Committee on
Invalid Pensions and one a House bill from the Committee on
Pensions, be considered in order and taken up following the
completion of the naval appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that a Senate private pension bill from the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and also a House bill from the
Committee on Pensions, be taken up immediately following the
conclusion of the consideration of the naval appropriation bill.
Is there objeetion?

Mr. KITCHIN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I would like to say to the gentleman from Missouri that it was
understood the other day, or rather the gentleman from Indiana
[AMr. Raven] gave notice, that immediately after the conclusion
of the naval appropriation bill he would ask for the consid-
eration of the pension appropriation bill. It will take not more
than an hour and a half or two hours, if that. I suggest that the

* gentleman from Missouri make his request to follow that bill
I understand the gentleman from Missouri thinks it will take
only half an hour to dispose of his bills.

Mr. SHERWOOD. It will take about 22 minutes to pass the
‘two bills.

Mr. KITCHIN,
necessary.

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. Well, I will change the reguest
and ask that these private pension bills be taken up following
the consideration of the pension appropriation bill.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to suggest to the gentleman from Missouri, as well
as to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHIN], that
there is no objection to the consideration of these bills, but
there is some difficulty in making an agreement in advance.
It is just as easy to take up these bills after the pension ap-
propriation bill is passed or after the naval appropriation bill
is passed as it is now, but why make this advance agreement?

Mr, RUSSELL of Missouri. Because this is pension day, I
will say to the gentleman.

Mr. MANN. They are in order at any time.

Mr. GARNER. I know they are in order.

Mr. KITCHIN. I think there will be no objection.
stay here an hour or two later if necessary.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman believe that in spite of
‘the effort of any man it would take more than half a day?

Mr. KITCHIN. No; and it will not take half a night.

Mr. MANN. They could be considered now while waiting
for Members to come in,

Mr. GARNER. I have no objection.

Mr. MANN. Why not read them now?

Mr. KITCHIN. That would be perfectly satisfactory to me.
If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pipgerr] in charge of
the naval appropriation bill would prefer that course, all right.
But if he prefers to go on with the naval bill, very well.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I would prefer that the matter
be disposed of now rather than to break into it at 5 o'clock
this afternoon, beeause I can not forecast as to the time, If
it will not take more than 20 minutes I shall not object.

Mr. MANN. It will be in order at any time to move to defer
it. I suggest that the gentleman from Missouri ask to consider
those bills in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lawg-
1EY] asked unanimous consent to proceed for not exceeding
five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection. 2

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-
nized for five minutes.

THE CIVIL SERVICE,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, acting wholly upon my own
dnitiative and in obedience to a sense of justice, I am making
this statement for the REcorb.

Yesterday while the House was debating some of the Senate
amendments to the legislative bill I had an understanding with
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrxs], who had charge of
the time, that I was to have five minutes in opposition to the
amendment proposing to classify postmasters. I hurriedly pro-
ceeded to arrange in my mind the points I would endeavor to
cover in that time. At the last moment the gentleman from
Tennessee informed me that owing to encroachments upon his
time by these who had preceded me he could only yield me a
minute and a half and I then had less time than that remaining

Well, we can stay here an hour later if

We can

in which to think of something to say in that minute and a half,
[Laughter.]

It occurred to me that I could cite my experience as appoint-
ment clerk of the Census Office in helping to organize that office
independent of the civil service as an illustration of how easily
a high standard of efficiency can be obtained without competitive
examination. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] and the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Grierr] had both just
spoken in support of the Senate amendment, I reealled that
they had both submitted, along with other Members of Con-
gress, their recommendations to fill the quotas allotted to them
in that office; and, speaking in a spirit of badinage and, of
course, hastily, I used language which was calculated to place
those two gentlemen in a false position, The reporters’ notes,
which are usually correct, show that I said these two gentle-
men were among those who made the most consistent appeals
for patronage. After thinking the matter over I regretted that
I used the language that I did, and would gladly have recalled it.
The facts are that we made an allotment of Census Office ap-
pointments to each Senator and Representative and notified each
of the number allotted to him and requested him to submit a
list of recommendations. Both of the gentlemen named did this
and my recollection is that the guota allotted in each instance
was filled, but if I am in error as to that the records of the
Census Office will show it. However, that is neither here nor
there. T want to frankly, and in this public manner, say that
as I now recall it there was no effort whatever on the part of
either gentleman named to get more appointments than the
bureau had requested them to ask for, and both of them were
always courteous and considerate in their dealing with the
bureau in these matters.

During my 10 years of service in this body I have never
intentionally misrepresented or otherwise done an injustice to
any of my fellow Members: I have always been scrupulously
careful on that point, and I ean not, in justice to my own sense
of fairness and in justice to the two gentlemen referred to, per-
mit this incident to pass without putting this statement in the
Recorp. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to say what I
sald to him privately yesterday, but not publicly, that he did not
hurt my feelings any? [Laughter.]

Mr. LANGLEY. I am very glad, indeed, to have my friend
say that publiely,

Mr. Speaker, having made this explanation and not hav-
ing had the opportunity to express myself fully yesterday on the
question, I ask unanimous consent that I may state briefly in
the Recorp my reasons for opposing the proposition to classify

rs and my views on eivil service. t

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky ?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF BEMARKS.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp on the Niagara power bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the
Niagara power bill. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of
Representatives that the President had, on February 8, 1917,
approved and signed bills of the following titles:

H. R.1024. An act for the relief of Allen M. Hiller;

H. R. 6145. An aet for the relief of Edward F. McDermott,
alias James Williams;

H. R. 8057. An act for the relief of the legal representatives
of Napoleon B. Giddings;

H. R. 8267. An act to place Bernard A. Schaaf on the retired
list of the Army;

H.R. 217, An act to authorize the sale of school property in
the city of Denver, Colo., and for other purposes;

H. R. 3238. An act for the relief of Sarah E. Elliott;

H. R. 8452. An act for the relief of Charles L. Moore;

H. R. 9547. An act authorizing the acceptance by the United
States Government from the Kenesaw Memorial Association of
Illinois of a proposed gift of land on the Kenesaw battle field
in the State of Georgia;

H. R. 12240, An act for the relief of John Brodie;

H. R.12742. An act for the relief of Gottlob Sehlect and
Maurice D. Higgins and for the relief of the heirs and legal
representatives of Valentine Brasch;
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H. R.13106. An act for the relief of the trustee and parties
who are now or who may hereafter become interested in the
estate of James A. Chamberlain under the terms of his will;

H. R.13820. An act for the relief of Mrs. Jennie Buttner;

H. R. 14572, An act for the relief of Gertie Foss;

H. R. 14645. An act for the relief of the legal representative
of P. H. Aylett; : .

H. R. 14822, An act to prevent and punish the desecration,
mutilation, or improper use, within the District of Columbia,
of the flag of the United States of America; and

H. R. 14978. An act for the relief of Ida Turner.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below:

8. 7833. An act authorizing the Chippewa Indians in the State
of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the
Committee on Claims.

S.7433. An act for the relief of Winfield S. Solomon; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

S.7598. An act for the relief of John H. Kidd; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

S.6430. An act directing the reexamination of the accounts
of the late Peter G. 8. Ten Broeck ; to the Committee on Claims,

8. 6251. An act for the relief of John F, Kelly; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs,

S. 5648, An act for the relief of Fast Walker, D. K. How, and
Not Afraid of Bear; to the Committee on War Claims.

8. 5768. An act for the relief of Frank Carpenter; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

S.5617. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United States
district court for the district of Minnesota to hear, try, and de-
termine the value of certain pine timber; to the Committee on
Claims.

8. 8180. An act to authorize the appointment of Clarence C.
Kress to the grade of captain, United States Army Medical
Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S.747. An act for the relief of Wilbur F. Lawton; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

S.8507. An act for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh Watkins;
to the Committee on Claims.

S. 6854. An act to repeal the last proviso of section 4 of an act
to establish the Rocky Mountain National Park, in the State of
Colorado, and for other purposes, approved January 26, 1915; to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

S.378. An act to provide for the appointment of a district
judge in the middle and eastern judicial districts in the State of
Tennessee, and for other purposes; fo the Committee on the
Judiciary. :

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 5632) for the
relief of Aquila Nebeker.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence
of the House of Representatives was requested :

H. R.19359. An act making appropriations for the Department
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918.

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

S.578. An act to provide for the appeintment of a district
judge in the middle and eastern judicial districts in the State
of Tennessee, and for other purposes.

GUILFORD COURTHOUSE BATTLE FIELD.

Mr. NICHOLLS of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R.
8229) to establish a national military park at the battle field of
Guilford Courthouse with Senate amendments, disagree to the
Senate anmendments, and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 8229) to establish a national military park at the battle
field of Guilford Courthouse.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent to take the bill from the Speaker’'s table,

“disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of
the House Mr. Dext, Mr. Niceorrs of South Carolina, and
Mr, KAuN.

PENSIONS.

Mr. SHERWOOD, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take up pension bills on the Private Calendar and consider first
the bill S. 7486 in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to take up pension bills on the Private Calendar and
take up first the bill 8. 7486 and consider the same in the House
as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A Dbill (8. 7486) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldiers and sallors of the Civil War and certain widows and de-
pendent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

Mr, SHERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker,
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.
The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to Elan:-e on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Celin A. Blodgett, widow of Benjamin F. Blodgett, late
of Company F, Pirst Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of \}'lllla W. Olmsted, late of Company K, Twenty-first
Regiment Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. :

he name of John W. Hendrickson, late of Independent Battery H,
Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company C, Fifth Regimen£
Penns}'lmnla Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay h.{m a pension at the
rate of $27 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Aaron C. Rodocker, late of Company G, Eighth Regi-
ment Indlana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in iien of that he is now recelving,

The name of John J, Schliessmann, late of Company A, One hundred
and forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and y him a
gﬁnvs;g:; at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is nmow re-

The name of Richard Mitcbell, late of Company G, Seventh Regl-
ment Indiana Volunteer (nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. .

The name of Blanche F. Nash, widow of Guy T. lgash. late of Company
C, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Militia Inmt:i. and pay her a pension
at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of John Mayfield, late of Company D, S8ixth Regiment Towa
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in lleu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Willlam W. Prine, late of Company G, Thirtieth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
§40 1E:ne-l' month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of John H. Jarrett, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of%ﬁﬁ per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

he name of Willlam Richey, late of Comga.ny i(. Twenty-first Regi-
ment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate -
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary P. Ross, widow of Henry Ef Ross, late of Com-
guny E, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er !nlpeusion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Isaac R. Johnson, late of Company B, Thirty-ninth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The name of Columbus Walton, late of Company B, One hundred and
thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sada Gleeson, widow of Willlam J. Gleeson, late of
Company C, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her ?.Ipension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Severn L. Parks, late of Company A, Eighty-seventh
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of §24 per month, the same to be paid him without deduction
or rebate on account of former alleged erroneous payments or overpay-
ments of pension,

The name of Ellen Rush, widow of Ebenezer C. Rush, late of Com-
pany E, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

he name of George A. Blose, late of Company C, Second Battalion
Pennsylvania Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of fso per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of zabeth Lander, widow of David D. Lander, late of
Company H, Forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in leu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of George D. Smith, late of Company K, Second Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William J. Crocker, late of Company A, First Regl-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Seventh Independent Battery
Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Peter Sheplar, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

Thz pame of La Fayette Platt, late of Company H, One hundred and
Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The pame of Cornelinug T. Ham, late of Seventh Company. unas-
signed, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in llen of that he is now recelving.
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The name of Jesoeph €, Patterson, late of Company G, Eighth Regl-
ment [owa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mathlas Eyer, late of Cumtmmy D, Two hundred and
tenth Reglment Pennsylvania Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now receivlnﬁ

he name of Emily 1. Hubbard, widow of George M. Hubbard, late
first llentenant and ﬂunrtermaater. Beventy-th ent Indiana
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate $24 per month
in Heu of that she Is now receiving.

The name of William H. Clela late of Company F, One hundred
and thirty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Iniantr{; and pay him a

nsion at the rate of $27 per month in lleu of that he is now receiv-
ng.

The name of James K. Wesley, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £36 per month in lien of t he 1s now £,

The name of Henry M. Bryant, late of Company F, Twelfth Regl-
ment Michigan Volunteer ln:l‘ultri, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £27 per month in len of that he is now receiving. :

name of uel D. Sherman, late of Coll:Pn.nr K, Ninety-fifth
Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Elmore Y. Chase, late sn:geon United States Volunteers,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $§40 per month in lieu of that he
is now recelving.

The name of John E. Madison, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment,
and Company K, Second Regiment, New York Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per menth in lieu of
that he is now recei E’ﬁ-

The name of John iott, late of Company K, Eighteenth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infanfry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of William . Pope, late of ompan{y B, Twenty-fourth
Regiment Mlichigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of £24 per month in lien of that he is now recelviﬁw.

The name of Leona B. Haucke, widow of Albert Haucke, late of
Company D, Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of $20 per month in leu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Jacob W Perkins, alins Willlam West, late of Com-
pany L, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a

nsion -at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelv-

ng.
The name of Levi J. Richardson, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer l"n.va]r‘v; and ment Veteran Re-

Company B, First Re
I!::nsl%:: at the rate of $40 per month in
lien of that he is now recelv

serve Corps, and pay him a
.

The name of Niels Attleson, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frederick A. Churchill, late topographical engineer,
captain, and volunteer aid-decamp to n. McClellan and Gen, A. E.
Burnside, United States Army, and pay him a penslon at the rate of
$20 per month.

The name of James B. Thornton, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer lnianu-{l. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $27 per month in lien of that he is now reeeiving.

The name of John N. McClure, iate of Company A, Eighty-ninth Regl-
ment Indlana Volunteer Iafantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $560 per month in lien of that he is mow receiving.

The name of James T, tt, late of Company F, One hundred and
sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas J. Harrison, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regi-

nt Indiana Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

40 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Henry H. Nlles, late of U. 8. 8. Moose, United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month In lien of
that he is now recelving.

The name of Ephraim Smith, late of Company I, Two hundred and
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of Saolger month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Edgar P. Lewls, late of Cnmdpany K, Sixty-seventh Re,
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, apd pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Solomon Tcr&e_:nlng, late of Company I, Sixth Regl-
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £30 per month in llen of that he is now recelvini'

The name of Charles Reed, late of Company Thirty-third Regl-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
ot’;aﬂ per month in llen of that he 1s now receiving.

he name of John C. Cook, late of Company F, Elghth Reglment
Michlgan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph A. Miller, late of Com{umy D, Third Regiment,
Potomac Home DBrigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $36 ger month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Stouffer, late of Capt. S8anno's independent com-
pany, Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivlng.

The name of James 8. Bisson, late of Company B, One hundred and
ninety-third Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of John Unferfate, late of Company B, One hundred and
eighty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of George R. Gibney, late of Company B, One hundred and
fifty-fourth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he Is now mce‘lvlnﬁ
The name of George M. Kimble, late of Company K, Sixty-sixth Regi-
sment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he-is now recc-tving.

The name of Charles N. Chatto, late of U. 8. 8. Nipsic, United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

The name of Wylie Brown, late of Company A, Forty-third Regiment
Ohio ""}ﬁ““‘" Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12
per monti.

The name of Charles Asa Clark, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regl-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Fdwin D. Sweet, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth -
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
ng‘: h:l' $30 p:; mth hE} lleuhiin! that la?:.eis xrmaj receivin

name ; 5 tman ] mpan Twenty-second
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infan , and pnp:h{m a penxig at the
rate of §24 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Alexander Faries, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Seventh Regiment Dela-
warethVoluuteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §21 per
month,

The name of Thomas B. Williams, late of Company K, One hundred
and sixteenth Re, t Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a piizgistun at the rate of $30 per month in Hen of that he is now
rece ng.

The name of Lemuel Evans, late of Company D, First Regiment Kan-
sas Volunieer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per
mo'Ir.}gh in lieu gf Ith];:: v}y l]sknowhrte:el;in : G

e name of Jo alker, ) m » Twenty-second Regl-
ment, and Company (G, Twenty-ninth E«emgllgent Mlchit&n Volunté‘clr
Inrantr;g;ennd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu

of that is now receivhif.

The name of William Bmd.la{, late of Company G, First ment
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and medical cadet, United
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of £50 per month in
!ie% ﬁ)r that h(; iéa h:o;v rﬁceg;lng. e

e name o rles R. Stuart, late of Company H, Sixtieth Regiment
Massachusetts Militla Infantry, and pay hlmp: 3|;¢a|1v§!cm at the egte of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elakim vanrd. late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving,
m'fflteelna.mevo{ Ja:sperl 'I;r!mtgle. la:.ie of (}.‘ﬁmpmy A:l Nineteenth Regi-

e owa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a sion at the rate of
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now recdvlng.m :

The name of George G. Tuell, late of Company A, First Battallon
gs}ne %;o]lnngeer fIShFrp?hunterg, and h(t:;mm’ A, Twentleth ent
nine Volunteer Infantry, an a sion 5]
per month in liea of thatrhe is ng:yrecei m iR
The name of Matilda A. Bickford, widow of George H. Bickford. late
of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
Twenty-third Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and
pay her a ion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is

now recel v

The name of Bailey Mitchell, late of U, 8. 8. Huron, United States -
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
fhat ke 18 mow coceiving. Keller, late of C

e name o 3 A ] Company B, Eighth Regiment

Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in leun of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sylvester Clark, late of the Seventh Battery Indiana
Volunteer Light ery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
W’.i. ?ﬂnth in llfethgf tha%v hev%;a mr_:;wlnreceir ;

e name o orge W. , late o mpany D, First Regiment
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 5 $50
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

he name of Franeis J. Cousens, late of Companies H and F, Thir-
tieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry. and pay him a pena'lon at
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

he name of Simon Ridenour, late of Company G, One hundred and
eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lHeu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Jefferson Foncannon, late of Company K, One hundred
and twenty-ninth R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of t he is now
recelving.

The name of Angelia T. Mosler, widow of Byron Mosler, late of Com-
pany G, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Nathan J. Way, late of Company I, Englneers of the
West, Missourl Volunteers, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Enoch Jones, late of the United States Marine Corps,
and pay him a at the rate of $36 per month in lien of that
he is now recei 2

The name of Jo! W. Torrance. late of Companies F and D, One
hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The name of Charles Gillmore, late of Com ¥ A. Seventy-seventh
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. and pay a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Willlum J. Love, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Beneamin Tackitt, late of Company B, Thirty-ninth
Regiment Eentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now reccliving.

The name of Grace Elizabeth Brown, helpless and dependent daughter
of Thomas E. Brown, late of U. 8. 8. Vermont, Unlted States Navy,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Boadicea T. Dinsmore, former widow of Sewell C, Gray,
late captain Company A, Sixth Regiment Maline Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lHeu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Henry B. Durgh, late Heutenant colonel Ninth Regi-
ment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in llen of that he is now receiving,

The name of Ephralm J. Allen, late of Company C. Seventy-fourth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Edwin Rogers, late of (_‘omg:m{ 3, Fortirth Regiment,
and Company A, First Regiment, Wiscons ‘olunteer Infantry, and

¥ him a pension at the rate of $27 per month in lieu of that he is
now recelving.

The name of Banghart, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment
Illinois Veolunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lucy E. Sturdevant, widow of Marcus Sturdevant, late
of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment Wiscongin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a ipem;lm: at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.
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The name of Toyger Peterson, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a penlﬂ%n at the rate of $30
per month in Heu of that he I8 now receiving.

The name of Roga.l E. Dake, late commissary sergeant First Regi-
ment New York Veteran Volunteer Ca , and pay ilim a pension at
the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of ederick W. Mase, late of Company D, Thirty-second
Itegiment Wisconsin Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in leun of that he 1s now recelvin 3

The name of Ruth A, McMillan, widow of Jonathan MeMillan, late
of Company B, Twelfth Regiment, and captain Company K, Twenty-third

ment, Ohio” Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Wright, widow of Willlam H. Wright, late cagg.tn
Company C, Fifth Re t Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay a
pension at the rate o $24 per month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of John Lamberson, late of Company D), Twenty-ninth i
ment Ohle Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frank T. Bolton, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Camlrz; and pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per
month in llen of that he is now receivindg.

The name of 1. Wallaee, widow of William A. Wallace, late
of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment New York State Militia Infantry,
and pay her a 1:;rell:um'.-n at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Edward Neugent, late captain Company A, One hundred
and seventh Regiment Illineis Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Jerem B. Davis, late of Company I, First t
New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 ﬁ)er month in lieu of that he is now recel 5

The name of John 8. Stearns, late of Companies D and B, Forty-third
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of He 'W. Gash, late of Company A, Sixteenth B?ggr_nt
Illinois Volunteer I , and pay him a pension at the rate of per
month in Heu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Ferdinand Davis, late of Company K, First Regiment

ces

‘United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the

rate of $36 per month in Heu of that he i{s now £2.

The name of John Goo]‘)vgr late of Company D, One hundred and founr-
teenth ment Tllinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Hudson, late of Company E, Twenty-third Regi-
ment, and unassigned Twengi—nlnth H.etglment, owa Velunteer Infantry,
%ndl pay him a fon at the rate of $36 per month in len of that

e is now receiving.

The name of Henry Dalton Selby, late of Company E, Third Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Ca , and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

e name of John L. Fisher, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in leu of that he i3 now receiving.

The name of Andrew M. Vanover, late of Company H, Sixty-sixth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now reeelving.

The name of Lewis Mensch, late of Company G, One hundred and
seventy-second Regilment Pennsylvania Militia Infantry, and
pay him 1%’J;pénakm at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now rece >

The name of Samuel Holllday, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that be is now recelving.

The name of Horace N. Holbrook, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is mow receiving.

The name of Robert F. Hedrick, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Cavalr{l, and pay him a pension at the rate of 330
per month in Heu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Calvin Bharpnack, late of Company €, First Battalion
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 lE.ve:: month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles H. Collins, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John R. Sparrow, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regl-
ment Maine Volunteer , and pay him a pension at the rate of
£50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Reynold D, W, Campbell, late of Company F, Sixth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ?ens on at the
rate of $50 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of James M. Treat, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in llen of that he is now receiving

The name of Louisa A, Atherton, widow of Daniel W. Atherton, late
of Company B, Ninety-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a Fenslon at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of tha
she {s now receiving.

The name of Ezekliel P, Rowell, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

he name of Aura V. Thurston, widow of James H. Thurston, late
of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay hel;e:la nsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now re

2.

The name of Henry G. Mitchell, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John W. Sperry, late of Company K, Beventh Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Luther B. Johnson, late of Company C, First Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Edward F. Griswold, late captain Company ¥, First
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Heavy llery, and pay him a pension
at the rate of 860 per month in liew of that he is now recelving.

The name of Henry H. mpton, late of Company I, Sixty-fifth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he fs now remﬂvin%i

The name of William F. Wilson, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lew of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles Edgar Mason, late of Company I, One hundred
and forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 %er month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
Iow!v'g‘ Votstince i‘;‘.“ﬁinf';i etk cmﬁ';” 2% ihe Tate St 540
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The name of John Cook, late of Battery B, First Regiment Rhode
Island Volunteer Light Azﬁnerg, and pay him a pension at the rate of
82; hl:‘;ern‘nrnont:ht 1}1 lien:ll1 osf. tl}i:t e lsIa now freé:e!ving.

me of Josgep . rgan, late of Compan T tiethr Regl-
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~Tae dame o Amma. 5 Hehasy: heipless 400 Sepender :

nna E. Tenney, E88 AL ependent da ter o

Samuel 'J?euma:ri late of Company D Mg.lm ’G’o[nntmgm Coast Gu:gﬁa, and

pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

e name of Theodore Gerrish, late of Company H, Twentieth Regi-

ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles P. Betts, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
P Pho natne of Wiliam B Broctin ot i g recslving.

e m R, z, of Com , One hundred
and forty-ninth Regiment Ohlo National Guard Infan , and pay him
:e e at the rate of $40 per month in llew of that he is now re-

The name of Jennie Jamison, now Beamer, late nure, Medi
partment, United States Voluntéers, and widotw of Marion Ben.m::l 12&
of Company A, Forty-first Reglment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
g:e; her a - at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that she is
The name of Mary J. Crand widow of David Crand i
Com; y K, Thh'ty-lg.tth B.eglm:ln]% Wisconsin Volunteer Ing.lﬁtrl;fem?d
pai‘ Er a pension at the rate of $12
he name of Charles W;

month.
as » late of Com K, One hundred
anil sixteenth Regiment Unlm“ Colored \To?:;geer Infantry, and
pay him a pensien at the rate of $30 per month in Hew of that he is
noghreoeivl.ug.

e name of Hugh Stevens, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regi-
ment Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a? the rateesoif
Sﬁ%ﬁern::l;nth fm.alll.gu nerthBat - t!"l nt::w m:;ld“?f-u:ten Com

e 0 a H. Bowen, late sec @ ant 8 )
Fifteenth B.I;I.Tment Mlelﬂéa.n Volunteer Infantry, and majogan ﬂvixtﬁ
Regiment, United States Colored Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,
he name of Paul Strause, late of Company K, Forty-seventh Regl-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.
mc,rnlt!'e M:ar?lea :é %’%t!‘t?n{;e Sktnner&lsm 3! Company G, %ﬁlrtung Regi-
r Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate
of §34 pes mogtt it les of Wt B6 o now receving
o w /» late of Compan A th ttalion
District of Columbia Militia In&.nby. and pay a pension at the
rnfﬁh of $21 per month, E

e name of Andrew Goodwin, late of Com B, Seventh Regiment
New Hampshire Velunteer Inﬂmhy, and mmg pension at the rate
of r1§§0 per mu;tlfi in lie}i‘l;:t that hemi? mtwcrecelv‘lnx.ﬂ &

e name of Henr ompson, e of Company H, Seventy-fourth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensiog, at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 3

The name of Jacob R. Stillwagon, late of Company D, Ninth Regl-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalr{,e and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month In lien of that is now receiving.

e name of William 8. Rowe, late of Company D, Second Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lleu of that he is now receivin

The name of Thomas L. Irwin, late acting assistant surgeon, United
Btates Army, and pay him a Eem.ion at the rate of $21 month.

The name of Maurice M. Kalghn, late of Company ¥, One hundred
and ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ggl?ﬁ r});nslon at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that he is now

The name of Stephen P. Colby, late second leutenant Company F,
Fifteenth Regiment New Ha.nrpagire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a Rgnslon at the rate of $30 per month in lHeu of that he is now re-
celving,

The name of Job Wilbur, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer I_urnntr{, and pay hi.m a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Minnle J. Hodge, widow of Allen T. Hodge, Iate of
Company C, First Battalion Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Martin Pool, late of Company C, Forty-second Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Margaret Stevenson, widow of Grandson ¥. Stevenson,
late of Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month im liem of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Samuel C, Clossin, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Isanc R. Atlee, late of Company E, Forty-fifth Regiment
Iowa Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is new receiving.

The name of Thomas Brown, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

*The name of John R, Simpson, late of Company G, First Hegiment
New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llew of that he is now receiving.

The name of Theodore Luﬁ'-;P-tellow, late of Company G. Fifty-seventh
Regiment, and Company G, Fifty-ninth Regiment, ssachusetts Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month In
lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Kate M, White, widow of Henry A, White, late of
Company C, Bixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
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pay her a pension at the rate of $§20 per month in llen of that she Is
now recelving.

The name of Joseph C. Predmore, late of Company G, Eighty-nioth
Regiment Ohip Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lien of that he 1s now receiving.

he name of James 8. White, late of Company H, Twenty-elghth
Regiment Illinels Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a v?ension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Josephine E. Ure, widow of Willlam U te of Com-

y Fy One hundred and fortleth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan-
g: and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month In llen of that
ghe is now re.':veivlnﬁ;l

The name of William Beauchamp, late unassigned, Thirty-ninth lleil-
ment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
. of $24 per month In lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mettie Banders, widow of Henry Sanders, late of Com-
gnnr H, Forty-second ent uri Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er ln.ﬂpenxlo.n at the rate of §20 per month in lien of that she is now

Trecelving.

The name of Sidney M. Smith, late of Company K, Seventh Reglment
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph Chapman, late of Comgany C, Forty-ninth Regl-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that he Is now recelving.
. he name of John C. Mayer, late of Company H, Fifth ent
Towa Volunteer Cavalry, an him a n at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

" The name of Willlam F. Wahl, late of Company G, First Regiment
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

The name of John Stevens, late of Coiﬂaany A, Fourth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of
$00 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Timothy Welch, late of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lieu of that he 18 now recelving.

The name of Charles F. Smith, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate
of $40 per month in lleu of that he is now recelvin%

he name of George Maybury, late of Company D, Second Regiment
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Moses E. Lowell, late of Com: A, Twenty-seventh
Be{lﬂment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Battery H, First iment
Maine Velunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelvi%f.

The name of Levl G. Foss, late of Company G, ‘I'hh't{-ﬂrst Regiment
Maine Volunteer Inmntrty and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per_month in lien of tha he 1s now recelving.

The name of Ida M. Palne, widow of Joseph C. Palne, late of Com-
gany B, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $12 per m

onth.
F. Boothby, late of Company E, First Regiment
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pgy him a pemgon

at the rate of $38
per month in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Thomas King, late first lleutenant Com}mny F, Ninety-
second Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay
himin.i pension at the rate of $60 per month in lleu of that he is now
receiving.

The Eame of Anna C. Stahel, widow of John Stahel, late captain
Company K, Second Reglment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her laét pension at the rate of §30 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving.

The name of Reason D. Evensizer, late of Company G, One hundred

The name of George

and nlnet?-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and y him a
peilﬁion at the rate of $24 per month in llen of t he now re-
ceiving.

The name of Charles F. Penley, late of Company C, Seventeenth Regl-
ment Maine Volunteer Infs.ntrg, and pay him a penslon at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Barber B. Durgin, late of Company K, Twelfth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in llen of that he is now receiving. .

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following bills re-
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

365. Cella A. Blodgett. B.4784. Jacob W. Perkins.
. William W. Olmsted. 8. 4747. Levl J. Richardson.
John W. Hendrickson. 53. Neils Attleson

. Aaron C. Rodocker. . Frederick A. Cf:mrchl!l.
. John J. Schllessmann. 4904. James B, Th 5

1762. Richard Mitchell, 4958, John N. McClure.
2210. Blanche F. Nash, 4094, James T. Plggott.
2280. John Mayfield. 5034, Thomas J. Harrison,
2571. William W, Prine, 5154. Henry H, Niles.
2572. John H. Jarrett. 5252, Ephraim Smith
2616. Willlam Richey. 5357. E P. Lewis.
2739. Mary P. Ross. 5363. SBolomon Terpenning,
29042, Isaac R. Johnson. 5409, Charles Reel-?

2046. Columbus Walton. 5530, John C. Cook.

3014, Sada Gleeson. 5557, Joseph A. Miller,
3123, Severn L. Parks, 5662. John Stouffer,

. James 8, Bisson.

. John Unferfate.
George R. Gibney.
George M. Kimble,
Charles N. Chatto.
. Wylle Brown.

. Ellen Rush.

. 3282, George A. Blose,
3300. Elizabeth Lander.

George D. Smith.

. Willlam J. Crocker.

. Peter Sheplar.

3632. La Fayette Platt. 060. Charles Asa Clark.
3688. Cornelinus T. Ham. 6064. Louis A. Allor,

8725 oseglh Patterson. 6171, Edwin D. Sweet.

3014. Mathias Eyer. 6173 0. Whitman,
4005. Emlly P. Hubbard. 6174, Alexander Faries.

4150. William H. Cleland. 6175, omas B. Willlams -
4291, James K. Wesley. 6196. Lemuel Evans.

. Henry M. Bryant.

. Samuel D, Sherman,
. Elmore Y. Chase.

. John E. Madison.

. John Elliott.

. William C. Pope.

. Leona B. Haucke.

. John Walker.
William H. Bradley,

. Charles R. Stunart.

. Eliakim Byard.

. Jasper Trimble.

George G, Tuell.

Matilda A. Bickford.

6340,
6341.
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. Balley Mitchell,
Robert H. Keller,
Sylvester Clark.
George W, Ward.
nels J. Cousens,

. Willlam ¥. Wilson,

8. Charles Edgar Mason,
. Jonas H, Upton,

. David Galbreath.

. John Cook.

g22

Simon Ridenour. B876. Joseph S. Morgan.
Jefferson Foncannon, GRTH, Watkin Countryman.
Angelia T. Mosier. 6899, Anna E. Tenney.

Nathan J. Way.
och Jones,

. John W. Torrance.

Charles Ainsworth,

. Theodore Gerrish.

. Charles P, Detts.

. William R. Browning.

. Jennle Jamison Beamer,

SSsoasaass
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6442 Charles Gilmore. 6950. Mary J. Crandell.
50. Wllllam J. Love. 6967. Charles Washington,
57. Benjamin Tackitt. 6984, Hugh Stevens.

&

Grace Elizabeth Brown.

. Boadlcea E. Dinsmore,

0. Henry B. Burgh.
Henry C. Tulleys.

00. hraim J. Allen,

win Rogers,

0. George Banghart.

4. Lucy B. Sturdevant.

. Adna H. Bowen.
G997, Paul Strause.

. John L. Bkinner.

. Willlam W, Nally.

. Andrew Goodwin,

. Henry Thompson.

. Jacob R, Stillwagon.
. Willlam 8. Rowe.

222202
[y

6535. Toyger Peterson. 7030, Thomas L. Irwin,
6536. Royal E, Dake, 7033. Maurice M. Kaichn.
6537, Frederick W. Mase, . T034. Stephen P. Colby.
6539. Ruth A. McMillan, T044. Job Wilbur,
6565. Sarah Wﬂfeht. T7050. Minnie J. Hodge.
91. John Lamberson. T053. Martin Pool
7. Frank T. Bolton.

; Margavet Stevenson.
7060, Samuel C, Clossin,
. Isaac R. Atlee.

6600, Frances I. Wallace.
6607. Edward Neugent.

11. Jeremiah B. vis, 7062, Thomas Brown.
6620, John S, Stearns, 7064, John R. Simpson.
. 8640. Henry W. Gash. T7093. Th ore Longfellow
6660. Ferdinand Davls 096, Kate M. White.
663. John Cooper. 100. Joseph C. Predmore,
694, John Hudson. 101. James S. White.
6935, L 144 hine E. Ure.

Henry Dalton Selby.
ohn L. Fisher

. Jose
< 71435, Wlllﬂtm Beauchamp.
Andrew M. Vanover,

. Mettie SBanders.

SEE

67, Henry G. Mitchell,
79. John W. Bperry.
.'Luther B. Johnson.
84, BEdward F. Griswold.
87. Henry H. Frampton.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. SHERWoOD, a motion fo reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. KEY of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.
20827) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldlers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and
to widows of such soldiers and sailors, and ask unanimous con-
sent that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up House bill 20827, and
asks that it be considered in the House 'as in Committee of the
Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEY of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the first
reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there

objection?
There was no objection.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of John M, Cornelison, late of Comgnny C, Third Regiment
Texas Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a penslon at
the rate of §12 per month. !

The name of Charles A, Holmes, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of eurg'Ie M. Thomveaon. late of Company C, First Regiment
Nebraska Volunteer Infantry ar with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Wirt V. Libby, late of the IHospital Corps, United States
Arm{ﬁ War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month. 3 f

The name of Willlam Merritt, late of Company H, Thirty-sixth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Inrnntrg, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Herbert Green, late of Company C, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Frank E, Conkling, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a

113, Lewls Mensch. f Sidney M. Smith,
28, Samuel Holllday. {162, Joseph Chapman
82. Horace N. Holbrook, T181. John C, Mayer.
T41. John K. Hi?a. 7182, Willlam F. Wahl.
T42. Robert F. Hedrick, . T188. John Stevens.

43. Calvin Sharpnack. 212, Timothy Welch.
56, Charles E. Collins. 218. Charles F. Smith.
7568. John R. Sparrow. 214, George aﬂma
(61, Reynold D. W. pbell, 216. Moses B well,
762. James M. Treat. 7218. Levi_G. Foss.

[63. Loulsa A, Atherton. . 7227. Ida M. Palne.

64. Ezekial P. Rowell. 7233. George F. Boothby
[66. Aura V. Thurston. :rzgﬁ Thomas Kin -

7250, Reason D, Evensizer,
. Charles F. Penley.
. Barber B. Durgin.
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pelm;lon at the rate of $17 per month in llen of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The name of Arthur L. Perry, late of Troop F, First Regiment United
States Volunteer Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Jerome J. Miller, Inte of Company G, Fifty-first Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of He 8. Robert, late of Companies B and F, Fourth
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

he name of Abraham H. %mes late of Company E, First Reﬁiment
Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Jasper Johnson, late of Com!muy D, Thirtieth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month In llen of that he is now receiving,

The name of Duval Johnson, late of Compa.nf M, Thirty-third Befi
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, 'War with épain. and pay him
@ pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frank I’. Collins, late of Company M, Second Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month. :

The name of Ernest J. Patton, late of Company (}, Second Regiment
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a penslon
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Eron B. Wallace, late of Company M, Second Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ;Iﬁ per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Josephine Burnett, widow of Richard Burnett, late of
Company E, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, ar with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Willlam Rohder, late of Company A, Ninth Re ent
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Carl J. Domrose, late of Company L, First Regiment
Colorado Volunteer Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month. -

The name of John G. Fehrle, late of Company I, One hundred and
sixty-first Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infan ¥, War with Spain, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The mame of Joseph Tanco, jr.,, late of Comémny I, Eighth Regl-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
penslon at the rate of $12 per month. .

The name of Clifford T. Ham, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment
Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month. .

The name of Charles A, Vanatta, late of Company M, First Regiment
Colorado Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 ﬁeﬁ' month.

The name of Willle E. Terry, late of Companiy G, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer infantry. War with hpaln, and pay him
a sion at the rate of $12 per month.

he name of Joseph A, Johnson, late of Company B, Fourth Regl-
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
glon at the rate of $17 per month leu of that he is now receiv!nnf.

The name of Roy W. Noe, late of Company H, Signal Corps, United
States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Gideon B. Marshall, late of Company K, Second Reglment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a penslon at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Martha A. Knapp, dependent mother of Forrest W.
Durant, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Inta.ntryt.hWar with Bpain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Willlam D. Edwar%? late of Company A, Twenty-third
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Willlam B, McCarthy, late of Company
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John P. Burrow, jr., late of United States Navy, War
with Spaln, and ga.'r him a pension at the rate of $8 per month.

The name of Jacob Tull, late of Troop B, Ninth Regiment TUnited
States Cavalry, War with Spaln, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Allen P, Gabbard, late of Sixty-sixth Company United
States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Charles L. McClure, late of Com y M, Second Regl-
ment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Daniel F. French, late of Fifteenth Battery, United
States Fleld Arulle'x:'g, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of Luke R, Ford, late of Troop L, Seventh Regiment United
States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert B. Hawkins, late of Compatg G, Egecomi Regiment
TUnited States Infantry, and Comlllmny C, SBecond l:Fimeni: North Caro-
lina Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Loulsa Wilson, dependent mother of Michael B. Wilson,
late of Troop L, Fourteenth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay
hér a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willis P. McCampbell], Iate of Company A, General Serv-
ice United Btates Army, Re%xlar Establishment, and pay him a pension
't.It.l]}e rate of r51;2 pe‘i:mélamt' Yats ot O T s

e name of Josep nton, late o ompany L, Twelfth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a %xelnsion
at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of Charles B. Reid, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment
Penneylvania Volunteer Ini‘ant‘r{ﬁ War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Ida Bill, widow of William Bill, late of Company A
Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and
pa{‘ her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

he name of William J. Givens, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Missourl Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at_the rate 01324 per month.

The name of James F. Cummins, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment
Unlied States Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Twenty-ninth Regi-

D, Third Regl-
him a pension

ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in
receiving,

The name of William A. Kush, late of the United States Navy, Regu-
lar Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 peg monfg.

The name of John H. Packard, late of Company B, teenth United
States Infantry, Regular Establishment. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles M. Baughman, late of Company K, Sixth Regi-
ment Illinols Volunteer Infan War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas Whitson, late captain of Company L, Fourth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Geo R. Weight, late a member of Company B, Fifth
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, s.ng pay him
a ];le:sion at the rate of $17 dper month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

e name of John ntvn er,

and him
lilen of that hepi‘g now

late of Company L, Fortieth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War wi a him v
slon at the rate of $12 per monttll?: P EEa Rd ey S i
The name of Edward G. Fetsch, late of Com; D, Thirteenth Regl-
Bpalin, and pay him a

ment Minnesota Volunteer Infanfr . War wi
pension at the rate of $12 per monti.
The name of Charles G l'm-%( late of ComPany F, Seventeenth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.
The name of Lawrence P. Williams, late of Company G, Thirteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, Reﬁular Estahlish.l:g'egt, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.
he name of Walter C. C. ennings, late of Troop D, Second Regiment
United States Caw , War with in, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,
The name of Frank Riska, late of Company Twelfth Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, W k h ensi
at _Itl.ge rate of 1? be %onttl? 5 wit: swn Sl peIICe i
e name of Jo . Barber, late of Company D, Second Regiment
Nebraska Voluntcer Infantry, War with Spain, and him i
at ;l;e rate of $12 per monthrf o o s
e name of Arthur B, Clark, late of Company K, First Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, m?iapiy him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month. =
The nag::a of min nH%rrlsonL}ate of HglspitaltCorps, Fnitfed Péa_tes
. pain, an 4, m
moTnh in lieu of that he is novpv g}ceivinng.pen AN e s et
¢ name of Joseph P, Riley, helpless and dependent child of Joseph
V. Rlley, late of Troop A, Fif Unfted SBtates &valry. Regular Eatapb-
lishment, and lp%iz him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name o illlam J. Riley, helpless and dependent child of Joseph
V. Riley, late of Troop A, Fifth United States Cavalry, Regular Estab-
lshment, and ]me him a ﬁension at the rate of $12 per month,
The name o atrick

cDonald, late of Compan Twenty-eighth
f.iegiment United States Volunteer Infantry, Wall:l- w{thA’Spaln, gnﬁgpa.v

a pension at the rate of $17 per month.
The name of Howard M. Greenwald, late of Company L, Eighth
far with Spain, and pay him a

Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, W
pelersﬁgn n:t thert]azte ogf 12 p:irtmo?t(h:. ;
me of Ho es, late of Company B, First Territorial United

States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and him i

thgr;ate of Slzpermoxt{g. S Epuin; and, D A DeChe A
e name of Edward Evans, late of Compan Thirtieth iment

United States Volunteer Infantry, War wthysg’aln, and ageilmena

gg:esliongnt the rate of $12 per month in lien of that he is now

The name of Harry W. Feldman, late of the United States Navy,
Eﬁiut};’nr Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $1L2 pgr

The name of Willlam A. Ritter, late of Company B, Bighth Regi t
Ohlo Volunteer Imfantry, War with Spain, :‘.:11()1 p{ay I']:nhz.lﬁ:u pens arge];t
the rate of $12 month.

The name of Herbert W. Barnhart, late of Company D, Fifteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establ ent, and pay
him nmpenslon at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

The name of Loals ¥. fjrsenbach, late of band, First ent
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a penaion at
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frank A, Smith, of detachment of Engineers, United
SBtates Military Academy, United States Army, Reg}llar Establishment,

and pay a pension at the rate of $12 per mon
The name of Willlam M. Davis, late of Battery B, Georgia Light
Artillery, and Hospital Corps, United States Army, War wi Spnl.xln,

and pay a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of John Johnson, late of Company G, Second Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a penslon at
the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Orin Marshall, late of Company A, First Regiment
Eentucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spmn?ﬂagd p'ny him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Jo F. Chamberlain, late of Company B, Second
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate cf $12 per month.

The name of Harry L. Peebles, late unassigned recruit Nineteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Robert T. Rowland, late of Com es B and D, Tenth
Reglment United States Infantry, War with ain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $8 per month.

The name of Thomas Horan, late of United States Navy, Regnlar
Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Herbert 8, Coheley, late of Troop A, First United
States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Lewis L. Cummings, late of Company C, Sixth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 Ear month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name f;{ Marie G. nrﬂ.lng. widow of Arthur E. Harding, late

captain, Marine Corps, United ar Establishment,

tates Navy,
and pay her a siern at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Arthur Patten, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spall:?nmd pay him a pension
at the rgte of $12 per month. 2 )
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The name of Robert T. Crook, jr., late m ment
Mississippl Volunteer Infantry, War with Spa im a
pension at the rate of %12 per month. .

The name of James . Coakley, late of the United States Navy,
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lien ot that he is now receivlnf.

The name of Lowis 8. Harris, late of Battery A, Third Be.;lmeut
TUnited States Artiliery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Richard Thrash, late of Troop A, Becond Regiment
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month, .

{Burneti's)

The name of Charles L. Thompson, late of Companﬂn(}.
h a ?,enalon at
r month in llen of that he is now recelvin

or, Third R
~and pay

New York Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay

the rate of $40 lg
The name of Franklin Williams, late of Company I, SBixth Hegiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension

at the rate of $24 pel month in liéu of that he is now reécelving.

The name of Margaret A. Wells, widow of Martin C, Wells, late
of Capt. Morgnn‘slmmpa?g ott lov}rusz‘(.;olnnteors.t th with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate o r month.

The name otp.-\lfred J. Yarber, late of ng ny M, Twentleth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a

- pension uat the rate of $12 per month. i

The nume of Frank M, Clark, late of Company M, Sixth Regiment
Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of omas M. Rodgers, late of the Hospital Corps, United
States Army, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per month.

The name of Martin L. Thomas, late of Company I, Forty-fourth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and

ay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he

s now receiving.

The name of Augustus Light, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment
United States Infant;y, War with Spain, and pay lmm a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.

The :nmepot Justus W. Swanberg, late of Company F, Elghth Regi-
ment Massachusetts Vt;l:ﬁaer Inl'nnttlt;y, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate o “ r month.

he name of Fred Angel?: late of Troop C, Thirteenth Regiment

TUnited States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension

at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he ls now recelving.

The name of Arthur Plank, late of Troop K, Fourth Regiment United
Stme:sr gu;alry. Res.n}"lnr Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of James W. Lathrop, late of United SBtates Navy, Regular
Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $80 per month in
lien of that he ig now recelving.

The name of Lily D. Mmt?hy. widow of Frank T. Murp‘hﬁslate of
Battery K, Third Regiment United States Artillery, Regular tablish-
ment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Charles V. Grogan, late of the United States Navy, War
with Spain, and pay him a Pens!on at the rate of §12 Fer month,

The name of Robert J. Clement, dependent father of Ira C. Clement,
late of Company G, First Regiment United States Infantry, Regular
Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of §20 per mohth in
lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Ida M, Zimmerman, widow of Charles A. Zimmerman,
late leader of the Naval Acade Band, Regular Establishment, with
the rank of Heutenant, and pay her a pension at the rate of $i2 per
month.

The name of James L. McDougall, late of Company K, Thirty-first
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 ;ﬁer month.

he name of Michael J. Rowland, late of Company H, First Regl-

ment Wyoming Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a

pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of James E. Braddock, late of Company F, Twenty-eight
Regiment United States Infantry, fm;ulur Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. -

. The name of Henry B, Gaylor, late of One hundred and sixty-ninth
Company, United States Coast Arti!le? Corps, Regular Establishment,
and pay hl}n ig pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now recelving.

The name ongosep‘h R. Hunter, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment
Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at

the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Ingabow Falls, widow of John M. Falls, late of Com-
any K, Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, flegulnr Estab-
ishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lleu
of that she is now receiving,

The name of George W. Paul, late of Comtgaléy D, Second Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War wi pain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Frank L. Schearman, allas Frank L. Sherman, late of
the United States Navy, Hegular Establishment, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 per month.

The name of George Parliament, late of Com IEIIF C, Becond Regiment
Loulsiana Volunteer Infantry, and Compan , Thirty-ninth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month

The name of George Wiszneauckas, late of the Forty-second Company,
United States Coast Artlllery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

“The name of Clara D. Peterson, widow of Henry Peterson, late of
Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 ?er month
additional on account of each of the two minor children of the sald
Henry Peterson until they reach the age of 16 years.

The name of Martha BE. Wardlaw, widow of John B. Wardlaw, late
of Capt. Tally's company, First Georgla Drafted Militia, Indian Wi

ar
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

E
The name of Caroline Philpot, widow of Allen Philpot, alias William
Philpot, late of Capt. John Witcher's company, g}eor a Mounted
Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Otto H. Btaron, late of the United States Navy, Regu-
lar Establishment, and _lpa,z him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Polly Tipton, widow of Guteh T. Tipton, late of Com-
pany H, Thirty-sixth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War

with Spain, and pay her a pengion at the rate of $12 per month, and

£2 per month additional on account-of each of the four minor children
of the sald Gutch T. Tipton until they reach the age of 16 years. _

The name of Mrrn{ H. Lewis, late of Compnrg C, First Regiment
Colorado Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 per month,

The name of David 8. Harrison, late of United States Navy, Re
Establishment; and pnirhtm a pension at the rate of t:llzﬁer month,

The name of Louis M. Rheaume, late of Com rst Regiment
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, War with gﬂp:{n. and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 ﬁer month,

The name of Rebecca Morrils, widow of James E. Morris, late of
Capt. W. H. Keéndrick's company, Florida Mounted. Volunteers, Indian
War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lleu of that
ghe s now recelving.

The name of Emma F. Buchanan, widow of Francis A. Buchanan,
late of Capt. Childs’s company, SBouth Carolina Mounted Velunteers,
Indian War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelringé

The name of Annie N. Sollivan, widow of Calvin Sullivan, late of
Capt, Yoakum's Tennessee Volunteers, Indian War, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now rmivlnq.

The name of Margaret R. Brevard widow of Zebulon Brevard, late
of Capt. McLin's company, Tennessee Volunteers, Indian War, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lleu of that she ig
now receiving.

This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred
o the Committee on Pensions:

. John M. Cornelison.
04, Charles A. Holmes.

. George M. Thompson.
. Wirt V, Libby.

. Willlam Merritt.

. Herbert Green

lar

[ d

H. R. 14591. Hood Sikes.
14681. Edward Evans.
. Harry W. Feldman,
. William A. Ritter.
. Herbert W. Barnhart,
Louis F. Ursenback. |

o

RR R R
Bk =
(51
74~
=71

2631, Frank E. Conkling. 15669, Frank A. Smith.
2754, Arthur L. Perry. 15773. Willlam M. Davis,
. 2982, Jerome J. Miller. 15854, John Johnson.
3831. Hebry 8. Robert. 16001. Orin Marshall.

. Abraham H. Barnes.
. Jasper Johnson,
. Duaval Johnson.

70. John F. Chamberlain,
. Harry L. Peebles,
. Robert T. Rowland,

.
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5325. Frank P. Collins. 16698. Thomas Horan.
6002. Ernest J. Patton. 17093 Herbert 8. Coheley.
6149, Eron B. Wallace, 17108. Lewis L. mings.

. Joséphine Burnett,
044, Willlam Rohder,

, Carl J. Domrose,
. John G. Fehrle.

. Joseph Tanco.

. Marle G. Harding.

. Arthur Patten.
Robert L. Crook.

. James F, Coakley.

. Louis 8. Harris.

S R

H

H.

H.

H. R. 7814. Cliford T. Ham. 17929. Richard Thrash.

H. R, T875. Charles A, Vanatta. 18066, Charles L. Thompson.

H. 7892, Willle B, 'I‘en?. . Franklin Willlams.

H. R. 80565. Joseph A. M. Johnson. H. R. 18276. Margaret A. Wells.

H. R. 8799. Roy W. Noe. H.R.18344. Alfred J. Yarber.

H. R. 8833. Gideon B. Marshall. H. R. 18423, Frank M. Clark.

H. R. 9185, Martha A. Knapp. H. R. 18467, Thomas M. Rodgers.

H. 9496. Willlam D. Edwards. H. 18525, Martin L, Thomas,

H. R. 9497. Willlam B. McCarthy, H. R, 158628, Augustus Light.

H. R.9753. John F. Burrow, jr. H. R. 18645, Justus W. Swanberg.

H. R.10172. Jacob Tull, H. R. 18662. Fred Angelo.

H. R.10449. Allen P. Gabbard. H. 18857. Arthur Plank.

H. R. 10634, Charles L. McClure. H. R. 18870. James W. Lathrop.

H. R, 10714, Danlel F, French. H.R.19017. Lily D. Murphy.

H. R.10793. Luke R. Ford. H. 19035. Charles V. (zrogan.

H. R.10825. Robert B. Hawkins. H. R.19133. Robert J. Clement.

H. R. 10962, Loulsa Wilson. H. 19157, Ida M. Zimmerman.

H. R.11013. Willis P. McCampbell. H. R. 19250, James L. McDougall.

H. R. 11508, Joseph Canton. H. 19870. Michael J. Rowland.

H. R.11573. Charles B. Reild. H. R. 19673, James E. Braddock.

H, R. 11655. Ida Bill. H. 19818. Henry B. Gaylor.

H. R. 12097. William J. Glvens. H. R. 20127. Joseph R. Hunter.

H. R.12141, James F. Cummins. H. 20227, Ingabow Falls.

H. R.12303. William A. Kush. H. R. 20247, George W. Paul.

H. R.12622, John E. Packard. H. 0260, Frank L. Schaarman,

H. R. 12698. Charles M. Baughman, alias Frank L. Sher-

H. R.12861. Thomas Whitson, man.

H. R. 12898, George R. Welght, H. R. 20299. George Parliament.

H. R. 12057, John Snyder. H. R. 20305. George Wiszneauckas.

H. R, 13157. Edward G. Fetsch, H. R. 20343, Clara D. Peterson.

H, R, 13172, Charles Gllford. .  H.R.20372, Martha -E. Wardlaw.

H, R. 18202, Lawrence P. Williams. H. R. 20880. Caroline Philpot.

H. R.13209, Walter C. C. Jennings, H. R. 20392. Otto H. Btaron.

H, R.13235. Frank Riska. H. R. 20491, Polly Tipton,

H. R. 18256, John L. Barber. H, R. 20586. Murray H. Lewis.

H.R. 13302, Arthur B. Clark. H. R. 20623. David S. Ilarrison,

H. R. 14141, Benjamin Harrigson. H, R.20701. Louis M. Rbheaume,

H. R. 14284, Joseph P. Riley. H. R. 20715. Rebeccea Morris.

H. R.14285. William J, Riley. H. R. 20731. Emma F, Buchanan.

H. R. 14311, Patrick McDonald. H. R. 20740, Annie N, Sullivan.

H. R. 14513. How?éd M. Green- H.R.20741. Margaret R. Brevard.
wald,

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

On motion of Mr, Ky of Ohio, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

NAVY YARDS AND NAVAL STATIONS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messnge
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom-
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Naval
Affairs and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress,
Report No. 3 of the Commission on Navy Yards and Naval
Stations, dated January 81, 1917.

Wooprow WILsSON.

Tae WaITE Housk, February 9, 1917.
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OUR RIGHTS ON THE SEAS.

. Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that T may
be permitted to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing
documents relating to our rights upon the seas.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous. consent to
print in the ConcressioNalL Recorp as part of his remarks
documents concerning our rights upon the seas. Is there ob-
jection? -

Mr. BARNHART. Reserving the right to object, I should like
to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio what is the nature of
these documents, and what is the extent of them.

Mr. FESS. Yesterday I placed in the Recorp the documents
pertaining to our controversy with Germany on the submarine
question. Now I should like to print the documents relating
to our eontroversy with Great Britain on the question of econ-
traband, blockades, and so forth, separate from the German con-
troversy.

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; but what I inquired or tried to in-
quire was—— :

Mr. FESS. How extensive the documents are?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes. First, how extensive, and, secondly,
do these documents come from the State Department?

Mr. FESS: I got a good many from the State Department,
but there are some which I get from the New York Times.

Mr. BARNHART. Does the gentleman think newspaper re-
ports are sufficiently reliable? Might they not be colored so as
to be misleading?

Mr. FESS., My intention is to print nothing except official
documents. I do not print opinions or newspaper cominents,
but simply the documents themselves.

Mr. TOWNER. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. BarNHART] that these documents are exceedingly valuable
to Members of Congress, and it is desirable to have them in a
form in which they may be available, and not in scattered news-
paper articles, which, as the gentleman says, are very often
unreliable. But I take it the gentleman is perhaps aware that
the New York Times is publishing these documents, and pub-
lishing also a current history of the war which is supposed to
be as nearly official and as reliable as anything that can be
procured. I am sure Dr. Frss will not put in anything that is
not desirable and reliable.

Mr., FESS. I will not print any opinions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DIGEST OF CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES (H, REPT. 1445).

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged
resolution, which I ask to have read and considered at this
time,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana submits a priv-
ileged resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House ‘concurrent resclution 70, s

Resolved by the House c?[{ Representatives (the Senate concurring)
That there be printed 5,000 copies, bound in buckram, for the use of
the House of Representatives, of the manuscript prepared by Hon.
MEerrILL MooRres, belng a digest of contested-election cases In the House
of Representatives from 1001 to 1917, together with laws relating to
contested elections in the House of Representatives and campaign con-
tributions and expenditures.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. STAFFORD. How are these copies to be distributed?

Mr. BARNHART. Through the folding room.

Mr. STAFFORD. The resolution does not make any such
provision,

Mr. BARNHART. They go to the folding room unless the
resolution provides otherwise.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought perhaps the Committees on Elec-
tions might desire some copies of this document.

Mr. BARNHART. There are 5000 copies. The gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] is the author of the resolution, and I
heartily concur in it. At this time, when so many election cases
are coming up, I think it is important that this digest be

“ brought down to date.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not wish it to be understood that I
am opposing the resolution. I am only inquiring as to the
method of distribution.

Mr. MANN. That will be through the folding room.

Mr. BARNHART. If there is no other provision in a resolu-
tion of this sort, the documents go to the folding room.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BARNHART, I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any necessity for binding all these
copies in buckram? I should think you could have a given

number bound in buckram for the individual Members, and the
rest could be bound in paper.

Mr. BARNHART. The difference in cost between buckram
and paper is less than §500. If we should have a part of them
bound in buckram and the rest in paper, the difference in cost
would be so slight that it was the opinion of the ecommittee that
we had better bind them all in buckram, the volume being an
important one.

5 The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
on.

The concurrent resolution was agreed to.

¥OX RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr, FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp on the Fox River Bridge bill, which
was passed by the House yesterday.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks on the Fox River Bridge
bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MOORE'S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL TAW (H. REPT. 1447).

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolu-
tion swhich I ask to have considered at the present fime.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana sends up a
privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House concurrent resolution 31,

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That 1,000 copies of Moore's Digest of International Law of the House
of Representatives be printed, 700 for use of the folding room of the
House and 300 for use of the folding room of the Senate, and the
superintendents of the said tolmnﬁrooms are hereby anthorized to_deliver
not more than one eopy to each Member of the Senate and each Member
of the House on request of the Member desiring same.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART, Certainly.

Mr. LANGLEY. What will be done with the balance of the
volumes? There will be only one, you say, for each Member,
and there are but 435 Members.

Mr. BARNHART. They will be held in the folding room until
our successors come in and take them up, one by one.

Mr. LANGLEY. I wish the gentleman would make it enough
s0 as to give each Member two sets.

Mr. BARNHART. The difficulty is in the expense, and the
extra set would hardly be worth while. Unless we had enough
to distribute to those who are asking for them, we would be in
a worse situation than if we could say we did not have any for
free distribution.

Mr. LANGLEY. The reason that I make the suggestion is
that I have in mind one very urgent request from my district
for a copy, and I need one myself,

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman, being familiar with inter-
national law, ean give his copy to him.

Mr. LANGLEY. Well, as a matter of fact, I did take a three
years' course in international law in the George Washington
University, and I have a diploma for that course, with the names
of several distinguished authorities signed to it, including such
men as the late Justices Harlan and Brewer, of the Supreme
Court, and David Jayne Hill. [Applause.] Apparently the
gentleman from Indiana did not know that.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. I think there is no authority under existing
law for documents to be held in the folding room and delivered
to Members who come into the House hereafter. Has the com-
mittee jurisdiction over that matter? The law requires equal
distribution between the districts, and the extra numbers go to
the superintendent of documents for sale.

Mr. BARNHART. Does the gentleman think that the bal-
ance would go to the superintendent of documents after the
enactment of this resolution?

Mr. MANN. I do not know; probably the gentleman knows
more about it than I do; but under the present law, where
documents go to the folding room, there is an equal distribution
between the distriets, and the extra numbers go to the superin-
tendent of documents for sale.

Mr. BARNHART. That is where there are a few exira
numbers left over after an equal apportionment to Members.

Mr. MANN. If there is a vacancy in my district and that
vacancy is filled, there is no law that gives preference to that
district in the distribution of documents in preference to an-
other distriet represented by a Member who remains here.

Mr. BARNHART., The committee had that situation under
consideration, and we have specifically enacted that these shall
be sent to the folding room and not more than one set be given
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to each Member, and the folding room thereby will hold the
balance until they are taken up.

Mr. MANN, The folding room will have to hold them; but
can they ever do anything with them? -

Mr. BARNHART. They can give them out in accordance
with this resolution.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan,

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Has the printing of the
Moores's International Digest been heretofore authorized?

Mr. BARNHART., Yes.

Mr, HAMILTON of Michigan.
tion or an extension.

Mr. BARNHART.

Mr. STAFFORD. Are the plates in existence?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes. i

Mr. STAFFORD. Why does the committee provide a larger
surplus for the Senate than for the House? The Senate does
not change as often as the House.

Mr. BARNHART. The experience of the committee has been
that unless we give to the Senators a proportion of one-third,
which they claim as their share, they do not play ball; they let
the resolution die, and we need these books.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then it is in consonance with the rule
rather than the harmony of the two bodies.

Mr., BARNHART. Yes, I do not want to make any state-
ment about the other body that will have to be stricken from
the REcorp, as sometimes happens.

The resolution was agreed to.

JOURNAL OF THE GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC (H. REPT. 1446).

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi-
leged resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:
House concurrent resolution 63.

Will the gentleman yield?

Then this involves a“duplica-

Yes.

Resolved E the House of Representatives (the Senate cancurring),
That there shall be printed as a House document 1,500 copies of the
journal of the fifty-first natlonal encampment of the Grand Army of

the Republic, for the year 1917, not to exceed $1,700 in cost, with illns-
trations, 1,000 coples of which shall be for the use of the House and
600 for the use of the Senate. e
The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution,
The resolution was considered and agreed to.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 20632, the
naval appropriation bill

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Pace of North
Carolina in the chair,

The Clerk read as follows: .

Hereafter all laws relating to the examination of officers of the Navy
for promotion shall be co ed to apply to the r ar advancement
of staff officers to her ranks on the active list, the same as though
such advancements rank were promotions to higher grades: Pro-
vided, That nothing In this paragraph shall be constro ag in any
way affecting ori appolntment of officers to the Dental Co
as provided in the act approved AnE;ch: 29, 1916, making a&)tolp a-
tions for the naval service for the 1 year endlng June , 1917,
and for other purposes.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
paragraph. I would like to ask what is the meaning of this?

Mr. PADGETT. In the last naval appropriation bill, in the
legislation reorganizimg the personnel of the Navy, there was
inserted a provision known as the running-mate provision for
the Staff Corps—where a man on the Staff Corps would go up
with his running mate in the line, the man next after whom
he holds his commission. It appears that there is another stat-
ute passed some years ago requiring all the officers promoted
from one grade to a higher grade to pass an examination—
mental, physical, moral, and professional—in order to go up to
the higher grade. With reference to the running-mate provision
he might go up in rank and receive pay, but be held down in
the original grade without passing the examination. This
simply provides that he shall pass the examination which is
now provided by law in the grade before he goes up in the rank
and receives the advance pay.

Mr. MANN. Let me see if I understand the gentleman. An
officer of the line is promoted, and that would give automatic
promotion to his running mate on the staff, and under existing

" law the officer on the staff is not required to take an examina-
tion, but he gets increased pay?

Mr. PADGETT. He would go up under the running-mate
provision without examination in rank, but would not in grade,

Mr. MANN. I say under existing law he would get increase
in pay without taking an examination.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. MANN. This is to require him to take th examination
before he gets an increase in rank or pay.

Mr, PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The other day the gentleman had an
amendment read for information enabling the President to
commandeer the various activities of the Government. I be-
lieve that the chaérman stated that he was going to call the
committee together to consider that provision, as well as——

Mr, PADGETT. Two others.

Mr. STAFFORD. As well as the Government purchasing the
rights to patents in aviation.

Mr. PADGETT. And also expediting appropriations,

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to inquire whether the com-
mittee has made any formal report upon the respective meas-
ures, and whether they are in print, so that the Members of the
House can have them before they are submitted?

Mr. PADGETT. No. 1 have a draft of it here, and I can
tell the gentleman what it is. If the gentleman will take the
bill H. R. 20779 I can explain it. All of paragraph (d) fs
eliminatéd. That is the paragraph that authorizes the com-
mandeering of labor. Then, on page 4, line 2, the language
*at such reasonable price as shall be determined by the Sec-
retary of the Navy ” is changed by inserting the word * Presi-
dent ” instead of the words “ Secretary of the Navy,” so that
it would be determined by the President. The other changes
are simply verbal and do not change the meaning in substance,

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire what is the purpose of the
chairman as to the two other proposals?

Mr. PADGETT. There was no change made except that
with reference to aviation there was an additional proviso
added, as follows:

Provided further, That in the event there shall be pending In court
litigation Invol the validity of said patent or patents bond with
%ood and approved securities in an amount safficient to indemnify the

nited States shall be re?uue{l. payable to the United States, coadi-
tioned to repay to the United States the amount pald for sald patent
or patents in the event said patent or patents are finally adjudged
invalld, : :

That was added for the reason that there is now pending
litigation in the courts. The Curtiss Co., “that manufactures
aeroplanes, proceeded, so it is contended by the Wright Co., to
infringe upon the Wright Co. patents.

Mr. STAFFORD. I did not wish to enter into a discussion
of the merits of the respective propositions.

Mr. PADGETT. I was just giving the reasons.

Mr. STAFFORD. I merely want to have for the benefit of
the House the action of the committee, so that the House can
consider the respective proposals before they are offered for-
mally for consideration.

Mr. PADGETT. Because of that pending litigation we in-
serted this proviso requiring a bond to indemnify in case that
finally the patent should be adjudged an invalid patent. In
other words, we do not want to buy a patent that is not any

good.

Mr. STAFFORD, As to the third proposal, House bill 20781,

}Jrovldjr;g for the expeditious delivery, has there been any change
n that

Mr, PADGETT. The commiitee inserted the words “in his
diseretion,” so that it would read:

That to enable the President in his discretion, ete.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am much obliged to the gentleman for
his information.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
This section relates to the personnel of the Navy, and the per-
sonnel is more important than the matériel,

Mr. PADGETT. I think they go together.

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if
he thinks they have made ample provision here for the personnel
of the Navy? That is to say, for the increase in officers and
the increase in the number of men. )

Mr. PADGETT. I think go. That is all provided for in the
act of August 29, so far as the officers are concerned. We base
it for the first time on a percentage of the enlisted strength,
and that authorized a total commissioned strength in the line of
2,088, as I remember, and at that time we had 2,130, and odd.
We also provided for additional appointments to Annapolis,
which made the increase of 531, running the total appointments
up to about 1,800 from about 1,300.

Mr. FOSS. I want to state to the gentleman that I was par-
ticnlarly struck by the testimony of Admiral Palmer, to he
found on page 599, in which he stated that if we shonld mobi-
lize to-day we would be about 938 officers short; that is, by put-
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ting all of the ships into commission, which we have never yet
been able to do.

Mr, PADGETT. In explanation of that, I can state that we
have about 700 officers avallable from the Naval Militia, and
then we have all of the retired officers, and that would more
than fill it up, so that the whole 938 could be made up from the
Naval Militia and retired officers and still leave a surplus.

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman in reference
to the enlisted force. We provide in this bill for 68,000. Is
that correct?

Mr. PADGETT. The authorized strength of the Navy, I
think, is 78,000 and something, and the appropriation is made
in this bill to take care of an increase up te 70,000 during the
fiscal year.

Mr. FOSS, I want to call the gentleman’s attention to what
Admiral Palmer said on the same page, 599. He said, in speak-
ing of mobilization, if that should occur—and, of course, that
is the first thing that will occur if we should get into trouble
with any foreign power, which I trust we will not do—we
would be short about 8,049 Regulars and 23,330 reserves, after
using 9,000 militia and 463 fleet reserves, and that the shortage
would increase for each new ship commissioned in 1917 and
1918, and the three-year program alone would require 29,127
men. Then, over on page 601, there is a preliminary estimate
of the personnel required for mobilization plan for July, 1916,
which calls for enlisted men, Regulars, to the number of 99,809,
and reserves, 45,870. How near do we approach at the present
time, or under the provisions of this bill, to these requirements
stated by Admiral Palmer, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation?

Mr, PADGETT. The President is authorized in time of
emergency to increase to, I believe, 88,000 in the bill of last
year, and then we have between nine and ten thousand in the
Naval Militia,

Then we have the reserve that was provided and created by
the act of August 20—845—a few days ago. Then the others
would have to be enlistments which would come in from the
30,000 or 35,000 of ex-enlisted men who were out in civil life, who
have gone out of the service and——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion to strike out
the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent.to
proceed for five minutes additional. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. PADGETT. And, as the gentleman is aware, there Is a
large number of ex-enlisted men in civil life; and Admiral Blue
stated to the committee, I think last year it was, that the depart-
ment had a mailing list of addresses in which they could be in
touch with a large number of those men,

Mr. FOSS. Will all of these men which the gentlemen has
spoken of, some——

Mr. PADGETT. If the genfleman will permit me for just a
moment. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaMrLIN] asked me
if the ex-enlisted men can be forced back in time of war, and I
said to him, no; but that needs some qualification. Prior to
two years ago all those who went out of the service prior to that
time counld not, but in the act of two years ago we had inserted
a pr;)vislon so that ex-enlisted men can be called back into the
service,

Mr. HAMLIN. I thought so. -

Mr. PADGETT. Where they retire, where they are on the
retired list, they can be called back.

Mr. HAMLIN. I thought there was such a provision in a
recent bill. ;

Mr. PADGETT. That is true in reference to the retired list.
Now, that does not apply to where a man enlists and serves out
his service and goes completely out of the service and severs all
connection with the service.

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman, summing up all
these different bodies of men to which the gentleman has re-
ferred, what would that make as our total of enlisted force if
they should come in?

Mr. PADGETT. With ex-enlisted men?

Mr. FOSS. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT. One hundred and twenty-five thousand ; some-
thing like that, or possibly 130,000. I do not know the exact
number,

Mr. FOSS. That would leave, then, a shortage of about
25,000 in case of a mobilization of our naval forces, according to
this statement?

Mr. PADGETT. Taking that statement for the full comple-
tion of the three-year program of all ships under construction
and those which are authorized for the third year of this three-
yvear program, but you see their third-year program would take
several years to be completed.

Mr. FOSS. We are speeding up on the program, and it is neces-
sary to train men in advance, They ought to have at least a
full year's training bhefore going on these big ships, and if they
had two years it would be all the better.

Mr. PADGETT. It would be impossible to complete these big
ships that take 1,200 and 1,300 men much short of 80 months
under any circumstances.

Mr. FOSS. Then the gentleman feels we have made ample
provision in this bill for the personnel in view of the eircum-
stances?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think we need to make more at this
time; if an emergency arises, we could authorize.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. Considerable has been said——

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a moment? I desire to ask unanimous consent that all debate
upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five
minutes.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr, Chairman, I would like to have five min-
utes, to ask some questions.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I would want five minutes,

Mr, PADGETT, Well, I will say 15 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that all debate upon the pending paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, considerable has been said in
the last two or three days with a view of comparison between
what transpired under the Taft administration and what oc-
curred under the present administration in the way of shipbuild-
ing as well as to personnel, and it has been repeatedly stated on
the floor of the House that the enlisted personnel under the Taft
administration was 51,500, and that the enlisted personnel under
the present administration is 77,956——

Mr. PADGETT. That was authorized ; neither one of them
were up to their full limit.

Mr. BRITTEN. That is just the very point I am coming to,
Mr. Chairman. Attempt has been made continually to convey
the impression that the Navy to-day was 26,000 better supplied
with ordinary seamen than under the Taft administration, refer-
ring always to the authorization, when the truth of the mat-
ter is——

Mr. PADGETT. But let me say to the gentleman I have
stated time and again to the contrary of that, and I think the
House understands that that refers to authorizations——

Mr. BRITTEN. If the gentleman will permit me——

Mr. PADGETT. And not to the actual enlistments.

Mr. BRITTEN. I am just elucidating, not asking the gentle-
man a question at this particular moment. I am simply using
five minutes of time in making a statement.

Mr. PADGETT, Then, I will not take up the gentleman's
time; I thought he was addressing a question to me.

Mr. BRITTEN. No, sir. I want to call attention to the fact
that under the Taft administration the enlisted personnel_ of
the Navy was recruited up to 92 per cent of the authorization,
and I also want to call the attention of the committee to the
fact that the enlisted personnel of the Navy to-day, after three
years of world unrest, is recruited only 68 per cent of its
authorization.

Mr. CALLAWAY., Mr. Chairman— :

Mr. BRITTEN. I can not yield inasmuch as I have only a
few minutes.

Notwithstanding the fact, as I said before I was interrupted
by my good friend from Texas, that the world has been at un-
rest for more than three years, and the need for men in the
gervice has been evident everywhere but in the Navy Depart-
ment, on February 1 we are recruited only 68 per cent of the
authorization of 77,956, exclusive of 2,313 men with the Militia
or on probation. And I want to call the attention of the House
to the fact that the Navy is worse off to-day by 3.024 than it
was four years ago in the matter of enlisted personnel. In the
last four years we have commissioned the Arizona, the Nevada,
the New York, the Oklahoma, the Pennsylvania, and the Texas,
all dreadnaughts, taking practically a thousand men apiece, or a
total of 5,640 ordinary seamen. We have commissioned 24 de-
stroyers, and we have two more, the Shaw and the Allen, over
95 per cent completed, which will require 2,600 men. We have
commissioned 20 submarines, requiring 630 men, and 3 little
gunboats requiring 237 men. The total requirement of the en-
listed personnel of the ships commissioned during the Wilson
administration is 9,107. With a positive increase of but 6,083
men in the last four years, it will be seen that the actual ad-
ditional requirement on account of new ships makes us just
3,024 enlisted men worse off than when the present administra-
tion came into power,

-
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?

Now, the idea of talking about the Taft administration and
referring to the authorization to-day in comparison with what
it was four years ago is all poppycock. You can not get away
from a deficiency to-day of 24,500 men in the ordinary seamen
of the service. So the Navy is worse off to-day in the point of
shortage than it was four years ago. And I want to say further
that this accentuates, if it is possible for anything to accentuate
it, the lack of business administration in the Navy Department
under the present administration. [Applause.]

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair-
man of the commitiee a question. He said in answer to an
inquiry by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], as I under-
stood him, that there was no expectation of filling the necessary
complement for vessels already in ecommission until, as he ex-
pressed it, some necessity arose. Is that true?

Mr. PADGETT. I did not say that.

Mr. TOWNER. I hope I misunderstood the chairman—-

Mr. PADGETT. You did if that was your understanding. I
said that the three-year program would require for the con-
struction of the big ships, the battle cruisers and the battleships,
at least 30 months for construction, even if expedited. The time
that the contractors offered was, first, 48 months and 51 months,
and the lowest they have up to the present time indicated was
40 months. But assuming that they should speed up to 30
months, I said for those ships provision eould be made as they
came into commission.

Mr. TOWNER. Let me ask the gentleman this question:
As I understand it, the department says they are doing all that
they can to fill the deficiencies in the personnel of the Navy under
existing law?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. TOWNER. And yet notwithstanding that fact there is
existing a large deficiency mow. Will the gentleman tell us
what efforts are being made, and especially what provisions are
made in this bill or any other, to fill the personnel of the Navy,
at least to the extent of manning the ships that are now in com-

mission? .

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. The Navy Department is using
every effort and energy. They are advertising, they are estab-
lishing recruniting stations throughout the ecountry, and they
have been publishing and circulating, so as to get in touch with
the public, the provisions of the law of August 29, 1916, re-
organizing the personnel of the Navy, the enlisted personnel,
whereby we gave very substantial advantages and benefits to the
enlisted men. And as that is getting out and they are becoming
acquainted with it, the enlistments are proceeding with much
more satisfaction than heretofore. For instance, I had the
statement here, which I read on a former day, but I now call
attention to it merely, that in January, 1914, the net gain in
enlistments was 793 for the month. They do not go back of
that time. They have no record kept before that time. That
was in January, 1914. In January, 1915, the net gain was 375;
in January, 1916, the gain was 576; in January, 1917, just past,
under the operation of this new legislation that I stated, which
information has just been scattered abroad and made known to
the public, the net gain was 1,344,

Mr. TOWNER. Well, but does the gentleman believe that

within a reasonable time we ecan fill the complement of the ships
in commission?
_ Mr. PADGETT. The chief of the bureau, Admiral Palmer,
informed me that he expected, and he based his expectations
upon an investigation into the working of the plan, and believed
that during the fiscal year for which this legislation is passed
he would have the enlistments up to 70,000.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that the coun-

_try will not be satisfied with that. I believe that at present, and

under existing circumstances, the people will demand that the
ships that we have in commission be fully manned. They will
demand that our Navy be ready for any emergency. They will
demand that anything that is necessary to be done fo secure a
full complement for the ships now in commission should be done.
And it occurs to me that it is the duty of this committee, and
it is the duty of the administration, to take immediate steps to
see that this be done.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
Towxer] has expired.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words for the purpose of referring to what occurred yester-
day when several distinguished gentlemen, members of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, found it necessary to defend them-
selves against an attack contained in a newspaper published in the
city of Chicago. What I deplore is not the attack contained
in the paper. I do not care who the editor of the paper is.
I do not know whether he writes his own opinions, or whether
he is just an ordinary hireling, taking orders. I do not know

whether he believed in what he said or whether he said it be-
cause he was ordered to say it. What T regret is that the
Members of the House find it necessary to defend themselves
against meaningless attacks of this kind. I look upon the
news items and the editorial complained of as an attempt to
intimidate Members of the House from giving expression to
their honest opinion and from acting in accordunce with their
honest conviction. Only a few days ago we heard ahuse heaped
from the floor of this House upon one of the most distinguished
statesmen that the country has produced, William Jennings
Bryan [applause], and all because he dared advise against
war. The Constitution has given Congress the power to de-
clare war. Does it mean that Congress is merely to act as a
rubber-stamp clerk, obeying the orders of an individual, or does
it mean that every Member of Congress is conseience bound as
a man and as a Representative of a free people to search his
own soul and to utilize all the power of his brain in determining
the gravest question that can present itself in the life of a man?
And shall Members of Congress permit themselves to be fright-
ened, to be intimidated by bullies, by lip patriots, by ignoramuses.
who would terrorize those they can not control? I protest, Mr.
Chairman, against this atfempt to intimidate the free Repre-
sentatives of a free people from acting as free men. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows: ;

Provisions, Navy: For provisions and commuted rations for the
seamen and which
of messes, in case of death or%mexptﬁdmr:pumrrggs I:t' Kledc%n;.:igfnné
AD com-

officers, commuted rations for officers on sea d th
ed o%gg: of the line, Medical and Pa élot’ (,t!h:ll.)la.tn

wains, gunners, chief carpenters, chief

clerks, and chief sallmakers) and midshipmen, and commu rat!g;i
stopped on account of sick hosPlul and credited at the rate of 50
cents per ration to the naval hospital fund ; subsistence of officers and
men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels to which attached
under orders (during which subsistence rations to be sto ped on board
ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given) ; subsistence
of men on detached duty ; subsistence of members of aval Reserve

uring of active service; and for subsistence of female
nurses and Navy and Marine Corps general courts-martial prisoners
undergoing im nment with sentences of dishonorable discharge from
the service at the expiration of such confinement : Provided, That the
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to commute rations for such gen-
eral courts-martial prisoners in such amounts as seem to him proper,
which may va.rr 11n accordance with the location of the naval prison,

but which n no case exceed 30 cents per diem for each
so commuted ; and for the purchase of Uni States eme;:e?:g
rations as required; in all, $10,144,943.40, to be aval until the

close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919.

M(x;. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, in no spirit of criticism of the
Committee on Naval Affairs, or of any of the Members of this
House, I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact
that last year we passed a naval bill and this year we will pass
a naval bill, and yet apparently no attention has been given to
the ;It]:mher of retired officers that this Government is now sup-
porting.

I have no disposition to eriticize these officers, because under
the law, as provided by Congress and as I understand it, they
have to be retired whenever the plucking board desires to retire
them, or when they reach the age of 64, and therefore they are
not to blame; but I thought it might be interesting to the coun-
try to know that there are to-day 900 retired naval officers,
men the majority of whom I am satisfied are in perfect physical
and mental condition, and who would object to being called
“old men” or “broken-down horses,” who are receiving from
the taxpayers of the couniry three-quarters of their salary
and for which they give nothing in return. In the present bill
there is provided for the purpose of paying these gentlemen the
sum of $2,940,368.72.

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the present war across
the waters has demonstrated that gray-haired men and men
beyond the age of 64, as leaders, are waging the successful
battles, and that the United States might well learn something
from that demonstration and retain in the service longer than
the age of 64 is reached, these men who are so anxious to re-
main in the service.

The present bill provides for the promotion and retirement of
naval officers, and this will continue until the people begin to
understand that in the Army and Navy bills we have passed and
to-day will pass paying approximately $7,000,000 for retired
Army and Navy officers.

I say, Mr. Chairman, if some reasonable law should be passed,
and one that would not impose a hardship upon these, that
would let these patriotic officers, whom we have educated at
great expense, continue to serve the Government, and thereby
save this Government the larger part of this $7,000,000, we
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conld use it in inereased pay for the ordinary seamen who
serve on the battleships, and then, perhaps, the shortage of men
that the gentleman from Illinois just complained of would not
exist.

I simply make these observations——

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SEARS. Yes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. What percentage of these retired officers
of the Army and Navy are under 64 years—that is, victims of
the plucking board?

Mr. SEARS, T have tried to secure the information, but I
am unable to tell the gentleman. I understand that some as
young as 45 or 50 years of age were plucked because the pluck-
ing board said they were temperamentally not fit to continue
Jonger in the service. ’

Now, Mr. Chairman, at the Naval Academy, which is one of
the best academies in the country—and I desire at a later time
to discuss that proposition—these distinguished, able, patriotic
men could be used for the purpose of teaching the young men
that we send there for instruction from our various districts.
By so doing, Mr. Chairman, they would not only give to these
young men the benefit of their knowledge, but also their varied
experience. It seems to me that a man who holds a degree
from the Annapolis Naval Academy and has had 20 years or
more actual experience in the service, as these young men that
we are sending there are expected to have, could better instruct
these young men than could civilians who know nothing of the
service and are simply selected because they are able to undergo
a mental examination. -

I think, Mr. Chairman, the time is coming when the people
of the United States will demand that they be informed as to
how and why their money is spent, and that this $7,000,000—
a paltry sum to some, it may be—will cease to be appropriated
by Congress to support people on the retired list who are anx-
ious to serve the Government actively and who now return no
service for value received. [Applause.] -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from TFlorida
has expired.

AMr. TAGUE, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts moves
to strike out the last two words.

Mr. TAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the opinion
of the gentleman [Mr. Sears] who has just taken his seat on
this matter of retired officers of the Navy. I know of instances,
as do other Members of this House, of men who have been re-
tired from the naval service and who have been granted the
regular retired pay, but who are just as active to-day as they
ever were, except for the few years that have been added to
their lives.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are in the service to-day men who
are on the retired list who are acting in the capacity of ecap-
tains and are receiving only retired officers’ pay; in other
words, they are receiving lientenant commander’s pay. As I
understand it, there is nothing in the law that permits the
Secretary of the Navy to draft an officer back into the service
and give him the same rate of pay that he received before he
was retired. X

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAGUE. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the gentleman to say there is
no authority for the department to call men from the retired
list and put them on the active list?

Mr. TAGUE. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman; the Secretary of the
Navy or the President, I believe, ean call in any retired ofii-
cer. But, as I understand it, if a retired officer is called into
the service he can be paid only the amount of wage that he
received as a retired oflicer, no matter what he was getting
before.

Mr. SEAR'S. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

My, PADGETT. The gentleman is mistaken in that. If he is
called to active duty, he gets his full pay and allowances. There
is nnother provision to the effect that if a retired officer re-
guests shore duty he ean, at his request, be assigned to some
sghore duty and get the pay and allowances of a licutenant com-
mander. But if he is called to active duty he gets his full pay
and allowances of his grade; and in time of war every retired
officer is subject to be called to active duty.

Mr. BUTLER. In case of an emergency ?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. I want to state another thing in that
connection. Last year Congress increased the retiring age
from 62 to G4 years; and the retiring age is greater in the
Army and in the Navy of the United States—and I am speak-
ing especially of the Navy—than it is in the navy of England
or France, 1

Now, with reference to the pay. Up until the bill of August
29, 1916, they received three-fourths of the active pay which
they were receiving at the time of retirement. Now that has
been changed, and for a service of 30 years they get 23 per cent
for each year, which would be three-quarters pay, but for every
year of service less than that the amount is reduced 21 per cent,
so that a man has fo serve 30 years in order to get three-
quarters pay. That was the law of August 29, 1916, and it is
no longer based upon the full three-fourths retired pay.

Mr. TAGUE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask an extension of my
time for five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts, hav-
ing now one minute remaining, asks unanimous consent that
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SEARS. On page 49 there is appropriated, in addition
to the amount I gave, $198307.50 for the increased pay of re-
tired officers regularly assigned to active duty. I do not know
whether that is in addition to their retired pay, or extra pay, or
what it is, but it adds $198,000 to the amount.

Mr. PADGETT. Let me correct the statement of the gentle-
man, The $198,000 is for the entire pay of all the retired officers
of the Marine Corps.

Mr. TAGUE. While the chairman of the comunittee is of
course hetter informed on this subject than most of us, still my
contention is this: If a retired officer is active enough to per-
form service for the Government, and does so at his own
request, then he is entitled to the remuneration that he received
while in active service. Now, for instance, we have in the navy
yard at Boston a commandant who, until last October, was
rated as a captain., e went before the plucking board for
advancement to rear admiral—

Mr. PADGETT. Not the plucking board.

Mr. TAGUE. Whatever you want to ecall it.

Mr. PADGETT. It is the examining board.

Mr. TAGUE. The examining board. He was examined and
found to be physically and mentally sound, but for some slight
and trivial matter he was not allowed his promotion, but was
retired with a lieutenant commander's pay. Now, that man
is to-day doing the same service for the Government that he
has done in that yard for three years. He is commandant of
the yard, and he is receiving in return the pay of a lieutenant
commander. I do not know just how much, but much less than
he received as a captain. He is performing good service for the
Government. He is physically and mentally able to perform that
service. He has a record in the Navy as good as that of any
man who ever served in it, and was honored by receiving a
medal for bravery from Congress. Yet for a trifling matter
this man is compelled to be retired against his own wish and
against the wish of those who know him., He is working to-day
for the Government. He is performing the full duty of a com-
mandant and captain and is receiving a lieutenant commander’s
pay. There is no provision in the law, and there is no pro-
vision in this bill, that permits the Secretary of the Navy or
the President of the United States to give this man one single
cent more than the pay of a lientenant commander. I think
this is unfair. I do not believe the law was ever intended to do
this. I believe it was intended that when a man is performing
Government service with a certain rank he shall receive the pay
of that rank. Why this should be as it is I do not know. I
have tried to find some way out of it, but I know of no way
except to amend the law, and if I offer an amendment to do that
a point of order will lie against it under the rule. So, Mr.
Chairman, I think it is one of the many unfair things imposed
upon officers in the Navy, many times creating hardships and
leaving them no opportunity of redress.

They have spent the best years of their lives in the service
of their country, and when they have grown old, too late to
begin life over again, although in perfect health, the cruel red-
tape methods of this department must be infiicted upon them.

It has been decided by the board that the brave officer must
go, no matter how it affects him, but it is decreed, and go, go he
must to the serap heap of humanity. [Applause.]

It is an easy matter fo smirch the name and reputation
of any man, but I am willing to judge a man upon his
performance of duty; and when a man with such a brilliant
record for faithful performance of duty and for bravery is
treated in this manner it is time to modify the law. Mr, Chair-
man, it is in keeping with what I said on the floor of this
House yesterday. Some of the officers in the Navy whom this
Government has educated, supported, protected, and pensioned,
have nof only abused the privileges that have been given them,
but they have driven from the serviee of fhis Government men
with reputation and character superior to theirs.
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I have in mind many cases of young men discharged from
the Navy whose reputations have been ruined by charges of
intoxication, and these men who had been driven out were
obliged only a night or two before to take the same officer who
had preferred the charges and put the officer into bed.

I am speaking as a matter of justice to men who have served
their country faithfully. The Lord knows that we all have our
wenknesses. There is no man perfect, and men should be
judged on the good things that they do and not always by their
weaknesses.,

Mr. BRITTEN: Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAGUE. Yes. 3
Mr. BRITTEN. The commandant of the navy yard is a lin
officer, and because of his age has served through probably 12
or 15 different sittings of the plucking board, which would indi-

cate that his character and ability must have been very good.

Mr, TAGUE. Yes; and I want to say that I am not here
to eulogize anybody, but I have met a great many men in the
naval service. I have met many splendid officers, and no one
will go further to say a good word for them than I will;
but I never met in the service of the Navy a man whose heart
was as big as is that of this man, or one who would go further
to help his fellow man. There has never been a man, to my
mind at least, since I have had the honor to represent the
navy-yard distriet, to whom you could go and who would so
willingly help some unfortunate fellow. I know of no man
during my time who has served in the Navy of the United States
and who has done more to build up the navy yard.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, now that the House is about
to complete the consideration of the naval appropriation bill,
I take this opportunity to commend and indorse the great work
of the popular, faithful, and efficient chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affairs, my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. PApGETT]
[applause], and the members of -that committee who have acted
and cooperated with him in the preparation of this important
and far-reaching measure providing for an adequate navy for
the defense of the honor, the rights, and the interests of the
American people. This bill and the amendments which have
been adopted since the President delivered his address to both
Houses of Congress last Saturday is the highest and best evi-
dence of the fact that the Members of Congress have laid aside
partisan bias, captious objections, and differences of opinion,
and are a unit for the proper defense of our common country—
are in line and fully determined to aid the President of the
United States in his patriotic stand to maintain, uphold, and
safegnard the rights of American citizens on the high seas.
While I represent a district intensely Republican—not having
elected a Democrat to Congress in 60 years [applause]—I am
sure I voice the sentiments of Republicans and Democrats in
that district in saying they will loyally support the President
and the American Congress in maintaining the honor of the
Nation, and in protecting the lives and property of American
citizens on the high seas, in Mexico, or in any country on the
face of the earth.

East Tennessee now and in the future will do her full patriotic
duty as she has ever done in the glorious past. She is loyal and
ready to answer her country’s call. [Applause.]

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. AUSTIN. I always yield to my handsome friend from
Illinois.

Mr. BRITTEN. Referring to the last sentence of the gentle-
man, wherein he says that Tennessee will always come to the
call

Mr. PADGETT. I want to say that there is no question about
that.

Mr. BRITTEN. I want to call the attention of the House to
the fact and ask the gentleman whether Tennessee has not con-
tributed one of the most able young officers in the American
Navy to-day, in the person of Lieut. Charles M. Austin, son of
the distinguished gentleman now on the floor?

Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, the gentleman embarrasses me, [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the remarks
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN] move me to
say that, along with him and my other colleagues, I hope to
see the President sustained in all proper efforts to maintain
the honor and dignity of this country. We are considering now
one of the great war bills, and the most of us will vote for it
even to the limit of those things asked for to sustain the Presi-
dent. While doing that and eonsidering other war bills, it
seems to me that we might say to ourselves—whether it is car-
ried over the telegraphic lines to the people of the country or
not—that there are many disturbing and conflicting rumors
concerning war conditions which are asserted to-day and denied

to-morrow. Yesterday we were informed that an Ameriean had
been killed on the wrecked steamer Turino. His name was
George Washington, and, of course, it would oceasion a patriotic
thrill the whole length and breadth of the country if it was true
that George Washington had gone down at the hands of an
enemy in foreign waters. But the newspapers had their say
yesterday, and they had it again this morning, that this sure-
enough American was killed, and therefore we ought to go to
war with Germany.

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr, BRITTEN. Did this man have any number?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not know. He was an
individual of color, but his taking off was supposed to be reason
to cause war. Efforts have been made, desperate efforts have
been made, since the President was here on Saturday lasi, to
prove that we must go to war. The coasts of the world seem
to have been raked to find some overt act to force the President
to come in here and ask us to declare war. We have had very
little but rumors, but we have had headlines galore, all with a
view of stampeding the House and stampeding the country into
an act of war. [Applause.] I rose to make this very brief
statement because I do not want the people of this country to be
deceived. I am satisfied that most of the people of the country
want peace; peace with honor, of course. [Applause.] But
they do not want to go into a dishonorable war, and they ought
not to be foreced into a war by the munition makers or the muni-
tion users of this or any other land. [Applause.]

Most of the dispatch headlines declaring that American ships
have gone down, that American lives have been lost, that inter-
national laws have been violated have come from London, and
London has been crazy with delight since it heard the glad tid-
ings on Saturday last that the President had severed diplomatie
relations with Germany. Coming from the Liberty Bell and
Independence Hall district of the United States, I ean not for-
get that we had trouble with London in 1776, and that we had
trouble with London in 1812, I am not quite ready to accept
all of these rumors that come out of London now without a
grain of salt. London is a little more in need of American help
just now than we are in need of the advice of London. I am
not quite ready, therefore, to believe every damnable, pernicious,
and lying report that comes out of London, or to accept it as an
inducement to declare my country in a state of war. [Ap-
plause.]

On the night of the day that the President appeared here
and informed the Congress of the fact that he had severed
diplomatic relations with Germany, we had newspaper “ extras "
announcing in startling headlines that the Housatonic had gone
down in violation of international law; there were great scare
heads, and boys on the streets shouting it aloud. It was declared
that American rights had been violated by a country with which
we were on friendly terms up to that time. Yet the next day’s
newspapers announced in smaller type that the Housatonic was
loaded with contraband, and even our State Department declared
that there was no occasion for any warlike declaration in con-
sequence of her sinking.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
debate upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto close
in five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, will the genfleman yield?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. GORDON. Is it the contention of the gentleman that
because a ship is loaded with contraband, Germany has the right
to destroy the lives of passengers and crew?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I made the statement that
after all these headlines the State Department declared that
there was no breach of international law. The people were
being inflamed

Mr. GORDON. But they did not say it was because the ship
was loaded with contraband.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

I stated what the gentleman’s

own Secretary of State announced to the public—he was not as
anxious as some newspaper editors are to rush into war.

Mr. GORDON. I agree with much of what the gentleman has
said ; but——
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am not arguing the point of
contraband at all. The gentleman is merely taking my time.
I am trying to make a plain statement to the House as to the
truth and the facts. The gentleman may be stampeded because
certain things appear in the newspapers, but——

Mr. GORDON. Oh, don’t you worry about my being stam-
peded. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am making the statement
that we see alarming headlines to-day indicating that we are
on the verge of war because some “overt act” has been com-
mitted, and the next day the whole thing is denied,

Mr. GORDON. I agree with the gentleman about that.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Will the gentleman tell me what he thinks
the duty of this Government ought to be if the German Govern-
ment has taken charge of and forcibly restrained by order our
ambassador in that country?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvanin. The gentleman is carried away
with the headlines.

Mr, RAGSDALE. No; he is not.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will listen, I
will demonstrate what foels some men are—not like the gentle-
man from South Carolina, of course—who believe everything
they read. I was coming to that very point. For three days we
have heard that our American ambassador, who was on excel-
lent terms with everyone in high life in Germany, has “ been
in ecaptivity ™ and held for exchange. The gentleman believes
that statement.

Mr. RAGSDALE. No; the gentleman does not.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is absurd upon its face.
Though we have had it for three days, this morning's news-
papers announce that Berlin is in conference with the Ameri-
can ambassador, that conferences have been going on in Berlin,
and that the ambassador will be safeguarded out of Germany
Just as we are going to safeguard the German ambassador out
of the United States. Oh, how easy it is for you to rush into
war upon the say so of somebody who is interested in hay-
ing war.

Mr. DYER. His passports have been issued to him.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The ambassador is geing to
get out safely. Somebody wanted to inflame the American peo-
ple by declaring that the Ameriecan ambassador had been held

“in captivity. Absurd! We have given safe conduct to the
German ambassador and are sending him home, and the Ger-
mans have been decent with the American ambassador. But at
least 2 college professors and about 150 editors, more or less,
yesterday declared—not that they were willing to enlist, for the
barracks down here are waiting for men like them to come
forward and enlist—but they declared in effect that they were
willing to involve their country in war because “ the American
ambassador was held in bondage in Berlin.” This morning the
newspapers show that those editors and those college professors
did not know what they were talking about, and that is what I
am trying to say to the gentleman from South Carolina. The
plain people should not be fooled. Mr. Chairman, how much
time have I left?

The CHAIRMAN. One minute.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In that one minute let me say,
and I hope not to be interrupted again, that the Housatonic
alarm has gone glimmering. The State Department seems to
concede that the were within their rights and that the
Housatonic presents no casus belli. The next day we had the
Californie sensation. Because this ship bore a good old Ameri-
ecan name everybody was made to suspect that it was an Ameri-
can ship, and that the Germans had perpetrated such an out-
rage as would force us to go to war. After the sensation had
thrilled the country we were quietly informed that the Cali-
forniec was a British ship, sailing under the British flag, and
that she nad been given the warning required by international
Iaw. But a great deal is made of the fact that one American
was aboard that ship. He may have been planted there to pro-
tect the ecargo and to involve this country in an international
warfare; I do not know, but the next day after the newspapers
had worked the story of the American passenger to the limit, it
developed that he was taken off the ship to a place of safety.
It matters not that he was a colored man.

Mr. BRITTEN. And the ship was armed.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, again, Mr. Chairman,
the report went broadeast over the United States on the day
after the President addressed Congress, that this Government
had seized all the interned German ships. These reports were
tempered here and there with the suggestion that the German
sailors were endeavoring to destroy the property of their own
country, but nevertheless it was broadly announced that our

naval officers had seized this German property. I will not stop
to discuss the moral aspect of this seizure execept to say that
there had been no deelaration of war and that it was not clear
why we should deliberately take this German preperty and
appropriate it to the United States. Within a day or two the
answer came from both the State Department and the White
House that these German ships had not been seized, and that
while this Government was taking certain preeautions with
respect to possible impediments to navigation, every courtesy
was being shown the officers and men in charge of these Ger-
man vessels, It was evident that some tall lying was done in
this instance for the purpose of irritating Germany under very
aggravating eirecumstances. Somebody evidently wanted Ger-
many to eommit an “overt act” that would bring on a war.
We ought to be on our guard against this dangerous * rumor ”
business, whether it originates in London or the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Maintenance, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: For fuel; the re-
moval and tion of ashes and garbage from ships of war ; books
blanks, and stut_lone!{, including stationery for commanding an
navigating officers of shipg, chaplains on shore and afloat, and for the
use of courts-martial on board ships; purchase, repair, and exchange
of typewriters for ships; packing boxes and materinf: s interior fittings
for general storehouses, patz offices, and accounting offices in navy yards;
expenses of disbursing officers; coffee mills and repairs thereto; ex-
penses of naval clothing factory and machinery for the same; labora-
tory equipment ; purchase of articles of equipage at home and abroad
under the cognizance of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, and for
the payment of labor in e%uipplng vessels therewlith, and the manu-
facture of such articles in the several navy yards; musical instruments
and musiec ; mess outfits; soap on board naval vessels; athletic outfits
tolls, ferriages, yeomen's stores, safes, and other ineldental expenses

bor in general storehouses, paymasters’ offices, and accounting offices
in navy yards and naval stations, ineluding naval stations ntained
in island 1ons under the control of the United States, and ex-
penses in handling stores purchased and manufactured under * General
account of advances”; and reimbursement to appropriations of the
Department of Agricull of cost of inspection of meats and meat
food P!‘Bdl‘lcts for the Na Department : ovided, That the sum to
be pald out of this appropriation, under the direction of the Secretary
of the Navy, for chemg.sts and for clerical, inspection, storeman, store
laborer, and messenger service in the supply and accounting dggrt—
ments of the navy yards and naval stations and disbursin ces -
for the fiscal year ending Jume 30, 1818, shall not exceed $1,400,000;
in all, $2,750,000.

Mr. Moorg of Pennsylvania, Mr. RaespALE, and Mr. CALLAWAY
TOoSe.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Texas, a member of the committee.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to insert in the Recorp a statement that I have of how the
newspapers of this country have been handled by the munition
manufacturers.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting
a certain statement. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right te object,
may I ask whether it is the gentleman’s purpose to insert a long
list of extracts from newspapers?

Mr. CALLAWAY. No; it will be a little, short statement,
not over 2% inches in length in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

“Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, under unanimous consent,
I insert in the Recorp at this point a statement showing the
newspaper eombination, which explains their activity in this
war matter, just discussed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Moore] :

“In March, 1915, the J. P. Morgan interests, the steel, ship-
building, and powder interests, and their subsidiary organiza-
tions, got together 12 men high up in the newspaper world and
employed them to select the most influential newspapers in the
United States and sufficient number of them to control generally
the policy of the daily press of the United States.

“These 12 men worked the problem out by selecting 179 news-
papers, and then began, by an elimination process, to retain
only those necessary for the purpose of controlling the general
policy of the daily press throughout the country. They found
it was only necessary to purchase the control of 25 of the great-
est papers. The 25 papers were agreed upon; emissaries were
sent to purchase the policy, national and international, of these
papers; an agreement was reached; the policy of the papers
was bought, to be paid for by the month; an editor was fur-
nished for each paper to properly supervise and edit informa-
tion regarding the guestions of preparedness, militarism, finan-
cial policies, and other things of national and international
nature considered vital to the interests of the purchasers.

“This contract is in existence at the present time, and it
aceounts for the news columns of the daily press of the country




2048 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—IIOUSE. FEBRUARY 9,

being filled with all sorts of preparedness arguments and mis-
representations as to the present condition of the United States
Army and Navy, and the possibility and probability of the
United States being attacked by foreign foes.

“This policy also included the suppression of everything in
opposition to the wishes of the interests served. The effective-
ness of this scheme has been conclusively demonstrated by the
character of stuff carried in the daily press throughout the coun-
try since Mareh, 1915. They have resorted to anything neces-
sary to commercialize public sentiment and sandbag the Na-
tional Congress into making extravagant and wasteful appro-
priations for the Army and Navy under the false pretense that
it was necessary. Their stock argument is that it is ‘ patriot-
ism.’ They are playing on every prejudice and passion of the
American people.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. I am in favor of this paragraph in the
Navy appropriation bill, because I think the country ought to be
fully prepared for any possible invasion; but I think the Con-
gress ought to be careful about encouraging * rumors of war”
when war has not actually been declared. Perhaps it would
be safe to leave this matter to the President of the United
States and to those who have direct knowledge upon the sub-
ject. I call attention, however, not only to these false re-
ports of the Housatonic and about the Californie, but the
steamship Philadelphia was reported sunk since the President
was here, and yet the next day, after these reports had gone
over the country like wildfire and everybody got excited about
the Philadelphia, which naturally attracted interest in that
great city and in the State of Pennsylvania, we found the Phila-
delphia had safely arrived in port, so that report was also in
error. Now, whether by design or not I do not know, but it
seems that most of these false reports come from London.
There seems to be an intense desire there to tell us about Ger-
man outrages and about American blood shed on foreign ships
or to find that some American ship has been shot up. This
colored man, George Washington——

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BARKLEY. But was not there a statement in the morn-
ing paper that the colored man on that ship was a British
subject?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am coming to that. The
dispatches have made it appear that because of the loss of
George Washington, an alleged American citizen, we are now
in position to declare war against Germany. This morning's
papers have headlines something like this: * Death of American
on wrecked Turino reported to London. An American negro
fireman, George Washington was killed, aecording to a report
received to-day when the British steamship Twurino was sunk by
a German U boat In the war zone.,”

Now, that is enough to inflame every American——

Mr, FOSS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield.

Mr. FOSS. I am very much interested in what the gentleman
says, but how will the gentleman provide a remedy to stop these
international thrills which we are receiving, which the publish-
ers of these newspapers place in their headlines? Would he
provide for a censorship of the press? ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at this time. I simply
urge that the true facts and only the true facts be reported at
this time when we are at the verge of an outbreak with a foreign
country. [Applause.] I think it would be better for some of
the editors to *shut up ™ when they do not know what they are
talking about. [Applause.] I think it would be better for some
of these professional patriots who have determined our inter-
national relations in advance, and who Insist upon adjusting
our diplomatic affairs in this erisis, to not only “shut up,”
but go tie a rope around their necks, attach an anchor to it,
and jump into the sea. We could better afford to dispense with
their meddlesome services than to plunge the people of this
country into a foreign war. I think it would be far better for
this country. [Applause.]

My, Chairman, I regret to say it, but we are gradually turning
over the business of Congress, turning over all our constitutional
rights, turning over our powers delegated by the people, to a lot
of editors, theorists, and college professors who are not capable
of conducting our affairs and to whom we should not abdicate.

Mr. GARDNER. 1Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts after I have disposed of George Wash-
ington. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. All I can say then is that the
papers report this afternoon that George Washington, the so-

called Ameriean, is a British subject; that is all. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, under leave to extend I wish to say that so
many rumors and reports of an exaggerated character have
appeared during the last few days that even the President, who
certainly is as much concerned as any other citizen over the
situation that confronts us, should take notice, We are dealing
with a serious problem that invites the greatest deliberation.
We ought not to be made the pawns of designing men in our own
country or of any foreign power that would drag us into a war
for selfish purposes, When our President has made up his mind
that American honor is at stake and that we must enter upon
a war to uphold it, I have no doubt he will find cordial support
in the Congress of the United States, but the President has not
vet indicated to Congress that the point has been reached where
a declaration of war has become necessary. Until the President
does come to this body with such information and facts as may
warrant further action by Congress, it may not be well to
agegravate the situation by giving too much credence to the
untruthful rumors that have been bandied about with the evi-
dent purpose of finding some reason for provoking a declaration
of war. At another time I shall extend in the Recorp, under per-
mission granted to me, certain observations of Mr. Lincoln when
he was a Member of the House, with respect to our Mexican com-
plications in 1848. At present I shall content myself by quoting
a single sentence from the speech made by Mr. Lincoln January
12 of that year, when he said: :

When the war began it was my opinion that all those who, because
of knowing too little, or because of knowing too much, could not conscl-
entiously approve the conduct of the President (in the beginning of it)
should, nevertheless, as good citizens and patriots remain sllent on
that point, at least till the war should be ended.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, I quite agree with the
gentleman that there is too much noise and that the editors of
this country may make too much noise. Fortunately the sound
of their voices does not penetrate this Hall, while some of the
noises which get in here might be suddenly ceased with a great
deal of pleasure to some of us who have to stay here,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAGSDALE. Certainly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Illinois
said he, the gentleman from Illinois, had sense enough to keep
still. )

Mr. RAGSDALE. I know what he said, but he did not
disclose the fact that he had politeness enough, while keeping
still, to abide by the rules of the House in undertaking to
chide me. That is for the gentleman’s information, the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MANN. I am abiding by the rules of the House.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania is
undertaking to lecture me.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, no. I have been lecturing
the great editors and the political college professors. I did not
have the gentleman in mind at all. [Applause.]

Mr. RAGSDALE. The gentleman's mind is rather limited
in its memory. ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Surely my mind is not limited
when I refer to the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. RAGSDALE. The gentleman says so little on the floor
of this House that he ought to be given an opportunity in every-
body’s time to be recognized. May I yield further to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]? :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I merely wish to say that when
I speak to the gentleman from South Carolina my mind is un-
limited.

Mr. RAGSDALE. I am quite sure that is true. There are
a great many things the gentleman possesses that are unlimited,
His nerve is one of them. [Laughter.] The gentleman from
Pennsylvania, Mr, Chairman, undertakes here to tell us about
getting excited over the newspapers, and he undertakes to read
from the newspapers, then proving that the conditions in Ger-
many are not what they are reported to be in other news-
papers. Now, why should we accept the statement from the
newspapers selected by the gentleman any more than he would
accept the statements made by other newspapers which he has
not selected? I say to the gentleman that I quite agree with
him that the people of our country ought not to be excited or
hurried into war, but I say to the gentleman, sympathetic as
I am with the people who want to preserve peace here, that
if Germany has placed a restraining hand upon our ambassador,
who went there in good faith to represent this Government,
as a Representative of my people I wish to exhaust every power
within our command to bring him back here without regard to
cost.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAGSDALE. Certainly.
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Mr. DYER. 1 will state to the gentleman that the Washing-
ton Times of to-day states that the ambassador has been given
his passports and that he has never been detained at all,

Mr, RAGSDALE. I will say to my friend that he ought to
take advice from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and not be
misled by the newspaper headlines.

Mr. MQORE of ‘Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAGSDALE. To both at one time. Let us have a “ talk-
fest.” Go to it.

Mr. DYER. He has been furnished a special train to Switzer-
land by the German Government.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know that
the Washington Post, a very reliable newspaper, states that
there was a conference yesterday on this subject in Berlin?
Now, possibly the gentleman is the spokesman of the Depart-
ment of State, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hernix]
is the spokesman of the White House. I would like him to say
whether or not he knows that this conference took place in
Berlin yesterday, in which the American ambassador bore an
honorable part.

Mr. RAGSDALE. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania that my information does not come solely from the news-
papers. And I did not say that I was the spokesman of anybody
or any thing except the people of the sixth district of South
Carolina.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now we are getting the news.

Mr. RAGSDALE. And I say that what I stated is true, and
it can not be disproven.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Improvement of construction plants: For repairs and improvements
of machinery and implements at construction p:ants at nayy yards at
Portsmouth, N. $10,000 ; Boston, Mass,, $25,000; New York, N. Y.,

5,000 ; Pamadelph!a, Pa., $25,000 : Norfolk, Va,, $35.000: Chatleston,

C., $10,000; Mare mna Cal, $35,000; Puget Sound, Wash,,
$25,000 ; in’ all, '§200,000.

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman a question.
Under the improvement of construction plants just read,
$200,000, on page 41, there is an appropriation for Boston,
Mass., of $25,000, and approximately the same appropriation is
made for Boston, on page 44, under machinery plants. What
is the condition?

Mr. PADGETT. They are in different bureaus or depart-
ments, One is in the Bureau of Construction and Repair, and
deals with the hulls, and the other is in the Steam Engineering
Department, that deals with the machinery and implements,
and so forth, inside of the shops.

Mr. SEARS. The appropriations are so nearly similar
that——

Mr. PADGETT. One relates to hulls. They are in different
bureaus,

Mr. FOSS, I would like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee a question in regard to Coast Guard cutters. Where are
they being built now?

Mr, PADGETT. They are not being built at all. They could

not get a bid within the limit of cost.

Mr, FOSS. Are they going to be built in navy yards or by
private contract?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know. The award is to be made
by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. MANN. I believe you called these nayy-yard plants con-
struction plants before.

Mr. PADGETT. I will say to the gentleman that the only
difference is that we have grouped it all into one paragraph.
Heretofore we referred to it as repairs and improvements of
machinery and implements at navy yards.

Mr, MANN. You did not use the word “ construction ” here-
tofore.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; it is the same language, and then
it was repeated in reference to every yard.

Mr, The gentleman is in error, but I do not know
that it makes any great difference.

The Clerk read as follows:

The limit of cost ¢f one steam Coast Guard cutter for service as
anchorage patrol boat in New York Harbor, authorized by the act

entitled “An act making appro riations for the naval servlce for the
fiscal year ending June 80, 1917, and for other nrpnscs, ved
from $125p800 to

Augus 29, 1916, to be, and horeby is, increas
Mr, MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a point of
order on the paragraph relating to Coast Guard cutters.

Mr, PADGETT., That increases the limit of cost.
Mr. MANN, It is clearly subject to a point of order.

LIV—187

Mr. PADGETT. Thut is the limit of cost. We provided for
that last year.

Mr. MANN. I understand the situation. 'The Navy Depart-
ment has no business to interfere with these matters. Of course,
you put it in the naval bill last year, and you had no business
to do that. You brought in a rule that covered it. The Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs does not have jurisdiction of it.

Mr. PADGETT. If the gentleman makes a point of order, I
will say that it is subject to a point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.
Does the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois
begin at line 117

Mr, MANN, It commences with line 11.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

Mr. MANN. I also make a point of order on the rest of
the page.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood the gentleman.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, while we are consider-
ing this seetion, in reference to the Bureau of Construction and
Repair, I think it not inappropriate to call the attention of the
committee to the naval disasters which have been suffered by
this country in the past year. As near as I can ascertain, we
have lost more ships, in number, by accident—that is, by acci-
dent pure and simple—in the last year than Great Britain,
although she has been engaged in a war, in the course of the
operations of which it was necessary to navigate long and
unlighted coasts, among the great dangers resulting therefrom.

Probably all the Members of the House remember the recent
accident to the U-3, one of our submarines, which went ashore
on the Pacific coast, at the entrance of Humboldt Bay, Cal
That accident seems to have been caused either by poor seaman-
ship or negligence. A still worse accident soon followed, when
the cruiser Milwaukee, in attempting to pull out the submarine,
was trapped in some way by the tidal currents and drawn on
one of the treacherous shoals of that coast, so that a fine vessel,
a fine cruiser of nearly 10,000 tons, costing almost $4,000,000—
in fact, one of the most useful cruisers that our Navy possesses—
is now, as I understand it, a total wreck. -

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield there?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Does not the gentleman think
the department was at fault rather than the officers in ordering
a ship like the Milwaukee to do that kind of work, when an ordi-
nary salvage company would have undertaken that work for
about $18,000?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think there is so much fault
to be imputed to the navigating officer of the Milwaukee as there
is to the department or the higher official that ordered a vessel
of this class to attempt that kind of work. A vessel of the
cruiser class was entirely unfitted for such work. The vessel
drew over 22 feet of water. It was on a treacherous coast, full
of shoals, where strong currents endangered it. A powerful
tug that did not require much more than half the depth of water
would have done better work. The expense, as the gentleman
from Delaware says, would not have been great, and we wounld
have preserved a much-needed vessel.

But this is not the only accident our Navy has suffered
recently. The cruiser AMemphis was sunk in the harbor of
Santo Domingo, with a loss of 40 lives. That accident was
probably without any fault on the part of the officers controlling
the vessel or navigating it; but we lost a powerful armored
cruiser of 14,500 tons—more powerful probﬂbls’ than any eruiser
of its class in any navy, which cost over $6,000

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemau yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; always to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Tennessee.

Mr, PADGETT. I am told that that was caused by an up-
heaval, perhaps a submarine voleano, that just rose right up
under it and tore the ship in twain, and landed laya and other
stuff right in the ship.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I think there was no fault to be at-
tached to the management of the vessel at that time. But about
a month prior to that we lost a fuel ship, the Hecior, off the
coast of Charleston, 8. C. I am informed that the Hector at
that time was in charge of a civilian crew, but I assume, al-
though I am not informed as to that matter, that it was com-
manded by a naval officer.

In May, 1916, the mine planter San Francisco struck a shoal
near Chatham Light, and was laid up for repairs for several
months, and last summer the destroyer Terry struck a reef off
Puerta Plata, Santo Domingo, and was beached. Her com-
mander was tried for negligence, but was acquitted.
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Last fall the fuel ship Jupiter got into collision with an
Italian bark, and I believe the commander was court-martialed
and acquitted. Last year, in March, the destroyer Monaghan
was rammed by the destroyer Roe, at Key West. The com-
mander of the Roe was tried and reduced three numbers in his
grade.

The American Navy has-had a proud record in the past.
The officers have been noted for their gallantry and seamanship,
and it is peculiarly unfortunate, it seems to me, that at this
particular time we shou’d have to chronicle the loss of so many
vessels, with so many «.sasters. Some of them, unfortunately,
can not be attributed to anything else but negligence or bad
seamanship. We would prefer to turn from such a record to
that which was made in past years; to recall those commanders
of American ships who distinguished themselves as the captain
of the Constitution did, when he escaped by clever seamanship
from a British ship; fv return to the time when the gallantry
was so distinguished, as it was when a commander of a vessel
sinking under the enemy’s fire preferred to go down with his
ship to being saved with the rest of his crew. It is to be hoped
that the department will take notice of the condition of affairs,
and that a dizeipline more strict, and a greater efficiency will
prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pay of professors and others, Naval Academy : Pa%: of profesaors and
instmctoru inelnding one professor as librarian,

No part of any sum in this act appropriated shall he nded in the
Rar or allowances of any co loned officer of the Nnvy detailed for
uty as an instruetor at the United States Naval Academy to perform
gg which were performed by ecivillan Iinstructors on January 1,

Mr. SEARS, Mr. Chairman—— :

The Clerk continued to nead as follows:

One swund master, $1,600; 1 assistant, $1,400; and 1 assistant,
«200; 1 headmaster in phyalcnl truning, 1,700; 1 instructor in
g:llayslcnl training, $1,700; and 2 instructors in hysim] tralning, at

400 each; 3 !nst'rnctors in physi training, at $1,200 each; 1 assist-
ant ll.brulan $2,4007 1 ca guer Sl,SOlf ; and '1 shelf assistant,

100, 1 shelf assistant £900; secretar;

2, 400 2 cIerks at $1, 700 each' 4 clerks, at $1,400 each; 4 clerks, a
il 100 ‘each ; 4 clerks, at $1,000 éach; 7 clerks, at $1,000 : 1 clerk
900 ; 6 clerks, at 3840 nach 1 drartmn, $1,400; 1
gervices of t at ¢ npel, isoo
second cap of the watch, §1,000; 22 watchmen, nt
telephone switchboard operators, at $600 each; 1
$1,000. In all, pay of professors and ers, Naval Amd:my. $255, %
Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
paragraph.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois make the
point of order or-reserve it?

Mr. MANN, I reserve it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the
point of order.

. Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, are we treating this bill by see-
'tions or by paragraphs?

The CHAIRMAN. By paragraphs.

Mr. SEARS. I asked for the recognition of the Chair before.

The CHAIRMAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did not
wnderstand that the gentleman wanted recognition until the end
of the paragraph.

Mr. SEARS. Yes; I wanted to Bpeak under the item of pny
of professors. That is a paragraph.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice this earries quite a num-
ber of increases of salaries.

Mr. SEARS. Then I thought I would wait until we got to
that point.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair noticed the gentleman rise.

Mr, SEARS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SEARS. I tried to get recognition for the purpose of dis-
cussing the first paragraph.

Mr. MANN. The gentieman from Florida is slightly in error.
He rose. I saw him rise, and then I saw him sit down.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to make this state-
ment : The gentleman from Florida did rise and address the
Chair, -

Mr. SEARS. I said “AMr. Chairman.” I do not know how
else 1 could have done.

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman took his seat, and
the Chair thought he did not want recognition at that time.
1 am sorry the Chair did not recognize the gentleman when he

rose, :

Mr., MANN. I do not know whether there is any intention
to have a general provision in this bill in reference to increased
salaries or not. I do not think it is quite fair to give specific
increases and then give the same party the benefit of a general

increase where that was not tlie thought of the committee
originally.

Mr. PADGETT. There is no thought of offering any other
amendment than what is in the bill with reference to any in-
creases of any kind. We have reported the specific ones here,
In the reorganization of the Navy under the Iirovisians of the
act of August 29 it involved——

Mr. MANN. There was a sort of understanding in the House
when we passed the legislative bill that any increase finally
agreed upon in that law would probably be carried in other
bills, at least as to the same classes of employees.

Mr. PADGETT. Under the Naval Academy appropriation
here——

Mr, MANN. Of course almost everything in this bill is in
the regular Naval Establishment.

Mr. PADGETT. It is in here, and we have taken care of
those specifically.

Mr. TALBOTT. The Secretary recommended the increases.

Mr. MANN. So far as the gentleman knows, there is no in-
tention of making a percentage increase in this bill?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.

Mr. MANN. I suppose this increase in the number of em-
ployees over there is necessary by reason of the increase in the
number of midshipmen.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Mann] insist on his point of order?

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order,

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I trust the few remarks I shall
make will not be misunderstood. It is only in the hope that
at some future time some reform may be obtained. I do not
care to get in this House the title of watchdog of the Treasury;
on the contrary, I desire to assure you I will go to the fullest
extent in making any appropriation that is necessary. I am for
preparedness when I think preparedness is necessary. As my
State extends out into the ocean and the gulf, our citizens
realize perhaps more than the citizens of any other State the
importance of naval preparedness. But a few moments ago 1
called attention to the fact that there were 900 retired military
officers in this country, and that I did not believe those genile-
men would care to be referred to as old, worn-out, broken-down
horses.

When I look over this Chamber and see the activity of my
young colleague, Uncle Jor Canwon, of Illinois, and my good
friend Gen. SHERWOOD, of Ohio, it seems to me that these re-
tired naval officers, who have been trained in an open-air life,
should at least be active enough at 45 to 64 to keep them-at the
Naval Aeademy at Annapolis as instructors. By the report
which I hold in my hand it appears that last year 38 additional
civilians were employed as instructors at this academy. In
the present bill in all, under “ Pay of professors and others,
Naval Academy,” there is carried an appropriation of $430,440
compared to $418,860 last year, or approximately a $17,000 In-
crease. There are at the Naval Academy to-day about 1.200
students. The full quota is 1,700 students. At that rate the
instructors, teachers, cooks, butchers, and bakers are paid ap-
proximately $253 per pupil, if the entire 1,700 were at An-
napolis. There are only 1,200 there. I do not know, but I
have been teold that the cost of each student at Annapolis per
annum is something like $4,500. I want to say to you, Mr.
Chairman, that in selecting young men to go to Annapolis it
has been my pleasure and my pride to select boys who were not
able to pay their way through any college, but who as American
boys are ambitious to get an eduecation, I believe when you
spend upon a boy the sum of $4,500 per annum for his eduea-
tion instead of assisting him in making him a better citizen
you come nearer to making him nothing but a parlor-carpet
young man who believes only in wearing gold epaulets and
having gold all around him; and I do not believe these young
men should be brought up in that manner; nor do I believe
the young men desire to be brought up in that manner. For
four years it was my pleasure to go to a military establish-
ment, and there we did not have to employ watchmen. In this
hill 22 watchmen are provided for at salaries. I can not see
why these young Americans could not be detailed, as I was de-
tailed, to serve their turn and save this expense, small though
it may be, to the Government. What I say may not save any-
thing to the country, but I believe the people are going
to wake up to the fact that we are spending too much at these
colleges, not so much to educate the young men to defend
the country, but to educate them so they may go out and be
society entertainers. I believe, Mr. Chairman, we could well
afford to pass some law whereby these retired Army officers
could be sent to Annapolis to instruct these young men, be-
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cause they should be better able to teach them than any
civilian.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. Mpr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word merely for the purpose of making a single observation.
The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Sears] said he understood
the cost at Annapolis was $4,500 a year for each student. I
have had the impression from what the gentlemen have said
that it cost the Government of the United States $50,000, at
least, for every man who was graduated from Annapolis.

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. MANN. I will yield for any information.

Mr. PADGETT. We had some reports on that two or three
years ago, and one estimate was that it cost about $15,000 to
graduate a young man, Another ran it up to about $18,000 or
$19,000. It varied.

Mr. MANN. That depends on what you compute.

Mr. PADGETT. That included interest on the investment of
about $14,000,000 that is invested in the buildings.

Mr. MANN. I do not think that computation even charges
the salaries of the officers who are over there. They go on the
theory that they are already in the Naval Establishment.

Mr. PADGETT. That was included as an item also.

Mr. DOWELIL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, in order to ask a question. I would like to inquire of the
chairman if the estimates he has given the committee relative
to the expense of educating a student at Annapolis are based
upon the number who are now in attendance, 1,200?

Mr. PADGETT. No; that was based upon the former num-
ber of 800.

Mr. DOWELL. Can the chairman give to the committee a
statement of what additional expense there would be if the
number were increased to the capacity of 1,700?

Mr. PADGETT. Perhaps $150,000 more.

Mr. DOWELL. In the aggregate?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. It would require perhaps a little
more than that, say $200,000,

Mr. DOWELL. -Of course, there is a greater expende for
1,700 than there is for 800.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; the great bulk of the expense in the
larger estimate was the interest on the $14,000,000 investment,
the maintenance, upkeep, repairs, heat, all those charges that
are fixed charges. They do not increase with the increased
number.

Mr. DOWELL. As I understand the chairman, we could edu-
cate 1,700 for practically the same amount as 800?

Mr. PADGETT. Not practieally; but I think about $200,000
more.

Mr. MANN. ~We will have to rebuild the academy. We have
spent $14,000,000 on the Naval Academy since I have been a
Member of the House, and if you make a further increase, you
will have to expend that much more. :

Mr. PADGETT. The present authorization runs the number
up to about 1,800—I am speaking of the operating expenses and
the enlargement of the Naval Academy—we have a provision in
here for enlarging it to accommodate the increased number.

Mr. DOWELL. As I understand, in order to have the 1,700
there must be provision for enlarging the academy.

Mr. MANN. There has to be an enlargement of the academy,
anyhow. We built the academy before the census of 1900 was
taken. We inereased the representation; each Member and
Senator only had 1 eadet, and the President only had 10. Now,
we have given the Secretary of the Navy a bunch of them, in-
creased the number to the President, increased the representa-
tion in both House and Senate, and given to each Member twice
as many as he had before.

Mr. PADGETT. Three times as many as it was when I cane
here.

Mr. MANN. And yet they said when they built the academy
that they were making the limit as close as they could. It was
not built with the idea of giving each Member of Congress two
or three cadets. ,

Mr. DOWELL. At any rate, from the answers of the chair-
man, I understand that the fewer the number of cadets at An-
napolis the greater the percentage of expense,

Mr. PADGETT. Per capita, yes; because you divide thé over-
head charges by a smaller number.

Mr. MANN, There are no overhead charges.

Mr. PADGETT. There is the interest on the investment.

Mr. MANN. You will have to build accommodations for every
new cadet.

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. In the bill we are now appropriating $824,729.20 for the
Naval Academy at Annapolis. That alone amounts to $6,873
for each of the 1,200 cadets there.

| others who failed to pass the examination.

Mr. PADGETT. Does the gentleman take Info consideration
that we propose an enlargement of the academy?

Mr. NORTON. How much is to be used for that?
believe any amount is provided for that here.

Mr. PADGETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; what I had
reference to is under public works,

Mr., NORTON. I quite agree with the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Sears] that it appears that the system they are
practicing at the Naval Academy is the same system carried
out by the Army and Navy officers in their work in the field.
They do not want a soldier to do any manual labor of any kind
if it can be avoided; it is repulsive to most officers to do any-
thing but drill and dress up. That is the policy that is being
carried out as I have frequently observed it. It seems to me
that in the Naval Academy it is an outrage that it should cost
the Government about $10,000 a year to educate a midshipman,

Mr, LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? :

Mr, NORTON. Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman has made an error of
one cipher in his division. The gentleman said it was,_ $6,000
for each cadet, whereas it is $600.

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman is right—that does make a
decided difference. My calculation made on the total appro-
priation stated in the bill was not correct.

Mr. SEARS. I understood the chairman to say that it re-
quired $16,000 or $18,000 to educate a cadet at Annapolis.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; including the interest on the $14,000,000
investment ; the salaries of the officers, and counting in the pay
of officers detailed for this duty, it amounts to that in the aggre-
gate. But when you take the operating expenses, you have all
that in the bill before you. For 1,200 cadets it would be so much,
and if you had 1,700 cadets it would be less. Of course, if you
had 1,700 cadets you would have to increase the number of pro-
fessors, instructors, mess boys, and cooks.

Mr. NORTON. This appropriation does not, of course, cover
all the expenses of the academy. I understood the gentleman
[Mr. PApGeETT] to say that the expenses of educating a midship-
man for four years was about $50,000.

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, no; there have been two estimates.
One was about $15,000 and the other about $18,000 or $19,000,
as I recollect.

Mr. NORTON. Then I misunderstood the gentleman,

Mr. PADGETT. That is for the four years, and it includes
the expenses of maintenance, upkeep, officers’ salaries, interest
on the $14,000,000 invested, and all that.

The Clerk read as follows:

Departments of electrical engineering anid physics: Three electrical
machinists, at $1,180 each ; 2 mechanlcs, at $1.185 each ; 1 laboratorian,
$1,000; in all, $6,900.

Mr. McCRACKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I think there must be something very wrong at the
Naval Academy. About one year ago I appointed a young man
to take the entrance examination, which he passed after he
had made preparation here. He went to the Naval Academy
and served until about 10 days ago, when he was notified that
he had failed in one or two subjects of the semiannual examina- -
tion held last month. I think he failled in French and also in
Spanish. He was not the only one who failed; there were 60
I asked him what
the real trouble was. He said that there was a certain man
there who was a teacher of a foreign language, the man being a
foreigner himself, and the boy said the only reason he failed
was because this foreign teacher had a prejudice against him.
I think that is entirely wrong. Here is a boy who has gone to
considerable trouble and expense to make his preparation. He
had prepared here in the city of Washington for at least a year.
He passed the entrance examination about a year ago; was
admitted to the Naval Academy and served for something like
eight months and is now dismissed. I am satisfied, after making
my own examination of this boy's case, that he has been wronged,
and I would like to know from some one——

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield}

Mr. McCRACKEN. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Did the gentleman appeal to the academie
board of the Naval Academy?

Mr., McCRACKEN. I have not had time.
dismissed and was told to go home.

Mr. BUTLER. When was he dismissed?

Mr. McCRACKEN. Just about 10 days ago.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is it not a conditional dismissal,
and will he not have 60 days within which to prepare himself
to take the examination over in those subjects in which he was
deficient ?

Mr. McCRACKEN. No: it is an absolute dismissal, beeause
be has passed the age of 20 years, and he can not be admitted
to another examination. .

I do not

The boy has been
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
ditions in those subjects? ;

Mr. McOCRACKEN. No; not at all

Mr. BROWNING. 'Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gen-
tleman that I have a young man in the same position; although
he served through his fourth class and was in his third, he
failed in three of his stndies. It is within the power of the
academic board te put him back in a lower class. In this case
they refused, but I have the privilege of appointing him again
to take the examinations held in April, which I am geing to do.
Fortunately he is not 20 years of age, but I want to say to the
gentleman that none of these boys were discharged. Every
one was given the privilege of resigning, which they did.

Mr. McCRACKEN. Let me explain right there that I asked
in regard to this so-called resignation and find that it is a
foreed tion.

" Mr. BROWNING. That is true.

Mr. BUTLER. That is frue.

Mr. BROWNING. But they were not discharged. In the
Military Academy they are discharged outright.

Mr, McCRACKEN. It amounts to the same thing.

Mr. BROWNING. Oh, no.

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry the gentleman did not know of
the remedy which the gentleman from New Jersey
That boy might have been put back in the next class and his
graduation postponed a year longer, which often occurs.

Mr. McCRACKEN. But he has passed the age of 20 years.

Mr. BUTLER. That would make no difference, because he
wus admitted to the Academy when he was 19 There is no
time limit set for graduation; it is for admission. The boy
was already admitted there, and I am sorry that the gentleman
finds himself in an awkward situation. If he consulied the
Secretary of the Navy, there might yet be a remedy.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chair, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCRACKEN. Yes.

Mr. FESS. I was about to suggest that my eandidate met
with the same resulf, but I am not ready to state that it was
not his fauit. He was appointed after a competitive examina-
tion that I held, and he made very high marks upon the en-
trance. I thought he had an assured eareer, but in the work
at the Academy he fell below the requirements. I am rather
of the opinion that the rigidity over at the Academy is not to
be charged against the teachers as any particular prejudice
against the students. I do not believe that exists. I think
that our boys simply do not get into the rigid methods of study
that they require over there.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho has
expired.

Mr. McORACKEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes. —

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that debate upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in five minutes, two minutes to be granted to the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. HuarHEREY], one minute to the gen-
tleman from ©hio [Mr. Fess], and two minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. EmeErsox].

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the
gentleman from Idaho for five minutes. The gentleman will
proceed, and at the conclusion of that time the Chair will put
the request of the gentleman from essee.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I under-
stood the gentleman from Idaho to make the statement that
fhey were employing foreign teachers over there. Is it a fact
that they employ foreigners to teach in the Naval Academy?

Mr. McCRACKEN. I am advised that there are instructors
teaching foreign languages in the Naval Academy who have been
in this country only a very short time. I do not know as to their
citizenship. But these boys who are sent here from the farm
and all parts of the country to this school come back and tell
us they do not get any help there, and that is one reason also
why they fall down on their examinations, and if that be true,
it is time that somebody was making an investigation of the
Naval Academy, especially of the gentlemen who constitute the
faculty of that institution.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., McORACKEN. Yes.

Mr. FESS. I think there is some foundation for what the
gentleman says in regard to the foreign teacher teaching the
foreign langnage. The rigid methods of both France and Ger-
many in the schoolrooms are not what we use in this country,
and our boys are not used to getting down and boning as they
do over there. I think it is more difficult to meet the require-

Can he not make up those con-

ments of a teacher from France, for example, teaching French,

or a teacher from Germany teaching German, but the fault is
not altogether with the teacher. It is because our boys do not
meet the reguirements, and I think our friend will admit that
11.1: m:;-ever knew a pupil to fail when it was not the teacher’s

Mr. McORACKEN. I grant that Is the case many times.

Mr. PADGETT. I want to say to the gentleman from Idaho
that the passing mark at the Naval Academy is only 621 per cent
out of 100, which is a very low passing mark; so I think there
is some unjust criticism of these teachers when you take into
consideration that 62§ per cent of 100 is the passing mark, which
is certainly not a severe standard.

Mr. McOCRACKEN. I would like to say to the gentleman
from Tennessee that there were 800 boys at the Naval Academy
last year, and of that number more than 60 have resigned, which
is tantamount to dismissal.

Mr. PADGETT. Sixty of the whole school ; that takes in the

whele school ?
That is right, because my young man is in

Mr. BROWNING.
the third class.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman speaks of that
as unusual. At the University of Virginia, while I was a stu-
dent there, 80 men applied for.a law degree and 30 got it. It
was an unusually large elass, and I think the average of the
college will show that there are more severe examinations and
a harder test than at either Annapolis or West Point.

M;. PADGEXT. It is a hard standard, and a higher passing
mark.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman realize it is ab-
solutely necessary to have the midshipmen comply with the
requiremenis of the professerial force rather than have the
midshipmen determine their own standard of seholarship?

Mr. McCRACKEN. I will grant that; but I want to say that
these boys do not get the help from the teachers at the Naval
Academy, who are paid by the Government, which they ought to

get.

Mr. STAFFORD. Boys are boys while attending either
college or the Naval Academy, and they themselves know that if
they do not apply themselves as assiduously as they should in
order to make their lessons they will fail. Boys who want to
make their lessons pass.

Mr. McCRACKEN. The gentleman has simply assumed that.

Mr. STAFFORD. I know that from my experience in ecaol-
lege, and I do not think there is any different status as far as
the boeys at the Naval Aeademy are concerned.

Mr. McOCRACKEN. Would the gentleman from Wisconsin be
in favor of giving a boy a chance to make up his deficiency?

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I do not think a boy should be thrown
out just because of one deficiency. I do not think he is thrown
out if he merely fails in one study, but if he is deficient in more
than one it is assumed he has not the mental capacity to meet
the requirements of the test when in active service.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I went to school from the time
I was a small boy until I graduated at college at the age of 19,
[Applause.] Oh, I doubf very much whether when I was gradu-

- ated at the age of 19 T could have passed the present require-

ments for admission to the Naval Academy. I know I could not
unless I probably crammed for that purpose. Now, I have heen
a student all my life in school, and after graduating at college
I took a course in a law school and was graduated at a law
school. Now it would require three or four years at a law
sehool, and if T had been going to a medical school as conducted
now it would have required four years; and yet what do

we require? We admit a boy at the Naval Academy at the age

of 16, I believe, and it makes considerable difference in his
windup whether he goes in at the age of 16 or at the age of 20.
It make a difference whether he retires as a rear admiral if he
lives. We expect a boy at Annapolis to learn all that a man is

to learn at an ordinary classical college and various
other colleges and universities, and in addition to that to become
the most perfectly drilled man on earth. No other men drill like
the boys at Annapolis and West Point; at least I never have
seen any; certainly they are not in the Army or the Navy out-
side of those graduates. Then we expect them to know something
of seamanship, something of gunnery, something of navigation,

" something of international law, something of a great many other

things, and the human mind is not sufficient to grasp all of those
thing at the age of 20, no matter how much study one can put

 in, and the result is that lots of boys who go to Annapolis, who

would make just as fine officers as anybody who was ever gradu-
ated, get plucked on their way through. I never had that un-
fortunate occurrence come to any of my appointees, I believe,
but I have had a good deal of difficulty getting boys into Annapo-
lis and they have managed to stay when they got in; that is
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my recollection, althongh I am not so sure about that. If a man
1s going to study medicine, he will go throungh high school. He
will not leave high school by the time he is 16. He will go
through college, and he will not leave college now by the time he
is 20, and then he will go through a medical school, and he will
not leave that before he is 25, and then he will have to go out
and be an interne in a hospital for two years, and after that he
has got to go out and hang his shingle out and do a lot of work
for nothing before he really commences his real professional
work, and yet we suppose that a second lieutenant in the Navy
is competent to man a vessel, and often he is required to do so;
to know how to keep the country out of international difficulty
and how to navigate a vessel. No wonder we have had a lot of
naval vessels on the rocks.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in five minutes as I indicated.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and
amendments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Exmerson] is recognized for two minutes.

Mr, EMERSON, Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of
asking the chairman of this committee a question. He made
:h statement a few minutes ago that we had three midshipmen

ere.

Mr. PADGETT. I did not say you had them there, but I
said that you could appoint them.

Mr. EMERSON. T have not got three there yet.
mer. PADGETT. Perhaps your predecessor had the places

ed,

Mr. EMERSON.
BCESSOT

I am not supposed to have had any pred-

Mr. PADGETT. You had not?

Mr. EMERSON. No; it is a new district.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not understand that. There has not
been any apportionments since 1910, when your State was re-
districted; but your appointment came from the Congressman

at large, I pi
I do not know. Maybe he did not appoint

resunme,
Mr. EMERSON.
from my district.

Mr. PADGETT. Whomever you succeeded had the places
filled. There are three appointments for each Senator and for
each congressional district.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
cadet during this present Congress?

"Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Did not the gentleman
from Ohio get that appointment? A new cadet was authorized
for each Member at this present Congress.

Mr. EMERSON. I have not got even that.

Mr. PADGETT. There was an additional one created in the
last session for each Member.

Mr. EMERSON. I have not had an appointee even under
that.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman is entitled to it.

Mr. EMERSON. I did not get it. I have called at the de-
partment and I have not gotten it.

Mr. KELLEY. My impression is, and it may be an explana-
tion in this case, that if there was an appointment at large by
some Member from your State in that district, that that would
count from your district.

Mr. BUTLER. No; it would come from the State at large.

Mr. SABATH. Your Republican colleagues might have gotten
away with the appointment.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. HuarrHREY]
is recognized for two minutes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have had
some experience in the appointment of these cadets at Annapo-
lis and have had several boys graduate from there, but I want
to say that there is one thing about the Naval Academy I do
not understand. Perhaps it is imaginary, but I know from ex-
perience that I have never named the son of an officer that he
was not admitted, and always they were permitted to graduate.
I believe that there is some foundation for the charge that is
frequently made, that the sons of naval officers receive addi-
tional help at that institution that permits him to graduate. I
do not know whether that is true or not, but I do know that I
have never had a boy fail who was an officer’s son, and I have
appointed some of them. When it comes to West Point, per-
haps I have been unfortunate. It may be I am unfortunate in
the young men that I have in my district, but I have been a
Member of this body for almost 14 years and I have never yet
had a man graduate at the Military Academy. Never have I

Did we not create a new

been able to get a boy in West Point that they did not find
something the matter with him, usually a physical defect.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, can I have one minute, that
I may raise my voice in this experience meeting?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to say to the gentle-
man from Washington that if he would have his boys come to
Florida and stay a while, I think we would give them a physical
make-up that would enable them to get through.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If you did, I think youn
would do something with the efficiency of the Naval Academy
rather than the boys.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman; since I have been a Repre-
sentative in this House I presume I have named 12 boys to
Annapolis, and have never had one fail after admission. I
have appointed them directly, with but very few exceptions.
They are prepared in advance. I have never heard one of them
say that they were suspicious that the son of an officer had bet-
ter treatment and better advantage than the son of a civilian.
And the boys I have named, with one exception, have all come
from civil life—have been the sons of men in civil life,

ﬂ:l{r.? PADGETT. Will the gentlemen yield for a moment
ere

Mr. BUTLER. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT. Is it not a fact that at the present time the
head man of their teams down there—the president of the
class—is from the enlisted force?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; he comes from the enlisted force.

Téte CHAIRMAN, All time has expired, and the Clerk will
read. "

The Clerk read as follows:
ntmgt; gwm % Two coxswains, at $480 each ; 3 seamen,

Ohrié'. EAGLAE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

‘The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes. !

Mr. HAGLE. If any of the gentlemen of this House have
ever had any gratification, any satisfaction, in the matter of
appointing cadets to West Point and to Annapolis, I congratu-
late him. I have had nothing but disappointment from begin-
ning to end.

When the matter arose of my selecting young gentlemen to
our Naval and Military Academies, I concluded to give the
civil-service plan a fair and impartial trial in my district.

I have had 19 young gentlemen, first and last, write me re-
questing that I designate them either to West Point or to
Annapolis. I had 178 persons write me separate and distinct
letters saying favorable things concerning one or the other of
those 19 applicants. I wanted for once to rise to the stature of
a disinterested statesman, and accordingly I announced that
not for political or personal considerations but purely upon the
merit of applicants such appointments would be made. I have
two vacancies at West Point and three at Annapolis. The
candidates must be so many years old, weigh so many pounds,
have flawless eyes, fine intelligence, a good education, and good
morals; and hence I announced a civil-service examination to
determine qualifications, and so I got the Civil Service Com-
mission to hold the examination recently. I am not complain-
ing about its work; I am talking about how the civil-service
plan has worked in this matter.

Here is what happened: The ecivil service held such exami-
nation in my city of Houston, at the post office, beginning at 10
o'clock in the morning on Janmary 10 of this year. Three
months before that time, in order that everybody might have
information concerning the examination, I had copies of instruc-
tions made on the multigraph, setting out the requirements of
the Navy Department for admission to Annapolis and of the
War Department for admission to West Point.

Having done that—and it filled an entire page—I mailed a
copy to each mewspaper in my district, a copy to each of those
19 young gentlemen, and a copy to each of those 178 persons
who had written to me extolling the virtues of those 19 young
gentlemen ; and with the notice thus duly given, the time fairly
stated, and the place duly set, when the commission properly
constituted sat to pass upon the gqualifications of all the appli-
ecants in my district, only two young gentlemen came to take
the examination, and one of them made 60 and the other 75 per
cent. [Laughter.]

Now, what should I do about it? I do not know.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Appoint them! [Laughter.]

Mr. EAGLE. Appoint whom? Appoint the two? The other
three did not even apply, and were evidently not willing to stand
the necessary examination. And now I am having many letters
from some of those young gentlemen and their friends urging
their selection, notwithstanding they were not willing to un-

]
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dergo an examination to test their fitness. It would seem that
the public and our constituents will not let us divest ourselves
of the plague of patronage even when we earnestly try to divest
ourselves of it,

What are you going to do about it? We can not have an
efficient army corps and we can not have an efficient naval
corps based on my preference when I do not know, or based on
the preference of Senators and Representatives who do not
know, the physical, educational, moral, and mental qualifications
of applicants or candidates. You can not decide it sensibly at
random. It is a pure guess.

Now, when I tried to be a disinterested statesman and a elvil-
service reformer, and not a politician, to appoint on merit alone,
that is the result. I do not know what to do about it. If any
of you gentlemen have solved the problem, I would be thankful
to you. [Laughter.]

Seriously, it is a painful service we are called upon to per-
form—to dispense patronage of any kind. No matter whom we
select we are criticized, if not even abused. Even where we do
not seek the responsibility it is forced upon us. If we select
our enemies, our friends accuse us of ingratitude. If we select
our friends, our enemies accuse us of intolerance and clannish-
ness. And when we invite the civil service to aid us—by test-
ing applicants in order to enable us to select the best qualified—
we are accused of cowardice in trying to evade responsibility.
And when notice is given and expense is incurred, even then
the applicants do not come forward to stand the examination.
But afterwards they and their friends write us to please desig-
nate them because of friendship.

In all other matters and at all other times I have declded each
contest coming before me with the best lights before me—under-
going the toil and observing the courtesies and entailing the con-
sequences. Having now fairly tried out both plans, I have
found such to be the only sensible course to pursue. But I
could wish for no other blessing in public life quite equal to that
of being relieved entirely from patronage. It kills time, makes
enemies, belittles endeavor, and injures our opportunities to
give to the public service the best of energy and talent we pos-
sess, but it is inevitable, because it is the people’s way of con-
ducting their own Government. [Applause.]

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
all debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto close in
six minutes, one-half to be used by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr, Fess] and one-half to be used by the gentleman from Rhode
Island.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amendments
thereto close in six minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] is
recognized.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I have no fault to find with the
Naval Academy, although I have heard a great deal of criticism
of it. I am inclined to think that the failure of our applicants
is due more to themselves than to the authorities of the
academy, .

But I am interested in knowing how a man like the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLEr] can in 20 years make appoint-
ments and never miss them by having every applicant succeed.

Mr, BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. I take the chance of criticism by selecting the
boy. That boy is usually selected by me two years in advance.
When he is prepared and admitted he never fails, and I think
five or six of my boys have been graduated near the head of
their class,

Mr. FESS. How do you select them?

Mr. BUTLER. By my personal knowledge. I select boys
that I know—rich or poor, it matters not to me, so that the boy
can stand up—and have the boy’s parents and neighbors, in a
sense, in part respongible for his success.

Mr. FESS. I am much obliged to my friend. My colleague
here from Illinois [Mr. MappEx] says he has not had a failure,
and there are others who say they have not.

Now, I have only one ambition in reference to Annapolis and
West Point, and that is to get good sailors and good soldiers.
I have tried to select them by competitive examination, believ-
ing this to be the best way to insure the best choice, yet this
year what would be called the  star ™ applicant whom I recom-
mended is out, I suppose, by a forced resignation, which is a
great disappointment to me. As I just remarked, I have no
fault to find with the authorities over there, understand. I sup-
pose my method of procedure is at fault.

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is not a good one. I think the
gentleman's knowledge of the candidate would be much more

useful to the candidate when that knowledge is more than whaf
he could get through a competitive examination.

* Mr. FESS. There is another question I would like to pro-
pound to some one who can answer me. One of the candidates
that I was very anxious might have a chance—because I hap-
pened to know his parents, and they are not wealthy, and this
is a very promising as well as deserving young man—was also
in the examination, and was also recommended for Annapolis.
He failed to enter; that is, he failed on the entrance examina-
tion. Then I took it up to see whether I could get him a re-
trial, and I was denied it, but was told that there was a certain
board that I should apply to. The Bureau of Navigation noti-
fied me that he was not included in the list recommended for
another examination. I applied to the academic board and
was politely informed that the case was carefully considered,
after which the board decided to deny him permission to appear
to take another examination,

Mr. BUTLER, I fear I may have misled my friend——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yteld?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman could reappoint him. I may
have misled the gentleman. Within the last two or three years
I have endeavored to assist by appointing directly from among
boys whom I have known well in my district, hoping we could
help them reach the mark. It is true they could not take the'
first examination on every occasion, but the boys who suec-
ceeded in entering the academy have done very well and in no
case failed.

Mr. FESS. My familiarity with young men as students leads
me to know how often the first examination does not establish
the ability of the applicant. It appears, to say the least, a
singular decision for any academic board to deny flatly the
solicitation on behalf of a young man’s desire to prove his
worth, of the appointing authority, who doubtless knows more
about the young man's qualifications than a single examination
will show. While as a man who has spent his life in college
circles I give no credence to attacks upon our constituted Gov-
ernment institutions, I admit such treatment does subject the
authorities to suspicion.

The gentleman will understand that both these boys to whom
I refer took the examination held at my own college and passed.
I made both recommendations upon a competitive examination,

Mr. BUTLER. I understand.

Mr. FESS. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one question upon
which I would like to have the attention of the House for a
minute. There is a matter that has been presented to the edu-
cators of the country that I think the House ought to consider.
I do not refer to the exact items discussed in the Senate yes-
terday, but to one other phase of similar character. The gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr, MANN] referred a moment ago to the
crowded curriculum of our schools. We establish grades for the
high school. Then we set up certain standards for entrance to
college. We require four years’ work In the high school to
male it of first grade. Then we fix a certain number of units—
15, to be specifie—in order to qualify for college entrance. A
few years ago, by the munificence of Mr. Carnegie, there was
organized in the country what is called the Carnegie Foundation.
Among other things it has attempted is a standardization of
colleges, in which it has published what it calls the standard
requirement for college entrance, as well as the requirement of a
college degree. Most of the colleges have adopted its recom-
mendations. These requirements are not confined to scholar-
ship, but extend to financial rating. I happen to have been at
the head of an institution which, while it meets the require-
ments of both entrance and graduation, does not fall within the
requirements of that foundation in all respects. The Carnegie
Foundation fixes the requirements for a standard college, as I
have just suggested, not alone upon educational gualifications
but in addition upon a minimum number of professors who must
not only be on the faculty but must confine their teaching in the
college—that is, they must be free from teaching in the academy.
In addition to that the size of the endowment that the college
possesses is a third condition of standardization. A college,
no matter what character of scholarship it represents, if it
does not meet these two financial items—(1) number of teach-
ers, (2) size of endowment—its rank will be unclassified.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the limit——

The CHATRMAN. The time has been fixed by the committee
itself.

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that, notwith-
standing the limit, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] may
be permitted to proceed for five minutes.

Mr. FESS. I should like two minutes more,
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Mr., PADGETT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man's time be extended for two minutes. The gentleman says
that will be suffieient.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
meus consent that the gentleman from Ohio may proceed for
two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. FESS. I thank the membership of the House, because I
want to get this matter before the body. I repeat that this
unofficial mentor names three elements that enter into the
requirements to make up what is denominated a standard
college. Omne is qualification in scholarship for entrance, which
is equivalent o graduation from a first-grade high school of four
years’ work, and then graduation after four years in college.
But, in addition to schelarship, there must be a certain number
of salaried professors, and the Carnegie Foundation even sug-
gests minimum salaries upon the ground that a small salary
can not command the ability demanded by a standard eollege.

Mr, PADGETT. There is nothing of that kind which applies
to the Naval Academy or to West Point.

Mr, FESS. No; nothing whatever. I have no reference to
either Annapolis or West Point. I simply eall the country’s
attention to a tendency in education.

Mr. PADGETT. I have had several young men enter An-
napolis right from our high school.

Mr. FESS. Yes. Another qualification required by the
Carnegie Foundation is that there must be an endowment, the
minimum of which is fixed ; and if the college does not come up
to that financial standing, no matter what the character of work,
it can not be regarded as a first-rank college, and its diploma
amounts to nothing beyond that of an unelassified institution.
‘While the Carnegie Foundation is not official, yet it is rapidly
fixing our standards of education, since I may say, unfortu-
nately, the colleges of the country have adopted its standard as
their standard; and when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr,
Manx] suggested that a professional career demands four years
in the high school, and then four years in a college, before one
begins his special work for his profession. If you want to enter
a law school, that means four years after the four years at
college, or if you want to enter a medical school, it is four years
after the four years in college. While I do not find fault with
these rigid requirements, I do question the wisdom of specific
tendencies. It means that some of the most worthy edueational
institutions in Ameriea that are builded, not on money but upon
the sacrifices of men who are willing te teach at a smaller
salary than that which is arbitrarily fixed, are absolutely ex-
cluded from the standard rank of colleges, and the diploma
granted to a student will not mean anything, because the student
carrying that diploma can not enter a first-grade medical school
or first-grade law school that requires four years in a standard
eollege as a prerequisite for entrance upon technical or special
training. I believe in a standard, but it must not be a financial
one, but educational. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, the real purpose of this rating is to destroy the
small college. There is a well-defined conviction that there are
too many colleges in the country. This method of elimination
has been adopted. The colleges of a State or section capable of
meeting the finanelal requirements associate themselves as the
college association, excluding all institutions which do not meet
the standard.

The requirements of the professional schools, such as medicine
and law, will limit entrance to those either matriculated in or
graduates of one of the associated colleges. This discounts at
once the diploma of any institution not included in the associa-
tion, no matter how high the character of scholarship.

It consequently deals a deadly blow to the prosperity of the
institution, since no ambitious student desires to attend an insti-
tution whose diploma is not a sure credential for any profession.

This brutalizing tendency in educafion which attempts to fix
a money standard is both undemocratic and un-American. It
substitutes a base standard for real scholarship. It augments
the increasing expenses of education, and naturally crowds our
institutions with heedless youth who are sent to college, and
excludes the purposeful who would go to college were its stand-
ards other than the size of the pocketbook. It is this tendency
that causes many a mother's heart to bleed when she learns that
her son’s chief college achievement is the modern college habits
he knew nothing about until he learned them in his fraternity.

Whatever this country is to be, her citizens should avold mak-
Ing her higher institutions a club or an association whose mem-
ber’'s credentials are the size of his wallet.

Every tendency that would crush out the native talent by ex-
clusion on a financial basis should be avoided, not only in an
individual but in our institutional life. The small college doing
a high-grade work, though its endowment does not reach a fixed

minimum, though its professors are not upon a professional sal-
ary basis, should not only be allowed to live but should be valued
for what it is—the cradle of real scholarship to-day, as it has
ever been in the past.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to have
read in my fime a telegram from a Rhode Island institution
breathing patriotism.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the gentleman’s time,

The Clerk read as follows: 4

BosToN, Mass., February 9, 1817,

Congressman Georcr F. O'SHAUNESSY,
Washington, D, C.:

In case of need the facilities of our factory at Cranston, R. L, will
be at the Government’s service,

J. R. LERSON,
President Universal Winding Co.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Chairman, while T am on my feet
and asking the indulgence of the commititee, and hoping that
my time will be extended just for a few minutes, I wish to
sympathize with my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr.
Eacre], who has had so much difficulty in the selection of young
men for Annapolis and West Point. I think the diseussion
under this bill is very timely, for the reason that the selection
of proper men for Annapolis and West Point lies at the founda-
tion of our preparedness program. [Applause.] Although I
confess to a very resolute adherence to elvil-service ideas and
prineiples, going so far yesterday as to uphold the President
in his recommendation that postmasters in first, second, and
third class offices be selected under civil-service rules——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. I ask unanimous consent that my time
be extended four minutes.

The CHATIRMAN. The committee has fixed the limit.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. They just indulged another Member,
and I am asking the same privilege.

Mr. PADGETT. To show no preference, I will ask that the
gentleman have four minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Rhode Island be allowed
to proceed for four minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. I voted for the President's recom-
mendation, believing that these men should come from the ranks
of the employees, and that an outlet for ambition, energy, and
eflicieney should be given to the employees who have given their
lives to that service. Still in choosing men for Annapolis and
West Point I feel that I will have to differ from my own views
on the civil service, so far as that branch of the governmental
service is concerned. I believe it absolutely necessary that in
appointing cadets or midshipmen we should have a personal
interview with the men who are going to serve their Government
in those capacities for the purpose of that test which only a face-
to-face meeting can disclose. In my opinion you ean not make
a soldier out of a bookworm. A civil-service examination open-
ing up these places to those who may be mentally qualified and
perhaps physically so is not the supreme test.

I believe that the foundation of the application should be a
vigorous, resolute, hardy manhood. [Applause.] First of all, a
man, and, secondly, edueation. I want a man who, when he is
called upon, will not think of books, but will think of his country;
a man who, when he is called upon, will have no regard for
sacrifice, but will be willing to stand any test, no matter how
supreme, no matter how severe. It has been a pleasure to me
to appoint young men to Annapolis and West Point after I have
interviewed them myself, and when I have had a resolute, hearty
handclasp from a fellow who looked me plumb in the eye, I have
sald, “ By the eternal God, there is a man that will make a good
soldier or a good sailor.” [Applause.] Back of all qualifica-
tions there should be manhood, and I would respectfully com-
mend my theory and my practice to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Eagte]. And when I speak of men being physically quali-
fled I do not refer to mere bulk, which must not be confounded
with prowess. Deep down in the young man’s heart must be a
wholesome love of eountry and a willingness to serve. I trust
that this subject will reeeive greater attention at the hands of
Congress. I feel very much concerned when I hear of a man
going to these institutions and failing after six months, after a
rigorous examination to which they are subjected, and I fully
believe that a thorough investigation at the time of their en-
trance by the Congressman who has the privilege of sending them
there will remove a great many of these difficulties and add to the
service of the Army and Navy of the United States. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

and naval comsitruction: One

Department of marine engineerin,
master machinist, $1,900, and 1 tant, $1,400; 1 pattemn makeri

$1,400; 1 bofler maker, 1 blacksmith, 3 machinists, 1 molder, and
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co;:_gersmith. at $1,280 each ; 1 pattern maker and 1 blacksmith, at $1,080
each ; 1 instructor in mechanieal drawing, $2,000 ; machinists and other
employees, £0,515.20 ; in all, $27,835.20.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Some estimates were made -a few moments ago as
to the cost of maintenance of a cadet at Annapolis. I would
like to have the chairman of the committee tell me the cost of
maintenance of one enlisted man.

Mr. PADGETT. For an enlisted man in the Navy, I think
the ration the past year was 39 cents. _

Mr, LONGWORTH. I do not want the actual cost of main-
taining the Navy, but the cost to the country of each enlisted
man in the Navy.

Mr. PADGETT. I have not taken that matter up.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I assume that it would be at least the
cost of one soldier in the Army.

Mr. PADGETT. I would think so.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is estimated that one enlisted man
costs at least $1,200 a year. The chairman of the committee
says that it costs about $4,000 a year to maintain a eadet at
Annapolis. Gentlemen raise their hands in holy borror at the
tremendous waste of money in giving a young man an education
so that he will be competent to command a battleship, and yet
eventually he will command a thousand men whose cost of
maintenance is $1,200 a year each. WIill any man on this floor
say that a man educated at Annapolis competent to command a
battleship is not worth at least four times what an enlisted
man is?

Mr. SEARS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes.

Mr. SEARS. Does the gentleman think that the Government
ought to pay that difference while he is obtaining that knowl-
edge?

Mr. LONGWORTH. How could he eventually have the
knowledge unless he obtains it at Annapolis? The value of
an education at West Point or Annapolis ean nof be estimated
in dollars and cents.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words in
reference to this matter of Annapolis and West Point appoint-
ments. We have had a discussion on Annapolis and West Point
examinations annually ever since I have been in Congress, and
1 desire to advocate again briefly the method I have used with
some success ; that is, the Rhodes scholarship method as nearly
as it can be applied. I hold a competitive examination, or rather
two examinations, a mental and physical examination, take the
two sets of marks and add them together and then divide them by
2. Then take into consideration participation in school athletics,
and the character and manhood of the boys the same as they do
for the Rhodes scholarships. That is the only standard way to
pick out an all-around boy that I know of. It requires a distriet,
of course, in which you can get a number of candidates. It
does not work very well if you have only two or three candi-
dates, but if you can get a dozen candidates for examination,
so that you can have some chance of getting an eligible list from
your mental examination omr the regular Annapolis or West
Point requirements, conducted by the civil service—I think that
is best, though some of my examinations have been conducted
very well by local school authorities—and then have a physical
examination on a competitive basis of the boys who stand highest
the result is going to be that you will get a pretty good all-around
boy. And I want to add that such a test usually appeals to the
boys themselves and attracts more candidates than you ean get
for a competitive examination confined to the mental side.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

, Mr. PLATT. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I want to say that there was an
examination held in my district several years ago of that kind,
and the boy eventually graduated at the head of his class.

Mr. PLATT, - I am glad to hear that, and I think it a natural
outcome. Competitive examinations of course do not do every-
thing, but they generally give you a boy that can pass the en-
trance examination at Annapolls, and with a fair chance of
standing well afterwards.

Mr, STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman realize that there
‘is something more, as was pointed out by the gentleman from
Rhode Island [Mr. O'Smaumessy], and that is, is not the
supreme test whether the boy has the metal besides necessary
edueational qualifications to render him eventually able to
handle a battleship?

Mr. PLATT. Yes; and that is why we count the boy’s physi-
eal examination and his record in athletics and his capacity for
leadership. :

Mr. STAFFORD. Mere physique does not determine whether
a man has the metal to qualify him for leadership. I have
scen a big bully who had plenty of physique who was a coward.

Mr. PLATT. The ,combination of mental capacity and
physique ought to show the right qualification. .

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to in-|
quire of the gentleman whether, when a young man enters the
Naval Academy, the whole test now is not book knowledge and
his ability to pass the examination? '

Mr. PLATT. No; there is a vast amount of phygical train-
ing, and a good many boys break down under the physical
training both at West Point and Annapolis. - After the boy gets
in he has to have the capacity to study, but the great trouble is
that our grammar schools and high schools are not thorough.
They do not ground the boys thoroughly in the things that they
ought to be grounded in. Boys fail largely in the grammar-
school subjects. I have had a boy pass an examination with
almost 100 in algebra and geometry and fail in history, which
he ought to have been able to read up on in two weeks
g0 as to pass. The boy I have in mind did so well in mathe-
maties in a competitive examination that I made him an al-
ternate. I told him of his weakness in history, and suggested
that he had plenty of time to read and master enough to pass
the examination, but he could not do it. It was simply because
he had not been trained to study and could not concentrate him-
self. He could not do what every boy who has had a good high-
school education ought to be able to do.

Mr, McCRACKEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PLATT. Yes.

Mr. McCRACKEN. Does not the gentleman feel that he is
reflecting on the teachers of the high schools in the country
when he says that the boys have not been trained to study?

Mr. PLATT. I am reflecting on the high schools and the
private schools, too. I have had boys from both kinds of
schools, and they have not been trained thoroughly in either.
The idea of the usual school is to pass as many boys and girls
as possible to higher grades, so as to give the school a good
statistical record. That is the way the schools work all over
this country. They are rarely thorough.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent that debate upon the pending paragraph and
all amendments thereto close in two minutes. Is there objec-
tion? :

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I object. I have the floor.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the floor. The
Chair recognized the gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr. SABATH. But I moved to strike out the last two words
before the gentleman secured the floor, and the Chair recog-
nized me.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I asked the gentleman
whether two minutes would satisfy him.

Mr, SABATH. I replied that I would not use more than two
or three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee prefers a
request for unanimous consent that all debate close——

Mr. PADGETT. In three minutes; that the gentleman from
Illinois have two minutes and the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Smare] have one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. That debate close in three minutes.
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr, Chairman, I ask recognition for the pur-
pose of asking a question of the chairman of the committee.
The statement has been made by some gentleman upon the floor
this afternoon that the sons of officers, as a rule, succeed in
passing the examinations before boys who have been appointed
who are not relatives of officers. I myself have suspected that,
because whenever I appoint the son of an officer he always
passes, but whenever I appoint some one else who is not con-
nected with the military or naval service he has his own
troubles. For that reason I would like to ask the chairman if
he could give the House information as to the percentage of
boys who are now in the Naval Academy who are the sons or
relatives of officers?

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ean not; and I can not
give the genfleman that information, because what 1 have
heard here this evening is about all I have ever heard upon this
subject. I want to say to the gentleman that perhaps it might
be accounted for by this faet: If an officer has a son in the
academy and that officer is there at the academy, he would have

Is
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the boy in his home and would be likely to give him instruc-
tions. I do not know, though, that there is any foundation for
these rumors. I have had young men enter the academy from
the high schools without preparation and ‘I have had other
young men who took special preparation who failed. I have
never seen any evidences of favoritism. They have treated me
just as they have others. When my boy failed they kept him
out, just as they have kept others out.

Mr. SABATH. Then it is the opinion of the gentleman that
these examinations are honestly conducted and without any
preference being given?

Mr. PADGETT. As far as I know,
square and honest.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have
read in my time a telegram from Dr. J. H. Kellogg, one of the
foremost scientists of the country and the head of a very great
sanitarium, which telegram I send to the desk.

The Clerk read the telegram, as follows:

BAarTrrLeE CrEER, MicH., February 5, 1917,

they are absolutely

The time of the gentleman from Illinois

Hon. J. M. C. SMmITH,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

America ought to set an example to the whole world by finding
means for settlinf the controversy with Germany without war. The
war will ultimately be settled by economic rather than military forces.
tAl;;mrlca is big enough to be patient and pioneer the way to better

n

Nl J.. H. KELLOGG.

The Clerk read as follows:

Commissary department: One chief cook, $1,200; 8 cooks, at $600
each, and 12 assistants, at $360 each; 1 steward, $1,200, and 1 as-
sistant, $1,080; 1 head waiter, $840, and 3 assistants, at $600 each;
4 pantrymen, at $420 each; 1 chief baker, at $1,200; 5 bakers, $600
each; 2 assistants, at $540 each, and 3 assistants, $480; 1 head
butcher, at $900; 2 assistant butchers, at $720 each, and 1 butcher’s
helper, at $480; 4 baker helpers, at $300 each ; 63 waiters, at $20 per
month each, and 65 wailters, at 316 per month each, $29.250: 4 coffee-
men, at $300 each; 4 dish Bsntrmen at $300 each, 4 firemen, at $300
each; 4 utllity men, at $300 each; 2 linemen, at $300 each; 2 seam-
stresses, at $420 each; 4 clerks, at $360 each; in all, $64,620.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I have some amendments
which I desire to offer for the purpose of making some clerical
corrections.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 48, llne 18, strike out the figures “ $29,280" and insert the
figures * SéB,OSO" - gmxe 46, line 22, strike out the figures “ $64,620 "
and insert * $63,42 7 and é:uage 4G, line 26, strike out the figures
*$381,178.20 " and insert “ $379,973.20.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman that
the paragraph to which the last amendment is offered has not
yet been read.

Mr. PADGETT. That is correct. T will ask for a vote upon
the other two amendments.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments offcred by the gentleman from Tennessee to the paragraph
ending on line 22, page 46.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking a question, not in the way of
criticism but for information. Is there any regulation or rule
or law which pertains to men in the active service of the Navy
who engage or associate themselves with others who are engaged
in commercial enterprises for profit?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes. There is a statute which was passed
some years ago that prohibits retired officers of the Navy and
Marine Corps, though not of the Army, from engaging in certain
occupations and businesses in civil life that sell material to the
Government.

Mr. HICKS. The question I have is with reference to an
officer upon the active service.

Mr, PADGETT. A man upon the active service can not en-
gage at all.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, this situation has been brought
to my attention. I do not want to mention the name of any
officer because it is possible that there are others who are in the
same position, and it is possible that neither he nor they are
violating any regulations. I know of an officer in the active
service of the Navy who has lent his name to an invention he
has made to a commercial enterprise, This commercial enter-
prise advertises the fact that he is a captain in the United States
Navy, and that if the persons who are buying supplies desire
special information this eaptain will supply it. -

The question arose in my mind as to whether that was fair
to the Government who is paying the man for his full service
or fair to the competitor of that commercial concern, because
the competitors do not have the same advantage in having a

United States naval man at their head or as a consulting expert.
It may be that it is best for the Government to allow this dual
service so that the incentive for profit may stimulate the offi-
cers to perfect inventions from which the Government as well
as private concerns will profit. Personally I question the ex-
pediency of such a practice.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know what the invention is and
do not know about it, but the law prohibits a retired officer
and I also understand active officers from engaging in business
in that way.

Mr. HICKS. I took this up with the Navy Department and I
could not get any definite information, but I did get this much,
that they do not find any law which prohibits an officer in the
active service of the Navy from lending his name to or associat-
ing himself with a private commercial enterprise.

Mr. BUTLER. It may be done, but it is against the will of
the department, and it is certainly against the intention
of Congress and I would be in favor of taking him off the active
list if he does it. ' :

Mr. PADGETT. He may have some patent and the concern
uses his patent or invention.

Mr. HICKS. They do use his name in advertising it.

Mr. TALBOTT. Is it such an invention as the Government
uses? b

Mr. HICKS. No; it is used by small boat manufacturers.

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman knows the law is that any
invention that an officer makes, either of the Army or the Navy,
or anyone in the Government service, belongs to the Government?

Mr. HICKS. Yes.

Mr, TALBOTT. But if it is an invention that is something
that is not used by the Government, while it is not good taste, I
do not think there is any law in reference to it.

Mr. HICKS. The gentleman does not think there is any law
to prevent it?

Mr. TALBOTT, No; but it may not be good taste.

Mr. HICKS. Should not there be such a law?

Mr. TALBOTT. I will take that up later on.

Mr. BUTLER. Has the gentleman presented the case to the
Secretary of the Navy? :
= Mr. HICKS. Yes; to the Judge Advocate General of the
Navy.

Mr. BUTLER. And the Secretary has made the reply that
there was no law to prevent it?

Mr. HICKS. The Judge Advocate did not state it very
clearly. He said that so far as he knew there was no law to
prevent it .

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will make it my business to look into
the matter and see if we can not have a law.

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to repre-
sent a district filled with peace-loving, loyal, patriotic people.
Practically all of them are opposed to war, but if war comes,
whether our Nation is right or wrong, they will all support the
Government with all their power. Having in mind possibilities,
the loyal and patriotic citizens of the village of Aitkin, far north
in the district, comes to the front with a telegram promising
aid, which telegram I will insert as a part of my remarks,

The people of Aitkin have not taken this step to encourage
war, but to stand back of the Nation in everything that may be
necessary. In that district, at least, everybody knows that
the war conditions are the result of the uneconomic law that
governs trade and commerce—the privilege that has been given
to a few in this world to make industrial slaves of the rest of us,
With one proper act of Congress the world could be changed—
conquered by the force of the collective demand of all man-
kind—when the way is pointed out that would make it sure
that the industrious and intelligent in all the fields of useful
work can command success for themselves by their industry
instead of having it serve to make a few of the specially favored
successful. That would result in a peace-loving people every-
where. Let one nation act wisely—really wisely—the rest will
be forced to follow with even more speed than the unwise acts
have been followed by one nation after another. There need be
no war to establish and enforce our rights on the high seas.
If we adopt the economic law for our own Government we shall
conquer the world, not by drenching it in blood, not by wvain
glory that will be looked upon by succeeding generations as the
last colossal act of American barbarism if it should come—no,
not in the blood of the brave will we conquer insanity, but we
can do so in the common sense of a new nation-wide intelligence
applied to an adjustment of business to meet the needs and de-
mands of the people generally instead of as now to satisfy the
speculators and make them lord of all our actions, even to the
extent of forcing us into war.
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“The telegram is as follows:
ArTEIN, MINN., February 7, 1907,
Hon, C. A. Lix

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

Place at disposal of the War Department Red River Lumber Co.'s
sawmill plant, consisting of five factory buildings, over 2,000-horsepower
engines, and equipment located on ideal site with ample trackage and
yards. Plant now idle. Ready for Government's immediate use.

ArTE1IN CoMMERCIAL CLUB,
Ep McCoONVILLE,
Chairman Committee.

Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. In reference to the discussion had a
few moments ago in regard to the fact that some midshipmen
were dismissed on account of failure, my belief is that the age
limit for admission is too low. My recollection is one can not
be admitted over 20 years of age, and I think that is a great
mistake. Most of the applicants who go to the Naval Academy
go from high schools, and at 20 years of age they have not got
the education or the maturity to enable them to stand the
course that they have to take at the academy. I recommended
applicants by a competitive examination before they went be-
fore the board, but a number of them failed, and I think it would
be wiser to raise the limit of age from 20 to 22 years, and I
'thinhk the chairman, if he would think over the matter, will
do that.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, in reference to that I want
to =ay that the naval officers for several years have appeared
before the committee urging that the age be reduced from 16
to 20 to 15 to 18 and Members of Congress have come to me
personally insisting that the best age that we could get them
was just as young as possible, and the committee has refrained
from taking either one of those. In England, I understand,
they take them at 12 years of age instead of 16, as we do here.
So that we are standing on the 16 to 20, and you ask here the
higher age, and the department is wanting it put at from 15 to
18. The English have them admitted at 12 years of age.

Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. I think in England they get
a longer course or else the course is not so hard as in the United
States Naval Aeademy, because they could not possibly stand
a course here at 12 years of age. Very few can stand it at 20
years, and last year—I am not sure whether it was the Naval
Academy or the Military Academy—80 persons in the academy
were dismissed because of failing to pass the examinations.
They have not the maturity of age to enable them to stand the
course.

Mr. PADGETT. It is not the age question, but if the gentle-
man will go down to the academy he will find it is the boy does
not apply himself.

Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. Oh, no.

Mr. PADGETT. The great bulk of them, the younger boys
themselves who enter at 16 years, a larger per cent of them
graduate than those who enter at 20 years of age.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. FESS. If the pupil in the high school will be regular he
will finish his fourth year and will graduate from the high
school at 18, and that gives him two years leeway after finishing
in the best high schools in the country, so I rather agree with
the chairman that the age limit is not too low.

Mr, PADGETT. No; the age limit is very satisfactory.

Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. It simply gives the boys who
have parents who have the means to send them to advanced
schools an advantage over the boy the son of parents of moder-
ate means, and I am opposed to it. Our rural high schools are
becoming more efficient year by yedar, and I am in favor of
giving the graduate of the rural high schools an equal chance
with the city boy.

The Clerk read as follows:

nt of Bulldin nd Grounds:
tinmgoo 45 'I'.-u.iminufgs nt?:end.unts, at 8400 each,
" In all, civil establlshment, $381,173.20.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

“‘m%e 4ﬂ. Ilne 26, amend by striking out “ $381,173.20™ and insert

r to Eu n-
5?!3000 peri

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I fear my original statement
may be misunderstood. In that I gave you the expenditures for
“Pay of professors and others at the Naval Academy.” I now
give you the total of the expenditures at the academy for this
year, which is $824,729.20, as compared with $703,946.92 for last
year, I desire also to call the committee’s attention to the fact

that on page 30 of the present bill under the head of “ Bureau of
Medicine and Surgery,” in which is included the Naval Academy,
together with other places, there is an appropriation in the sum
of $1,121,740 for medical supplies, and so forth. I also find
under the heading * Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Sur-
gery,” on pages 30 and 31, in which is included the Naval
Academy together with other places, an appropriation of $201,080
for purchase of one motor-propelled vehicle for official use only,
and so forth, and for naval medical supply depots, sick quarters
at Naval Academy, and so forth. I do not know how much of
the above amounts go to the Naval Academy.

My colleague from Ohio [Mr, LoNneworTH] stated that because
a soldier in line received $1,200 it was unjust to criticize a boy
who received for his services in the shape of education and sup-
plies and maintenance, $4,000. I think the comparison is hardly
fair, because the boy at college is securing for himself an educa-
tion and is preparing himself for a life position at a salary com-
mensurate with the services he is to render, while the poor
fellow in line, who is willing to die for his country, ean never
hope to get more than the $1,200, and has no educational ad-
vantages.

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SEARS. I will.

Mr. PADGETT. A great proportion of that $4,000 that the
gentleman refers to is the interest, the maintenance, and over-
head charges in keeping up the plant there. We have $14,000,000
invested in that plant, and in making up that we count the in-
terest on that, the repairs to building, and the salaries of offi-
cers, and all that.

Mr. SEARS. If this Government of ours, when it can borrow
money at 2 per cent, is paying this enormous amount because of
the interest, something should be done to stop it, and we can
not do it by increasing these appropriations,

I have no complaint to make about the young men I have

sent to Annapolis, They have been true to the trust I have
imposed in them and they are making good. Along that line I
have no complaint. Nor would I object to the payment of any
salary to any professor commensurate with the services he re-
turns, but the House seems to have gotten away from the origi-
nal point.
Mr. SNYDER. A moment ago you stated that the enlisted man
was ready to die for his country. Do you expect that the young
man you appointed to West Point would not be ready to die for
his country?

Mr, SEARS. I certainly would expect him to die for his
country if the same became necessary. The point I make is that
you are paying the young man in the Army $1,200 per year for
life for his services and it is costing the taxpayers about $4,500
per year to educate a boy at Annapolis. I do not believe it
should cost so much. However, we have gotten away from the
original proposition under discussion. I trust what I have said
will not be taken in a spirit of eriticism, and I have brought the
various matters mentioned in my remarks to the attention of
the House in order that we might discuss them and that we
might discover really what is being done. I can not hope for
results this year, and I have taken up the time of the House
solely with the hope that some reforms may be accomplished.
The question under discussion was not how a young man should
get into the academy or how he should get out of the academy,
but I contended then and I contend now, Mr. Chairman, that
because of omission or neglect on our part or through oversight
the Naval Academy at Annapolis is costing the people of this
country more in proportion per man, 1,200 students, than any
other college in the United States; and as one of the Repre-
sentatives of the people I felt it was my duty to bring it to your
attention and let you deal with the matter as you saw fit.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that I may save time by not
again addressing the commitiee on the question, I want at this
time to say thit in the paragraph just read about 62 additional
men will be employed next year. I do not know whether they
will be employed after the quoto is increased to 1,700 or whether
they will be employed under the guoto of 1,200,

Mr. PADGETT. I will say to the gentleman that the esti-
mate for next year is that there will not be less than 1,500, an
increase of 300, at least, over the present number in the acad-
emy.

Mr. SEARS. Well, then, with that increase they certainly
ought to have butchers, chief butchers, assistant butchers, and
so forth. But, Mr. Chairman, that was not really the point I
was objecting to. As I said, I believe it is costing too much,
and something should be done to correct it. I certainly believe
retired naval officers should be used, as far as possible, as in-
structors at the academy, and I can not bring myself to believe
they would object to such service.

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Chairman—
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Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in 15 minutes, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davis] to
have 5 minutes, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Tow~ER] 5 min-
utes, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. StA¥rorp] 5
minutes. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes, 5 minutes to be oe-
cupied by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davis], 5 minutes by
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Townser], and 5 minutes by the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, just before the gentlemen be-
gin I would like to make a request. A great many gentlemen
are asking that we expedite this bill. I am trying to do so.
At the same time I, too, do not want to seem unfair. I will
ask the membership of the House to please cooperate with me,
if they can, and let us cut out some of this debate.

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have been mum dur-
ing the discussion of this measure until the present. I am not
in favor of going wild over a great system of Army and Navy
expenditures in line of preparedness. But I am in favor of
having a most efficient and competent set of men educated to
direct our military and naval forces; and the education is
technical and expert, special, and should be thorough. And I
am one of those that believe a fine investment is made even if
you double the eost of the ordinary college in turning out from
our war colieges a man who is able to take charge of a division
of the Army In any part of the battle line that we may have
anywhere on earth. I am one of those who believe that the
money is well expended that will make not only a good fighter
in our Navy, but a man who can understand the hydrography
of the earth wherever his ship may be and be ready to direct
his forces safely and accurately anywhere, and make a sea-
dog, so to speak, of the boy, prepared to live a life of active
service in the defense of his country anywhere his ship may be.
And I am not bothered about the special extra cost. I want the
knowledge complete and thorough. I would be glad to leave off
a few great ships and have the remainder in charge of thor-
ough and competent men. [Applause.]

Mr. SEARS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr, TowNER]
is recognized.

Mr, TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to
what I consider to be a grave defect in this bill. The bill as
originally drawn provides for hundreds and millions of dollars
for ships and ammunition. We have had amendments brought
in here because of the emergency that will add millions more.
But there is no provision in this bill and there is no emergency
amendment offered to provide for an increase in the personnel
of the Navy. To my mind that is the gravest defect now exist-
ing in the Navy. It is the gravest defect now existing in this
bill.

We have a deficiency already in the personnel of the Navy
in the enlisted men of more than 20,000. We can not send out
our commissioned ships. Of what avail will it be to us to
expend additional hundreds of millions of dollars for more
ships and more ammunition and more material if we do not
do something to increase the personnel of the Navy? Gentle-
men say here that they are making earnest endeavor to recruit
the Navy, but they also say that they can not, under existing
conditions, recruit the Navy even to fill the ships now in com-
mission. Then we must do something in order to accomplish
this result. We can expend hundreds of millions of dollars for
more ships, but we are unable to spend a few thousand dollars
to increase the pay of the men in the Navy in order to secure
the necessary enlistment. I want to read from the hearings
when the Secretary of the Navy was before the committee.
Mr, KeLiEY asked:

I wondered if you had worked out any plan whereby we might ho

to gf‘t‘ men faster than we have been getting them during the past s?g
months, d

The answer of the Secretary was:

Yes; we have worked out plans. We have increased the number of
recrulting stations. I am asking for an appropriation of $50,000 for
automobiles for the use of recruiting officials to be sent into the country
distriets.

Fifty thousand dollars for automobiles, bui not one cent of
increase in pay for the men who are to be enlisted in this service!
[Applause.] And he goes on and says——

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. I regret I ean not.

Mr. BAILEY. Just for a question,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, TOWNER. Yes; but I suggest to the gentleman to make
it very short.

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true that the pay of the men in the
Navy to-day is greater, all things considered, than that of the
ordinary workman? x

Mr. TOWNER. Oh, no; but I have not the time to discuss it.
But, whatever it is, what futility is it for us to build ships and
pay hundreds of millions of dollars for them and make no
provision for manning them? We ought not to build the ships
unless we are willing to pay what is necessary to get the men
to man the ships, and it makes no difference what the amount
required is our ships will be useless unless we have the men to
man them. Comparatively, the pay of the men in the Navy is
Ib;ut a small item in the large amounts that are provided for

ere.

Mr. Kerrey said further to the Secretary :

This iz rather an emergen time—I think everybody recognizes
that—in the history of the world. Do you not think we ought to get
the men now ? :

The Secretary said:

Certainly ; we ought to get the men.

And Mr. Keriey asked:

And take all the measures necessary?

And the Secretary =ald:

We have already taken the steps necessary to increase recruiting,
we are already ggttmgeresults. % R aml‘

It is fair to say that the Secretary agreed to the proposition
that the pay of the men ought to be increased if we desire to
get more recruits for the Navy.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to
the gentleman from Towa.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized
for five minutes more,

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield be-
fore he starts in? :

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. EMERSON. Yesterday the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Garp~NeEr] proposed an amendment to increase the
pay of the sailors,

Mr. TOWNER. Yes; and it should have been adopted. I
confess, Mr. Chairman, that I do not know what ought to be
done, what inducements ought to be offered, whether it should
be in the term of service or in some other form. But I do know,
and I think every Member of this House knows, that we must
do something in order to man the ships that are to compose our
Navy. :

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TOWNER. Yes; certainly; I will be glad to yield to the
chairman.

Mr. PADGETT. Inthe last session of Congress we authorized
the increase of the enlisted personnel from 51,500 to a possible
limit of more than 88,000. We provided a reorganization of the
personnel, and we have stated time and time again that we have
given them greater advantages. We have provided for many
benefits to them that they did not have before. We shortened
the term of enlistment, and put it down either in that bill or
in the one just before, allowing one year’s enlistment. It was
in that bill, I believe. You could get as low as one year's en-
listment, and then allow them to extend if they wanted to.

Now, all of that was provided in August last, looking after
the personnel, and as soon as that begins to spread out and
get into communication with the public, and they are knowing
it, we are getting increased enlistments; and I think the thing
to do is to try out in a reasonable way what we did on the 20th
of August last, less than six months ago.

Mr. TOWNER. I will ask the chairman of the committee
why he did not act on the recommendation of the Secretary of
the Navy and increasé the pay of these men?

Mr. PADGETT. Simply because we did not think it was
necessary, in view of what we had done in the bill of August 29,
1916, less than six months before.

Mr. TOWNER. Now you have a deficiency of 20,000 men to
man the ships now in commission, and you are not doing one
single thing in this emergency to secure the men, and yet you
are asking for millions of déllars to procure additional ships
and ammunition.

Mr. PADGETT. Because we think we had done what was
adequate only a few months before in the bill of August 29, 1916.

Mr. TOWNER. But we did not have the emergency then that
we have now. You are offering amendment after amendment
now to prepare for emergencies. Why not offer amendments to
meet this emergency ?
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Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
JTowa yield me a moment to ask the gentleman from Tennessee
a question?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes;
chusetts,

Mr. GARDNER. May I ask it in the gentleman’s time?

Mr. TOWNER. Certainly.

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Tennessee sayd that
when we passed the law last year the enlisted men of the Navy
were 51,500.

Mr. PADGETT. No; I =aid that was the authorized enlist-
ment.

Mr. GARDNER. They were enlisted up to that amount?

Mr. PADGETT. They were a little over, and we had a pro-
vision enacted legalizing the three or four hundred enlistments
over that number that had taken place.

Mr. GARDNER. And now on the 1st of February I find the
number is up to 53,456.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. As against 52,000 in August, in spite of all
your inducements.

Mr. PADGETT. And during the month of January we added
a net gain of 1,344

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. And is not January always the chief
enlistment month of the year?

Mr. PADGETT. Not always. It is one of the good months.

Mr. GARDNER. That is when the snowbirds all come in.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to use the rest of my
time. I hope that even in this bill the eommittee will do some-
thing to increase the pay of the enlisted men. At least that
ought to be tried in this emergency. I find on page 794 of the
hearings that Lieut. Commander McCandless says that the base
pay of seamen of the first class is $35 down, with $24 a month;
of second class, $30 down, with $19; of seamen of the third
class, $22 down, with §16 a month; that for messmen it is $60
down, with $16 a month. In other words, for the class of seamen
that we most need the pay is now $§16 a month. It occurs to me,
gentlemen, that it would be not only wise but a frugal policy as
well, an economical policy as well, if we should raise the pay
of these seamen to at least decent wages in order that we may
gecure them in numbers sufficient to fill the Navy. Sixteen dol-
lars a month will not tempt many desirable young men to join
the Navy, even in times of emergency ; and we should have them
now. It takes a year to train a recruit how to handle a gun on
board ship. What folly it will be to be compelled, in case of
emergency, to tie our battleships to our wharves until we can
train men to handle them; §16 a month is too small a wage to
secure men in such times as these.

Mr. PADGETT. The figures that the gentleman read were the
base pay that was provided by statute years ago. There was a
subsequent statute that added 10 per cent to that, so you should
add 10 per cent to those figures.

Mr, TOWNER. One dollar and sixty cents a month?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes.

The Clerk read as follows :

Current and miscellaneous expenses, Naval Academy :
ence books for use of instructors; statio , blank boeks and forms,
models, maps, and periodicals; a.ppamtus "materials for instruction
in physical training and n.thletlcs expenses nf lectures and entertain-

I yield to the gentleman from Massa-

Text and refer-

ments not exceeding $1,000, B;.v expenses of lecturer;
chemicals, philosophical appamtus an truments, stores, machinery,
tools, nr'tinsn. apparatus, an for instruction purposes,

Mr. STAFFORD.  Mr. Ghalrman, I move to strike out the
last word. I rise to obtain some information as to the policy
pursued by the commitiee in increasing the salaries of the per-
sonnel at the Naval Academy. In the prior paragraphs there
has been quite a general increase of salaries, in some instances
ranging as high as 300, most of them only a reasonable increase
of $100. Did the committee have any general policy in making
these increases?

AMr, PADGETT. No horizontal increase or anything of that
kind. We took up each case and dealt with it with reference
to the character of men required, the character of the service
to be performed, the duties of the office, and the general standard
of requirements.

Mr. STAFFORD. In all these instances were these increases
recommended by the department?

Mr. PADGETT. They were recommended by the management
of the academy and approved by the department.

Mr. STAFFORD. Are there any instances where the com-
mittee declined to follow the recommendation of the department
for increases?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not recall any.

Mr. STAFFORD. So the committee virtually adopted the
recommendation of the department in every imstance?

| intense interest to remain in the academy, motwithstanding

Mr. PADGETT. Virtually. I believe where the department
gnd recommended an odd figure we may have made it an even

gure.

Mr. STAFFORD. The commitiee, following the recommenda-
tion of the department, did not go very far into each case, as to
whether it was based on merit or not.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; we did.

Mr. STAFFORD. I assume they took the word of the depart-
ment, and followed it without much further investigation.

Mr. PADGETT. We had some of the officers of the Naval
Academy before the committee—the superintendent and some of
the other officers—and we inquired of them as to the character
of the service to be performed, and so forth.

Mr. STAFFORD. Was there any instance where the commit-
tee declined to follow the recommendation of the department so
far as increases of salary are concerned?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not recall any.

Mr. STAFFORD. It was the policy of the committee to ac-
cept the recommendations of the department so far as increases
were concerned.

Mr. PADGETT. If we approved it at all. We may not have
given some that the department recommended, but where we
gave them we usually followed the recommendation of the
department.

Mr., STAFFORD. The committee is rather acguiescent, in
so far as increases of salary are concerned.

Mr. PADGETT. In the Naval Academy, and in the reor-
ganization under the bill of last year, the whole thing is under
reorganization, and we followed the recommendations of the de-
partment where they accorded with the ndministration of the
academy.

Mr. STAFFORD. I may be in error, but I do not recall any
instance where the committee has made such general increases
in salaries as in the personnel of the Naval Academy.

Mr. PADGETT. No; we have not for years; beeause the bill
of last August authorized a complete reorganization. Last
year we gave the Secretary a lump-sum appropriation, $175,000,
and this year it is being apportioned.

Mr. STAFFORD. For these specially enumerated officials
who are carried in this bill?

Mr, PADGETT. Professors and instructors, and so forth.

Mr., STAFFORD. Under the discretion granted to the Sec- .
retary what is the pay as finally fixed compared to the pay in
other educational institutions?

AMr. PADGETT. He has not consummated his arrangements
yet, and we have not got his report. The thing is undergoing
reorganization now. He got his authority on the 29th of Au-
gust and the school year began in September, and he has not
had time to put into effect the reorganization. It is being
worked out in the department.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, in some instances naval
officers who have been engaged in professorial work have bheen
discontinued and civilian professors substituted in their stead?

Mr. PADGETT. That is contemplated as to some of them.
Whether it has actually been done or not in the present session
I am not prepared to say, because there had to be a very large
increase in the number of professors and instructors in the ag-
gregate, and they have been trying to get them, but there are
certaln matters, for instance, foreign languages and literature
and things of that kind——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. With the information that the gentleman
has gleaned after many years of service on the committee, can
he inform the House whether there have been any instances
where teachers in the Naval Academy have left to go to other
institutions because of a difference in compensation between that
of the academy and the private institutions?

Mr. PADGETT. Teachers at the Naval Aeademy have in-
sisted very strongly that they were underpaid. A few years
ago it was recommended by the prior Secretary of the Navy,
Mr. Meyer, that the civilian instructors be dispensed with alto-
gether and that their places be supplemented with naval offl-
cers. We never had such a propaganda come to the com-
mitiee as we had then, with the insistence that they should be
let alone. They had the presidents of the various universities
send us letters—I remember receiving several of them—urging
the importance and insisting on having civilian instructors re-
main in the academy. They showed a very great anxiety and an
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prior to that time they had been urging that they were
underpald.

Mr. STAFFORD. They manifested as great an interest as
public officials do to retain office?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. They liked their berths very well?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. But there have been no instances of leav-
ing the Naval Academy because of disparagement in pay?

Mr. PADGETT. There may have been individual instances,
but there has been no hegira.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Does not the gentleman think that in case
of war or an emergency we could get all the volunteers for the
Navy we needed?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; I think so, with the authorization we
have had and the 10,000 from the naval service and the reserve
we are building up in a satisfactory way, and from the 30,000
or 35,000 ex-enlisted men who are in civil life.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Is it not a fact that the young men do not
enlist now in great numbers because they do not like to be per-
petual soldiers?

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy has been having satisfactory en-
listments until the abnormal conditions arose in manufacturing,
and even now, since we amended the act last August giving ad-
ditional advantages and preferences, it is coming up again, A
year ago we had a waiting list for enlistments in the Navy.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Olerk read as follows:

In all, Naval Academy, execlusive of public works, $824,729.20.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment to correct a total.

The Clerk read as follows: :

Clerieal error; gage 48; line 20, strike out the figures * $824,720.20 "
and insert * SS‘BQ, 29.20.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. In the present bill a great many increases in salaries
have been made. I have no objection to these increases,
because I like to be consistent. As I have stated several times,
I believe in paying a man what he is worth. I have always
made that fight, even when I asked for an increase in salary
for myself. I voted for the District increase. I voted for the
5 and 10 per cent increase every time it came before the House,
The House let all the others go through, and this has gone
through, and meets with my approval.

But I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that
when it came to the Post Office bill which related to the boys
back home receiving less than $1,000 and less than $1,800 a
year we were unable to secure for them any increase. I want
to be absolutely frank, and state that I voted for the other
increases because I believed they were entitled to it, and
because 1 thought those back home would receive the increase
they were also entitled to. The high cost of living at home
is just as much as the high cost of living in Washington, if
the amounts which I have to pay for supplies are any criterion
to go by. I hope the House will see its way clear to allow
the postal employees throughout the country receiving less
than $1,000 a year the same increase in their salaries as
allowed other employees, in order that they may meet the pres-
ent high cost of living.

I want to say in this connection that if more talk had been
indulged in in an effort to reduce the high cost of living rather
than indulging in talk to secure raises in salaries there would
have been better results throughout the country. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

* MARINE CORPS.
- £ .
oy Lo ot eoscindd B T Sy on ch i
and reserve list, including cler for a t paymasters, nine,
$1,600.666.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I believe this item carries the pay of all the officers in
the Marine Corps.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; except on the retired ist.

Mr. MANN. All on the active and reserve list.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr., MANN. How are the officers in the Marine Corps ap-
pointed in the first instance?

Mr. PADGETT. By passing the examination, and under the
law the Secretary of the Navy may assign cadets from the
Naval Academy or from the Military Academy. Then they
are taken from civil life, and those in civil life must pass an
examination. If they pass satisfactorily, they are nominated

by the President and confirmed by the Senate. They are ap-
pointed for a probationary period of two years before the com-
mission becomes permanent.

Mr. MANN. How do they become eligible for examination?

Mr. PADGETT. The Seeretary has advertised generally and
anybody that makes applieation can take the examination.

Mr. MANN, Mr, Chairman, one of the most remarkable
things I have ever seen or heard of in conneetion with sueh
matters, under the gentleman’s statement, is the list of officers
or citizens named for a probationary period of two years by
the President of the United States. On January 10 last, the
President sent in the nomination of 10 citizens to be second
lieutenants in the Marine Corps for the probationary period of
two years. Among those names I find the following: -

Louis W. Whaley, of South Carolina.

John M. Arthur, of South Carolina.

James F. Jeffords, of South Carolina.

Thomas P. Cheatham, of South Carolina.

William C. James, of South Carolina.

Of course, they make only 5 out of the 10, It may be that
they are more enterprising in seeking these advertised-for ex-
aminations——

Mr. PADGETT. Mr.

Mr. MANN. Not yet.
own time first.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. No. I will give the gentlemen information, if
they do not have it; and if they do have it, let them keep quiet
l:m'lt‘.'ﬂ]1 I get through.

e

will the gentleman yield?
I would like to use a little of my

. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on February 6 the President sent
in the names of 22 citizens for the same position of secon
lieutenants for a probationary period. Among those names
find the following:

Charles P. Gilchrist, of South Carolina.

Karl I. Buse, of South Carolina.

John R. Martin, of South Carolina.

Samuel A. Woods, jr., of South Carelina.

David H. Owen, of South Carolina.

James K. Bolton, of South Carolina.

James T. Moore, of South Carolina.

William C. Byrd, of South Carolina,

_ George B. Reynolds, of South Carolina.

There were altogether 82 names in the two lists. Thirteen
of those come from South Carolina and 6 from Virginia.
Three come from all of the Northern States. Of course, I am
assuming that it is because the citizens of South Carolina are
either more enterprising in answering these advertisements or
else they are more capable in passing the examinations.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit?

Mr. MANN. It is such a peeuliar circumstance that I think
it is perfectly proper to call attention to it. Of course when
I see the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
Raespare] now standing in the center aisle just in front of me,
I can understand how they can pass a better examination than
the citizens from any place else in this country.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Yes; for an explanation or an apology, either
one.

Mr. PADGETT. I should have stated that under the provi-
sions of the law the graduates of military schools of a certain
type and character are entitled to and are considered for the
appointment, and upon inguiry I was told that most of those,
or many of them, were graduates of these schools.

1 . Mr. Chairman, in the first place, there is no such
law: and, in the seeond place, it is ridiculous for any gentle-
man, either by way of explanation or apology, to say that when
you come to take the schools of the country, South Carolina,
as to a competitive examination, would have a percentage of
13 out of 32.

Mr. PADGETT. Under the law the Secretary made regula-

tions certain schools.
Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; he makes regulations that take care of
South Carolina.

Mr. PADGETT. But all of these men were not graduates
of South Carolina schools. They were graduates of schools of
other States of the Union.

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman is seeking now to convey to the
House the impression that if you scatter South Carolina stu-
dents all over the country, no one else has an even chance to
compete with them; that they can not come up to them. Mr.
Chairman, I admit that South Carolina is a great State and
that its people are the smartest in the United States, If not in
the whole world. I make that admission, and will not require
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proof from any of the gentlemen from South Carolina; and yet
it hardly seems quite the proper method of selecting officers
for the Marine Corps or any other branch of the Government
service to fix it so that South Carolina and Virginia, between
them, get 19 appointments out of 32.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Manx] is so obsessed with the idea that South Carolina
is going to get something that even in the case of filling these
appointments, where the men have accepted commissions and
have gone to the front in Santo Domingo, where they are now
doing duty as marines, he can not even stop chiding my State
for sending these men to the front. South Carolina may not be
as large a State as Illinois, but if you will go to the border,
where the soldiers are on duty, you will find that the number
and the service of those from South Carolina will compare very
favorably with the soldiers from the State of Illinois. I want
to say to the gentleman respecting the appointments, in so far
as the Citadel is concerned, that men from the North recog-
nize it as one of the honor schools of this Government, one of
the honor military schools of the country, and when I learned
that these appointments were to be made under regulations I
wrote to the commandant of that school and asked him to give
me the names of all of the graduates who were permitted to
compete for it. I wrote a number of letters, and the comman-
dant wrote them letters, and it is because of that fact that they
came here under the regulations and stood the examination. If,
forsooth, there are more men from that small State of South
Carolina than from the State of Illinois in this trying hour of
our country's need who apply to go to the front to fight her
battles and protect her flag, it seems to me, if I were the gentle-
man representing that State, I would not want to call attention
to it. The positions they have sought, and to which they have
been appointed, are not sinecures. They are not swivel-chair
positions, not places where they can hang around Washington
and wear parade uniforms, but these men have had to go and
serve where neither the gentleman nor myself have ever served,
in places of danger, to protect the flag, and they have to go
wherever the Marine Corps is ordered to go. But surely, when
these young men are willing to devote their lives to their coun-
try's needs and go out and give this service, it ill becomes so
great a man as the gentleman from Illinois to stand on this floor
and chide this Government for accepting their services, or my
little State for offering them, in this hour of the country’s need.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I sometimes have regretted that
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Racspare] himself had
not been admitted to the Marine Corps, so that he would not be
a Member of the House.

Mr. RAGSDALE. I am quite sure the gentleman would like
to lose just a few more from the Democratic side, because he will
be badly in need of them before he is Speaker.

Mr. MANN. We have got enough.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to be satisfied about
this. I am not crediting citizens of one State with having
more patriotism than those of another, but it will be interest-
ing to me to know how all these young men from these two
States reached the Marine Corps. I understood the chairman
of the Committee on Naval Affairs to say it was by reason of
some naval regulation. If these young men from these two
States, after taking a competent examination, had gotten a
better average than the young men from other States, I have
not any ecriticism, but if the school from which they were
graduated was selected as one from which its graduates were
not required to take an examination, then I do take the excep-
tion, and ask the chairman to answer the question and put
the inquiry at rest. - There is a great deal of criticism and
unfavorable comment upon the large proportion of appoint-
ments from these two States of the Union. Nineteen out of
thirty-two appointments to the Marine Corps have been se-
lected——

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that the Secretary has a list
of schools in a number of States, and has placed them upon the
same basis, and he takes the graduates from any and all of
these schools and puts them on the same basis, where they have
a certificate of graduation from that school of a certain stand-
ard; and if they pass that examination, and then they have
their physical examination, they are entitled to be nominated.
That applies to any school in any State that has the require-
ments of the standard prescribed for this character of military
training. -

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman know the character of
the schools? Can he tell us one of these schools?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not. I do not know where the schools
are. I do not know where the schools are located; I do not
know where these men graduate. I just understood that they

were graduates of a military school that was on the list which

met the standards or requirement or recognition, just as West
Point has a list of a number of schools over the country where
they accept their certificate in lieu of the examination that is
required. S

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, of course the Secretary of the
Navy will be pleased to glve us this regulation, but I do know
of a number of young men from the State of Pennsylvania who
have been studying here one year and were compelled to take a
hard competitive examination before they received a commis-
sion in the Marine Corps.

Mr. PADGETT. I know of a number from Tennessee who did
S0 ; some passed and some failed.

Mr. BUTLER. It is open to criticism and it is open to unfa-
vorable comment that 19 young men out of two States of the
Union should be selected to fill 32 places and without examina-
tion and without competition.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes.

Mr. FESS. I do not just this minute recall, but will the gen-
tleman tell me the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs
in another body?

Mr. BUTLER. I can not at this minute recall. [Laughter.]

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption?

Mr. BUTLER. I am told that we are required to say “in
another body " instead of * the Senate of the United States.”

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Tennessee points out
the fact that young men are admitted to the academy at West
Point without examination, an academy where they are to be
taught and from which they must graduate before they become
second lieutenants. Is not that very different from admitting
young men as second lieutenants direct without examination?

Mr. PADGETT. If they meet the standard which is involved
in the examination to be held at that time, and if they do ac-
cept the standard, that is equivalent to the requirements of
thelr examination.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a minute
or two.

Mr. PADGETT. And I want to say it is a probational ap-
pointment for two years.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr., Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
two or three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. BUTLER. I have made no criticism of the administra-
tion of this department, but I am suspicious that the method by
which these men are selected is not fair toward other appli-
cants, and, for one, I propose to find out how it has been done.

I do not believe it is just to ambitious young Americans gen-
erally to designate an institution and then provide that if one
graduates from that institution he shall be admitted to this
corps. I am unwilling that this Government should be an adver-
tising agent for any school. I am unwilling that it shall hold
out any premium, prize, or reward to a young man to induce
him to attend a certain institution that he may have an ap-
pointment in the United States service without examination or
competition. I believe that all of the young men in the United
States who desire to go into military life should have the same
opportunity, and that they should not be met in their attempt
by exempted graduates of certain institutions in the United
States and those institutions designated by any one man.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUTLER, Yes,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, CALLAWAY]?

Mr. BUTLER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Is it not a fact that we have a number
of schools throughout the United States where we detail officers
as teachers? -

Mr. BUTLER. We have many of them.

Mr, CALLAWAY. And where they are supposed to get the
same instruction as at West Point?

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the gentleman distinctly, and
so my colleagues Inform me that my answer was not responsive.
Military education would not be developed at these institutions
like at West Point. The country is filled with institutions. I
think there must be 60 or 80 such where young men are taught
military duties, and they should have a fair chance with other
young men.
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Mr. CALLAWAY. Do they not have a fair chance?

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know whether they do or not. It
does not seem so to me. The gentleman from Texas knows as
well as I do that other educational institutions in the United
States——

Mr. CALLAWAY. Why all this discussion without any fur-
ther facts than just saying here that a few more come from
one State than another.

Mr. BUTLER. Three appointments, as the gentleman from
Illinois said, out of 32. Three from the Northern States.

Mr. CALLAWAY. How many stood the examination?

Mr. BUTLER. 1 do not know; but there were 82 appointed.
Of the B2, as T understand now, 19 were appointed without ex-
amination.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

The argument of the gentleman from Tennessee is entirely
unsound. He says that these young men were required to show
a definite standard before they could be commissioned second
lieutenants in the Marine Corps. By whom was the standard
judged? By the teachers at this school in Charleston, 8. C.,
known as The Citadel, or by the teachers at some other school.
That standard was not reviewed by anybody in the employ of
the United States. The Navy Department took the judgment
of those teachers in those schools, and yet unguestionably they
must be prejudiced judges.

The gentleman compares this exemption from examination
with the exemption from examination accorded to certain can-
didates for West Point who can present a graduation certificate

. from certain chosen schools. The cases are not parallel. It

is a fact, I am sorry to say, that boys are admitted to West
Point on the certificate of certain schools at which they pre-
pared. But before those boys can be commissioned in the Army
Uncle Sam does not depend on the word of any schoolmasters
on earth except his own schoolmasters. There is the distinetion
between the two cases. In one case young men without any
examination are given commissions in Uncle Sam’s Marine
Corps on the say-so of their own private schoolmasters. In
the other case they are admitted to West Point to study for a
commission in Uncle Sam’s Army on the say-so of their own

. private schoolmasters, but they do not get any commission

until Uncle Sam has found they are qualified to receive it.
Now, another thing. There has been some talk to the effect

" that these young from these southern schools are perhaps

better prepared than boys from northern schools. Mr. Chair-
man, we have what is known as the apportionment law in the
civil service. The reason for the enactment of that apportion-
ment law is that candidates from the Southern States for the
Federal civil service do not get as high passing marks as can-
didates from the Northern States. The argument which the
Civil Service Commission makes in defense of that apportion-
ment law rests on the assertion that the South has not the
facilities for adequate schooling, but that in other qualities
these southern applicants are superior to the applicants from
the Northern States. Never before have I heard anyone con-
tend that in a competitive examination candidates from the
Southern States could come within striking distance of candi-
dates from the Northern States. It is not the fault of the
South. I realize that this lack of educational facilities was one
of the inevitable results of the Civil War. It was the result of
their poverty and of the problems that confronted them. This
apparent diserimination in favor of South Carolina and Vir-
ginia, whether the result of adroit rules or the result of the
tipping of the early wink to favored schools, needs investigation.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of line 25 insert the follo proviso :

“"Provided, That no t of any appro; tion herein shall be used
to pay any officer on the active list of the Navy or Marine Corps who
sh:g; engage in any private business, either actively or as a consulting
expert, or permit person, firm, or corporation or association to use
his name in the conduct of its business.™

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the amendment.

Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman reserve the point of order?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; I will reserve it.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, did the gentleman reserve
the point of order? .

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering the
amendment was on account of the statement I made here a few
moments ago in regard to men on the active list in the Navy
and Marine Corps engaging in active business in the manage-
ment of concerns or as consulting experts. And it seems to me

that if the Government of the United States pays these men in
the active service a full wage the Government should have the
entire service of those men in the affairs of the Government,
and that those services should not be utilized by any commercial
enterprise for the sake of profit. -

Mr. PADGETT. I agree with the gentleman as to the general
purpose. :

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HICKS. Yes; I yield fo the gentleman from Illinois,

Mr. MANN. The language of the amendment, as I understood
it, applies probably only to the appropriation for the pay of
officers in the Marine Corps.

Mr. PADGETT. No; it says “ officers of the Navy and of the
Marine Corps.”

Mr. MANN. Yes; but it is offered as an amendment, ap-
parently, to a provision which covers only the pay of officers
of the Marine Corps. J

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir, '

Mr. MANN. And hence would not have dny effect, if it went
into the law, if it applied only to that appropriation, on the
pay of the officers of the Navy. But from the way it was
read, apparently, it strikes me that it would cover officers on
the retired list. :

Mr. HICKS. No; officers on the active list.

Mr. MANN. Very well.

Mr. HICKS. I realize, Mr. Chairman, that it does not cover
exactly what I intended, and that is why I asked permission
of the Chairman to allow a return to the right part of the
bill where it could be offered properly, and the chairman thought
it best not to agree that it should be done Therefore I have
offered it here.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HICKS. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest that the gentleman is not in as
bad a position as he thinks. At the end of the bill a limitation
can be placed upon all the expenditures in the bill, which would
certainly apply to those relating to pay.

Mr. PADGETT. The limitation sought here is broader than
the legislation to which it is sought to be affixed, and the ob-
jection to it is that it is legislation that ought to be considered
and matured carefully by the House. We do not know what
the legislation ought to be or what the conflicts might be. I
insist that this limitation is offered on legislation respecting
the Marine Corps, while the limitation is intended to apply
to the Navy as well as to the Marne Corps.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
strike out of the amendment the words “ and of the Navy,” so
that it will apply only to officers of the Marine Corps.

El‘iohe CHAIRMAN, The Olerk will report the proposed modifi-
cation.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike from the amendment the words * and of the Navy.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. BUTLER. Reserving the right to object, there is no
criticism of the Marine Corps. Why, then, try it on the Marine
Corps? Why will not the chairman allow us to offer an amend-
ment at the right place?

Mr. PADGETT. We ought to understand it thoroughly. If
we understood it and could understand whether it conflicts or
not, it might not be objectionable ; but offered in this way, with-
out investigation, I do not think it is a good plan of legislation.

Mr. STAFFORD. The bill probably will not be finished to-
night. Would the gentleman have any objection to considering
it to-morrow?

Mr. PADGETT. If I can see it and aseertain what the sub-
stance of it is, and see that it is well grounded, I would not
hnt\ire any objection to well-considered and well-digested legis-
lation.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen-
tleman from Tennessee makes a point of order?

Mr. PADGETT, Yes; at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Tennessee on the point of order.

Mr, PADGETT. I think that, so far as striking out the words
“and of the Navy " is concerned—and that is the state it is in

now, is it not?

The . The Chair understands that the committee
agreed that the words as applied to the Navy should be stricken
out, which makes it applieable only to the Marine Corps.

Mr. PADGETT. Well, it is useless to put that in. There is
no complaint with reference to the Marine Corps. I ask the
gentleman from New York to withdraw it so that vre can see
whether or not something ean be prepared that has some merit
In it
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I think that is perfectly fair.

Mr. HICKS. With that understanding, Mr. Chairman, I ask
‘unanimous consent to withdraw my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection?

There was no objection. 1 i

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pay of enlisted men, active and reserve list: Pay and allowances of
jnoncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, as prescribed by law,
'and for the expenses of clerks of the United States Marine Corps travel-
ling under orders, and including additional compensation for enlisted
|men of the Marine Corps regularly detalled as gun captains, gun
polnters, mess sergeants, cooks, messmen, slgnalmen, or holding good-
conduct medals, pins, or bars, including interest on deposits by enlisted
men, post-exchange debts of deserters, under such rules as the Secretary
of the Navy may prescribe, and the authorized travel allowance of dis-
| charged enﬁsted men and for prizes for excellence in gunnery exercise

'and target practice and for pay of enlisted men designated as Navy
\mall elerks and assistant Navy mail clerks, both afloat and ashore:
| Provided, That the provisions of the act of May 27, 1808 (35 Stats.,
417, 418), as amended by the act of A st 24, 1912 (37 Stats.,
-5603. are hereby extended to authorize the esignat.{on of enlisted men
lof the Navy or Marine Corps as Navy mall clerks and assistant Navy
mail clerks with expeditlonary forces on shore. In all, $4,500,5632

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserves a
point of order on the paragraph.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

Mr., STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, it was my privilege, as a
member of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads,
to draft the provision of the law authorizing naval mail
clerks and assistant mail clerks, so as to enable the enlisted
men on our battleships to have the privilege of a better mail
service, I wish now to inquire of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee what modification of that law is carried in the para-
-graph under consideration?

Mr, PADGETT. It does not modify the law that now exists.
This simply makes it apply to the Marine Corps. It already
applies to the Navy, but does not apply to the Marine Corps.
The Marine Corps is the service that does the expeditionary
work, as in Haiti and Santo Domingo and Nicaragua, where
they go out In advance work. This is simply giving the same
.privilege to the Marine Corps that is now provided by law
for the Navy.

Mr. STAFFORD, It is not the purpose to have an extra man
or seaman on each battleship to take care of the mail of the
marines on that battleship? 3

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all. It is simply to allow a man to
be designated to perform that duty, one of the enlisted men, so
.that he may have an official status. It does not involve any
‘pay, or additional men, or anything of that kind.

Mr. STAFFORD. Under the original law, I beg to ecall the
,gentleman’s attention to the fact that there was extra compensa-
‘tion provided for those who performed the work of mail clerks
‘and assistant mail clerks.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not remember as to that.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, yes. We granted them a small addi-
tional compensation. We thought it no more than right, in case
/they performed this responsible work of distributing the mail,
.and registering mail, and, I believe, issuing money orders, that
they should be compensated for that service, in the main not to
exceed $600, if my memory serves me aright.

Mr. PADGETT. This simply extends to the Marine Corps the
same privileges a8 are now extended to the Navy.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is for that service on land in connection
with expeditionary forces, and not in connection with their serv-
ice on the vessels?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves a
point of order on the paragraph.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman explain how this mail service
is handled? Under this method are the naval forces of the
United Stantes permitted to drop a letter into the mail box on
board a ship or here on land or anywhere in the world, and
then it is transmitted here and a 2-cent stamp is put upon it
or a 2-cent stamp put upon it over there? Under this method
are members of the naval forces of the United States permitted
to drop letters in a mail box on board ship or on land any-
where in the world, and then is the letter transmitted here
slnd av 2-cent stamp put on it, or is a 2-cent stamp put on it over
there?

Mr, PADGETT. The mail would be under the general postal
laws and subject to the requirements of the postal laws. This
is simply to allow a man to act in the capacity of a mail clerk.
It does not affect the law or the postage.

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. PADGETT. - No. That is what I understand that to be.

Mr. MANN. Supposing a man in the naval service mails a
letter in Shanghai, what postage does he pay? ;

Mr. PADGETT. As I understand it, he pays the same
})lostage that anybody else would pay under the law regulating

1at. J

Mr. MANN. What is that?

Mr, PADGETT. I do not know.

Mr. STAFFORD., Two cents, if it is deposited in the United
States post office at Shanghal.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman from Tennessee said he
would pay the same as anyone else. What is that? The gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] is posted.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the gentleman’s question?

Mr. MANN. What is the postage from Shanghai to the
United States? :

Mr. STAFFORD. Two cents.

Mr., MANN. To everybody?

Mr. STAFFORD, It is; and the same from or to the Philip-
pines. The United States has a branch postal station at Shang-
hai, and the rate of postage is the same, if my memory serves
me right.

Mr, DAVIS of Texas. If the gentleman will yield, I have
received a number of letters from my son, who is superintendent
of agriculture in the Philippines, and the postage was always
4 cents on his letters. I do not know what the rate is.

Mr, STAFFORD. That is because the gentleman's son is
very considerate and writes him long letters which weigh more
than an ounce,

Mr, MANN. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
on amendment, which the Olerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, GArDXER: On page B0, line 8, strike out
““$4 800,582 ” and insert “ $5,700,532."

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, that amendment would not
accomplish anything: :
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I should like recognition.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from
Tennessee because he anticipated that the gentleman was going
to make a point of order. If not, the gentleman from Massa-

chusetts, who offers the amendment, is entitled to recognition.

Mr. GARDNER. No point of order lies against this amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman. A point of order would lie if I were to
offer a clause which in terms would raise the pay of the men of
the Marine Corps. However, that clause will be inserted in
the Senate if this amendment increasing the amount of money
available for Marine Corps pay is adopted. The amendment
which I now offer increases the amount of money available for
Marine Corps pay just enough to enable the Navy paymaster
to give the enlisted men $5 per month more each. However,
this amendment will not be adopted. Yesterday you voted
down a similar amendment which I proposed for increasing
the pay of enlisted men of the Navy $5 per month per man.
This amendment is proposed only for the purpose of emphasiz-
ing my view that men of the Marine Corps, as well as men in
the Navy, ought to have their pay raised $5 per month per man.
The gentleman need not reply, because I expect the amendment
to be voted down, and I offer it merely for the sake of uni
formity. - :

Mr. PADGETT. I simply want to state that the pay of the
Marine Corps is fixed in the Army appropriation bill, The law
provides that they shall receive the same pay as is provided by
the Army bill, and to appropriate this additional amount would
not accomplish anything.

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman realizes that if it were not
for the point of order which might be raised everything which
we desire could be accomplished in this bill. It makes no dif-
ference what the law says at present. If the gentleman raises
no point of order and the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union choose to so vote, we can make the pay of
members of the Marine Corps $100 per month per man, irre-
spective of the present law.

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly; but there is no necessity for it,
because in August we authorized an increanse in the Marine
Corps of 5,000 men, and I understand they have gotten some-
thing like half of them already, since the 1st of September.

Mr. GARDNER. That is perfectly true. The increased pay
is not needed in the Marine Corps, as it is in the Navy, in order
to secure men. We can get men to go into the Marine Corps,
because it is the favorite branch of the service. That is no
reason why Uncle Sam should take advantage of men’s necessi-
ties and underpay them.
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Mr. TOWNER. Is it not a fact that the pay of the Navy
has been fixed not by statute but by departmental orders, the
only exception to that being the increase that was made by
statute last year, when 10 per cent was added to the pay which
they then received?

Mr, PADGETT. That 10 per cent was added in 1908,

Mr. TOWNER. I mean 1908,

Mr. GARDNER. It was added in 1908, and the pay now is
$17.60 a month by statute, though the gentleman is correct as
to the origin of the legislation. !

Mr. TOWNER. It is not fixed by statute even at $17.60.

Mr. GARDNER. It was increased by statute 10 per cent
over what it was at the time the statute was passed; that is,
$16 per month,

Mr. TOWNER. And that was

Mr. GARDNER, Yes.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MANx] has referred
to certain appointments in the Marine Corps from the States
of Virginia and South Carolina, At the time that his state-
ment was made I had no information on the subject, so I
undertook to call the Secretary of the Navy’s office. I found
that the Secretary was absent; but in conversation with Gen.
Barnett, the commandant of the Marine Corps, I have secured
some information, which will be supplemented in a few minutes
by a written statement from Gen. Barnett, and which I ask
permission to place in the Recorp as a part of my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
extend his remarks in the Recorn. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. OLIVER. Gen. Barnett states over the phone that last
year he called this matter to the attention of the Secretary, and
that the Secretary called the different bureaus together to con-
sider the suggestion which he—Gen. Barnett—made, and as a
result of such conference 12 or more distinguished schools,
widely secattered, were written to for a list of graduates an-
swering certain requirements.

Gen. Barnett conducted the correspondence, and informs me
that from some of the schools no responses were received. The
names submitted by the presidents of these different schools
were carefully considered, and from such lists the selections
were made. He assures me there was absolutely no discrimina-
tion, and that every name submitted was considered; and, so
far as he knows, no complaints have been registered, either as
to the method of selection or the young men selected.

Mr. TREADWAY., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, OLIVER. I will.

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman inform us whether
any inquiry was made as to the nature of the examination given
at these schools?

. Mr. OLIVER, My understanding is that there was a full
inquiry made by Gen. Barnett, and that a certain standard was
fixed which all applying for admission were required to meet.

Mr. TREADWAY. May I ask whether the examination papers
as conducted at the school reached the Marine Corps here for
its official recognition?

Mr. OLIVER. I understand that the graduation certificates
were sent and also the grades made by such graduates.

Mr. MANN. May I inquire of the gentleman who gave him
this information?

Mr. OLIVER. Gen. Barnett himself. He is just back from
Haiti, and informs me that he is now preparing a written
statement to be sent me on the subject.

Mr. MANN. It does not change the queerness of the situ-
.ation. f

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman from Ala-
bama also put in the names of the 12 colleges? I am interested
in that.

Mr. OLIVER. I will. In reply to the remark of the gen-
tleman from Illinois, I think all who are familiar with Gen.
Barnett are glad to testify to his splendid efficiency as an
officer and his high character as a man, and I am sure that any
statement which he may make in reference to this matter will
have the respectful and thoughtful consideration of every Mem-
ber of the House. :

It will be noted in the statement supplied by Gen. Barnett,
and which I will here set out, that the University of Illinois
was written to and no reply received. Gen. Barnett informs
me, however, that he hopes when this splendid institution is
written to again a number of its graduates will be submitted

fixed by departmental order.
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for consideration. The statement from Gen. Barnett is as
follows :

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS,
COMMANDANT'S OFFICE,
Washington, February 9, 1917,

My Dpar M. Oriver: In connection with your telephonic communi-
cation with me this date, requesting information as to how young men
designated as second lieutenants, graduates of certain colleges, were
appointed, I have to state as follows :

hen the naval appropriation bill passed on August 29 last I took
the question of filling the vacancies (255 in number) up with the Secre-
tary of the Navy. his matter was brought up at a council meeting
with the Secretary and fully discussed. I proposed at this meeting
that I be authorized to fill certain vacancles in the Marine Corps by
the appointment of graduates of the military colleges designated b;
the President in general orders each year as * distinguished colleges.”
After a full discussion of this matter, the Secretary and the whole
council decided that, as only a very few graduates of the Naval Acad-
emy could be spared, it would be a good thing to fill a reasonable
number of the vacancies by the appointment of ?'radmbea of these dis-
tinguished military colleges. The BSecretary of the Navy then au-
thorized me to communicate with the presidents of these colleges and
to designate not to exceed 60 of the graduates recommended by the
presidents of the colleges. From many of the colleges we received no
recommendations whatever, having heard that a great many of their
graduates had gone into the Army.

Each graduate authorlzed to appear for physical examination was
required to present his graduating diploma together with a letter of
recommendation from the president of the institution, and also numer- °
ous letters as to moral character and general standing in the community
from which he came. Most of the applications came from the Virginia
Military Institute, Lexington, Va.; the Citadel, Charleston, 8, C.; some
from St. John's dollege, Annapolis, Md. ; and some from Norwich Uni-
versity, Northfield, Vt. am appending herewith a complete list of
the colleges from which responses were received and also the number
of appointments made from the colleges from which recommendations
e ,

Some o e young men who appeared for physical examination
to pass the required test, As think I stated to you over thefaiielﬁg
phone, quite a number of the institutions had no récommendations to
make; in fact, the majority of the institutions are In this list. In
the selection of these young men no influence whatever was unsed by
any human being. The only recommendations made were made by
the presidents of the institutions referred to and the Army officers
on duty at sald institutions, As I stated to you, I would gladly have
taken a great many more  of the graduates than I was sgble {u t,
%ecnuae. as stated above, I oniy secured 39 In toto from these institu-

ons.

Before presenting this question to the Secretary of the Na
had heard so much of the %ond qualities of they\?irg'inla Hlﬁytﬁr;
Institute that I visited that institution last June and spent several
days in going over their curriculum and witnessing drills of all kinds
and talking with the superintendent and officers on duty there andd
with many of the cadets. In fact, this visit was the deciding factor
which led me to make the proposition to the Secretary of the Navy.
In selecting any graduates from one of these institutions the State he
came from was never considered. Since these young men were desig-
nated we have held examinations all over the United States, at whic
any young man who made application or made known his desire to
appear before the board was allowed to appear, and out of the total
number examined (86 in all) only 29 successfully passed for entry into
the Marine Corps from civil life. In this connection, I sent over 1,400
letters to young men all over the country who had in any manner re-

unested information as to how he might get a commission in the
arine Corps. This 1,400 included the names of all young men recom-
mended for appointment from any source.

Of the young men who have already been commissioned from these
deslgnated military schools, they have been ordered to duty at once
in Haiti and Santo mingo, and a Inte inspection of the Marine
Corps posts in thesc countries developed the fact that these yo men
are doing unusually well and their commanding officers speak the
highest terms of them. Candidates from civil life, without such pre-

liminary train at a military school, have to be sent to our school
at Norfolk for 18 months before they can be assigned any military
duty. Therefore, It may be seen that appointments from these desig-

nated colleges give far better returns to the Government than would
be possible without the military training they have received.

I wish to reiterate here what I stated above, that in the selection
or in the attempt to get designations from the different colleges, every
college in the United Btates designated as a * distinguished college ™
by the President was given no favoritism of any kind, and no influence
of MS kind by word or letter was ever used or presented hg‘ any indi-
vidual, nor was the slightest attention paid to the spetion of the
eonnn'g from which these young men came, the onlg requisite be!nlg
that they should be graduntes of these well-known distinguished col-
leges, and 1 wish to unhesitatingly state that in my opinion it is the
best possible means of procuring second lieutenants, excepting graduates
of Annapolls and West Point.

In accordance with the above procedure we have secured altogether
39 graduates of these institutions, but so far have been unable to
obtaln the authorized number, which, as I stated above, is 60.

Thanking you for your interest in this matter, and with kindest
regards, I am,

Sincerely, yours,
GEORGE BARNETT,
Major General, Commandant,
Hon. WizniAM B. OLIVER, : -
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.
MILITARY COLLEGES DESIGNATED BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT IN ITS GENERAL
ORDER OF JUNE 16, 1916, AS “ DISTINGUISHED COLLEGES.”

University of California, none,

University of Illinois, none.

Kansas Stafe Agr:cu!tuml College, 1,

St. John's, Annapelis, Md., 3.

University of nnesota, none,

Universit¥ of Missouri, none.

Cornell University, none.

The Citadel, South Carolina, 20; 1 since killed in action.
Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, none.
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Univergity of Vermont and State Agricuitural College, mone,
Virginia Militery Institute, 12.

Norwich University, Vt., 3.

University of Wisconsin, none,

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last two words for the purpose of getting the floor. Mr.
Chairman, without entering into the merits of the controversy
raised .on this point, I think in justice to the South Carolina
Military Institute I should say a word, while the House is on
this subject, concerning that Institution.

Last year it was my privilege to be in Charleston and to see
the students at the institute, and to inspect what is known as
the Citadel, the South Carolina Military Institute. Inasmuch as
a question like this has come up on the floor, one who knows
about the institution should take the time to say a word in its
behalf. - I do not take the floor to argue the merits or demerits

of the proposition raised here on either side. I think too much :

sectionalism is raised, anyhow. This institution, I may say, is
known as the West Point of the South. There are men attending
that school from a great number of States. It is the same with
the Military Institute in Virginia.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question.
Did I understand the gentleman to say that this institution of
which he now speaks has a great many students from different
States of the Union?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will say that the students are
not confined to the State of South Carolina.

Mr. BUTLER. They may not be confined to the State of South
Carolina ; but do students from other States go to this insti-
tution?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware.
into the details,

Mr. BUTLER. It seems queer that a boy from your State and
a boy from my State could not compete with the boys from South
Carolina. :

Mr. MANN. If our boys can not stand it with the South
Carolinians, they ought not to go.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. There were two hundred and
fifty-odd students at that institution. Lieut. Garey, of the Regu-
lar Army, is detailed there as instructor.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. How long is the course?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Four years, the same as in any
other college. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to get mixed
up in the merits of the proposition raised here. My purpose in
taking the floor was to say that in my opinion—and I think it
will be borne out by the people who know on both sides as well
as the Committee on Military Affairs—that the men who grad-
uate from the South Carolina Military Institute are fitted in
every way to enter this branch of the service on the same terms
as other men who are educated without going to either the Naval
or the Military Academy.

I never saw a finer set of men than at the institute at Charles-
ton. The same applies to the Virginia Military Institute, the
Culver Institute in Indiana, the Pennsylvania Institute at Ches-
ter, Pa., and the rest of the list that the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Oriver] referred to, and which I asked him to put in his
remarks, and which I think will clear up a good deal of the mis-
conception on this point as to sectionalism. I thought that I
ought to mention this South Carolina Institute inasmuch as I
have been there and seen what a splendid institution they have
and the splendid men educated there., [Applause.] I yield back

I know they do, but I can not go

the balanee of my time.

The Clerk read as follows:

For E{ and allowances prescribed by law of enlisted men on the
retired : For 9 sergeants magor 1 drum masor. 23 gunnery ts,
87 quartermaster sergeants, 43 rst sergeants, 66 sergeants, 21 rals

20 first-class musicians, 1 drummer, and 24 g&ﬂ\mtm, and for those whe

may be retired during the fiscal year, $175,

AMr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
This item carries $175,986 for pay of enlisted men and enlisted
officers on the retired list. The previous carries $198,000
and odd for pay of officers on the retired list. So far as the
gentleman knows, has there been any computation made of how
many of these officers might be used in active service in case we
should get into trouble where we needed trained officers? In
other words, many men on the retired list may be retired because
of such age that they can not go back and do active service,
really, and many men on the retired list have been injured so
that they can not do it, but there are many men upon the retired
list who would make very useful officers in the active service, at
least temporarily, when we need trained men.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Chairman, in case of war or emergency,
yes; and the Secretary stated, and the Chief of the Burean of
Navigation stated that they had a list, that they had sent to

every retired officer a designation of a specific duty and a spe-
cific assignment that was reguired of him if an emergency arose
or if war was declared, and that every one of these retired
officers has in his possession instructions which, of course, are
confidential, as to what designation and what assignment he
would have, the moment he was notified of the necessity of his
service, and he would go directly and report for that duty.

Mr. MANN. T do not see how it eould do any injury to make
a statement as to the number of these officers who might be
used-in active service. I asked whether the gentleman had any
such computation.

Mr. PADGETT. No; I have not the number. I have what is
declared to be the status of the matter, that they have all of
these officers assigned and that they have their instructions
where to go. I can not give the gentleman the number.

Mr. MANN. We have complaint all of the time that they
have not enough officers in the Navy, and we are requested to
increase the number of officers. Why do we not know, so far
as this emergency is concerned, how many we will have?

Mr. PADGETT. The statement was made here this after-
noon. The list of retired officers is published in the Navy
Register.

BeMr. MANN. I know, but many of them ean not possibly go to

a.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemar. yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly. ' :

Mr. SHERLEY. I just want to say to the gentleman that my
understanding is that every retired officer has been asked to
indicate to the Navy Department what work he considers him-
self fit and able to do. I am informed that they have accord-
ingly made statements to the Navy Department. As to what
work they have been designated for in the event of need, I do
not know.

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman from EKentucky think
that the House, or at least the Commitiee on Naval Affairs,
might properly be informed as to the number of men who could
be put into real active service in case of emergency?

Mr, SHERLEY. I am not gquestioning that. It so happened
that a rear admiral of the Navy came to me the other day
touching another retired officer. He himself is much too old to
be able to do any active work, and he spoke of a request of that
kind having been made and of the work he thought this partic-
ular officer could do with very great benmefit to the country.
E‘hhat is the way I came to know of the inguiry being made of

em.

Mr. MANN. The wonder to me is that this information is
not given to us.
Mr. PADGETT. I do not know the number, I can not tell

how many out of the 800 could be assigned to active duty.

Mr. MANN. I doubt very much whether the Navy knows;
but if they do we ought to know.

Mr. PADGETT. I presume the Navy does know, and I shall
try to find out and give the gentleman the information in the
morning.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pay of civil force: In the office of the major general commandant :
One chief clerk, at $2,000; 1 clerk, at $1,800; 1 messenger, at $971.28.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee how
many officers we have actively engaged in the Navy at this
time. He said there were 900 upon the retired list.

Mr. PADGETT. There are something over 4,000 at the pres-
ent time, I think. It was something over 3,900, counting the
line and the staff, last year, and that, if I remember correctly,
was prior to the graduation of the class at Annapolis last year,
and I think there were something like 150 or 160 in that grad-
uating class.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Can the chairman give the exact number
on the retired list?

Mr. PADGETT. It is published in the register, if the gentle-
man will look at it.

Mr, CALLAWAY. I want it in the Recorp,

Mr. PADGETT. I can not give the gentleman that. Some-
body stated here this afternoon there were about 900. I have
not looked it up myself. '

Mr. CALLAWAY. My, Chairman, I would like to know how
many of these 900 are admirals and how many admirals we
have actually got engaged in active service.

Mr. PADGETT. Counting the extra numbers, there are
somewhere between 25 and 30.

Mr. CALLAWAY, Actually engaged in acinal serviee?

Mr. PADGETT. Counting the extra numbers.

Mr. CALLAWAY. How many on the retired list?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know. The gentleman can get that
from the register.
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Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the chairman please put in his state-
ment in reply to this question how many rear admirals are on
the retired list?

Mr. PADGETT. If the gentleman will just turn to the Navy
Register he ecan get it.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I would rather have it from the chairman.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman can get it.

Mr. CALLAWAY. If I put it in, somebody may question it,
but if the chairman puts it in nobody will question it.

Mr. PADGETT. I will try to look it up and put it in.

Mr. CALLAWAY. In connection with this statement.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit
me to answer the question I have the list here and it says 145
rear admirals on the retired list. This is from January 1, 1916.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How many on the active list?

Mr. PADGETT. Between 25 and 30. This is not the last
Navy Register, though.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

In the office of the paymaster: One chief clerk, at $2,000; one clerk,
at $1,500; one clerk, at $1,200,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr, Chairman, I intended to make an inguiry about the
paragraph preceding the one which has just been read. This
is one of several items for pay of the civil force in the office
of the major general commandant—one chief clerk at $2,000,
and so forth.

Mr. PADGETT. What page is the gentleman reading from?

Mr. MANN. At the bottom of page 50 and the top of page 51.
I looked around the Chamber when this item was read and
wondered I did not see some member of the Committee on
Appropriations make a point of order on it and claim juris-
dietion. Are not these employees engaged in the office of the
commandant general here in Washington?

Mr. PADGETT. They are in the office here in Washington,
and they have always been carried in this bill.

Mr. MANN. The paymaster is in Washington?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr, MANN. The adjutant and fnspector is in Washington?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. MANN. The quartermaster is in Washington?

Mr. PADGETT. These are all here in the department, but
some of these are——

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Appropriations has been very
energetic lately insisting upon jurisdiction over items of this
character so that I am surprised they do not take charge of it
now. However, it was my sympathies to these men which
caused me to make this inquiry. If these employees were cared
for on the legislative bill, those who draw salaries under $1,800
a year would probably get an increase, certainly would get an
increase if the salaries were under $1,000, There might be some
at that rate. I think there is one carried in this bill, but as it
is they will get no increase of salary at all. This will be one
time when the clerks will want to be carried in the legislative
bill. Heretofore they have wanted to stay in this bill, and they
have stayed in this bill, and the result will be they will have to
be a little more economical the next fiscal year than the other
clerks under similar eircumstances.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two
words. I was called out of the Hall a moment ago and just as
I entered the Hall I understood the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr, PabcerT] and other gentlemen were discussing the propo-
sition as to how many officers were on the retired list who the
Navy Department could call to the colors.

Now, I want to ask the gentleman this question: Whether or
not the law now requires the Secretary of the Navy to have
men who are on the retired list and yet able to do considerable
v&mrk to be examined from time to time and be assigned to

uty ?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.

Mr. COX. Now, what earthly objections could there be to
such laws as that? '

Mr. PADGETT. The law provides that men upon the retired
list can be called into active duty and receive active pay in the case
of emergency or in war. They are all subject to call. In times
of any emergency, upon their application, the Secretary of the
Navy may assign them to duty and they receive the pay not
exceeding that of a lieutenant commander, unless it is their
own retired pay. If their own retired pay exceeds that of a
lieutenant commander, they receive their own retired pay.

Mr. COX. Now, if the gentleman will yield further. BEvi-
dently there is some necessity, for the gentleman from Virginia

in the last year’s Army reorganization bill reported in the bill
this provision, except in the Army bill it applied to Army offi-
cers on the retired list, and this, if enacted into a law, would
apply to officers of the Navy on the retired list:

That the Secretary of the Navy shall make a list of all officers who
have been géaced on the retired list for disability and shall cause such
officers to examined at such intervals as may be advisable, and such
officers as shall be found to have recovered from such di=ability or to be
able to perform service of value to the Government sufficient to warrant
such action shall be assigned to such duty as the Secretary of the Navy
may approve,

Now, will the gentleman explain what earthly objection there
would or could be to incorporating a provision like that in
this bill?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think there is any necessity for it.
It is getting along very well.

Mr. COX. I do not know whether it is getting along very
well or not. We are appropriating money here.

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COX. I can not yield now.

In response to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALrawax],
who made the inguiry a moment ago, I have gone to the Navy
Yearbook, and I want to put some fizures in the Recorp here.
There are men on the retired list of the Navy Department—
captains, average age 55, 16; commanders, with an average of
50, 19; commanders, with an average age of 45, 25; lieutenant
commanders, with an average age of 45, 27; lieutenants, 27:
lieutenants (junior grade), 22; ensigns, 27; passed assistant
surgeons, 12; assistant surgeons, 6; paymasters, 8; passed as-
sistant paymasters, 1; naval constructor, 1; assistant naval con-
structor, 1; or a total of 202.

Now, of those higher grade officers, their average age is 45.
Then, in the Marine Corps there is 1 lieutenant colonel, whose
age is 50, on the retired list.” There are 4 majors, with an aver-
age age of 45, on the retired list; 17 captains; 10 first lieutenants;
and 3 second lieutenants; or a total of 35. Noncommissioned
officers, who are retired with rank of a commissioned officer,
chief, 8; boatswain, 10; chief gunner, 4; gunner, 12: or a
total of 34.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a
question? Why is it that a person of 45 years of age is put on
the retired list? ?

Mr, COX. You ecan search me, I do not know why. I can
point out to the gentleman here in the city of Washington a
man on the retired list, a graduate at Annapolis, who is now
drawing $3,000 a year in the active practice of medicine, and
there is another man, a graduate of Annapolis, who is now
drawing $3.000, retired pay, and at the same time drawing a
salary from the Government of about $1,400 a year in the United
States Subtreasury at Philadelphia. If I had time I could
enumerate case after case like that.

And yet, with an appropriation bill here amounting to nearly
$500,000,000, building ships on top of ships, if we are short of
anything in the world, it is of officers; and what objection the
Navy Department can have to incorporating an amendment such
as the one carried on the last Army reorganization bill, that
would compel the Secretary of the Navy to examine these officers
on the retired list and where they are able to do some work
compel them to quit private employment and serve their country
after the country has educated them is beyond my compre-
hension.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. TALBOTT. These people are not placed on the retired
list until after they are examined.

Mr. COX. Yes; and they get well mighty quick after being
placed on the retired list. They are able to do g good day's
work in private employment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the debate on the paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that the debate on the paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection?

‘Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects,
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Mr. STAFFORD. I do not like to have that compliment paid
to me when I rise to address the committee.

Mr. PADGETT. 1 did not want to slight the gentleman. I
simply want to get through with this bill

Mr. STAFFORD. I want to reply to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MaxN] as to the need of having these departmental
clerks included in this appropriation bill. I realize, and every-
body else realizes, that it is in consonance with good legislative
practice to have all the clerks in the departments here in Wash-
ington included in one bill. It is the only method that can be
pursued in order to deal fairly and equitably with all concerned.
1 think it would be even better in the interest of good parliamen-
tary procedure and for legislative convenience if the clerks in the
Agricultural Department were brought within the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Appropriations and included in the legis-
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill.

Last year it was brought to our attention during the con-
sideration of the Army appropriation bill that there were some
departmental clerks in connection with the offiee of the Chief of
Staff that are utilized here in Washington.

Mr, PADGETT. These are of the same character.

Mr. STAFFORD. There was some understanding that they
should be included in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill. We attempted that this year, not with a de-
sire to appropriate to ourselves legislation that applies to an-
other committee, but with the sole purpose of having one rule
applicable to all the clerks in the department. But when we
did that this year the Committee on Military Affairs strongly
resented our policy and came into the House and objected to
their inclusion, and, on a fine technical parliamentary point,
they were eliminated from the bill.

I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Naval Com-
mittee whether there is any need of having these clerks eon-
nected with the departmental offices here in Washington in-
cluded in the naval appropriation bill?

Mr. PADGETT. I will say to the gentleman——

Mr. STAFFORD. I may say to my friend the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] before the gentleman replies, that
we did not attempt to have these clerks stricken out of this
bill this yoar because we realized that the department would
be without any clerks at all if we did. The Iegislatjve. executive,
and judicial appropriation bill is already in conference. We
could not provide for them otherwise.

But I wish to direct an inquiry of the chairman now as to
whether, in the formation of next year’s bill, it would not be
better for legislative purposes to have the clerks provided for
in these four paragraphs included in the legislative, executive,
and judicial appropriation bill?

Mr. PADGETT. I think not. I think they ought to be under
the contrgl of the Naval Commiitee and in the naval bill, be-
cause they perform naval service, and they are under the jur!s-
diction of the Navy Department, and right in the offices perform-
ing largely naval service.

Mr. STAFFORD. Wherein are they more under the naval
officers than the clerks carried in the legislative, executive, and
judicial bill connected with the Bureau of Navigation and the
Bureau of Construction and the Bureau of Yards and Docks?

Mr. MANN. Or in the office of the Secretary of the Navy?

Mr. STAFFORD. Or the office of the Secretary of the Navy?
All the activities of the Navy other than this one, are included,
so far as the departmental clerks are concerned, in the legis-
lative, executive, and judicial bill.

Mr, PADGETT. They have always been appropriated for in
this bill, time out of mind.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is that the only argument the gentleman
ecan advance in favor of their retention in this bill? If he can
not advance any other one, I will be tempted fo call attention to
the subject when the next legislative bill is considered for the
sake of consistency and harmony to have these clerks carried in
that bill.

Mr. PADGETT. I suppose in that event you would meet the
same difficulty that you met on the Army bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, we might meet more. The Navy is
much more potent with the big guns than the Army is with its
little guns. But that, nevertheless, would be as good an argu-
ment in favor of the retention of these clerks in the naval ap-
propriation bill as the members of the Committee on Military
Affairs advanced in connection with the retention of those clerks
connected with the office of the Chief of Staff,

Mr. PADGETT. I think we have all the arguments they had.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman may have something up his
sleeve that he is withholding, but I am tempted to call the
bluff, and ask to have them included in the next legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn
and the Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

In the office of the y t‘lel'k

T:m'termaster One chief clerk, at $2,000;

1,800; 1 clerk, at $1,500; 2 clerks, at $1,400" each;’ 2 clerks, a
06 each; 1 draftaman, at $2,200

Mr MAN‘N I reserve a polut of order on the paragraph.

What is the oceasion for increasing the salary of this drafts-
man from $1,800 to $2,2007 That seems an odd increase.

Mr, PADGETT. The reason he was increased was because
he was offered that amount in another employment, and the
department said he was a very valuable man, and they did not
want to give him up.

Mr. MANN. He will probably be offered $2,600 or $3,000 next
year, because private employers will pay, for particular men, more
than the Government can pay, because the Government must
pay more or less on a dead level between men.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but that is one of the services in the
department where they are continually on a stress to keep up
their necessary number of men.

Mr. MANN. What occasion do they have for a draftsman at
all in the office of the quartermaster under ordinary eircum-
stances?

Mr. PADGETT. They need one over there to do their dratt—
ing for their barracks and other work.

Mr, MANN. Have they not learned yet how to construct bar-
racks without making new plans for them?

Mr. PADGETT. They need the man there, and this man was
offered $2,200, and they want to keep him.

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly he is a competent man, but have
they not discovered yet how to construct ordinary bafracks
without requiring new plans each time they put up a little
building ?

Mr. PADGETT. They do not always put them up just alike.

Mr. MANN. Why do they not?

Mr. PADGETT. Simply because the necessities are different.

Mr. MANN. I can imagine, of course, that in Nicaragua they
may require a building slightly different from a building up in
Alaska, but I should think by this time they would have all
types. These are not elaborate buildings, or they ought not to
be, unless they are construeted for the benefit of a few officers,
and I doubt even then whether they ought to be very elaborate.

Mr. PADGETT. The barracks are for the accommodation of
the men, and they are built for the accommodation of 500
marines.

Mr. MANN. The barracks accommodate both men and officers.

Mr. PADGETT. I know, but they are the barracks we build
for the enlisted men, with a eapacity to accommodate 500 men,
and that is what we have been providing.

Mr, MANN. Certainly by this time they must have discov-
ered types of buildings, and they must have plans and specifica-
tions for them. Of course, I know that to be the case anyhow,
or they could not get along with only one draftsman.

My. PADGETT. This is the only draftsman they have in the
Marine Corps, and they certainly need one. He is a very valu-
able man.

Mr. MANN. I think they need that many for ornament, so
I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. STAFFORD. I repmew the point of order. Do I under-
stand that the committee advanced this man’s salary $400, to
the maximum that he could obtain in private employment, and
that was the only reason for advancing this salary more than
any other advancement carried in this bill?

Mr. PADGETT. It was stated to us that he was worth it,
that he was a very valuable rhan, and that he had been offered
$2,200, and the Marine Corps did not want to lose him.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 will inform the gentleman that it has
been testified many times before the legislative subcommittee, as
a warrant for an increase, that men have been offered fourfold
and fivefold the amount of their Government salaries by private
employers, yet we did not feel warranted in granting the in-
crease. Mr, Chairman, this is rather an inordinate increase. I
would not ebject to a reasonable increase of a couple of hundred
dollars, but to advance a man’s salary from $1,800 to $2,200 just
merely because some private employer thinks he is of value, is
not warranted, I think, under the present conditions of the
Treasury.

Mr. PADGETT. Thereis a very great demand for draftsmen,

Mr. KELLEY. The offer this man had was from the Bureau
of Yards and Docks, another department of the Government.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think that only strengthens my position.
I think the Bureau of Yards and Docks has more need for
draftsmen of this capacity than the Marine Corps. Therefore
I make the point of order.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes
the poiut of order against the figures “$2,200,” and the Chair
sustains the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Did .the gentleman say that he would not
object to $2,0007

Mr. STAFFORD. Upon the information furnished by the
gentleman from Michigan that this man is really needed in
another branch of the service, I will insist on having it $1,800.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by insert-
ing the figures * $1,800."

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 51, line 9, insert the figures ** $1,800."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

In the office of the assistant mrtemuter Philadelphia, Pa.: One
chler clerk, at $1,800 ; one messenger, a

r. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
wo:-d in order to ask the chairman a question. Why do you
allow a messenger at $840 for Philadelphia and not one at San
Franeisco?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know just the work that is required
there. This is not a new item. At Philadelphia they have a
larger establishment, and they manufacture outfits under the
Marine Corps.

Mr. SEARS. At San Francisco they have a chief clerk with
no messenger, but at Philadelphia they have a chief clerk with
a4 messenger.

Mr. PADGETT. They do not need one at San Francisco.

Mr. SEARS. The chief clerk at Philadelphia has a mes-
senger, and the chief clerk at San Francisco has not, and they
both have the same pay.

Mr. PADGETT. The work at San Francisco is not of so
diversified a character.

Mr. SEARS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In all, pay, Marine Corps, $7,133,002.78.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, there is a reduction of $400
in that total. The Clerk has heretofore been given authority to
change the totals.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the Clerk
has been given authority by the committee to correct the totals.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provisions, Marine Corps: For noncommissioned oﬂicers. musicians,
and privates serving ashore; subsistence and lodg'lng of enlisted men
when traveling on duty, or cash in lien thereof ; commutation of rations
to enlisted men regularly detailed as clerks and messengers ; payments
of board and lod ng of a limntn for enlistment while held under
observation, recruits, recrui ties, and enlisted men where it is
impracticable to otbervnu tur §x.r hsistence. or in leu of board, com-
mtatlon of rations to recruiting 'pn es. nge;tntlon of provisions,

and the em&loyment of necessary lal therewith ; ice ma-
chines and their maintenance where requlrad for the health and comfort
of the troops and for cold storage; ice for offices and preservation of
rations, $1,676,000. Hereafter no law shall be construed to entitle
enlisted men on shore duty to any rations or commutation therefor other
than such as are now or may hereafter be allowed enlisted men in the
Army : That when 1t is impracticable or the expense is found
greater to supply marines se tg on shore duty in the island posses-

slons and on foreign stations with the Army ration, such marines may
be allowed the Navy ration or commutation therefor,

Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. This
paragraph carries an appropriation for food or provisions, com-
mutation of rations, and so forth. Is the gentleman from Ten-
nessee able to tell the House the various places outside of the
United States where the Marine Corps is now in service?

Mr. PADGETT. At Haiti, San Domingo, Nicaragua, some in
the Philippines, some in Guam, some in Hawaii, some in Alaska,
and a few in China.

Mr. MANN. Any other foreign countries that the gentleman
now recalls?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not recall any at this minute.

Mr., MANN. Does the gentleman recall how many are in
Nicaragua or Haiti or 8an Domingo?

Mr, PADGETT. Quite a number in Haiti and San Domingo,
but not so many in Nicaragua.

Mr. MANN. Any enlisted men in Haiti or San Domingo?

Mr. PADGETT. Quite a number.

Mr. MANN. We gave authority for the officers to recruit a
local force there.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but there are quite a number of en-
listed men there in addition to thoese provided in the legislation
that the gentleman refers to, to form a constabulary.

Mr. MANN. If I may judge from current reports, the Ma-
rine Corps and the officials are doing excellent service?

Mr. PADGETT. It is so reported, and I have noticed in the
press that they are rendering magnificent service.

hMr£ i!{-{AINI’I\I As to Nicaragua, I do not feel quite so sure
abou

Mr. PADGETT. I have not much information about that.

Mr. MANN. In one South American State they had a revo-
lution the other day. Which one was that?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not recall, they come so often.

Mr. MANN. I think it was in one of the States along next to
Nicaragua, probably the result of our course in Nicaragua.
We have not sent the marines into Costa Rica to restore the
Government there that was thrown out? Not yet, as far as the
gentleman knows?

Mr. PADGETT. I have not heard of any.

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. Does not the
gentleman think it is time for the committee to rise?

Mr. PADGETT. I would like to have the Clerk read a few
more pages, down to the increase of the Navy,

Mr. MANN., We can easily finish the bill to-morrow.

Mr. PADGETT. We want to finish the bill and then pass
the pension appropriation bill to-morrow.

Mr. MANN. 1 think it will be hardly possible to do that.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

The following Members were given leave to extend their re-
il&arks in the REcorp: Mr. Sears, Mr. Tacug, Mr. Fess, and Mr.

ORIN.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise. 5

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, Page of North Carolina, Chairman of the
Committee of the.- Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill H. R. 20632, the naval appropriation bill, and had come to
no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Garnivaw, by unanimous consent, was given leave of
absence for four days, on account of attendlng the obsequies
of a friend.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALLEGHENY RIVER, CATTARAUGUS COUNTY, N. Y.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we passed House bill
19208, a bridge bill, where an identical Senate bill (S. 7537)
had previously passed the Senate. I ask unanimous consent to
enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which we passed the
House bill, and then I will ask the House to agree to a resolu-
tion to recall the bill from the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the
bill H. R. 19298 was passed. Is there objection?

There was no. objection.
thMr. MANN, And I ask to have the resolution passed recalling

e bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution,

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 491.

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, directed to r
the Senate to return to the House of Representatives the bill {
19298) entitled an act authorizing the Western New York & Pennnyl-
vania Railway Co. to reconsiruct, maintain, and operate a bridge across
gmz.&:legheny River in the town of Al.lmny. county of Cattaraugus,

ﬂ The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the resolu-
on.

The resolution was agreed to.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGKED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bllls of
the following titles:

S.1061. An act to allow additional entries under the enlarged-
homestead act;

S. 2222 An act for the relief of the heirs of Antoine Bayard;

S. 5632, An act for the relief of Aquila Nebeker ;

S.5208. An act for the relief of Gardiner L. Eastman;

S.1553. An act for the relief of Peter Kenney; and

S.3743. An aet to reimburse John Simpson.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESI-
DENT FOR HIS APPREOVAL.

Mr, LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following joint resolution and bills:

H. J. Res. 230. Joint resolution authorizing the National So-
clety United States Daughters of Eighteen Hundred and Twelve
to file its historical material in the Smithsonian Institution and
to make annual reports to the secretary thereof;

H. R. 1609. An act for the relief of S. L. Burgard;

H. R, 6732. An act for the relief of Joseph A. Jennings;

uest
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H. R. 7763. An act for the relief of Stephen J. Simpson;
H. R. 11150. An act for the relief of mail contractors;
H. R.11288. An act for the relief of 8. 8. Yoder; and
H. Rt. 11685. An act for the relief of Ivy L. Merrill

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock
a. m, to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I present a confer-
ence report upon the bill H. R. 18453, the Indian appropriation
bill, for printing under the rules. :

The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPOBT (NO. 1448).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
18453) making appropriations for the current and eontingent ex-
penses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipu-
lations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 4,
6, 7, 8, 13, 14, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34, 36, 38, 39, 55,
58, 62, 65, 73, T4, 76, 82, 88, 96, 100, 103, 106, and 112.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 15, 17, 18, 23, 25, 87, 41, 43, 44, 45,
47, 52, 58, 54, b6, 57, 59, 61, 64, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 75, 77, T8, 79,
81, 83, 86, 89, 91, 94, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 107, 108, and
109, and agree to the same. |

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the game with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amendment proposed insert the following: “Provided further,
That $5,000 of the above amount shall be used for an investigation
and report on the merits of the claim of the Indians of the Warm
Springs Reservation in Oregon to additional land arising from
alleged erroneous surveys of the north and west boundaries of
their reservation as defined in the treaty concluded June 25, 1855
(12 Stats. L., p. 963), and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized to make such survey or resurveys as may be necessary
to complete said investigation and report ” ; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the amendment proposed insert the following: “Provided,
That automobiles or any other vehicles or conveyances used in
introducing, or attempting to introduce, intoxicarts into the
Indian country, where the introduction is prohibited by treaty
or Federal statute, whether used by the owner thereof or other
person, shall be subject to the seizure, libel, and forfeiture pro-
vided in section 2140 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States ™ ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert * $1,600,000 " ; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amendment proposed insert the following:

“ For construction, lease, purchase, repair, and improvement
of school and ageney buildings, including the purchase of neces-
sary lands and the installation, repair, and improvement of
heating, lighting, power, and sewerage and water systems in
connection therewith, $400,000: Provided, That of this amount
$300 may be expended for the purchase of a perpetnal water
right and right of way across the lands of private individuals,
for the purpose of running a pipe line from a certain spring or
springs located near the Sisseton Indian Agency buildings,
South Dakota, to said buildings, the purchase of such water
right to include sufficient land for the construction of a small
cement reservoir near such spring or springs for the purpose of
storing the water so acquired: Provided further, That not to
exceed $500 of the amount herein appropriated may be used for
the acquisition on behalf of the United States, by purchase or
otherwise, of land for a site for the Mesquakie Day School, Sac
and Fox, Iowa: Provided further, That the Secretary of the
Interior is authorized to allow employees in the Indian Service

who are furnished quarters necessary heat and light for such
quarters without charge, such heat and light to be paid for out
of the fund chargeable with the cost of heating and lighting
other buildings at the same place: And provided further, That
the amount so expended for agency purposes shall not be in-
cluded in the maximum amounts for compensation of employees
prescribed by section 1, act of August 24, 1912."

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and
agree to the same with an amendment as .follows: In lien of
the amendment proposed insert the following: * Provided fur-
ther, That where practicable the transportation and expenses so
paid shall be refunded and shall be returned to the appropria-
tion from which paid ”’; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
amendment proposed insert the following: * $475,000, of which
sum not less than $75,000 shall be used for the employment of
additional field matrons:”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and
agree fo the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of
said amendment strike out the figures * $10,000” and insert in
lieu thereof * $8,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $400,000 "; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed in line 1 of said amendment insert * $75,000 ” ;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all
of said amendment numbered 24 and the following language ap-
pearing in lines 10 to 14, inclusive, on page 13 of the bill:

*“That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of
the Interior shall have the power to authorize any superintend-
ent, clerk, or other employee in the Indian field service to ad-
minister oaths and take acknowledgments in connection with
matters pertaining to their official duties.”

And the Senate agree {o the same,

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of
the amendment proposed, after the word “ Interior,” strike out
the period, insert a comma, and add the following: “ reimburs-
able to the United States from any funds now or hereafter placed
in the Treasury to the credit of the Navajo Indians in Arizona,
to remain a charge and lien upon the lands and funds of said
tribe of Indians until paid ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “$20,000"; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
amendment proposed insert the following:

“That section 3 of the act of January 12, 1801 (26 Stat. L., p.
T712), entitled “An act for the relief of Mission Indians in the
State of California,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as
to authorize the President, in his diseretion and whenever he
shall deem it for the interests of the Indians affected thereby,
to extend the trust period for such time as may be advisable on
the lands held in trust for the use and benefit of the Mission
Bands or villages of Indians in California.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amendment proposed insert the following:

* I0WA. i

“Sec. 6. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby author<
ized, in his discretion, to pay to the enrolled members of the
Sac and Fox of the Mississippi Tribe of Indians of the State of
Towa, entitled under existing law to share in the funds of said
tribe, or to their lawful heirs, the sum of $10,334.96, together



1917,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2971

with the interest which has or may hereafter accrue thereon,
remaining in the Treasury of the United States to the credit
of the Sac and Fox of the Mississippi Tribe of Indians of the
State of Iowa, from the sum of $42,893.25 transferred to the
credit of those Indians under the provisions of the act of June
10, 1896, said sum of $10,.334.96 to be apportioned per capita
among the enrolled members of said tribe.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6
of the amendment strike out the following: * for setting out
trees, $500"; and in line T of the amendment strike out the
figures “$75,175” and in lieu thereof insert the figures
*“£74075"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4
of the amendment strike out the word “on"” after the word
“bridge” and insert the following: * across the Mississippl
River on the ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 of
the amendment, after the word * been,” strike out the words
“ pmitted erroneously from the rolls,” and in lieu thereof insert
the following: * heretofore erroneously stricken from the rolls
and reinstated prior to the passage of this act ”; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the
word * Washington,” in lines 21 and 22 of the amendment, insert
the following: ** and other Chippewa Indians visiting said city ”;
and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered G0: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 3 and
4 of the amendment, strike out the following, “ for the purchase
of additional land, $41,600; in all, $129,920,” and insert the fol-
lowing: “in all, $88,320 ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from Its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of
the amendment strike out the figures * §52,100,” and in lieu
thereof insert the figures *$50,430"; and in line 4 of the
amendment strike out the figures * $89,100,” and in lieu thereof
insert * 897,430 ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amendment proposed insert the following:

“ For the construction of a steel bridge across the San Juan
River in San Juan County, State of New Mexico, at the best and
most available location west or southwest and near to the town
of Farmington, in said county and State, $25,000, to be expended
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and to be
reimbursable from any funds now or hereafter placed in the
Treasury to the credit of the Navajo Indians in the State of
New Mexico.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 84 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amendment proposed insert the following:

“ That the sum of $5,000, to be immediately available, be, and
the same is hereby appropriated, out of any funds of the Chick-
asaw Nation, not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse Douglas
"H. Johnston, governor of the Chickasaw Nation, for extra ex-
penses incurred in the performance of his duty as chief execu-
tive of the Chickasaw Nation and principal chief of the Chicka-
saw Tribe of Indians during the period covered between the
years 1907 and 1912, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized and directed to make such payment from the funds
of said Nation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of
the proposed amendment, after the word * Congress,” strike out
the period, insert a colon, and add the following: *“ Pro-

vided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author-
ized to pay each and every duly enrolled citizen of the Creek
Nation who has not been allotted lands in said nation and

who is not included in Senate Document No. 478, Sixty-third
Congress, second session, the sum of $1,040 in lieu of an allot-
ment of land in said nation. Said sum of $1,040 to be paid to
each and every person out of the funds in the Treasury of the
United States to the credit of the Muskogee Creek Nation”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 of
the amendment strike out the following: “$40,000; in all,
$162,200,” and insert * $30,000; in all, $152,200 " ; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 12 of .
the amendment, after the word * prescribe,” strike out the

riod, insert a colon, and add the following: “Provided, That-

he application of this provision shall not interfere with any
rights guaranteed by treaty to any allotted Umatilla Indian or
Indians ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Ameundment numbered 92: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed insert the following:

“ Sec. 21, For support and education of 365 Indian pupils at
the Indian school at Flandreau, S. Dak., and for pay of supet-
intendent, $62,955 ; for general repairs and improvements, $8,000 ;
for new barn, $3,000; in all, $73,955."

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
amendment proposed insert the following: “in all, $53,750.”
On page 40, line 1, of the bill, after the figures “ $43,750," in-
sert the following: “, of which amount not exceeding $900 may
be expended for the purchase of two new busses”; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its
disagreement to fhe amendment of the Senate numbered 110,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the amendment proposed insert the following:

“ Sec. 26. That until the meeting of the Sixty-fifth Congress,
those members of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House
of Representatives, not less than five in number, who are Mem-
bers elect to the Sixty-fifth Congress, are authorized to conduct
hearings and investigate the conduct of the Indian Service, at
Washington, D. C.,, and elsewhere, and the sum of $15,000 or so
much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available
and remain available until expended, is hereby appropriated for
expenses incident thereto. The said committee is hereby au-
thorized and empowered to examine into the conduct and man-
agement of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and all its branches
and agencies, their organization and administration, to examine
all books, documents, and papers in the said Bureau of Indian
Affairs, its branches or agencies, relating to the administration
of the business of said bureau, and shall have and is hereby
granted authority to subpena witnesses, compel their attend-
ance, administer oaths, and to demand any and all books, docu-
ments and papers of whatever nature relating to the affairs of
Indians as conducted by said bureau, its branches and agencies.
Said committee is hereby authorized to employ such clerical and
other assistance, including stenographers, as said committee
may deem necessary in the proper prosecution of its work: Pro-
vided, That stenographers so employed shall not receive for
their services exceeding $1 per printed page.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the
amendments of the Senate numbered 48, 80, 95, and 111.

Jxo. H. STEPHENS,

C. D. CARTER,

P. D. NorToN,
Managers on the part of ihe House.

Hexey F. AsHURST,

H. L. MyEzs,

Moses H. Crare,
Managers on the part of the Senate.-

BTATEMENT.

The bill as it passed the House carried appropr!ations as

follows:
Gratulty <. $7, 152, 890. 67
Reimbursable i 2, 697, T00. 00
Treaty-————— = L3 845, 360. 06
Totad .. 10, 695, 956. 67
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The bill as it passed the Senate earried appropriations as
follows :

T o L e Lo R o et o $8, 305, T46. 67T
Reimbursable __ 3, 157, 000. 00
TPaty - 8435, 360, 00

Total _.—__ = 12, 398, 107. 67

The bill as agreed upon in conference carries appropriations
as follows:

Gratuity —- = i b AL $7, 778, 176. 67
'¥Pil!!tbllr8ab!e _____________________________________ — 90%, 338 gg

reaty i 0 e O T P N 2 Uk s e L , a0,
Tatal Lo A 11, 529, 036. 67

The above figures do not include amendments Nos. 80, 95,
111, and 112, which are in disagreement.

The estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, were
$12,230,356.67. The bill as agreed upon in conference, exclu-
sive of the amendments above enumerated on which there is a
disagreement, is $701,320 less than the estimates of the depart-
ment and $809,071 less than the bill carried when it passed
the Senate.

The Senate conferees have receded on the following amend-
ments: 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 13, 14, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33,
34, 36, 38, 89, 55, 58, 62, 65, 73, T4, 76, 82, 88, 92, 96, 100, 103,
106, and 112.

The House conferees have receded unqualifiedly on the fol-
lowing amendments: 15, 17, 18, 23, 25, 37, 41, 43, 44, 45, 47,
52, 53, 54, b6, 57, 59, 61, 64, 67, 68, 69, T0, T1, 72, 75, 77, T8,
79, 81, 83, 86, 89, 91, 94, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 107, 108,
and 109.

The effect of the recession of the House conferees on the
amendments on “hlcll they have unqualifiedly receded is as
follows:

On No. 15: Provides for three warehouses in the Indian Serv-
ice instead of two permanent warehouses in last year's law.

On No. 17: Makes $5,000 of the $135,000 appropriation for
general expenses of the Indian Service immediately available.

On No. 18: Allows six Indian Service inspectors an increase of
$1 in per diem expenses when actoally employed on duty in
the field.

On No. 23: Requires land purchased by the United States for
day school or other administrative purposes to be sold to the
highest bidder when any sale is made as contemplated by the
law.

On No. 25: Amends the act of March 11, 1904, so as to permit
of temporary rights of way for pipe lines across Indian lands
for the conyveyance of oil and gas.

On No. 37: Provides for the erection of a new school at the
Fort Bidwell Indian school, California, and appropriates $12,000
therefor ; also corrects the totals.

On No. 41: Permits the using of the funds arising from the
sale of lands on the Klamath Indian Reservation for the purpose
of constructing roads, trails, and other improvements for their
benefit in addition to the purposes set forth in the act of June
17, 1892,

On No. 43: Corrects the section number.

On No. 44: Grants an increase of $2,000 for general repairs
and improvements at the Indian school, Kickapoo Reservation,
Kans,

On No. 45: Appropriates $8,000 for the purchase of additional
land at the Indian school, Mount Pleasant, Mich.

On No. 47: Directs the Secretary of the Interior to accept the
applieation of Richard Daeley to enter 1} acres.of land as as-
signee of Evaline Gallagher, and to issue patent to Daeley on
his complying with the requirements of the law relative to mak-
ing soldiers’ additional homestead entries.

On No. 52: Removes the requirement of the act of June 30,
1914, for showing the quantum of Indian blood in the roll that is
being prepared of Chippewa Indians.

On No. 53: Corrects the section number.

On No. 54: Does not increase the appropriation, but provides
that $1,000 may be used for the purchase of two automobiles on
the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont.

On No. 56: Increases the appropriation to the amount esti-
mated by the department for the irrigation systems on the Fort
Belknap Indian Reservation, Mont.

On No. 57: Inecreases the appropriation for the support and
civilization of the Rocky Boy Band of Chippewa Indians in Mon-
tana.

On No.

On No.

On No.,

On No.

59 : Corrects the section number.
61: Corrects the section number.
64: Corrects the section number,
67 : Corrects the section number,

On No. 68 : Corrects the section number. Also, provides for 10
additional pupils, an assembly hall and gymnasium, and addi-
tional land for a school farm at the Indian school, Cherokee,
N. C,, in accordance with the department estimates.

On No. 69 : Corrects the section number.

On No. 70: Provides for the construction and equipment of a
gymnasium building at the Fort Totten Indian School, North
Dakota.

On No. 71: Provides for an assembly hall and employees' cot-
tages at the Wahpeton School, North Dakota, in accordance with
the departinent estimates,

- On No. 72: Corrects the section number,

On No. 75: Provides that Osage County, Okla., shall be
deemed Indian eountry within the meaning of acts of Congress
making it unlawful to introduce intoxicating liquors into Indian
country.

On Ne. 77: Provides for a reappraisement of Osage County,
Okla., and appropriates $5,000 from tribal funds for such pur-
pose.

On No. 78: Corrects the section number.

On No. 79: Provides that the city of Tishomingo, Okla., shall
convey sites for the dormitories for the Murray State School
of Agriculture by fee-simple title.

.On No. 81: Provides for the payment of M. L. Mott, formerly
national attorney for the Creek Nation of Indians, for expenses
incurred during the period January 15 to February 8, 1914,
when his successor was appointed.

On No. 83: Reinstafes existing law provldiug for a national
attorney for the Creek Indians, and authorizes the expenditure
of Creek funds to pay for the same.

On No. 86: Corrects the section number.

On No. 89: Provides for the purchase of tracts of land on the
Columbia River, Oreg., as fishing grounds for the Oregon In-
dians, and appropriates $5,000 therefor.

On No. 91: Corrects the section number,

On No. 894: Merely corrects the language.

On No. 97: Appropriates $7,500 for the repair and improve-
ment of the road frem Canton, 8. Dak., to the insane asylum for
Indians at that place.

On No. 98: Corrects the section number.

On No. 99: Corrects the section number.

On No. 101: Provides that certain patents issued to certain In-
dians as fee simple patents under the homestead act of May 20,
1862, be ratified and confirmed as of the dates of their issuance.

On No. 102: Corrects the section number.

On No. 104 : Appropriates $1,500 for the purchase of a storage
battery at the Indian school, Tomah, Wis.

On No. 105 ; Corrects the totals to correspond with amendment
No. 104.

On No. 107: Amends the House provision authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to withdraw $300,000 of the tribal
funds of the Menominee Indians of Wisconsin and to spend the
same in clearing the land, building of homes, purchase of seeds,
machinery, tools, etc.,, so as to protect the timberlands of the
Indians where they seek to farm their allotments by requiring
first a survey and certification of the forest service of the
Indian Bureau that the lands are more valuable for agricul-
tural purposes than for the preservation of the timber growing
on the land. Also the amendment provides for a per capita
payment, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, of
$50 to each member of the Menominee Tribe.

On No. 108 : Corrects the section number,

On No. 109: Increases the appropriation for the irrigation
system within the diminished Shoshone or Wind River Indian
Reservation, Wyo., and indicates two partly completed ditches
or canals on the reservation where the work shall be completed.
The amendment also appropriates $5,000 additional for, the pur-
pose of making further surveys and examinations relative to the
irrigation of the conditionally ceded lands on the reservation.

On the following amendments the House conferees receded
with meodifying or snbstitute amendments: 2, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12,
16, 19, 22, 24, 32, 35, 40, 42 46495051808366,848-:87
90, 92, 93, and 110.

The effect of the recession of the House conferees on the
amendments on which they have receded with modifying or
substitute amendments is as follows:

On No. 2: Strikes out the $5,000 appropriated for the investi-

gation provided for and authorizes and directs the expenditure
from the lump-sum appropriation for the survey, resurvey,
classification, and allotment of lands to Indians.

On No. 5: Provides that automobiles used in introducing or
attempting to introduce intoxicating liquor into Indian country
in violation of law shall be subject to seizure, libel, and for-
feiture as provided in section 2140 of the Revised Smtmes of
the United States.
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On No. 9: Decreases the amount allowed by the Senate for the
support of Indian day and industrial schools from $1,650,000 to
$1,600,000.

On No. 10: Decreases the amount allowed by the Senate for the
construction, lease, and repalr of school and agency buildings
from $625,000 to $400,000 and restores two provisos as esti-
mated for by the department.

On No. 11 : Provides that when expenses for transportation and
collection of pupils have been refunded that they shall be re-
turned to the appropriation from which paid.

On No. 12: Decreases the appropriation for industrial work
among the Indians from $500,000, as it passed the Senate, to
$475,000, and provides that $75,000 of this amount shall be used
in the employment of additional field matrons.

On No.16: Decreases the appropriation for pay of judges of In-
dian courts from $10,000 to $8,000 and provides that no part
of this money shall be expended for any judge for the Pueblo
Indians in New Mexico.

On No. 19: Decreases the appropriation for industry and self-
support among the Indians from $4.:0000 as it passed the Sen-
ate, to $400,000.

On No. 22: Decreases the appropriation for reimbursing In-
dians for loss of stock infected with dourine and other contagious
diseases from $100,000, as it passed the Senate, to $75,000, and
* provides that the same shall be immediately available and re-
main available until expended.

On No. 24: Strikes out both the Senate and House provisions
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to empower any em-
ployee in the Indian Service to administer oaths and take ac-
knowledgments in connection with matters pertaining to their
official duties.

On No. 32: Provides that the appropriation for the construe-
tion of two bridges near the Leupp Indian Agency, Ariz., shall
be reimbursable from any funds now or hereafter placed to the
credit of the Navajo Tribe of Indians in the Treasury of the
United States.

On No. 35: Decreases the appropriation for the purchase of
‘lands for homeless Indians in California from $25,000, as it
passed the Senate, to $20,000.

On No. 40: Authorizes an amendment to the act of January
12, 1891, so as to enable the President to extend the trust period
on the luuds held in trust for the use and benefit of the Mission
Bands of Indians in California.

On No. 42: Directs the Secretary of the Interior, in his disere-
tion, to make a per capita payment to the enrolled members of
the Sac and Fox of the Mississippi Tribe of Indians in Iowa.

On No. 46: Authorizes certain expenditures for the support
and education of 225 Indians at the Indian school, Pipestone,
Minn., including a domestie-science cottage, an addition to the
hoe.pltal a central heating plant, and for road and drainage,
and decreases the total appropriation for this school from
$75,175, as it passed the Senate, to $74,675.

On No. 49 : Authorizes the expenditure of $5,000 of the funds of
the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota for the construction of a
bridge across the Mississippi River, Cass Lake Reservation,
Minn., upon condition that Congress shall hereafter appropriate
$10000 to be contributed to the Forestry Service, and that the
State of Minnesota, or the local Minnesota authorities, shall also
contribute $10,000 for the construction of such bridge.

On No. 50: Authorizes the payment from Chippewa Indian
funds to persons whose names had been erroneously stricken
from the rolls of the Chippewa Indians and had been reinstated
prior to the passage of this act,

On No. 51: Appropriates $6,000 of the funds of the Chippewa
Indians for the expenses of the general council of such tribe to
be held at Bemidji, Minn., and also the necessary expenses of
delegations of Chippewa Indians when attending to the business
of the tribe in Washington, D. C.; also authorizes a special
agent of the Interior Department to attend future meetings of the
council,

On No. 60: Authorizes the erection of a steel water tank and
employees' quarters at the Indian school at Genoa, Nebr., and
decreases the appropriation for the school from $129,920, as it
passed the Senate, to $88,320.

On No. 63: Decreases the appropriation for the Indian school
at Carson City, Nev,, from $99,100, as it passed the Senate, to
$97,430, this decrease being necessary by the action of the Senate
conferees in receding from Senate amendment No. 62,

On No. 66: Merely changes the wording of the Senate amend-
ment appropriating $25,000, reimbursable, for the construction
of a steel bridge across the San Juan River in San Juan County,
N. Mex., which bridge was shown to be badly needed by the
Indians.

On No. 84: Changes the wording of the amendment appropriat-
ing $5,000 from the funds of the Chickasaw Nation of Indians for

the purpose of reimbursing Douglas H. Johnston, governor and
principal chief of the Chickasaw Indians, for extra expenses
incurred in the performance of his duties as such governor and
prineipal chief between the years 1907 and 1912,

On No. 85: Provides that hereafter no allotments shall be made
to members of the Creek Nation of Indians without specific
authority of Congress, and authorizes the Secretary to pay to
the enrolled members of the Creek Nation who have not as yet
received an allotment of lands $1,040 each in lieu of an allot-
ment, said payments to be made from the funds of the Muskogee
Creek Nation of Indians.

On No, 87: Reduces the appropriation for the construction of
buildings at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., from $40,000, as it
passed the Senate, to $30,000, and corrects the total to corre-
spond.

On No. 90 : Authorizes an allotment of not exceeding 80 acres to
each Umatilla Indian residing on the Umatilla Reservation,
Oreg., who has not been allotted but who has allotment rights
on the reservation, so long as the lands remain available for
such purpose, and authorizes the issuance of trust patents for
the selections so made. Also provides that the application of
this provision shall not interfere with rights of the Umatilla
Indians as guaranteed by treaty.

On No. 92: Corrects the section number and reinstates the
House provision.

On No. 93: Strikes out the specific appropriation of $900 for
two busses at the Indian school, Pierre, 8. Dak., and provides
that such busses may be purchased from the appropriation for
the support and education of the Indians at this school. Also
decreases the appropriation for this school from $54,650, as it
passed the Senate, to $53,750.

On No. 110: RHestores the House language providing for an
investigation by the members elect of the Committee on Indian
Affairs of the House of Representatives of the Sixty-fifth Con-
gress, makes the appropriation immediately available and to
remain available until expended; also gives the committee au-
thority to examine all books, documents, and papers of the
Indian Service, to subpena and compel the attendance and ad-
minister oaths to witnesses, and to employ such clerks and other
assistance, including stenographers, as may be necessary for the
proper prosecution of its work.

JIxo. H. STEPHENS,

C. D. CARTER,

P. D. Norrox,
Managers on the part of the House.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to revise and extend my remarks upon the naval bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

.Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous cousent
to extend my remarks on national prohibition.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks upon the subject of the necessity
for a forest reserve at the headwaters of the Red River, in
Texas,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WM. ELZA WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the Senate
amendment to the legislative bill to place postmasters under the
civil service.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no ob,

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the rising cost of
living.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT.
. Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and

10 minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until to-morrow, Saturday, February 10, 1917, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for con-
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tingent expenses, Executive Office, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1917 (H. Doc. No. 2044) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Public Printer sub-
mitting increased estimates of appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1918 (H. Doc. No. 2045) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting eopy of a communication from the Secretary of War,
submitting a supplementary estimate of appropriation to be
immediately available for the establishment and eguipment of
a submarine base at the Panama Canal (H. Doc, No. 2046) ; to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 20838) to donate certain
condemned cannon and cannon balls to the city of Ironton,
Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20839) to donate certain condemned cannon
and cannon balls to the city of Gallipolis, Ohio ; to the Committee
an Military Affairs.

By Mr. FATRCHILD : A bill (H. R. 20840) providing for the
construction of a public building at Binghamton, N. Y.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BLACKMON : A bill (H. R. 20841) for the reduction
of postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 20842) providing for the
registration of designs; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. YDEN: A bill (H. R. 20843) to authorize a report
upon the necessity for the construction of a bridge across the
Salt River on the Salt River Indian Reservation, Ariz. ; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs. ;

By Mr. KEATING : A bill (H. R. 20844) to establish a United
States commission of mediation and coneciliation for the purpose
of investigating the relations between railroads and their em-
ployees, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution (H. Res. 490) providing for
telephone service at Capitol after March 31, 1917; to the Com-
mittee on Accounts.

By Mr. CALLAWAY (by request) : Resolution (H. Res. 492)
providing for a referendum vote on a declaration of war; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GARDNER : Resolution (H. Res. 4938) requesting cer-
tain information of the Secretary of the Navy; to the Committea
on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BURNETT : Concurrent, resolution (H. Con. Res. 73)
to authorize the printing of 10,000 copies of the immigration
law (Public, No. 301), Sixty-fourth Congress; to the Committee
on Printing. ;

By Mr. HAWLEY : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Oregon, favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States granting suffrage to women ; to the Committee on
Rules.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon,
favoring amending the Constitution of the United States so that
the President may veto single items in appropriation bills; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, urging the ap-
propriation of $3,000,000 for a naval base upon the Columbia
River in Oregon; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HAYES : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
California, favoring the reclamation of arid and swamp lands
in the United States; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid
Lands,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
favoring the improvement of Crescent City Harbor; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
favoring the loaning of a portion of the funds of the postal
savings bank directly to public-school distriets; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
favoring the holding of a congress of States to consider the
sources of revenue with the object of segregation of State and
Federal revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
favoring the appropriation of money for the hydrographical

work on the Pacific coast; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Californina,
favoring the lowering of water level of Lower or Little Klamath
Lake; to the Committee on the Pablic Lands.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Washington, favoring the passage of n
bill to provide for the construction of a military highway along
the north bank of the Columbia River, between Fort Canby and
Fort Vancouver; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington,
urging the appropriation of $2,612.60 by the United States to
reimburse the Siate of Washington for expenditures in connec-
tion with the mobilization of the Washington National Guard:
to the Committee on Claims,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington,
favoring the construction and maintenance of military high-
ways along the Pacific coast from the Canadian border to the
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HILL: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Connecticut, declaring the Toyalty of the people of Connecticut
to the Government of the United States in the present inter-
national crisis; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. McARTHUR: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Oregon for the submission of an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States whereby the President shall be
authorized to disapprove of any items of a bill making an ap--
propriation of money ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SINNOTT : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Oregon, favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States authorizing the President to disapprove of any
items of a bill making appropriations of money; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R, 20845) granting an increase of
pension to William H. Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20846) granting an increase of pension to
Adam Wilson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. CHURCH : A bill (H. R. 20847) granting a pension te
Leon L. Scott; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. . 20848) for the relief of
Mary White, widow of Benjamin White, deceased ; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 20849) granting an in-
crease of pension to James Park; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 20850) to correct the military
record of Frederick Colburn; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20851) granting an increase of
pension to George Gunnell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20852) granting an
inerease of pension to Francis M. Cloud; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 20853) for the relief of Ii.
M. Blount; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 20854) granting an increase
of pension to John Richards; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, 3

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 20855) granting an in-
crease of pension to Aaron Culbertson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20856) granting an increase of pension to
Marvin Waldorph ; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 20857) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. Jennings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. R. 20858) granting an increase of
pension to William N, Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr, SISSON: A bill (H. R. 20859) to relinquish, release,
remise, and guitelaim all right, title, and interest of the United
States in and to certain lands in the State of Mississippi; to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 20860) granting an increase
of pension to John F. Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. : )

By Mr. HEATON: A bill (H. R. 20861) granting a pension to
Harry E. Snyder; to the Committee on Pensions.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of citizens of
Framingham, Mass,, asking Congress to submit suffrage amend-
ment to the State legislatures; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BAILEY : Petition of Local Union No. 1347, of Pennsyl-
vania, favoring embargo on foodstuff; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Scranton (Pa.) Supply & Machinery Co.,
favoring amending section 5 of House bill 8234; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. CARY : Petition of employees of the Post Oflice Depart-
ment, favoring passage of House bill 17806, relative to salaries;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of John Schuette, of Manitowoe, Wis,, relative
to inviting all warring and neutral nations to a conference; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Memorial of Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States of Ameriea, against proposed tax on
excess profits of corporations; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Fred K. Myer, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring
passage of House bill 20080, migratory-bird treaty act; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the
United States of America, against tax on excess profits of cor-
porations; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of sundry farmers in the State of Wisconsin,
relative to advance in price of binder fwine; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of common council of the city of Milwaukee,
Wis,, relative to discontinuance of the package-freight business;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of Borden’s Condensed Milk Co., of
Belvidere, Ill., against proposed tax on excess profits of cor-
porations ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of E. B. Dromgold, of Landisburg, Pa., favoring
passage of House bill 18531, to increase pensions of maimed sol-
diers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of Bricklayers, Masons, and Plasterers’ Union
No. 11, of Peru, Ill., opposing any declaration of war; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of post-office employees of San Francisco and
vieinity, favoring House bill 17806, to increase salaries; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Ruthenian National Union, favoring House
joint resolution 350, relative to raising funds for the relief of
the Ruthenians; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of sundry members of the Mas-
sachusetts Branch of the League to Enforce Peace, urging adop-
tion by the United States of the league’s proposals; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of employees of the Post Office Department,
favoring House bill 17806, relative to increase in salaries; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HEATON : Memorial of Schuylkill Commandery, No.
202, Knights of Malta, to forbid public use in parades of any
flag except the Stars and Stripes or the State flag; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of Local Union No. 1656, United Mine Workers
of Ameriea, of Shenandoah, Pa., to place an embargo on food-
stuffs; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of sundry citizens of Bridgeport,
Conn., favoring passage of House bill 6915, a refirement law for
superannuated employees; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Memorial of Loecal No. 2150,
United Mine Workers of America, Maynard, Ohio, favoring
embargo on foodstuffs to reduce high cost of living; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KONOP : Memorial of Common Council of Milwaukee,
Wis., relative to rates of transportation, etc.; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Otto H. Schultz et al., protesting against
House bills 17850 and 1898 and Senate billq 1082 and 4429;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. MORIN : Petition of Mrs. Willlam I. Hull, chairman,
and Mrs. H. H. Donaldson, corresponding secretary, of the
Woman's Peace Party, of Philadelphia, Pa., urging settlement
of our differences with Germany by mediation or other peaceful
means; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of Miss Luella Meloy and 48 other members of
the Pennsylvania College for Women, of Pittsburgh, Pa., with
reference to the migratory-bird treaty act; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RIORDAN : Petition of 700 citizens of the State of
New York, favoring the Fitzgerald bill for an embargo on food-
stufls; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SHOUSE: Petition of 28 citizens of Dillwyn and
Christian Endeavor people of Coldwater, Kans., favoring na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary, -

By Mr. SIEGEL: Petition of Chamber of Commerece of New
York, favoring a judicious system of indirect taxes, including
stamp dues and others; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New
York, favoring any fair and equitable taxation necessary to the
protection of American lives and property ; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of L. 0. Miller and 65
citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., favoring passage of House bill
20204 ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr, STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States of America, Washington, D. C.,
affirming its devotion to the program of preparedness and oppos-
ing taxation of excess profits of corporations and copartner-
ships; to the Commitiee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of members of the faculty of Moun#
Holyoke College, relative to the United States taking its part in
a league of nations to prevent future wars, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Old Middlesex Chapter, Sons of the Amer-
ican Revolution, indorsing compulsory military training in the
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the United States
of Ameriea against proposed tax on excess profits of corpora-
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of Loecal Union 1772
of the United Mine Workers of America, of Palisades, Colo,, urg-
ing placing an embargo on food products; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TEMPLE: Papers relating to House bill 20570, for
increase of pension for James Mackall; to0 the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of ex-Confederate soldiers of
Simpson County, Ky.. for a refund of the cotton tax imposed
by the Government during the Civil War; to the Committee
on War Claims. 2

By Mr, TINKHAM : Memorial of Old Middlesex Chapter, Sons
of the American Revolution, favoring eompulsory military train-
ing in the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the United States
of America against proposed tax on excess profits of corpora-
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of members of the faculty of Mount Holyoke
College relative to the United States taking its place in the
league of nations to prevent future wars; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TREADWAY : Petition of 400 Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union people of Holyoke, Mass., favoring national pro-
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota : Petition of C. W. Ellington
and other citizens of Velva, Bismarck Verein, and sundry citi-
zens of Bismarck, N. Dak., opposing any policies, ete., tending
to war, ete.,, with foreign nations; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, February 10, 1917.

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

The Chaplain, Rev, Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer :

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we would open the duty
of this day by inv oking Thy blessing upon us, putting ourselves
as willing instruments in Thy hands, We pray for the inspira-
tion that comes alone from God, that out of the consideration
of the problems that confront us and the possible dangers that
surround us we may gain not only wisdom concerning the things
of this life, but a deeper, truer, diviner conception-of life itself.
May we understand the relationship that the work of this day
holds to the never-ending life and the relationship which our
lives in their activities here hold to that destiny that knows no
end. Guide us with God ever before us as our guide and light
and defense. For Christ’s sake. Amen.
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