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APPLEJACK. fPH THE WAR !

What was the s^ff l^at made the stock
Of the fighting aen, of Plymouth Rock?

What was the driiak that made them dare
To run the redskins out of theref

It was nothing less than applejack!

Who felled the forest from the land
With unahatlng zest.

And made the U. S. A, expand
Across the roUi^ West?

It was the men* who had with them»
A jug of applejack!

When Britishers our drink decry.
And say that applejack

Was never fit to drink.
Let them remember, ere too late.

The fourth day of July,
Which we could never celebrate

Except for applejadStl

We venerate the mother land
Across the distant sea|

In friendship now we grasp her hand,
For both of us are free.

We recognize her might and worth,
l%t in the days gone tiy

She might have ruled "Old Mother Earth"
Had she drunk applejack!

Wm. Sulzer.
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The Interest-Bearing Debt of the United States.

In the conflict "which is now on I want to see the people win and the Gov-
ernment of the Republic restox-ed to them, to he wisely, hcmestly, and
eoonomicaily admmistered, not for the advantage of the fewjrbnt for the
benefit of all. .

* ^

SPEECH
Off

HON. WILLI/%M^U^ZER,
OF NE'l

In the House of

Monday, Jan'

The Honse having under consid^ation the^ollowing concurrent resolu-

* Resolved hy the SenSAe UTiel^ov^ of Rej^sentatives concurring therein)^
That all the bonds of tHfe UMfced^tates ipued or authorized to be issued
under the said acts of Co^Mess^ereinbeJrore recited are payable, principal
and interest, at the option ot tWfe Goverimient of the United States, in silver
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412i grains each of
standard silver, and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal

. tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor "

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: Owing to tlie limited time at my disposal it will

be impossible for me to discuss the important question now before
the House to the extent that I should like to, and hence I shall
have to be brief and to the point.
At the very outset let me say that it is a matter of sincere re-

gretto me, as it must also be to other members, that we can not have
ample and sufBcient time to properly deliberate and debate this

all-important question—the greatest question, in my judgment,
now agitating the American people—^and beyond doubt the para-
mount issue to-day in American politics. The question of the
money of the people is an issue that will live and will not down
until it is finally settled, and settled right, in the interest of all the
people and not for the benefit of the few.
On this question of currency reformmy position is well known.

I stand now where I always stood, squarely on the Chicago plat-

form of the great Democratic party. I have taken my place on the
side of the masses, the toilers, the producers, the taxpayers, and
the yeomanry of the land, and as long as I am in public life I shall

fight for their rights and champion their caiise, confident they are
right, that their cause is just, and that ultimately it must and will

prevail.

The more I study this question the more I am convinced that
the position of the Republican party on the financial issue is un-
tenable, and that its advocacy for the single gold standard must
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give way to the inexorable mandate of the Constitution and the
triumph of national bimetallism as the true policy of the Gov-
ernment.
This resolution which we now have under consideration passed

the Senate last Friday afternoon by the decisive vote of 47 to 3.3.

Saturday it was referred in this House to the Ways and Means
Committee. To-day is Monday, and I am informed the Committee
on Ways and Means hastilymet this morning and by a strict party
vote agreed to the report which was submitted by the gentleman
from Maine [Mr. Dingley] when the House to-day convened.
Then followed, in accordance, no doubt, with a prearranged plan,
the report of the Committee on Rules limiting the debate on the
question to 5 o'clock this afternoon, when the previous question
will be ordered and a vote for or against the resolution will be
taken.
This plan of procediire gives the House of Representatives about

four hours' time to discuss this very important subject. 'This is
indeed hasty legislation, and against the best interests of the peo-
ple. Why, it will be asked, this undue haste? Why railroad this
resolution to its grave in this precipitous, unseemly, and unpar-
liamentary way? For answer we respectfully suggest that you
ask the Speaker of this House. Under his autocratic rule and
tyrannical procedure the House of Representatives is no longer a
deliberative body.
The Senate discussed this question for weeks. But here in the

Houseof Representatives, under the whip and spur of the Speaker,
who owns you Republicans, controls you, and dominates you like so
many automatons, this very important resolution is to be stran-
gled to death in a few hours, discussion suppressed, and every
right of free speech trampled on and the prerogatives of members
ruthlessly violated.
This high-handed proceeding is an outrage on the people, a cur-

tailment of our rights as Representatives, a gross abuse of power,
an insult to the Senate, and for one I desire to enter against it my
emphatic protest.

If this kind of revolutionary procedure continues in the House
of Representatives, free government will soon become a farce and
our institutions a laughing-stock.
The majority in this House have surrendered all their rights

privileges, and prerogatives to the Speaker. He has you bound
and gagged. His will alone prevails. He is the House of Repre-
sentatives. No biU or resolution can pass unless he approves itand sanctions it. What he opposes is suppressed and killed, and
that IS the end of it. It is a sad commentary on the disnitv of
this House and on our manhood. I wonder how much longer it
will Icistr

How much longer will the members of this House submit to it?Let me say right here m regard to this resolution that there isnothing new or startlmg about it. Some people may think so andsay so, but that does not make it so. It is merely a reaffirmation
of existing law.. This same resolution passKn^essSs byan almost unanimous vote and received the apnrolal of a Repub^hcan President. Nearly every Republican now in Congress andwho was m Congress then voted for it. Mr. William McKinW
HousTfn ms."

^^P^Micans who voted for it as a mZber of^S
It is the law of the land to-day and has been for twenty years.
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and you all know it. The only new and startling thing in con-
nection with the matter is the present Bepiiblican aversion to it,

their complete change of front on it, and their determination ta
vote against it.

There is not in this House a Republican who dares deny it is the
law of the land, and yet you oppose the reaffirmation of it by the
passage of this resolution. This is indeed consistency! Why, if

yon are opposed to it, do yon not be fair, manly, and honest and
vote to repeal it? You know you dare not do that, and yet you
sullenly vote down an identical resolution which is nothing more
nor less than a redeclaration of fixed governmental policy.

It has been asked by gentlemen on the other side why the neces-
sity for the passage of this resolution, if it is merely a reaffirmation
of existing law. ' We answer, first, to make you show your true
colors and take off the mask of false pretense and hypocrisy you
have been wearing to deceive the people; secondly, to put you on
record, so that your constituents and the taxpayers will knowyou
as you are; and, thirdly, to declare to all the world anew and
again the true financial policy of this Government in regard to
this question.
That, to my mind, is the object and the sole object of this reso-

lution. If you Republicans now vote against it you stultify your-
selves, go back on your wRrd, and repudiate your promises to the
people. If you now vote against it, which no doubt you intend
to, you will have something to explain to the taxpayers and your
constituents next fall.

As I said before, this identical resolution passed Congress in 1878
by a practically unanimous vote. Democrats and Republicans
voted for it, as the record will show. It was then called, and is

now called, the Stanley Matthews resolution, because that gentle-
man, being then a Senator from the State of Ohio, introduced it

in the United States Senate. It is the unquestioned law of the
country, and never has been attacked, misunderstood, or criticised

until to-day.
It affects every taxpayer and every citizen in the land now and

for years to come, and yet the Republicans in this House are about
to change front on this vital question, stultify their records, and
violate their pledges.
This resolution, this law, will affect generations yet unborn,

and yet the Republicans in this House treat it vnth contempt,
denounce it, and hurl against it their choicest anathemas.
The position you gentlemen occupy on this resolution before the

people of the country to-day is an unenviable one. Why do you
stultify yourselves? What has compelled you to go back on your
record? What power, what influence, has compelled you to change
front on this great question, affecting as it does all the people of
the land? I will tell you. It is the money power, the bondhold-
ers and their agents, the trusts, the syndicates, and the plutocrats.
They are opposed to the repassage of this resolution. They are in
favor of changing the contract so that they shall hold the option
instead of the Government. They would commit treason against
the Government in order to gain an advantage over the people.
The Republican party to-day is the mere agent of the money

trust, and in every department of the Government carries out its

wishes and registers and records its decrees.
It must be apparent to the least observing citizen that Presi-

dent McKinley is the absolute slave of the money power. He is



doing all he can to-day by Virtue of his position to make the rich

richer and the poor poorer. He is doing all he can to permanently
fasten on the American people the British single gold standard.

He is doing all he can to give the bondholder and the creditor an
undue and an unjust advantage over the taxpayer and the debtor.

Every bonded obligation of the Government outstanding to-day,

as is well known, is payable in coin, and coin means, as is also

well known, gold or silver, at the option of the Government. The
Government has the option, and the Government can exercise it

whenever it will. The President and his party by the defeat of
this resolution desire to take this option away from the Govern-
ment and give it to the creditor, the bondholder, so that the
creditor can always demand the payment of the bond in gold.
This new pohcy of the Republican party is in violation of the ex-
pressed terms of the contract.

It takes away the advantage now held by the Government and
gives it to the holders of the bonds of the Government. Such a
policy is just as unfair, just as inequitable, and just as dishonest
to the people of our country as it would be for Congress to change
the terms of the contract and pay the bonds held by the creditors
of the nation in paper money.
No one should find fault, no one should complain, if the contract

is strictly lived up to and strictly carritd out without advantage
to either party.
All bonds of the Government are payable in coin, and it is con-

ceded by all that coin means gold or silver. The Government has.-

never issued a bond payable in gold. If it had done so, it could
have sold the bonds for a much greater price. Much of the bonded
indebtedness now outstanding against the Government consists of
bonds which were sold for very much less than their face value.
During the last Administration the Government issued coin iDonds
and sacrificed $10,000,000 for the privilege of making them payable
in gold or sUver, at the option of the Government.
The Government has always reserved the option, and in order

to make it clear to all the world the Stanley Matthews resolution
was passed in 1878.
The Republican party now apparently seem to desire to take

this option from the Government and give it to the bondholder.
Your defeat of the repassage of this resolution can be interpreted
in no other way. It is an outrage on the taxpayers and puts the
Republican party on record in favor of repudiation. You prac-
tically favor repudiating a part of the bond by changing the
terms of the contract.
We denounce your action and warn you that the people wiU

never submit to such a surrender of their rights. We will pav
the bondholders the same money they paid the Government for
the bonds. IN o denunciation of the money power will deter usfrom doing our duty. As John Sherman once said:

.

• TJ^®,J'°°?^°^^?.'" "^^ ™^y demand tho kind of money he paid as stit>iilat,Prt

SonoVthfn Z%ly^ ^ repudiator and extortioner to^emfnd m^o'rlyilSe

We stand by the terms of the contract. That is all the Demo-
cratic party wants to do, and it will resist with all its power anv
eflEort on the part of the Republican party to do anything con-trary. On this question the Democratic party stands on the sideof the people and demands absolute fair play for the debtor as wellas exact justice for the creditor. The Republican party has taken
Its stand on the side of the money lender and the bondholder and
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is- to-day doing all it can to give them an unfair and an undue ad-
vantage. This outrageous policy of the Republican party, if con-
tinued and successfully carried out, would meanthe gradual en-
slavement of the masses and would be the most gigantic crime
against humanity and the ages yet to come that the mind of man
can conceive.
Let the people study this question for themselves and be pre-

pared to guard their own interests and defend their own rights.
What is the true significance of this remarkable action to-day on

the part of the Republican party? It means, if it means anything,
that the Republican party is finally and unalterably committed
to the single gold standard. It means, just as Mr. Gage, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, said a short time ago, '

' to commit the coun-
try more thoroughly to the single gold standard;" to still further
oppress the poor; to rob the debtor still more for the benefit of
the creditor; to take from the many for the benefit of the few.
This is and has been for years the gradual and undeviating policy
of the Republican party.
There is no doubt, and never has been any doubt, as to where

Mr. Gage stands on the financial question. He is and always has
been for the single gold standard. He is a banker, and he is work-
ing in the interest of the bankers. President McKinley has now
joined him, and they are rfow in complete accord.
At the Waldorf-Astoria plutocratic banquet the other night in

the city of New York, given by the bondholders of the Govern-
ment and the beneficiaries of the Dingley tariff law, the President
threw off the mask of hypocrisy, bade farewell forever to the elu-
sive hopes of international bimetallism, and the will-o'-the-wisp
of reciprocal help from foreign powers, and came out boldly for
a permanent continuance of the single gold standard. He now
stands on the same platform with his Secretary of the Treasury.
To do this he is compelled to repudiate his record in Congress,

.where, on November 5, 1877, he voted for and advocated the free
and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the legal ratio of 16 to
1 without waiting for the consent of any other nation on earth.
Was he an honest man then? And again, in the House of Repre-
sentatives, January 29, 1878, William McKinley, of Ohio, " voted
to pay the bonds of the United States, principal and interest, in
16 to 1 silver dollars, and that to restore to its coinage such silver

coins as legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and in-

terest, is not in violation of the public faith nor in derogation of
the rights of the public creditor."

Was he an honest man then? That was this identical resolu-
tion, word for word. And again when he wrote to his constitu-
ents in Ohio, saying he was, and always had been, for the free
and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1? Yes; to now stand
squarely with his Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Gage, for the
single gold standard, the President must go back on his record in

Congress, his letters to his friends and constituents, his public
speeches, and all his campaign promises for twenty years. Was
he honest then, or is he honest now?
What a pitiful, what a sorrowful spectacle of financial hypoc-

risy and inconsistency we behold in Mr. McKinley's public record.
We know now where you Republicans stand. We welcome this

issue, as we do all the other issues yon have made for us by your
faithless pledges and broken promises to the people.

The issue is now clearly drawn between gold monometallism of

the Republican party and bimetallism of Democracy. We meet
2993



6

the issue with renewed courage, fresh hope, and manly hearts con-

fident of the result. Every true friend of the people, every sin-

cere bimetallist, must now fight under the banner of the Demo-
cratic party.
You have repudiated almost every plank in your national pla;t-

form, and now you want to repudiate the law of the land and still

further oppress the toilers and the taxpayers by a continuance of
the single gold standard.
The people and the taxpayers will answer next fall in no un-

certain tones. And they will answer all things faithfully.

The money power is insidious and works in a mysterious way
its wonders to perform. Heretofore it has generally succeeded.
The history of Republican financial legislation in this country for
the past quarter of a century has been a series of secret and inex-
plicable victories for the money power. How have they been
gained? Search the records for an answer and you will find it

not. Search the hearts of men who have betrayed their trust and
the cause of the people and the answer will bring the blush of
shame to the face of every patriot.
Let me briefly recite the facts, which can not be successfully

contradicted and which every man on the floor of this House
knows.
The law providing for the free and unlimited coinage of gold

and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 was in force until the passage of
the act of February 13, 1873 (Coinage Laws of the United States,
page 36), This was an act of more than sixty sections for "revis-
ing and amending the laws relative to the mint, assay ofiSces, and
coinage of the United States," and was in 1874 incorporated into
the Revised Statutes of the United States (Coinage Laws of the
United States, page 44). The act of 1873 omitted the silver dollar
from the list of coins and made the gold dollar the unit of value.
The silver dollar was demonetized. The single standard was

substituted for the double standard; the unit, which, according
to Jefferson and Hamilton, "must stand on both metals," was
made to stand on one only, and one nxetal was required to do the
work as money previously done by two. The passage of this law
was the crime of 1873. Its effect was not known by those who
voted for the biU. It was done secretly and surreptitiously. No
one who wiU read the record can possibly escape that conclusion.
This gigantic crime against the people was committed, as most

heinous crimes are, secretly.
The report of the United States Monetary Commission of 1876

refers to the enactment of this law in the following words, to be
found on page 89:

In no section of the act was it specifically pointed out or refei-red to tliat
the effect of the act was to change the standard of values from sold and sil-
ver to gold alone. The title of tTie act, Instead of containing an| intimation
of the,change made in the standard of values, was "An lot revising and
fSTtedStates

''^ relative to the mints, assay offices, and coinage of the

As comprehensive a title as this would have been required foran act makmg some msignifioant change in the nickel coinage or
in the mode of purchasing chemicals used in assaying.

The act when passed was not read except hy title, and it is notorious that
Sfn=t*^??a^i''-'"i'^™V''''°^^™ '.^^ money system of the countryTXctSg the
S?-^'„7t?,^

interests, was carried through without the knowlefee or obslrva^tion of the country It was neither demanded by the resolutions of publfomeetmgs nor asked for to. petitions of the people.
puDuo



Senator Beck, in a speech made in the Senate January 10, 1878,
eaid:

It [the bill demonetizing silver] never was understood ty either House o£
Congress. I say that with full knowledge of the tacts. No new.5paper
reporter—and they are the most vigilant men X ever saw in obtaining informa-
tion—discovered that it had been Aone.—Congressional Record, volume 7,

part 1, Foi'ty-fifth Congress, second session, page 360.

General Garfield, in a speech made at Springfield, Ohio, during
the fall of 1877, said:

Perhaps I ought to be ashamed to say so, but it is the truth to say that, I

at that time being chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and having
my hands overfull during all that time with wori^, I never read the bill. I
took it upon the faith of a prominent Democrat and a prominent Republican,
and I do not know that I voted at all. There was no call of the yoas and nays,
and nobody opposed that bill that I know of. It was put through as dozens
of bills are, as my friend and I know, in Congress, on the faith of the report
of the chairman of the committee; therefore I tell you, because it is the
truth, that I have no knowledge about it.—Congressional Record, volume 7,

part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 939.

When the act of 1873 was passed, James G. Blaine was Speaker
of the House and Daniel W. Voorhees a prominent member.
February 15, 1878, both were Senators, and the following colloquy
was had as to the history of that bill:

Mr. VOOBHEES. I want to ask my friend from Maine, whom I am glad to
designate in that way, whether I may call him as one more witness to the
fact that it was not generally known whether silver was demonetized. Did
he know, as Speaker of the House, presiding at that time, that the silver dol-
lar was demonetized in the bill to which he alludes?

Mr. Blaine. I did not know anythingthat was in the bill at all. As I have
beforesaid, little was known or oared on the subject. [Laughter.] And now
I should like to exchange questions with the Senator from Indiana, who was
then on the floor and whose business it was, far more than mine, to know,
because by the designation of the House I was to put questions; the Senator
from Indiana, then On the floor of the House, with his power as a debater,
was to unfold them to the House. Did he know?

Mr. Voorhees. I very frankly say that I did not.—Congressional Record,
Forty-fifth Congress, second session, volume 7, part 2, page 1003.

President Grant, who signed the bill, was ignorant of the fact

that it struck down silver. In a letter to Mr. Cowdrey, written
eight months after he had approved the act, he said:

I wonder if silver is not already coming into the market to supply the de-
ficiency in the circulating medium.
When it does come, and I predict that it will soon, we will have made a

rapid stride toward specie payments. Currency will never go below silver

after that. The circulation of silver will have other beneficial effects. Ex-
perience has proved that it takes about forty million of fractional currency
to make small change necessary for the transaction of the business of the
country. Silver will gradually take the place of this currency, and, further,
will become the standard of values, which will be hoarded in a small way.

I estimate that this will consume from two to three hundred millions, in

time, of this species of our circulating medium. It will leave the paper cur-
rency free to perform the legitimate functions of trade and will tend to

bring us back where we must come at last, to a specie basis. I confess toa
desire to see a limited hoarding of money. It insures a firm foundation in

tipie of need. But I want to see the hoarding of something that has a stand-
ard of value the world over. Silver has this, and if we once get back to that
our strides toward a higher appreciation of our currency will be rapid.

Our mines are now producing almost unlimited amounts of silver and it is

becoming a question, "What shall we do with it? " I suggest here a solution

that will answer for some years, and suggest to you bankers whether you
may not imitate it: To put it in circulation now; keep it there until it is

fixed, and then we will find other markets.—ilfcPfters07i's Handbook of Poli-

tics for J87U, pages 134: and 135.

John G. Carlisle said in the House of Representatives February

21,1878:
According to my view of the subject, the conspiracy which seems to have

been formed here and in Europe to destroy by legislation and otherwise from
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three-sBvenths to one-half of the metallic money of the world is the most
gigantic crime of this or any other age. The consummation of such a schema
would ultimately entail more misery upon the human race than all the wars,
pestilences, and famines that ever occurred in the history of the world.

—

Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, volume 7, part
5, and Appendix, page 44.

A careful statistician, working on figures contained in the re-

ports of the Census Office, has estimated that the total depreci-
ation of lands, farm products, and other properties, mainly caused
by the demonetization of silver in 1873, is about equal to the cost
of the late civil war, which, including original cost and interest
and pensions to date, exceeds the almost inconceivable sum of
$9,000, 000,000. And this is the result of the financial system which
the Republican party asks the people to perpetuate.

It must be apparent to every student that all our financial
troubles for the past twenty-five years can be traced to the de-
monetization of silver.

Hard times and falling prices will continue until silver is re-
monetized and given the same rights and privileges at the minta
as gold.

To accomplish this and restore to the people the money of the
Constitution is the true mission and the highest duty of the Demo-
cratic party.
Until this is done all other reforms will be fruitless and of no

avail.

National bimetallism is the shortest and the surest road to na-
tional prosperity.
Before silver was demonetized in 1873 a standard silver dollar

was worth more commercially than a standard gold dollar. Open
the mints again to silver and give it the same legal recognition as
before, and there is no doubt but the same result will speedily
follow.
Just so long as we have the single gold standard we shall have

hard times, falling prices, panics, business depression, strikes,
lockouts, bankruptcy, and commercial disaster.
Just so long as we follow in the wake of England's financial

kite and continue for her benefit the single gold standard, the gold
dollar will continue to get dearer and scarcer—going up, going
up, while everything else will continue to go down and down,
making the creditor richer and the debtor poorer. But the day
must come, if this policy continues, when the debtor will be so
poor the creditor can not collect and must lose all.
As that distinguished apostle of bimetallism, Senator John P

Jones, eloquently expressed it in the Senate of the United States
October 31, 1893:

^hlU/i^"^}^ ^>%?^?.®^ *° ?***®„™m^ ^'"e"® phrase what hard times meant, Ishould reply, "Fallmg prices." That phrase means the compulsory idlenessof large numbers of workingmen; it means an inoreasingnuSerolpatiento
^J="„r=*SS''^™''v'""^

increase in the occupants of the almlhousesSTh^
Tfield of mMortunS'-

^° ^^° ^"""^^ "" ^^^ ^°^"'^ language cover sov^
_
A condition of falling prices means the payment of an uniust and nnearnefl

i^S^^T^?*J°f ^^^ creditor; it means an unjust exaction f?om the debto/ Acondition of falling prices means a discouragement to every business venturf
"S^Ti'i^Sof all business foresight; it means a juggling with mortJaS?bv
rJf^^i^ll^!^°^t itfe^""^ '"^^ P-I'-^y °* *^- Ifrro^wI^SeriilfIllt^J

This is the reason England wants us to continue the sold
standard. She is the great creditor nation of the world She iareaping the advantage of our financial folly. But let us look at
another phase of this question.
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In 1870, 153 acres was the average size of a farm; the average
value of an acre of farm land was $56, and the average value of a
farm was $3,430.
In 1880,133 acres was the average size of a farm; the average

value of an acre of farm land was 8)46, and the average value of a
farm was $3,428.
In 1890, 107 acres was the average size of a farm; the average

value of an acre of farm land was |38, and the average value of a
farm was $1,620.
These figures show the results of the gold standard in a striking

manner, and they are confirmed by other statistics. In 1867 an
acre of land produced on an average $38.05 if planted in wheat,
$18.87 if planted in corn, $16.05 if planted in oats; in 1892 an acre
of land produced on an average $8.25 if planted in wheat, $9.09 if

planted in corn, and $7.73 if planted in oats. Bye, barley, buck-
wheat, potatoes, hay, as well as cotton, have declined in like pro-
portion.
And the gold-standard advocates give no hope for improved

conditions.
Failures of business houses have kept pace with the depression

in other occupations and the inability of the producer to sell his

product at such a price as enables him to make more than a bare
living. The liabilities of mercantile houses failing aggregated in
1864, $8,579,000; in 1874, $155,000,000; in 1893, $346,000,000.
With such statistics before him can the farmer and the mer-

chant advocate the gold standard?
Workingmenbelonging tolabor organizations have suffered from

thehard times; they have had to fight for a rate of wages that will
enable them to support themselves and families. Strikes and
lockouts grow out of the wage question nearly always. " The in-

dustrial disturbances which have been so frequent in this country
since 1877," says the United States Commissioner of Labor, "really
establish the period as one of strikes and lookouts."
Before the period of falling prices began there were very few

strikes and lockouts. Only twenty are noted by the Commissioner
of Labor as occurring in 1873. Since that time they have greatly
increased in number, keeping pace with the widespread industri£&

depression.
The farmer earning by hard toil a bare living, the merchant

forced into failure, the worldngman constantly fighting for a liv-

ing wage, such are the fruits of the gold standard. The great
interests of the country, said Daniel Webster, are united and in-

separable; agriculture, commerce, and manufactures will prosper
together or languish together. Under the gold standard, agricul-

ture, commerce, and manufactures are languishing together.

But all business does not languish. The dealers in money are
prospering. Under the gold standard 8 per cent of the people
own over two-thirds of the wealth of the United States.

This portion of our population is supporting the gold standard
and appealing to the farmers and workingmen to unite in per-

petuating it. But the producers have spoken for themselves. A
petition for " the immediate return to the money of the Consti-

tution," and for the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver

at the ratio of 16 to 1 has been presented to Congress from the

National Grange, the National Farmers' Alliance, the Farmers'
Mutual Benefit Association, the Knights of Labor, the American
Federation of Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers,
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the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the United Brotherhood
of Carpenters and Joiners of America, and the United Mine
Workers of America.
Since 1873 there have been not less than four general tariflf laws,

but falling prices, failures, and strikes have been the rule.

The amount of gold and silver produced is shown in the follow-

ing table:

[From Facts About Silver, by Gen. A. J. Warner, fourtli edition, page 76.]

Tlie production of gold and silver hy periods, from 1792 to 1892.

Production of gold from 1793 to 18.^0 ?848, 186, 000
Production ef silver from 1793 to 1850 1, 690, 217, 000

Excess of production of silver over gold 843, 031, 000

Production of gold from 1850 (sold of California
and Australia) to 1873 " 3,734,835,000

Production of silver from 1850 to 1873 1 , 150, 035, 000

Excess of production of gold over silver 1, 574, 800, 000

Production of gold from 1873 to 1892, inclusive- . . 3, 060, 897, 000
Production of silver from 1873 to 1893, inclusive. . 2, 264, 419, 000

Excess of production of silver over gold 203, 533, 000

Total production of gold from 1850 to 1893, inclu-
sive __._ _ 4,785,733,000

Total production of silver from 1850 to 1893, inclu-
sive _ 3,414,444,000

Excess of the production of gold over silver
from 1850 to 1893, inclusive 1,371,378,000

Total production of gold from 1792 to 1893, inclu-
sive - $5,633,908,000

Total production of silver from 1793 to 1893, inclu-
sive 5,104,961,000

Excess of production of gold over silver for
one hundred years, from 1793 to 1893 538, 947, 000

An analysis of these figures shows that from 1793
to 1850 the production of silver was about double
that of gold (for a part of this period, or prior to
the increase in the production of gold from Rus-
sia, the production of silver was more than three
times that of gold), yet, with coinage free, the
ratio of silver to gold did not change; on the
other band, from 1850 to 1873 the production of
gold exceeded that of silver by 1,574 800 003And still there was no change in the ratio, as all ' '

of both metals was absorbed in coinage or used
in the arts.

Again the production of silver has slightly exceeded
that of gold from 1873 to 1893, the excess, how-
ever, being but 203,522,000

2C9j
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But with silver demonetized, a change in the
ratio has gone on till it has reached about 30 to 1.

If, again, we take the entire period from 1850 to
1892, the prodtiction of gold has exceeded that
of silver by $1,871,278,000

''These figures show conclusively," says General Warner, '
' that

it is not the excess of silver production that has caused a fall in
silver, but the exclusion of silver from coinage, thus concentrat-
ing the entire demand for money on gold, that has caused the
enormous rise in gold, and a corresponding fall of silver, and of
prices generally.
This table confirms the statement of Mr. Carlisle when he said:

I know that the world^s stock of precious metals is none too lar^e, and I
see no reason to apprehend that it will ever become so. Mankind will be for-
tunate indeed if the annual production of gold and silver coin shall keep
pace with the annual increase of population, commerce, and industry.

—

Congressional Record, Forty-ilfth Congress, second session, volume 7, Part V
and Appendix, page i4.

The following table shows the commercial ratio of gold to silver

while the policy of free coinage of both metals prevailed:

Year.
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As silver has fallen because of denial of equality of coinage with

gold, gold has risen in value and prices have correspondingly ae-

clinedT How can there be any other result? "Money," says an

eminent writer, " is the wings of commerce. One wing has been

cut ofe, and yet complaint is made that the bird will, not fly. is it

the vehicle in which commerce is conveyed? One wheel is ott,

and yet we grumble that the chariot drives heavily. Is it the

breath of commerce? The oxygen in it has been withdrawn, and

is it matter for astonishment that the air becomes stifling?

The facts that have been given demonstrate the disastrous con-

sequences of the existing gold standard, and but confirm, on a

large scale, the knowledge of business disasters, fall of prices m
lands and the products of land, lack of employment for working-

men, and general distress, which each one has observed on a

smaller scale in his own business and in the neighborhood in

which he resides.

From 1793 to 1873 free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver

prevailed in the United States. From 1873 to the present time free

and unlimited coinage of silver has been prohibited. For eighty-

one years gold and silver had free access to the mints; for twenty-

three vears equality of coinage privilege has been denied. Free
and unlimited coinage of gold and silver has, therefore, been the

rule, and denial of free coinage to silver the exception.

Under the policy of free and unlimited coinage of both metals

the wealth of the United States Increased from $637,778,500 in

1790 to $26,343,364,500 in 1870, or 4,096 per cent, while the popula-

tion increased from 3,939,214 in 1790 to 38,558,371 in 1870, or 881

per cent. Wealth increased faster than the population.

Mr. President

—

Said Allen G. Thurman in the Senate of the United States, Feb-
ruary 6, 1878—

has there ever been, so far as we know, a more prosperous oonntry than
were the Unitefl States from 1789 to 1861? Did any nation ever exceed the
progress we made in population, wealth, education, refinement, and the gen-
eral well-being of the people in those seventy-two years? And yet during all

that period we had bimetallism, for we gave no preference to gold over silver

or silver over gold.

—

Congressional Eecord, Forty-fifth Congress, second ses-

sion, volume 7, Part I, page 787.

For the first time in the history of any political party in the
United States, the Republican party in convention assembled at
St. Louis in 1876 declared for the maintenance of the existing gold
standard until changed by international agreement. The inter-
national agreement qualification has been knocked out by the
failure of the President's international monetary commission.
"If the gold standard is a good thing, why do you want to get
rid of it? And if a bad thing, why wait for some one else to help
you to get rid of it?"

The question is whether the time-honored rule of eighty-one
years of free coinage of gold and silver, under which the country
prospered abundantly, shall be followed, or whether the experi-
ment of twenty-three years of gold momometallism, under which
the country has suffered disastrously, shall be continued?
Daniel Webster said in the Senate, December 31, 1836:

I am certainly of opinion, then, that gold and silver, at rates fixed by Con-
gress, constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that neither
Congress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard, or to
displace this.

2996
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Listen to James G. Blaine on this question. February 7, 1878,
he said in the Senate:

I believe the struggle now goin^ on in this country and in other countries
for a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster
In the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver a3
money and establishing gold as the sol© unit of value must have a ruinous
effect on all forms of property except those Investments which yield a fixed
return in money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would
gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other species of
property.

—

Congressional Becordy Forty-fifth Congress, second session, vol-
ume 7, Part I, page 821.

The Democratic party proposes to undo the crime of 1873 and to
restore the constitutional money of gold and silver. It proposes
to return to free coinage, which was the rule of our financial policy,

and to abandon monometallism, which has been the experiment.
To the ruin produced by the gold standard it prefers the prosper-
ity the country enjoyed under free coinage.

If foreign nations will not help us, is it not high time that we
legislated for ourselves, to undo the evil we ^d in 1873, and
revive business and restore prosperity to all our people?
All we need to do is open the mints—demonstrate to the nations

of the earth our ovm financial independence—and there will be
an international agreement in less than five years.

There can be no doubt of this; all experience teaches it. Bimet-
allism is sure to come. The next House will be Democratic, and
in 1900 the people will win a sweeping Democratic victory under
the leadership of that fearless champion of the plain people, Wil-
liam J. Bryan.
Let me briefly quote some more from good authorities:

President James A, Garfield said, in his inaugural address,
March 4, 1881:

By the experience of commercial nations in all ages it has been found that
gold and silver afford the only safe foundation for a monetary system.

And said that great Republican leader, James G. Blaine:

I believe gold and sUver to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, the
money of the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that great
organiclaw recognized as qxiite independent of its own existence. No power
was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be money.
Congress has, therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize silver any
more than to demonetize gold; no more power to demonetize either than
to demonetize both.—.Tames (?. Blaine in the Senate, February 7, 1878; Con-
gressional Eeoord, volume 7, part 1, page 820.

President Andrew Jackson, in his farewell address, said to th«

American people:

My humble efforts have not been spared during my administration of the
Government to restore the constitutional currency of gold and silver; and
something, I trust, has been done toward the accomplishment of this most
desirable object.

Said Mr, Hunter, of Virginia:
When contracts are made by a standard which is gradually contracting,

the advantages are on the side of capital as against labor, and productive
energy is cramped by receiving less than a fair share of the profits of its

enterprises.

No better indictment against the single gold standard was ever

penned than the following, attributed to ex-United States Senator
John J. Ingalls.

I quote it because it expresses my- views; and the money power
of the country, when called on to plead at the bar of public opinion,

admits the truth of it and pleads guilty:

No people, in a great emergency, ever found a faithful ally in gold. It is

the most cowardly and treacherous of all metals. It makes no treaty that it
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does not break; it has no friend it does not betray. Armies and navies are
not maintained by gold. In times of panic and calamity, shipwreck and dis-

aster, it becomes the agency and minister of ruin. Ko nation ever fought a
great war by the aid of gold; on the contrary, in the crisis of the greatest
peril it becomes an enemy more potent than the foe in the field; but when
the battle has been won and peace secured, gold reappears and claims the
fruits of victory.

If I had the time I could quote on and on from all the statesmen
of the Republic, giving facts and conclusions upholding on this
question the position of the Democratic party.
Mr. Speaker, if the Republican party would pass this resolution,

restore bimetallism, and legislate for the people of the whole coun-
try, it would intrench itself in power for twenty years to come. All
it needs is oournge, determination, and patriotism. It is a grand
opportunity, but you dare not take advantage of it. You are
hannaized. You are in the power of the money trust—the most
dangerous combination and conspiracy that ever threatened the
stability of our free institutions. The goldbugs have got you, and
j-ou must shout for gold, struggle for gold, and legislate for gold.

Goldl Qoldl Gold! Goldl
Bright and yellow, hard and cold.
Molten, graven, hammered, and rolled;
Heavy to get and light to hold;
Hoarded, bartered, bought and sold,
Stolen, borrowed, squandered, doled,
Spurn'd by the young, but hugg'd by the old
To the very verge of the churchyard mold.

That is a good old song for the Republicans to sing until the
money of the Constitution is restored, and restored it will be, by
the industrial masses of our land whom you are endeavoring to en-
slave by the gold standard.
Let me quote a sentence from that sterling Democrat and patriot,

Thomas A. Hendricks:
That gold and silver are the r^al standard of value is a, cherished Demo-

cratic sentiment not now or hereafter to be abandoned.
And a paragraph from a speech of "William McKinley in the

House of Representatives June 24, 1890, before Mr. McKinley saw
the great light of the money power and experienced a change of
heart:

I am for the largest use of silver in the currency of the country. I wouldnot dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold I wouldmake no discrimination. I would utilize both metals as monefand discreditneither. I want the double standard.
"i=i,iouii,

Why is he opposed to it now? Let him answer. What a snec-
tacle he presents! '^

That eminent political economist, John Stuart Mill, succinotlv
states the whole proposition in an axiom when he says:
The value of money, other things being the same, varies iuverselv o« it,quantity, every increase of quantity lowering the value and evervdim1„„tion raising it m a ratio exactly equivalent

every dimmu-
Alterations in the cost of the production of the precious metals c\r, T,nf o„f

ffis*qlInX '"™^^' ^"°^P* ^"^' '" P-Portion^Ilth°eTiSfreiio''o°r"dfnS^*

What IS the Republican party doing now?What aditference between the Republican party now and themWhat^ great strides, what rapid progi-ess the grand old party has
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made in the interest of the plutocrats, the trusts, and the money
power in the last few years!
But.what can be expected of an Administration controlled by

Mark Hanna and a gagged House of Representatives dominated
by Thomas B. Reed?
The rights of the people are in jeopardy; the liberties of the peo-

ple are in danger.
In the conflict which is now on I want to see the people win and

the Government of the Republic restored to them, to be wisely,
honestly, and economically administered, not for the advantage of
the few, but for the benefit of all.

If any one will study this question in an impartial and un-
prejudiced way he will reach the conclusion that the only remedy
for our financial ills and evils is a speedy return to the system of
bimetallism which existed prior to 1873.
The Republican party promised prosperity through the instru-

mentality of the Dingley bill. It has been a law for six months
and is a dead failure. Instead of increasing the revenues it has
decreased them. Instead of opening the mills it has closed them.
Instead of raising wages it has lowered them. Instead of bring-
ing prosperityithasbrought panic, disaster, and business paralysis.
The restriction of immigration, another wild panacea you now

cry for,will not relieve the congestion, the disaster, and the depres-
sion.

You have no other remedy to offer. You dare not attempt to
retire the greenbacks as the bankers of the country desire you to
do. You dare not legislate on the financial issue, and the best
thing you can do is to quickly pass a bankruptcy bill, the necessary
appropriation bills, adjourn, and go home.
The people now know the Republican party is impotent to give

the country the relief it so sorely needs.
The Democratic party, united to-day on every issue, will do it

and can do it.

The people will make no mistake the next time. You can defeat
this resolution in this House to-day; and if you do, it will not, as
you suppose, more permanently fasten the gold standard on the
oppressed people of our land. On the contrary, your selfish action
and short-sighted policy will only hasten the restoration of bimet-
allism and the speedy good riddance of the single gold standard.
For my part, I shall vote for this resolution, and I shall be glad

to see the Republicans vote it down. The record will then be
made, and we welcome the issue.

The defeat of this resolution to-day will be a fraud and an im-
position on every solvent man and on every honest debtor in the
United States.

It will be a blow at the home and the hearthside of the poor.
It will be done in the interest of avarice and for the benefit of
greed. ,

Wall street and the bondholders may win to-day, but you will
hear from the people next fall and in 1900.

"You can not fool the people," as Lincoln said, " all the time.''

They are watching you, and they comprehend the situation.

They know that your action here to-day is a futile attempt to

rob industry, arrest thrift, assassinate labor, defraud honest
debtors, violate the obligation of contracts, and perpetrate on the
masses the most frightful crime that can be committed in order
to seemingly bolster up and perpetuate the single gold standard.
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Do not be deceived. You may delude yourselves, but you can

.

not the producers of this nation. Do not mock the masses. They
understand the issue you make here to-day. The battle of the
standards will be fought to a finish, and the double standard of
the people will and must triumph when the question is finally set-

tled and settled right.

O men bowed down witli labor,
O women, young, yet old,

O hearts oppressed in the toiler's breast
And crushed by the power of gold,

Keep on with your weary battle
Against triumphant might

—

No question is ever settled
Until it is settled right.

[Applause on the Democratic side.]
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SPEECH
OP

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE,

The House having under consideration the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uni-

form system of bankruptcy thoughout the United States-

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: The question of a uniform bankruptcy law is one

of the most important and imperative questions this Hotise has

been called on to determine this session.

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have power to

establish uniform laws on the subject of banfauptoy through-

out the TJnited States, and in my opinion the time is opportune

for the passage of a fair, just, and equitable bankruptcy law.

From all parts of the country, for some time past, the people have

asked for this legislation, and petitions innumerable have been

sent to Congress demanding the enactment of such a measure.

There can be no doubt that to a great many of our fellow-citizens

a good bankruptcy law is a consummation most earnestly desired.

I have carefully read this bill, and in many respects it does and

ought to meet the just expectations of the business people of the

country. There is no doubt of the imperative demand for some

legislation of this character, caused by and incident to the hard

times, business depression, falling prices, and other evils that to-

day afflict the body politic. It is not an absolutely perfect bill, and

I doubt if any bill of this scope, magnitude, and importance can

be made in the first instance absolutely perfect. With few excep-

tions all important acts of legislation in the past have been and

doubtless always will be in the nature of a compromise.

I favor the passage of this bill as a whole and shall give it my
support and vote, believing it is desired by and for the best inter-

ests of a vast majority of the business men of this country, and
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that it will meet witli popular favor and answer a pressing and

urgent demand.

If the bill is not entirely perfect, if there are some defects in it,

they will soon be disclosed when it becomes a law, and these de-

fects, if any, can be remedied and cured by subsequent legislation.

Take the bill, then, all in all, in my judgment it is beyond ques-

tion the best bankruptcy measure that can be enacted at this

time, and a great improvement on all previous similar acts.

The members of the Judiciary Committee, and especially the

distinguished chairman of that committee, are to be congratu-

lated on the result of their arduous labors.

So far as the voluntary features of the bill are concerned they

meet my most hearty approval. They are entirely in the interest

of the poor and honest debtor. No honest debtor anxious tabegin

business life again can possibly find fault with that part of the

bill, and I do not think the bill in that respect can be improved.

There is another part of the bill that I like, and that is the pro-

vision that gives a preference to and carefully safeguards the

wages of employees and the rights of the producers and the wage-

earners of the cotmtry. Under the provisions of this bill these

worthy people are absolutely protected in every respect and every

safeguard is thrown around their rights to protect their wages
and earnings. They have received all that can be asked for, and
this measure can not be improved so far as they are concerned.

In regard to the involuntary features of the bill I do not wholly
concur in the views of the committee, and believe the bill in that
respect could be perfected, at least to some extent. I understand
an amendment to this section of the bill will be offered, and at
present I feel inclined to support it and think it ought to prevail.
If, however, that proposed amendment should fail, I shall vote for
the bill, take it all in aU, as it is, and I hope it will pass and speedily
become a law. If we will enact this measure into law at this ses-
sion of Congress, I feel confident it will be in response to the
wishes of the people and for their best interests. Let us then pass
this bill and give it a fair trial. It will grant some relief to hun-
dreds and thousands of people in all parts of the land. It can do
no harm and is bound to do many distressed persons a great deal
of good^. It will be a boon to the oppressed and struggling debt-



ors hoping for a cliance to begin again and make a new start, and

it is fair and just to the creditor.

My sympathies are all with the poor, the oppressed, and the un-

fortunate. My heart goes out to those who toil and struggle and

fail. I know in the long race of life's tempestuous battle only the

few win, that the many lose heart, become discouraged, and give

up the fight in hopeless despair. This bill will help the honest

debtor who has failed, give him renewed courage, and raise again

the star of hope above his sinking and despondent head. It will

afford no relief to the dishonest debtor; it will not wrong the

creditor, but it will give the honest debtor another opportunity

and a new start on the road to success. For these reasons I favor

a measure of this kind, and want to see it become a law. It will

grant some relief, and it wiU do some good. I can not see how it

can do harm.

I know of my own knowledge that there are a great many busi-

ness people in the city and State of New York, which I have the

honor in part to represent on the floor of this House, who are

anxious for the passage of this bill. Many of my constituents

have written to me requesting me to vote for this bill, and several

have personally asked me to advocate it and vote for it. I have

received no protests against it, and no one has requested me to

oppose it.

The business people of this country want a uniform bankruptcy

law. This will meet that want. It will give more stability to

credit, increase business confidence in commercial transactions,

revive trade, stimulate languishing industries, arrest fraud, insure

an equitable distribution of an insolvent debtor's assets among all

his creditors, and grant the honest bankrupt his discharge. It

will help the unsuccessful and the unfortunate, do no man an in-

justice, but protect and guard the rights of all. I hope the bill

will meet with the approval of a majority of the members of the

House and the Senate and speedily become a law.

Mr. Speaker, while I am discussing this bill I desire in a brief

and hasty way to call the attention of the House to a matter of

grave and imperative importance, a matter that concerns every

citizen of this countrj'.

The Grovernment of the United States is about to sacrifice to a



"Wall street synSicate Tsy the sale of the Kansas Pacific Kailroad

the enormous sum of $7,000,000. This is one of the greatest out-

rages on the taxpayers of this country which has been committed

in years.

It is a plain steal out of the pockets of the people of $7,000,000.

Who gets this enormous sum of money? The people want to

know; and there ought to be and there will be a rigid investigar

tion. As is well known, the Kansas Pacific Railroad has paid in

earning capacity 4 per cent on $30,000,000 for the last twenty

years, and this during a period of business depression, commercial

disaster, and hard times. There is no doubt the road is worth

much more, and there is no doubt that its business in the near

future will make it worth much more. I believe in the next few

years the Kansas Pacific Railroad will be worth at least |50,000,-

000. There is absolutely no reason why the taxpayers of this

country should lose a dollar on the sale of this railroad. The

Government received every dollar, with interest, from the sale of

the Union Pacific Railroad, and if the Department of Justice was

alive to its duty, the Government would receive every dollar,

with interest, from the Kansas Pacific Railroad,

There is no doubt in my mind that the Kansas Pacific BaUroad

would bring at a fair and just sale every dollar due the people of

this country. This railroad owes the Government about $13,000,-

000. The Government has only received about $6,000,000 by rea-

son of the action of the Attorney-General, making a clear loss to

the taxpayers of about $7,000,000. This is a flagrant outrage and

a public scandal. It is a gigantic steal. It is a disgrace to the

Administration. It is a shameful sacrifice of the rights of the

people and a humiliating surrender on the part of the Government
to the reorganization committee.

The Attorney-General of the United States has played into the

hands of the Wall street syndicate, and has allowed the syndica,te

to fix its own price, have its own way, and make a cool §7,000,000.

This loss is a national crime. I raise my voice against this out-

rage to-day because it is not yet too late for the Attorney-General
to act, and if he vrill do his duty now there is no doubt this

$7,000,000 can be saved and one of the neatest scandals in the
history of our country averted. As a lawyer, I have had occasion
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to investigate this matter very closely, and I unhesitatingly give it

as my opinion that i£ the Department of Justice will bid at the

sale, do its full duty, and insist on all its rights, the Government

will receive every dollar, with interest.

Make no mistake; the people will hold the Administration re-

sponsible. In the present stage of the Treasury, with a deficit of

millions and millions, and growing larger daily, owing to the

failure of the Dingley tariS law, this crime becomes most glaring.

Every honest man in this country who has looked into this mat-

ter knows that at a fair sale, with all the rights of the people safe-

guarded and protected, the Government would get every dollar,

with interest. Why this outrageous sacrifice? If the Govern-

ment goes on losing money in this way, it will not be long before

the Treasury will be bankrupt and the Government compelled to

take the benefit of this act or begin issuing bonds again.

I wish, at this time, here and now, as a representative of the

people, to enter my most emphatic protest against this outrageous

sacrifice of the Kansas Pacific Railroad to the "Wall street sjmdi-

cate and monopolists. It is not too late for the Attorney-General

to take immediate action. Will he do his duty? If he does, there

is no doubt the $7,000,000 can be saved. It ought to be saved.

The railroad runs through one of the richest and most prosperous

districts in our country and is worth a great deal more than its

entire debt.

It is due to this House and to the people of this country that

the Attorney-General save this §7,000,000 or give good and suffi-

cient reasons why he has allowed that vast sum of money to be

sacrificed.

At some future time, if I can get an opportunity, I will have

something more to say in regard to this matter. Why did not

the Attorney-General take the same action regarding the sale of

the Kansas Pacific Railroad that his predecessor took in regard

to the sale of the Union Pacific Railroad? There is dereliction

somewhere. Unless this matter is satisfactorily explained there

mustbe a rigid and searching investigation. The people arewatch-

ing the MoKinley Administration in regard to this and other mat-

ters, and you can rest assured yoxi will hear from them.

The Attorney-General is charged with the responsibility ot pro-



tecting the interest of the taxpayers in regard to this matter. Hs

has acted in the interest of the syndicate and not in behalf of the

people. The people will not be robbed and outraged in this man-

ner. They know their rights, they demand them, and they are

going to have them. Any dereliction on the part of the Adminis-

tration in a matter of such great importance as this will be a grave

public scandal and will not be overlooked or condoned by the

people of this country. The Attorney-General must do his duty

to the people or they will know the reason why. This loss of

17,000,000 is a matter of the first importance and concern to every

man in the Republic. The whole matter has a suspicions look.

The day is not far distant when we will know the true facts in the

case, and woe betide those officials of the Q-overnment who have

been recreant to their trust.

The Kansas Pacific Railroad sale is an outrage and a steal. It

is a shameful scandal and ought to be stopped. It can be stopped.

We call upon the Attorney-General to do his duty. Will he do

it? We will know during the next few days.

Yesterday the Senate passed a resolution to prevent the con-

summation of this fraud. This House has done nothing in regard

to it, and probably will do nothing. Why? Ask the syndicate.

It seems to have played its cards weU, and won. Has the game
been closed? Is the record made? If so, the record will tell a tale

of shameful betrayal of a people's confidence, and on that record

the Republican party will be judged in the coming campaign.
The MoKinley advocates promised much before election. What

has the Administration done since it came into power last March?
The Republican party during the last Presidential campaign

promised the people in the event of its success immediate pros-
perity. The Republican party by fraud, false pretense, and
mendacity humbugged the people and elected its President, but
prosperity failed to materialise. The promises made during the
campaign were a delusion and a snare. They were made to get
In on, but not to be carried out.

The producers, the wage-earners, and the industrial and manu-
facturing interests of the country continue to be as helpless, as
hopeless, and as bad off, if not worse, than before. Conditions do
not improve and times do not get better.

3002



Immediately after Mr. McKinley was inailgiirated President he

convened Congress in extraordinary session to pass a new tariff

law. The Repntilicans then claimed that the Dingley bill, if

enacted into law, would give immediate relief to the country,

speedily restore business confidence, and bring about an era of

prosperity without a parallel. It has been a law for more than

six months, and is the greatest failure as a revenue-producing

measure in the history of this or any other country. It was a

fraud on its face and in results the most conspicuous tariff failure

of the century.

At the time of the passage of the Dingley bill, in a speech which

I delivered on the floor of this House on the 31st day of March,

1897, 1 said that the Dingley bill would not provide additional

revenue for the Treasury nor encourage the languishing indus-

tries of the United States. I pbinted out that the bill was not

What it purported to be on its face, and predicted that it was

destined to be a worse failure as a tariff measure than the original

McKinley law.

I then claimed, and my claims have come true, that it would

not restore prosperity, encourage industries, increase wages, pro-

tect the laboring man, help the toiler and the wage-earner, bene-

fit the farmer, or bring additional revenue to the Treasury, but

that it would decrease the revenue, stagnate business, paralyz*

industrial progress, imperil labor, and cause a worse condition of

affairs than ever existed before. I further said it was the worst

piece of class legislation and favoritism ever offered in Congress,

and that everything in the bill from the beginning to the end was

in favor of the manufacturers, the monopolists, the trusts, the

syndicates, and the other gigantic combinations which contrib-

uted large sums of money to the Republican campaign fund in

the last Presidential election to defeat the will of the people.

1 pointed out at the time that it was one of the worst specimens

of special legislation ever introduced in Congress, and that it

would add burdens on the consumers of our country beyond the

calculation of the human intellect; that its sole object was to

take from those least able to pay and give to those most able to

pay. All that I said at that time in opposition to and in denun-

ciation of the passage of the Dingley bill is to-day practically true.
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The Dingley law has now been in operation for over six months,

and it has caused a deficit in the revenues of over |50,000,000.

Surely it must be admitted now by the champions and the advo-

cates of the Dingley measure that it is a complete failure and has

not in any way accomplished prosperity or met to the slightest

extent the expectations of its friends.

How much longer will the people humbly consent to be robbed

and submissively permit a continuation of this outrageous system

and policy of favoritism and class legislation? All legislation of

this kind, bestowing special benefits on the few, is unjust and

against the masses and for the classes. It has gone on until less

than 8 per cent of the people own more than two-thirds of all the

wealth of our country. It has been truly said that monarchies

are destroyed by poverty and republics by wealth. If the greatest

Eepublic the world has ever seen is destroyed, it will fall by virtue

of this vicious system of robbing the many for the benefit of the

few.

The total population of the United States, according to the last

census, is about 70,000,000. The total aggregate wealth of the

United States, according to the best statistics that can be pro-

cured, is estimated at about $63,000,000,000, and it appears, and
Eo doubt much to the surprise of many, that out of a total popu-

lation of 70,000,000, less than 40,000 persons in the United States

own more than one-half of the entire aggregate wealth of the land.

And this has nearly all been brought about by legislation during
the last twenty-five years.

The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the rob-

bery of the many during the past quarter of a century has been
simply enormous, and the facts and figures are appalling. Three-
quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be concen-
trated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, and the
number of persons constituting that minority grows smaller and
smaller every year. The legislative schemes which have been
most favored for checking this growing centralization of wealth
are generally the most delusive and the most impotent. Taxing
the many for the benefit of the few by operation of a law such as
that bearing the name of Mr. Dingley is the meanest kind of
hypocrisy and robbery, and the most effective device for robbing
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the poor for the benefit of the rich that human ingenuity can

devise.

Impartial students of these startling facts and statistics can

hardly escape the irresistible conclusion that a conspiracy exists,

and has existed for some time, to convert the Government of the

United States into a powerful oligarchy of wealth. The million-

aires, the plutocrats, the trusts, the monopolies, and the syndicates

seem to be supreme, and legislate for their own interest, benefit,

and protection. If it continues, the yeomanry of our country will

soon be reduced to a condition of industrial and financial serfdom

more pitiable than ever existed before in the history of the world.

The money power, the octopus of the gold combine, the pluto-

crats, the trusts, the syndicates, and the favored few of the land

threaten the perpetuity of our free institutions by subsidizing ths

pulpit, buying the press, seating well-paid attorneys in legislative

halls and courts of justice, stifling free speech and the right of

lawful assembly, and stretching out their tentacles to the colleges

of the land to crush professors who have the courage of their con-

victions and dare to tell the truth regarding economic and social

principles.

The money power to-day practically owns and runs the Gov-

ernment. The mighty masses are denied their just rights and

prevented from sharing in the benefits of government.

If this goes on for a few years more, there will only be two

classes of people in this country—namely, plutocrats and paupers.

But more about this at a future time.

Mr. Speaker, to advert again to the.banliruptoy biU, it seems to

me the first thing we ought to do is to look for the cause that ne-

cessitates this kind of legislation and makes the enactment of such

a law at this time an imperative legislative duty. We know and

see all around us the effect. There must be a cause, and there

must be a reason for it. What is the cause? In my judgment it

is our highest duty, and incumbent on us, to ascertain the cause,"

and when discovered to speedily eradicate it by remedial legisla-

tion. It is better to prevent bankruptcy than to regulate it.

In my opinion all the ills we suffer from to-day as a nation are

caused by unjust, hasty, dishonest, and discriminating legislation.
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If you will carefully investigate existing conditions and past leg-

islative history, you will irresistibly be led to this conclusion.

For the last quarter of a century nearly all important legisla-

tion in this country, State and Federal, has been in the interest of

the few and against the rights of the many. Class legislation

has been stealthy, but it has been the order of the day, and it has

been successful. No fearless student of our legislative history

can honestly deny this fact. The evil consequences and financial

losses resulting from this unfair discrimination in special legisla-

tion against the people are deplorable and beyond computation.

It has robbed thrift, arrested enterprise, paralyzed progress, stifled

ambition, assassinated the hopes of the toilers, centralized power,

and made the rich richer and the poor poorer.

It has fostered syndicates, created monopolies, and nourished

trusts. It has plunderedthe producers, wronged the wage earners,

and caused the commercial industries of our land to languish and

to die. It has made mammon a fetich, hoarded money, central

ized wealth, and threatens the very stability of our institutions.

If it continues, is it any wonder farseeing patriots fear for the life

of the Republic? The demand from all over the country for a

national bankruptcy law directs attention to our sorrowful situa-

tion and accentuates the evil tendencies of the time.

It is high time to sound a note of warning. It is a good time to

go back to first principles.

The ship of state is rapidly drifting from the safe moorings of

the fathers of the Republic and getting dangerously near the mael-

strom of national disaster.

Is it any wonder there is a crying demand from all parts of the

country for a national bankrupt law when we consider the nature
and tendency of discriminating legislation for the last twenty-five

years?

Is it any wonder that thousands and thousands of sincere, so-

ber, honest, hard working people in every State of the Union, toU-
ing day in and day out, are unable to make both ends meet, are in
financial despair, hopeless despondency, and welcome any kind of
a bankruptcy law that will afford some relief and give them an
opportunity to shako off the incubus of disaster, raise their heads
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in the sunsliine ot hops, and once more, with renewed.energy and
greater determination, try again?

The despotism of class legislation has wrought its most fright-

ful effect on the wage earners and producers of our land. I am^

glad to raise my voice in behalf of the latter. They constitute

the bone and sinew of our national greatness. Their prosperity

means national prosperity. Capital and labor should go hand in

hand; each should carefully guard the rights of the other and

with a jealous care prevent any injustice by means of inequitable,

unjust, and injurious legislation. I stand for the rights of labor,

and in my humble way will do all that I can to protect, to uphold,

and to dignify those rights. I believe that all wealth is created by

labor and, as Lincoln said, "is prior to capital and independent of

it; " that "capital is only the fruit of labor, and could never have ex-

isted if labor had not first existed." I believe with Lincoln that:

No men living are more worthy to be trusted than those who toil np from

poverty, more less inclined to take or touch aught which they have not hon-

estly earned. Let them beware of surrendering a political power which they

possess, and which, if surrendered, will surely be used to close the door of

advancement against them and fix new disabilities and burdens on them till

all liborty is lost.

How true these words are to-day. The workingmen of our

countrymust be alive to the dangers which confront them. They

must realize the result and the consequences of unjust class legist-

lation which discriminates against them. If it continues, how
much longer will their rights be secure and their liberties endure?

For their own interests they must study this question of discrimi-

nating legislation, cry out against it, and do all in their power to

stop it, and stop it at once.

Instead of legislating against the people for the benefit of the

few, we must return to the early policy of the Republic aad legis-

late for all the people. The trusts, the monopolies, the syndicates,

and other unlawful combinations must go. They are merely a

growth incident to this odious system of legislation. The laws on

the statute books must be enforced against these oppressors of the

people, and where they are insufficient they must be strengthened-

and made more effective. If the Republic is to live and prosper

in the future as it has in the past, we must get back to the teach-

ings and principles of Thomas Jefferson and write across our leg-

islative banners the motto, "Equal rights to all, special privileges
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to none." If our institutions are to be perpetuated and our Gov-

ernment to be in tact "a government of the people, and by the

people, and for the people," we must obey the mandates of the

Constitution and carefully legislate for all the land and all the in-

habitants thereof.

Let us in the future make the north star of our legislative

efforts the happiness, the prosperity, and the contentment of all.

If we will do our duty, if we wiU act with a sihgleness of pur-

pose to do no injury to anyone, the evils that now threaten us

will soon pass away and the Republic of the people will go on and

on to its greater and its grander destiny.

If the people will study these questions for themselves and not

let others do their thinking, they will find the cause of all the

evils now complained of due to iniquitous special legislation.

The effects of this kind of legislation grow more glaring and

startling every day.

The remedy is plain. Stop legislating for favored and special

Interests, and legislate for the benefit of all the people. Stop leg-

islating to intrench the money power and establish an oligarchy

of plutocrats. Stop all legislation that seeks directly or indirectly

to enchain humanity and enslave the industrial masses. Legislate

for the best interests of all, and make the path of opportunity a

public highway.

As I have had occasion to say several times before on the floor

of this House, we will never have national prosperity tmtil we
have national bimetallism. "We must return to first principles.

We must look to the Constitution and obey its mandates.

I believe that the evils which I have endeavored to point out

have chiefly arisen during the last twenty-five years, or since 1873,

when the law for the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and
silver was repealed by stealthy and surreptitious legislation.

The demonetization ofsilver, by the act of 1873, was thelegislative

crime of the century, and has caused more woe, more misery,
more poverty, more distress, more failures, more bankruptcies,
more labor strikes and lockouts, more business depression, more
industrial paralysis, and more commercial disaster than any other
act of crooked legislation in the history of the Republic.

That act wronged every poor man's family and the hearth side
of every toiler. It was an imposition on every honest debtor and
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the most gigantic fraud on the masses in the interest of the money
trust ever perpetrated in our legislative history. It ia the true

cause of most of the evils we denounce and deplore to-day. It is

the meanest and most sneaking piece of class legislation on our

statute books, and should be repealed at once.

The people owe it to themselves to right this wrong by insisting

on the immediate repeal of this obnoxious and odious law. Until

it is done, all other reforms will be ephemeral and of no avail.

Restore bimetallism, and you will stop falling prices, revive

languishing industries, and immediately inaugurate an era of

prosperity in this country unprecedented and unparalleled.

Open the mints and the mills will open as if touched by a magic

wand. Restore the money of the Constitution and you give will-

ing hands and courageous hearts the longed-for and hoped-for

opportunity.

The Republican theory of taxing the people, by protective-tariff

laws, to make them rich and happy is untenable and now ex-

ploded. The Republican party will never win another victory

with that false remedy as a panacea and a shibboleth.

Legislating away millions and millions of dollars of the people's

money to a favored few will not restore prosperity to all the peo-

ple, and sacrificing millions and millions of dollars more to a rail-

road syndicate in Wall street will not make times better or the

Treasury of the country stronger.

This bankruptcy bill, if it becomes a law, will alleviate soma

distress, but vsdll not, and can not, become a permanent remedy

for hard times and falling prices.

What other legislation have the Republicans to offer? They

dare not attempt to legislate on the money question, which is the

most vital, the most important, and the paramount political issue

to-day in American politics.

Mr. Speaker, the issue in the coming campaign and in 1900 has

been made. It can not be evaded or ignored. In the contest be-

tween the rights of the people and the selfish and sordid greed of

the plutocrats, the people must and will win; the Government of

the fathers, pure and undefiled, must and will be restored to them,

and the efforts of a united and triumphant Democracy crowned

with success. [Applause.]
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INTERNATIONAL BANKING BILL

"While I am a Member of Congress I will do all in my power to defeat

legislation in the interest of the trusts and for the benefit of the monopo-
lies."

SPEECH

HON. WILLIAM SULZER;.
OF NEW YORK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1898.

WASHINGTON.
1898.



SPEECH
or

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.

Tho House having under consideration the bill (H. R. 10S07) to carry into

effect the recommendations oJ the International American Conference by
the incorporation of the international American bank-

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: This measure should be entitled "A bill to

create the international bank trust." That la just what it does,

and it would be the greatest trust the world has ever seen. In less

than five years, if this bill becomes a law, it will own and control

all the other trusts in this country and every other country where

it can secure a foothold.

In my judgment this is one of the most iniquitous bills ever pre-

sented to Congress. It seeks to create, and does create, the great-

&3t and most gigantic trust ever conceived by the ingenuity of the

human mind; a trust that would for all practical purposes own,

control, and monopolize almost everything under the sun. Ac-

cording to the terms of this charter there is no limit to its powers

and no end to its possibilities for evil when manipulated by clever

and unscrupulous men.

The advocates of this bill would have us believe it is a simple

measure and clothes the company with no far-reaching and un-

usual powers. This is not so. Under the provisions of this bill

there is hardly a conceivable thing this trust could not do. Read
it, and I believe you will agree with me. It legislates away, in

my opinion, the most. sweeping franchise I have ever read.

It seems almost incredible that the daring and farseeing ma-
nipulators behind this'colossal scheme, devised for the purpose of
swindling the people, could ever hope to successfully pass it. It

must be clear to all that it ought not to pass. It never should
have been reported. It ought to be, and it will be if we do our
duty, the worst beaten biU in this Congress.
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During the debate this morning 1 have carefully listened to all

that has been said for and against this bill, and, sir, I have yet to

hear one good reason why this bill should become a law. The

arguments of those who favor this bill show, if they show any-

thing, that sweeping legislation of this character is unwise and a

step in the wrong direction. There is no good reason why we

should give away to a banking trust such unusual powers. If we
do, I believe it will open the door to a continuance of abuses

which will never end and to the possibilities for evil beyond the

calculation of the human intellect. All legislation giving addi-

tional advantages to corporations and trusts is a direct blow at

the rightsof the people. These combinations of capital already

enjoy too much favor at the hands of the law.

I have carefully read this bill and the report of the committee.

The report, so far as I can see, fails to give a single reason why
this bill should meet with the approval oE the members of this

House.

The most cursory examination of the provisions of this bill will

demonstrate to the most thoughtless man in the House that the

bill is radically wrong and inherently bad. It is essentially a

piece of legal favoritism. It takes from the many for the benefit

of the few. It is monopoly pure and simple, and in its meanest

form. It is class legislation of the worst type. Its sweeping

provisions constitute a mighty stride in the wrong direction.

It fashions a mighty trust, and places it on a pedestal beyond

the law. I am against this kind of legislation, and I will

always do all in my power to defeat it. All legislation of this

special and exclusive character is absolutely wrong. The sad-

dest comment on our legislative history is the just criticism

that there has been too much special legislation for the past

thirty years. I view this kind of special legislation with alarm,

and sound a note of warning against it. We all know what it

has done, what it is doing, and what it will continue to do. The

history of the past teaches, if it teaches anything, that it quickly

becomes an instrument for the robbing of the people for the bene-

fit of the trusts—a legalized tyranny to oppress the people for the

advantage of greedy corporate interests.

The bill confers unheard-of powers on a few individuals, who
3616
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will be able to make wealth beyond the dreams of avarice by the

operation of its provisions. We should not legislate to createfor-

a few advantages denied to the many. All legislation, so far as,

possible, should be general, not special. In my opinion, more in-

jury has been done the people of this country by corrupt special

legislation than by any other single agency. In nearly every in-

stance the great fortunes of our millionaires and multimillion-

aires are the simple results of this obnoxious special legislation.

This bill will create the greatest financial trust of the century.

No doubt nine-tenths of the members of this House, if asked,

would say they were against the trusts, and yet I fear many of

these same members will vote for this bill and do all they can to

enact it into law.

Let me say to the members of this House that I am unalterably

opposed to trusts. I am opposed to all the trusts, each and every

one, now in existence, and to all and any legislation seeking to

create new and more trusts.

I am opposed to the Government delegating away the rights of

the people to a few individuals associated together for the purpose

of making money under the title of the "International Bank."

Ever since the civil war the Government has been delegating away

its powers to selfish and soulless corporations. We. should not

delegate to corporations the powers vested in the Government by

the people. If we do, the corporations and the trusts will soon

become greater and more powerful than the Government.

Under the provisions of this bill this gigantic financial trust,

with unlimited capital, unrestricted powers, and unparalleled op-

portunities, would soon absorb and ere long control the financial

and commercial business of the whole country. It could do any-

thing that can be done to-day by any copartnership, trust, monop-

oly, or corporation in this country or in any other country where

it could get a foothold. It could absorb the wealth, the treasure,

and the business of the land, and do it on its own terms. It would
become the trust of trusts, and by its charter do a general pawn-
brokerage business and fix its own rates of interest. In fact, it

could do anything from buying a farm to loaning money on a

watch.

For the Government to give away a great franchise like this
8616



5

win be an irreparable wrong to tbe people of this country. This

is the greatest franchise, in the opinion of many, ever devised and

that Congress ever attempted to give away.

This bill creating this financial trust is the greatest scheme ever

invented by man to oppress and enslave his fellow-man . No doubt

the true design of the men behind this great corporation is to get

this franchise to organize a tremendous banking and pawnbroker-

age trust, with all the powers and privileges of a national bank ex-

cept the privilege of issuing money, and finally to relieve the Gov-

ernment of that attribute of sovereignty, and do it all without

governmental control or supervision.

What a spectacle of legislative audacity this unrivaled proposi-

tion presents! It could never originate on this side of the House.

Bead the legislative history of our country and you will find that

all legislation similar in character and purposes to this is the

handiwork of the Republican party. It can not be successfully

controverted that the policies and principles of the Republican

party create and foster trusts and monopolies.

The Democratic party is opposed to special legislation, and is the

natural foe and the unswerving enemy of trusts. By virtue of its

principles and through the instrumentality of its policies they can

be crushed, and they will be crushed and destroyed.

The Congress of the United States should legislate, not for the

trusts, but against them; not for the few, but for the many. We
do entirely too much for special interests, not enough for the

general welfare of all the people of our land. The crying evil of

our times is special legislation which robs the many for the benefit

of the few, and does it all under the guise of law. I am opposed

to aU special legislation of this character. I stand for equal rights

to all, special privileges to none. I hope the day is not far distant

when a Democratic Congress will pass a law making it impossible

for a trust or a monopoly to exist in this country.

I am opposed to this bill because I believe it will create the

greatest monopoly and the most gigantic trust in the world.

While 1 am a member of Congress I will do all in my power to

defeat legislation in the interest of the trusts and for the benefit

of the monopolies. This bill should challenge the honest criticism

of every man in our country. Its passage would be an outrage
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on every taxpayer and an insult to every honest toiler. I can not

believe it has any chance to become a law now, but the very at-

tempt to pass it should arrest the attention of every patriot in the

land and put the thinking citizens of our country on their guard.

Ere long, I doubt not, another effort will be made. The repre-

sentatives of the trusts are most tenacious and ever active and

v/atchful. The representatives of the people must be so, too, or

our free institutions will be doomed.

Mr. Speaker, for the past thirty years the Congress of the

United States has been delegating to trusts and monopolies vast

powers and privileges. All of this legislation has been against

the rights of the people and for the benefit of a few individuals

who have been made millionaires and multimillionaires by opera-

tion of law. The future historian of our country, viewing with

an impartial eye this period of law-made wealth in our wonderful

history, will call this legislative epoch the '

' crime of the century,

"

and its pernicious results will affect generations yet unborn and

blight the opportunities of millions yet to come.

These great trusts and monopolies are springing \\p every day,

and they flourish like the green bay tree. Many of them are so

intrenched in power that they are to all intents and piirposes above

law and no longer amenable to legislative action. They limit tho

supply of the product which they control, and force out of em-

ployment thousands and thousands of honest toilers. They en-

hance prices, lower wages, and write the terms of their own con-

tracts. They destroy all competition, and have every consumer

in the country in their power. You must pay their price or do

without. Every man, woman, and child in all our land, every

home, and every hearth side must pay tribute to the trusts. This

is the ransom the trusts exact for the people's right to live. Leg-
islation has done all this; legislation can remedy it all.

To-day about 200 trusts control, wholly or in large part, every

conceivable product and industry of the country. These combines
dictate the supply and manipulate the price. They control legis-

lation, national, State, and municipal. They escape taxes and
construct and maintain tariffs to suit their own selfish ends.
They regulate foreign and interstate commerce, declare quarterly
dividends on watered stock, and make fortunes every year out of
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the people. From (.he Standard Oil trust down they are all the

same, all doing husiness on the same line, all robbing the many
for the benefit of the few. And the many submit to it. Why? I

know not. The people can, if they determine to, settle this ques-

tion in one election and crush forever out of existence every trust

in the land.

Why is it people seldom rebel against being robbed indirectly by

operation of law? However, I believe the trusts can not perma-

nently exist in the United States if the people once become alive

to the great injustice done them by these combinations of capital.

To think otherwise would be a bitter commentary on our intelli-

gence in the last decade of tlie dying nineteenth century.

The power of the trusts has been a thing of rapid growth and

of recent times. Prior to the civil war there was not a trust in

this country.

The Republican party is responsible for the trusts and stands

sponsor for them to-day. The only hope of the people is in the

Democratic party and through its representatives.

The Democratic party must make the destruction of the trusts

and the monopolies one of its leading issues in the nest campaign.

If the trusts now practically own and run the Government and

their insatiable greed and power are not soon checked, another

quarter of a century will witness free institutions subverted, the

Constitution dethroned, industrial slavery the corner stone of the

Government, and an obligarchy of wealth sitting in high places

and the rulers of the land.

These gigantic trusts, in my judgment, constitute a greater

menace to our Government and our free institutions than any-

thing else. I would like to see every chamber of commerce, every

board of trade, every labor organization, every business man, and

every taxpayer take up this fight against the trusts and carry it

on to the end. It is a cause worthy of every honest and sincere

man; and if they will enlist, the war against the trusts will soon

be over, the monopolies of the land destroyed, and the country

saved.

Mr. Speaker, I notice my time is nearly exhausted. Let me say

to the members of this House that this bill is the worst trust bill

which has ever come to my notice since I have been a servant of
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the people. I hope every Democrat will vote against it. It is the

greatest trust franchise Congress has ever been asked to give

away. If it were enacted into law it would soon become the most

tremendous instrument of oppression ever invented by the cruel

ingenuity of man to rob and oppress and enslave his fellow-man.

Its overwhelming defeat to-day will mark a red-letter day in our

legislative history. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

[Here the hammer fell.]
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«' The Bay We CeleUiale.'

SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE
[From the Omfiha World-Herald, January 8, 1899.]

Congressman William Sulzek spoke as follows:

Mr. President and Gentlemen: It is a matter of mucli personal gratifica-

tion to me to be with yon to-night and participate in yojir joyous and mag-
nificent celebration of Jackson's day.

I would be false to myself and to every sentiment of gratitude I possess

and hold dear if I did not at the very beginning of my remarks express to

you how deeply and sincerely I appreciate the honor and the distinguished

compliment of your invitation. I accepted it, of course. I could not do
otherwise. Coming from whence it did, and how it did, I could not refuse.

I am very glad, indeed, to be with you, and as lonj? as I live I shall never

forget your courtesy, your reception, your consideration, and your hearty

and genuine hospitality.

I like the Democrats of the great West, and I hope they will like me.
I stand squarely on the Chicago platform, and as a Democrat, tried and

true to every tenet of our party and to its fundamental principles, I come
to you from the toiling, throbbing, earnest Democrats of the East, and bring

you their fraternal greeting, and their message of hope for union and har-

mony in our ranks, and for the triumphant victory of our grand old party

for years to come.
In my judgment, we are destined to triumph if we religiously adhere to

our principle.s, fearlessly and vigorously promulgate them, and honestly and
tenaciously stri re to enforce them. We must bo true to 'Ourselves and to the
teachings of the fathers of Democracy, and if we are and continue to have
faith in the justice of our cause, we must and will succeed, and signal victory
must and will crown our efforts.

We celebrate to-day one of the most important epochs in the annals of our
history.

This is Andrew Jackson's day, sacred to the memory of the hero of New
Orleans, sacred to the memory of the grand old man, the old hickory of the
Democratic party, sacred to the memory of one of the most unique, one of
the most stalwart, and one of the most magnificent figures and characters in
all American history.

Andrew Jackson was a hero from his cradle to his grave. Irresistible
events and circumstances beyond his control made him so.
The fascinating story of his life reads like a romance and demonstrates

that truth is stranger than fiction. That story is a part of the most stirring

.

and eventful period in our history, an incentive to every hopeful schoolboy,
a beacon to every sincere patriot, a star of hope to every struggling toiler,
and a conclusive proof of the stability and the opportunity of democratic in-
stitutions.
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Andrew Jackson from his birtli to his bier was a remarkable personage.

He was a man of iron will and of indomitable spirit. His veins were filled

with good red blood, but his nerves were of steel. He never knew fear. He
never turned his back on friend or foe. He knew the right and never hesi-

tated to do it. He hated cant, despised hypocrisy, and cared naught for con-

sequences.

He was a plain man. He loved the plain people; they understood him and
they loved him.
He was a forceful man, a direct man, a positive man, an honest man, and a

truthful man. He hated a liar, and he spurned with contempt a coward.
His life began with the sti-nggles of a brave people to cast off the tyrannous

yoke of oppression, and when it went out his last look witnessed the greatest

and the grandest Republic the world has ever seen.

His life was a part of the Eepublic, and demon.strated its opportunities and
its possibilities.

Andrew Jackson was not born to the purple; he was no child of pampered
fortune; he knew woe and want, poverty and misery, trial and trouble;

He was schooled fn the school of adversity, but learned to surmount all

difficulties.

He was a soldier in three wars and a hero in each.

His parents came from the north of Ireland. He was of Scotch-Irish origin,

and had that blood in his veins with all that it means and all that it implies.

He first saw the light of day in Carolina in March, 1767. It was a new and
sparsely settled country. Shortly after his birth his father died, leaving a

widow and three orphan children. Andrew Jackson was the youngest.

His early days were days of hardship and privation, but they were trial

days to school him and to fit him for the part he was to play in life.

At that time the Revolution smoldered, and when it finally blazed forth in

all its fury, the greatest and the grandest Revolution that ever shook the

earth, all the Jacksons were in it and a part of it.

Andrew Jackson, then a mere lad, was a soldier and a hero in those dark

and stormy days. He was a warrior for the right, a soldier for freedona. He
was captured, made a prisoner of war, and while such, because he refused to

blacken the boots of an English officer, was struck a cruel blow on the head

with a sword. He carried the terrible scar to his grave, but he avenged the

insult at New Orleans.

The Revolutionpassed and the Republic dawned. During the heroic strug-

gle Jackson's mother and his brothers died, all martyrs to the sacred cause.

The close of the contest to vindicate the principle that governments derive

their just powers from the consent of the governed found Andrew Jackson

homeless, penniless, and friendless, with neither kith nor kin, but nothing

daunted- The ordeal of the Revolution made him a man, a patriot, and a

Democrat.
Andrew Jackson loved his mother with a passion almost divine. His de-

votion to her memory is the noblest trait in his heroic character, and his

undying fame her greatest monument.
ITapoleon asked. " What is wanting to save the youth of France ? " Madame

Champau answered. " Mothers. " No man was ever truly great whose mother

was not really great.

Andrew Jackson's mother intended him for the ministry, but fate willed

otherwise. He studied law, practiced it successfully, was a judge and a good

jurist, a member of both branches of Congress, molded the Constitution of

Tennessee, was the greatest and most successful Indian fighter who ever

lived, crushed at New Orleans the greatest invading forces which ever dese-

crated our sacred soil, humbled in the dust the flower of the English army,

and destroyed for all time the power and the prestige of Great Britain on

the Western Hemisphere.
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Andrew Jaelsson was the hero o{ the war of 1S12 and^won its most decisive

victory. We celebrate that triumph to-night. He was a great eitiaen-soldief,

but a greater Givillan. He was a volunteer and believed in and stood for the

volunteer forces of the Republic. He was opposed to a great standiflg army

and had no sympathy with imperialism.

He was a Democrat, reared in the Democratic school of Thomas Jefferson.

He stood for the freedom of the press, freedom of speech, freedom- of con-

science, for civil and religious liberty, for the Constitution, for all thast Jef-

ferson stood for. He believed in our cardinal-principle of special privileges

to none, equal opportunities for alt

He stood foradvancement, for progress, for personal liberty, for ishe school-

house and the home. There was nothing illiberal, nothing narrow-minded,

about Andrew Jackson. He was broad-ganged and broad-minded. He be-

lieved in the ability of the plain people to govern themselves. He stood for

their rights, their hopes, their aspirations, and he vindicated them while he

lived.

He brought about the annexation of the Floridas and was their first

American governor. He accomplished what he purposed; he did thing."?.

He was twice President of the United States, stamped his personality

indelibly on her history, and when he died he was the popular idol of the

American people. He will always be one of the most interesting figures in

our history.

He vindicated American institutions, crushed treason, pilloried nullifica-

tion, and dethroned the United States Bank, the greatest trust and monopoly
of his day.

He stood for the home and the heartheide, the sanctity of the family, and
for the blessings of Christian civilization.

He stood for internal improvements, for commerce, the American mer-
chant marine, and he loved his country with aai intensity that was patriot-

ism personified.

No one ever questioned the purity of his patriotism, or challenges the

integrity of his motives, and. yet no public man in all our history was ever
more bitterly assailed by his enemies or more justly loved by his friends and
adherents.

Andrew Jackson had his faults and his foibles. He was not a demigod—hei

was only human. He hated and he loved in human ways like other human-
beings. He triumphed and he suffered. Hewas aman of force and- of passion,

the man for every crisis, and yet no man could- be calmer under more trying,

circumstances—no man suffered more and complained less. Sis whole life was-
an heroic struggle mentally and physically. But amid all the storms of his-

tempest-tossed career his heart beat true, and was ever warm; his hand was-
always steady, his head was ever cool, and within his stern exterioi' there-

dwelt a Christian spirit and a noble nature as gentle as a woman's. He was
a great Democratic leader, and no man ever had more loyal followers.
He stood for thetrue democracy, the rule of the plain people, thademooraoy

which unfetters trade, fosters commerce, establishes industry, aids enter-
prise, maintains equal opportunity, unshackles the mind and the conscience,
and defends liberty.

He was a great man, the representative of two centuries. He was the em-
bodiment of true American manhood, the personification of the geniusjof our
free institutions, and the incarnation of Jeffersonian Democracy. He always
subordinated personal interest to his sense of public duty.
We are Americans, we are Democrats; and as Americans and Democrats

we love and revere the memory of Andrew Jackson, the illustrious patriot of
the Hermitage, the hero of New Orleans, and the sage of Tennessee.

It is not my purpose to eulogize the hero of New Orleans. Nothing I can
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saywill add to Kjs greatmesa or Me glory. History ias done Andrew Jackson
saoiple Justfce. His monument, more enduring tban marble or brass, is in the

gratefnl and patriotic heai'ts of his loyal oovratrymen.

It is flttingand proper, however, that this day should be celebrated by tlie

Democrats of our country and by the plain people, whose friend Andrew

'

Jackson ever was.

To-day we wan1> and the Eepublic needs men with the indomitable spirit,

the magnificent courage, and the patriotic zeal of Andrew Jactson. The
preservation, of our free institutions and the perpetuity of the Eepublic
would be absolutely safe if we had au Andrew Jackson in every hamlet,
every couaty, and every State of the Union.

To-nigut, as Democrats, we Invoke the name and fame of the hero of New
Orleans, in our fight to reestablish the American merchant marine. Under
his Administration! our shipping and our commerce flourished as it never did

before. During the Democratic days of Jackson nine-tenths of American
commerce was carried in American ships, flying the American flag; To-diay

more than nine-tenths of American commerce is carried in foreign ships fly-

ing foreign flags. Republican legislationhas driven onr flag from the seas, and
destroyed oar foreign carrying trade. We pay over $300,000,000 every year
to foreign shipowners. Why? Because we have legislated in their interest,

and against the true Interest of our own people; Because the Eepubllcan
party has legislated our fl'ag off the seas.

It is the duty of the Democi-atie party to restore our merchant marine.

We must combat the disastrous poKcy of the Republican party against our
merchant marine and repeal its vicious- legislation. We must revive our
great, shipping industries, and thus give employment to thousands of idle

men, re-create the Ameidcan sailor, and ere long again witness the' gladsome
sight of the American flag flying on every sea and kissing the sfcy in every
foreign port. The Democratic party, the party of Andrew Jackson, musl*.

and will restore and reestablish the American merchant marine.

To-night as Democrats we invokethe spirit of Andrew Jackson in favor of

the volunteer forces of the Republic and against a large standing army
in time of peace composed of men who are not ta:spayei*s, but are tax-

eaters, Andrew Jackson was a citizen-soldier, and he believed in'the citizen-

soldiery of the' land. As Democrats we should do all in our' power to defeat

thenow avowed project and policy of the Hepublican' party to increase the

Regular Army of our country to 100,000 soldiers. We. do not need this vast

army in time of peace any more than we need a king. We should favor a
greatuaTy to protect our coast and our commerce, but we should, if we are

true to the people and our principles, vigorously oppose this enormous in-

crease of the Regular Army. A large standing army in a republic is always
a-menace to civil libei>ty and free institutions.

To demonstrate tMs we have only to look to-day to the pitiful condition of

France. We have no need of an immense standing- army in time of peace.

The Regular Army is the most undemocratic institution we have. In time
of trouble, in case of war, the Republic should rely on its citizen-soldiery and
its- volunteer forces. It is contrary to the true principles of the Democratfe

party to permit the military power to become supreme and paramount to

the cl"vil authority. A desperate effort will be made by the Republicans to

pass the act to createagreat standing array, and if it succeeds it will burden
the taxpayers of the country for its nialntenanee $150,000,000 a year; Every
Democrat in the land should be alive to the dangers of this Republican move-
ment, and do all in his power to frustrate it.

To-night, asDemocrats, we invoke the memory of the hero of New Orleans

against any alliance with Great Britain, especially when the agent of that

Government is the Benedict Arnold of the home-rule cause. We need no al-
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liance witli Gi-eat Britain. All we need now, as in tlie past, is a firm reliance

on our own greatness, our own ability, our own integrity, our own power to

defend our rights, protect our citizens, and legislate for ourselves on every

proposition regarding our own welfare, our own happiness, our own well-

. being, and our own prosperity.

If Andrew Jaclison were alive to-day lie would never sanction an alliance

with Great Britain. The spirit of 17T6 and 1812 still lives. The Republican

party is in favor of this alliance: the Democratic party should be strenuously

opposed to it. Its consummation means national disintegration.

To-night, as Democrats, we invoke the memory of President Andrew Jack-

son against the encroachments on the rights of the people of the national

banlis. They menace our Republic to-day. Jackson waged the most bitter

and relentless war of his life against the United States Bank, and finally de-

stroyed that gigantic monopoly. If he had not it would have destroyed the

Republic. One of the greatest acts of his life was the veto of the bill extend-

ing the charter of that bank trust. In the light of what is going on to-day

that veto message should be read by every citizen in our land. There is a

bill now pending in Congress which gives to the national banks of the coun-
try far greater powers and privileges than were ever enjoyed by the United
States Bank. It is a Republican bill, and the Republican party stands sponsor
for it and is committed to its passage.

If it should become a law it would give the monopoly of issuing money to

the national banks, and hence the right to expand or contract the currency
of the people whenever it suited their convenience. No corporation should
have this power to make or destroy. It would deprive the Government of

one of its greatest attributes of sovereignty and give to the national banks
the right to paralyze, at their own will, every industry in the country. It is

the most daring attempt the banks have ever made by law to sieze one of the
greatest weapons for good or evil known to civilized man. For the Govern-
ment to surrender this prerogative and delegate away this power would be
a crime against every citizen in this land and work woe and misery to mil-

lions yet unborn.

As a Democrat, and a follower of Andrew Jackson. I am opposed to the
Government delegating away its powers to the national banks. The Demo-
cratic party should vigorously oppose conferring any additional powers on
or granting any greater privileges to the national banks. In my judgment
they already possess entirely too much power. They are doing precisely to-

day, only to a greater extent, what the United States Bank did in the days of
Andrew Jackson. The right to coin and issue money is one of the greatest
prerogatives of the Republic and one of the highest attributes of its sover-
eignty. It should not be delegated, transferred, assigned, or set over to any
national bank, to any trust, or to any monopoly. As Democrats and believ-
ers in the meaning of this day, we should , resist the encroachments of na-
tional banks on the liberties of the people with the same zeal and the same
courage that Andrew Jackson resisted the audacious claims of the United
States Bank in his day And when the national banks impudently declare
that the Government should go out of the banking business, we shou Id answer
that the banks should and must go out of the governing business. And we
should make that answer good now and for all time to come.

In Jackson's day there was only one Nick Biddle. Today there is a Nick
Biddle in every national bank in the land.

Let me say here, it is a matter of gratification for me to tell yon that the
recent attempt of the Republicans to pass through Congress an international
bank charter met with the signal and the overwhelming defeat that the
scheme deserved. It was one of the most iniquitous bills ever presented"to
Congress. Accordmg to its terms there was no limit to its powers for pelf
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and no end to its possibilities for evil. If ;t had been enacted into law it

would bave created the greatest trust the world has ever seen. By virtue of

its provisions it would monopolize, own, and control almost everything under
the sun. It was the most colossal scheme ever devised by the ingenuity of

man to rob and swindle the people and to enslave for all time to come the in-

dustrial masses.

Under the provisions of that bill this gigantic financial trust, with unlim-
ited capital, unrestricted powers, and unparalleled opportunities, would
soon absorb, monopolize, own, and control the wealth, the treasure, and the
commercial and industrial business enterprises of the land. The bill was so

cleverly drawn that the men behind it could practically do anything from
buying and holding land to loaning money on personal property, and they
could do it all on their own terms and fix their own rates of interest. It

would have been the trust of trusts. It was the greatest trust franchise

Congresswas ever asked to give away, and I am happy to state that by a very
decisive vote Congressplaced its seal of condemnation on the colossal scheme.
But it will come up again. The forces^f corruption are always active, never
conquered. Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.

As Democrats tonight we should ateo invoke the patriotic spirit of the

great destroyer of the United StatesBank monopoly, Andrew Jackson, and,

following in his footsteps, every Democrat in onr land should enlist in the

war of the people against the trusts. Andrew Jackson was the implacable

foe of monopoly. Were he alive to-day he would be the implacable foe of the
trusts.

To-day the great trusts of the country are practically supreme. Many of

them are so intrenched in power that they are to all intents and purposes
above the law and no longer amenable to legislative action. The crying evil

of the times is the power and the sway of the trusts. They endanger not
only our free Institutions but our free- men. The battle cry of the Demo-
cratic party should be. "The trusts must go I

"

To-day about 200 trusts control, wholly or in large part, every conceivable

product and industry of the country.

These gigantic, combinations constitute, in my judgment, the greatest

menace at the present time to our democratic institutions. They control the

supply, monopolize the product, and dictate tlie price of every necessary of

life. They force out of legitimate employment thousands and thousands of

honest toilers. They enhance prices, reduce wages, and write the tcnns of

their own contracts. They destroy competition, paralyze opportunity, as-

sassinate labor, and hold the consumers of our country in their monopolistic

grasp. They levy tribute on every man, woman, and child in the Republic.

They blight the poor man's home, darken the hearthside of his childi'en,

cloud the star of legitimate hope, and destroy equal opportunity. They con-

trol legislation, escape taxation, and evade the just burdens of government,

while their agents construct and maintain tariffs to suit their selfish ends
and greedy purposes. They imperil trade, stagnate industry, regulate for-

eign and interstate commerce, declare quarterly dividends on watered stocks,

and make fortunes every year out of the people. Their tyrannical power,

rapid growth, and centralization of wealth ai'e the marvel of recent times and
the saddest commentary on our legislative history. Prior to the civil war
there was not a trust in the country except the United States Bank trust,

which Jackson killed.

They practically own, run, and control the Government to-day, and defy

successful prosecution for violation of law. If their power of centralization

is not speedily checked, and they go on for another quarter of a century like

they have in the past few years, I believe our free institutions will be de-

stroyed, and in.stead of a Government of the people, by the people, and for
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the people, we will have a Goverament of the trusts, hy the trusts, and for

the trusts.

How much longer will the people humbly consent to be robbed and sub-

missively permit a continuation of this outrageous policy of favoritism by

claas legislation! All legislation bestowing special benefits on the few is un-

just, and against the masses and for the classes. It has gone on until less

than 8 per cent of the people own more than two thirds of all the wealth of

our country. It has been truly said that monarchies are destroyed by pov-

erty and republics by wealth. If the greatest republic the world has ever

seen is destroyed, it will fall by this vicious system of robbing the many for

the benefit of the few.

The total population of the United States is about 70,000,000. The total

aggregate wealth of the United States, according to the best statistics that

can be procured, is estimated at about $63,000,000,000, and it appears, and no
doubt much to the surprise of many, that out of a totalpopulation of 70,000,000

less than 40,000 persons in the United States own more than one-half of the

entire aggregate wealth of the laud. And this has all been brought about by
legislation during the last twenty-five years.

The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the robbery of the
many during the past quarter of a century has been simply enormous, and
the facts and figures are appalling. Three-quarters of the entire wealth of

our land appears to be concentrated in the hands of a very small minority of

the people, and the number of persons constituting that minority grows
smaller every year. The legislative schemes which have been most favored

for checking this growing centralization of wealth are generally the most
elusive and the most impotent.

Impartial students ofthese startling facts and statistics can hardly escape

the irresistible conclusion that a conspiracy exists, and has existed for some
time, to convert the Government of the United States into a powerful oli-

garchy of wealth. The millionaires, the plutocrats, the trusts, the monopolies,

and the syndicates seem to be supreme and legislate for their own interests,

benefit, and protection. If it continues, the yeomanry of our country will

soon be reduced to a condition of Industrial serfdom more pitiable than ever
existed Defore in the history of the world.

The money power, the trusts, the syndicates, and the favored few of the

land threaten the perpetuity of our free institutions by subsidizing the pul-

pit, buying the press, seating well-paid attorneys in legislative halls and
courts of justice, stifling free speech and the right of lawful assembly and
stretching out their tentacles to the colleges of the land to crush professors
who have the courage of their convictions and dare to tell the truth regard-
ing economic and social principles.

My friends, to crush the trusts, now and forever, is the highest duty, and the
true mission to-day of the Democratic party. In this war of extermination
against the octopus which is 'enslaving our industrial masses, and destroying
our free institutions, we should invoke the aid and the support of every
lover of liberty, and every disciple of Andrew Jackson, whose memory we
revere and celebrate to-day. He said: "The Union must and shall be pre-
served." Let us to-night as firmly resolve and proclaim that the rights and
the liberties of the people must and shall be preserved from the insidious
encroachments of aggregated wealth.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

The House being in Committee of tlie Wliole on tlie state of the Union, and
having under consideration the bill (H. E. 1) entitled ''A bill to define and fix

the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money Issued or

coined by the United States, and for other purposes "—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: The gentlemnn from Washington [Mr. Cdsh-

man] who has just concluded his remarks made a clever Repub-

lican stump speech, not entirely applicable, however, to the ques-

tion iiuder discussion, but apropos of the story he told I think I

can sa}' in this regard that if he took hiiS political bearings at the

present time he would find that he was "700 miles " and more out

of his latitude. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side,]

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, in discussing this bill I desire

to protest with all the emphasis in my power against its hasty and

precipitate consideration. The bill is being rushed through as a

strict Republican party measure. The rights of the Democratic

minority have been infringed. The fact is, this bill—a most im-

portant and momentous one—has never been referred to a com-

mittee of tliis House. It was carefully prepared last summer by

a few Republicans, assisted, no doubt, by able representatives of

the money power and the national banks. No one on this side of

the House had an opportunity to see the bill, to cpnsider it, or to

discuss it before it was introduced, the first day of this session,

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet] . The unpar-

liamentary procedure pursued by the Republican party in the

consideration of this important legislation is in violation of all

legislative rules and every precedent of a deliberative assembl}^

Under the rule adopted this bill can not be amended or perfected.

It must pass just as it is, and passed within a week. Why this

unseemly haste?

The Republican party has made this bill a party question. Yoix
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made it a cancns measure, and under tlie spur of Idng caucus you

hold your niemb:r3 in line to vote for it, and under the party lash

you intend to pass it because you have the physical power to do so.

For one, I am glad it is a Republican party bill, and that at last

you have thrown off the mask of political hypocrisy on the finan-

cial question and stand before the people of this country in your

true colors.

Manj' of the gentlemen on the other side, I am informed, never

read this bill and never saw it until it was introduced, and 1 have

no doubt that if you now expressed yoiir honest opinions and your

sincere convictions about it many of you would be against the bill,

and instead of voting for it you would openly denounce the many

vicious provisions it contains. Every one of you, however, must

vote for it because it is a part of the programme and a part of the

policy of the Eepublican party.

The leaders of your party demand its passage, and in order to

prevent you from acting according to your convictions and for the

best interests of your constituents they have made it a party

measure and will pass it under the rule of the party caucus. For

these reasons alone no Democrat should vote for it.

You are going to pass this bill, not because it is a good bill or a

proper measure, but because the money power to-day behind the

Republican party demands the enactment of this legislation. It

is the final consummation of the contract made in the campaign

of 1890 between Mark Hanna, representing the Republican party,

and the national banks. It is the carrying into effect of the last

and the most villainous act in the great political drama of the last

national campaign. By this act the Republican party surrenders

unconditionally to the sordid greed of the money power.

Mr. Chairman, I am absolutely opposed to the passage of this

iniquitous bill and shall vote against it. It is one of the most vi-

cious political measures ever attempted to be passed through Con-
gress. The bill commits the Government unalterably by law to

the single gold standard and makes all obligations, public and
private, payable in gold. It strikes out the word "coin "in all

Government bonds, which means gold or silver, inserts in its place
the word "gold,-' and in addition thereto it authorizes the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to issue bonds ad infinitum, whenever he
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pleases and makes the bonds payable in gold. The bill violates

the obligations of the contract between the Government and the

bondholder and provides that the finances of a mighty people shall

be turned over to the national banksof the country and gives them

the right at will to expand or contract the currency.

The bill does much more, but very briefly these are its most

sweeping, vicious, and objectionable features. It is the most star-

tling and the most daring departure from time-honored anc! well-

fixed financial principles ever made in our history, and the result

will be as disastrous as it is far-reaching. I say to you and to

the Republican party that if this measure is enacted into law it

reverses our financial system, repudiates the platforms of both

parties, and revolutionizes the monetary methods of the whole

country.

In order, sir, to show how the Republican party has changed its

attitude on the financial question, let me quote the financial plank

from the Republican national platform of 1888. It says:

Tile Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and sil^^er as

money and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its ef-

forts to demonetize silver.

In the national Republican platform of 1893 you say:

The American people from tradition and interest favor bimetallism, and
the Republican party demands the use of gold and silver as money.

What a difference between the Republican party now and then!

And, again, in the national Republican platform of 1896 you say

substantially that you favor free coinage by international agree-

ment, which you pledge yourselves to promote. Let me ask if you

are doing that now?

What a change from those professions to this treacherotis act of

perfidy!

Let us see how William McKinley, the Republican President of

the United States, has progressed on the money question.

In 1878, as a member of Congress, he voted for the Stanley Mat-

thews resolution in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of

gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 and declaring in favor of

the payment of all bonds, principle and interest, in gold or silver

at the option of the Government.

On the 24th of June, 1890, in a speech in this House, before Wil-
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liam MoKinley saw the light of the money power and experienced

a change of heart, he said:

I am for tli6 largast use of silver in the currency of the country. I wotild

not dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold. I would

make no discriniination. I would utilize both metals as money and discredit

neither. I want the double standard.

Why is he opposed to it now? Let him answer! The record

speaks for itself, ard on that record we appeal to the people for

judgment from President McKinley in the White House, the agent

of the money trust, to William McKinley, a candidate for reelec-

tion in the great contest next year. The people understand this

question; theyknow what is going on; they will answer next year.

William MoKinley in the last election did not stand on a gold-

standard platform, but on a bimetallic platform to be brought

about by internationnl agreement. You promised the people to

get rid of the gold standard. You then pretended to favor inter-

national bimetallism. In that campaign the gold-standard candi-

date for the Presidency only polled about 134,000 Fotes. But now

you throw oft the disguise and declare unequivocally against bi-

metallism, independently or by international agreement, and for

the single gold standard. Up to the present time the Republican

party and its leading thinkers and speakers have always been in

favor of bimetallism and against monometallism.

Against my friend from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenoe] I appeal to the

Recokd, and I quote James A. Garfield, who said, in his inaugu-

ral address, March 4, 18S1:

By the experience of commercial nations in all ages it has been found that

gold and silver afford the only safe foundation for a monetary system.

Against my friend from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet] , who has

charge of this bill, I quote that stalwart Republican, James G.

Blaine, who said:

I believe gold and silver to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, the

money of the American people anterior to the Constitu tion, which that great

organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. No power
was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be money.
Congresa has, therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize silver any
more than to demonetize gold; no more power to demonetize either than
to demonetize 'both.—James G.Blaine in the Senate, February 7, 1878: Con-
gressional Record, volume 7, part 1, page 820.

Against my friend from Iowa [Mr. Dolliver] , whose specious

plea for the gold standard will deceive no impartial student of the
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facts, I quote fi-om the groat expounder of the Constitution, Daniel

Wehster, who said in tlie Senate December 31, 1836;

I am certainly of opinion, tliDn, that gold and silver, at rates flxod by
Congress, constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that

neither Congress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard,

or to displace this.

Against my friend and colleague from Now York [Mr. Drigqs]
,

whose speech I attentively listened to, I cite that sterling Demo-

crat, Thomas A. Hendricks, who said:

That gold and silver are the real standard of value is a cherished Demo-
cratic sentiment, not now or hereafter to be abandoned.

And President Andrew Jackson, who said to the American peo-

ple in his farewell addi-ess:

My humble efforts have not been spared during my administration of the

Government to restore the constitutional currency of gold and silver: and
"something, I trust, has been done toward the accomplishment of tliis most
desirable object.

And grand old Allen G. Thurman, who eloquently told the story

in the Senate on the 6th day of February, 1878, when he said:

Has there ever been, so far as we know, a more prosperous country than

were the United States from 1789 to 1861? Did any nation ever exceed the

progress we made in population, wealth, education, refinement, and the gen-

eral well-being of the people in those seventy-two years? And yet during all

that period we had bimetallism, for we gave no preference to gold over silver

or silver over gold.

—

Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second

session, volume 7, Part I, page 787.

And to all my Republican friends who must vote for this bill, no

matter what they honestly think of it, listen while I read to you

again from, a speech of James G. Blaine, delivered in the Senate

February?, 1878:

I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries

for a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster

in the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as

money and establishing gold as the sole unit of value must have a ruinous

effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixed

return in money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would
gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other species of

property.

—

Congressional Record, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, vol-

ume 7, Part I, page 821.

Can anyone here get up and honestly deny that statement?

The position you gentlemen occupy on this question before the

people of the country to-day is, indeed, an unenviable one. Why
do you stultify yourselves? What has compelled you to go back

on j'our record? What power, what Influence, has compelled you
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to change front on tliis great question, affecting as it does all the

people of the land? I will tell yon. It is the money power, the

bondholders and their agents, the trusts, the syndicates, and the

plutocrats. They favor the passage of this bill. They are in

favor of changing the terms of the contract so that they shall

hold the option instead of the Government. They would commit

treason against the Government in order to gain a monetary ad-

vantage.

The Republican party to-day is the mere agent of the money

trust and in every department of the Government carries out its

wishes and registers and records its decrees.

Mr. Chairm.an, let ma say again what I.have always said and

Vv'hicli I strenuously maintain, that I am now, always have been,

and always will be a sound-money Democrat. I stand to-day ou

the financial question Just where I have always stood and just

where I always expect to stand—for hard money, for gold and sil-

ver as the ultimate money of redemption, freely and independ-

ently coined at a ratio to be fixed and determined by Congress.

I believe now, as 1 alwas-a have done, in the sound money of the

Constitution, and I take my stand on the side of all the leading

Democrats of our party from Thomas Jefferson, its illustrious

founder, to Andrew Jackson, from "Wright and Marcy, from

Seymour and Tilden down to the present time. We stand, sir,

where they stood—on the safe and the sound side—for bimetallism.

When we became members of this House we took a solemn oath

to support and defend the Constitution, and everyone here knows
that the fundamental law of the land provides for gold and silver,

the money of the fathers and of all our glorious past.

I am an old-fashioned Democrat. I believe in the fundamental
principles of the Democratic party. I believe in sticking to your
party. I am no bolter. I stand squarely on the Chicago platform,

and I have no apologies to offer for my support of William J.

Bryan, or for my loyalty to the principles enunciated in that mag-
nificent document. In my judgment it is the best platform the
Democratic party ever adopted, and notwithstanding all you have
said against it, I believe the day is not far distant when every
principle enunciated in it will be enacted into law. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]
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Mr. Chairman, I know that some of my colleagues from the State

of New York differ with me on the financial question. I have no

controversy with them except that of honest opinion. They

claim the right to their convictions on this question as much as I

claim the right to mine. I concede to them what I claim for my-

self, the right to hold and express my honest and sincere opinion

on the greatest question today in American politics. They think

I am mistaken; I think they are. It is an honest difference—that

is all. Time will tell who is right. Let me say to my friend from

New York [Mr. Levy] that I am a Jeffersonian Democrat and

stand to-day on the financial question just where Thomas Jeffer-

son stood when he agreed with Alexander Hamilton and said

" that the unit of value must stand on both metals." I know my
friend favors the single gold standard, and he knows I favor the

unit resting on the double standard of Jefferson and Hamilton.

"There is no safety for the national finances," said that grandold

Dem'^crat, Thomas H.Benton, "but in the constitutional medium

of gold and silver."

S"r, the history of all the past teaches in unmistakable terms

that gold and silver at a fixed ratio was the basis for the currency

of the world. I am neither a gold monometallist nor a silver mono-

metallist. I am a bimetallist. I believe in both gold and silver,

and I would not destroy or demonetize either. Both precious

metals should be admitted to the mints of the country and freely

coined, not for the' Q-overnment, but for and on account of the

depositor. Herein is the distinction and the substance of the

whole matter. The act yori do to-day will not destroy silver as

a part of the money of the world, but will only be an additional

incentive to every true friend of humanity to work harder and

more earnestly for the free and unlimited coinage of both precious

metals. There will be no sure, no lasting, and no permanent pros-

perity until it is done.

Make no mistake, gentlemen. The passage of this bill will not

settle the controversy, but will only define more certainly the issue,

make it more clear, and bring about more quickly its ultimate

triumph. No great question is ever settled until it is settled right.

Bimetallism, sir, is a living issue, and will be of paramount impor-

tance to' mankind as long as civilization uses money for trade and
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commerce. 'Gold never was the friend of liberty. It never fought

a battle for humanity. No people in a great crisis ever found it

a faithful ally. It has been the agent of every panic, the minister

of despair, the advocate of calamity, and the high priest of cruelty,

misery, and woe. I am against the gold standard. If it comes by

means of this bill, it will only come as a curse to rob us, to plagiie

us, and to enslave us. In time it will have to go. The passage

of this bill simplifies the fight.

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill does much more than firmly com-

mit the Government by law to the single gold-standard policy of

the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. All our Gov-

ernment obligations are now payable in "coin," and the word

"coin " is written in every bond. When these bonds were sold it

was understood and agreed by law that they should be redeemed,

at 'the option of the Government, in either gold or silver. This

bill strikes out the word "coin "in all our bonded indebtedness

and writes in its place the magic word '

' gold." It is well known

and can not be denied that this will greatly enhance the value of

all outstanding bonds and put millions and millions of dollars

of unjust profit in the pockets of the bondholders. It is an ad-

mitted fact that if " gold" had originally been put in the bonds

they would have brought a much higher price.

You remember the special message President Cleveland sent to

this House in which he asked us to do this very thing. You
refused—every one of you. The amount of bonds issued at that

time, I believe, was only §62,400,000, and yet Mr. Cleveland said

they would bring sixteen millions more if the word "gold" was

substituted for " coin." You refused to do that at that time, but

now you intend to write the word "gold" in all the bonds out-

standing against the Government, and strike out the word " coin."

You are going to change the terms of the contract in favor of the

creditor and against the debtor; you make a new contract for the

benefit of the bondholder.

You say you are in favor of honest money, but you know this

is dishonest money. It is a fraudulent transaction in the interest

of the bondholders against the people and an outrage on the tax-

payers of the country. When you do this you make the debtor

pay more than he agreed to pay when the debt was contracted.
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By virtue of law you make a gift—a dishonest gift—of millions

and millions of dollars to the bondholders, foreign and domestic,

of the Republic. I protest against this injustice. I cry out with

all the vehemence of my nature against this outrage on the peo-

ple. I am opposed to any law that robs the many for the benefit

of the few, and especially so when it is done under the subtle cloak

of national honor and the euphonious phraseology of "honest

money." If you are in favor of "honest money," why do you

do this dishonest thing?

We denounce your action and warn you that the people will

never submit to such a surrender of their rights. We will pay

the bondholders the same money they paid the Q-overnment for

the bonds. No denunciation of the money power will deter ua

from doing our duty. As John Sherman once said:

Tlie bondholder can only demand the kind of money he paid, as stipulated

in the bond, and he is a repndiator and extortioner to demand more valuable

money than he gave.

We stand by the terms of the contract. That is all the Demo-

cratic party wants to do, and it will resist with all its power any-

effort on the part of the Republican party to do anything con-

trary. On this question the Democratic party stands on the side

of the people and demands absolute fair play for the debtor as well

a? exact justice for the creditor. The Republican party has taken

its stand on the side of the money lender and the bondholder.

If your political policies were as honest as your professions, you

would oppose the passage of this bill and refuse to commit this

unpardonable crime on the toilers of this country. I am in favor

of living up to the letter of our national obligations and main-

taining them inviolate according to their spirit. I believe in

carrying out the contract as it was made, doing no injustice to

the bondholder, no injury to the taxpayer, favoring neither the

creditor nor the debtor. The law of the land now is the act of

1878, and reads as follows:

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued

under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal

and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver

dollars of tlie coinage of the United States.

That is a Republican law, and William McKinley, then a mem-

ber of Congress, voted for it.
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Let me say to my colleagues from New York and to other mem-

bers on this side of the Honse who believe in the s-ngle gold

standard that in my judgment you violate no promise to your

constituents expressed or implied if you vote against this iniqui-

tous measure. The Republican party now tells us, and the Presi-

dent and the Secretary of the Treasury reiterate it, that the coun-

try is on the gold standard. If that is so, then why enact this

bill? Is it because you fear defeat next year? Is it because you

think William J. Bryan is going to be the next President of the

United States and you want to tie his hands? Or is it because

you want to surrender the Government now and for all future

time to the money power?

If this bill did no more than simply enact the gold standard, I

can understand how some of my colleagues who believe in that

standard could support it, but it goes much further. It enacts

legislation in many respects a thousand times worse, and that will,

in my opinion, ultimately cause more woe, more poverty, more

distress, and more misery than any other act in all our history.

Every Democrat should be opposed to the sweeping banking

privileges contained in this bill.

A Democratic Representative who favors the gold standard can

honestly and I believe consistently vote against this bill without

strain ng a conviction or violating an obligation to his constituents.

Every Democrat should also vote against the bill because it gives

the Secretary of the Treasury the power to issue bonds without

let or hindrance—a very dangerous power to delegate to one man.

Congress should not abdicate its constitutional powers. We, the

i-epresentativos of the people, sliould not lodge in the discretion

of any man the right to mortgage future generations.

Remember, my gold-standard Democratic friends, the Republic-

ans compel you to vote for this bill just as they have prepared it;

go'd standard, unlimited bonds, contracted currenc}', national-

banli government, and all. If they were fair and honest about it,

do you not think they would give you a chance to offer a substi-

tute, or to at least amend it to meet your approval and to conform

to the vvrishes of a great majority of your constituents? They do

not need your votes. It is their bill—their party bill—and they

will pass it no matter what you do. 1 believe the misguided
as71
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Democrat who listens to the siren song of the moneychangers and

votes for this.bill will live to regret it.

My friends, one of the worst features, to my mind, of this bill

is that part of it which consummates the alleged bargain made by

Mark Hanna. with the national bankers of Wall street during the

campaign of 1896. They aided the Republicans then, and now
they receive their share of the spoils. For three years the Repub-

licans have waited and hesitated to pass this abomination, fearing

the wrath of an outraged and indignant people. But another na-

tional campaign is near at hand. You need their help again, and

in order to get it you abjectly and unconditionally surrender to

themoney power and turn the finances of a great G overnment over

to the national banks. This bill delivers the goods bargained for.

It is awful to contemplate, and the result can not be overestimated,

The powers this bill gives the national banks are far-reaching

and most dangerous. It turns over to them the finances of the

people—the lifeblood of trade and commerce—and gives them the

right to contract or expand the currency at will. This right should

never be surrendered by the Government. I say to you, and time

will demonstrate it, that if you give the control of the money sup-

ply to the national banks they will soon absorb the wealth of the

people and own the Government.

It is an enormous power; a power that can cause panic or pros-

perity, happiness or misery, to thousands and millions of people.

I say it is too great a power to be given to any corporation, and

if once given and set in motion for selfish ends and for sordid mo-

tives will be a fruitful source of woe and bankruptcy to hundreds

and to thousands of our fellow-citizens. The audacity of this fea-

ture of the bill shows to what length the Republican party is now

willing to go. Ten years ago this measure in my opinion would

not redeive 10 votes in this House.

Sir, you talk against trusts. This bill creates the greatest trust

the world has ever seen—a national-bank trust, controlling the

finances of a mighty people. Pass this measure, and the banks

will be supreme. They will act in accord for a common purpose

and be one great gigantic trust, octopus like, with tentacles reach-

ing all over and to every part-of the land, holding, sq^ueezing, and

controlling every other trust, every other industry, and all the
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people. This bill marks a loiifr stride in the gradual ri'ogress of

the money power to enslave the industrial masses of the country.

If 3'ou enact this legislation, the banks will ere long own, con-

trol, and run the Government. It gives them the power to help

or destroy, to make or to unmake. They can raise or lower the

price of stocks and staple commodities whenever it is to their in-

terest to do so. They can cause the stock market to go up or to

go down and make for themselves or their beneficiaries fortunes out

of helpless people and the unsuspecting public. They will have at

their mercy the producers and the products of the land. They

can boom stocks to the highest point, withdraw their support and

send them tumbling down. They can mortgage every home,

destroy competition, regulate prices, paralyze industry, stagnate

commerce, and enslave toiling humanity.

In my opinion the secret motive for the passage of this bill is to

confer these sweeping and unlimited powers on the national

banks. It has been said that the national banking act is the great-

est scheme ever invented by the ingenuity of man to rob his fellow-

man. If that is not true now, this bill will make it so.

My friends on this side of the Cliamber, I appeal to you in

the name of justice, in the cause of humanity, and for the best in-

terests of Democracy to vote against this iniquitous scheme of the

Eepublican party. Every friend of the people, every sincere patriot

should vote against this bill. Let us all stand together and present

a -united front to this assault of the money power to enslave the

industrial masses.

To-day, in the face of what is going on," every earnest, every

honest, and every loyal Democrat should stand firm against the

encroachments, on the rights of the people, of the national banks.

They menace our Republic to-day and jeopardize the perpetuity

of our free institutions. They are against the people, and their

powers should be curtailed instead of extended. Jackson waged
the most bitter and relentless war of his life against the United

States Bank and finally destroyed that gigantic monopoly. If he
had not, it would have destroyed the Republic. One of the great-

est acts of his life was the veto of the bill extending the charter

of that bank trust. In the light of what is going on now that

veto message should be read by every citizen in our land.
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This is a Republican bill and tbe Republican party stands sponsor

for it. If it should become a law, it would give the monopoly of

issuing money to the national banks, and hence the right to expand

or contract thecurrenoy of the people whenever it suited their con-

venience. No corporation should have this jpower to make or de-

stroy. It would deprive the Government of one of its greatest

attributes of sovereignty and give to the national banks the right

to paralyze, at their own will, every industry in the country. It

is the EQOst daring attempt the banks have ever made by law to

seize one of the greatest weapons for good or evil knoVn to civi-

lized man. For the Government to surrender this prerogative

and delegate away this power would be a crime against every citi-

zen in this land and work woe and raisery to millions yet unborn.

I am opposed to the Government delegating away its powers to

the national banks. The Democratic party should vigorously op-

pose conferring any additional powers on or granting any greater

privileges to the national banks. In my judgment they already

possess entirely too much power. Thsy are doing precisely to-day,

only to a greater extent, what the United States Bank did in the

days of Andrew Jackson. The right to coin and issue money is

one of the greatest prerogatives of the Republic and one of the

highest attributes of its sovereignty. It should not be delegated,

transf srred, assigned, or set over to any national bank, to any

trust, or to any monopoly. As Democrats we should resist the

encroachments of national banks on the liberties of the people

with the same zeal and the same courage that Andrew Jackson

in his day resisted the audacious claims of the United States Bank.

And when the national banks impudently declare that the Gov-

ernment should go out of the banking business, we should answer

that the banks should and must go out of the governing business.

In Jackson's day there was only one Nick Biddle. To-day there

is a Nick Biddle' in every national bank in the land. [Applause

on the Democi^tic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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SPEECHES
OP

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Friday, February 17, 1S90.

The House being in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and having under consideration the bill(H. R. 12122) mailing appropriations
for the naval service for the hscal year ending June 30, 19110, and for other
purposes

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: Without regard e.specially to the point of order
now under consideration, I rise for the purpose of saying to the
members of this House and to the people of the country generally
that I am in favor of this naval appropriation bill, shall vote for
it, and so long as I am in Congress I will do everything in my
power to maintain, improve, and increase the American Navy.
The American people take a just pride in their Navy. They

have every reason to be proud of it, to be proud of its past, to be
proud of it now, and to be proud of its future. The Navy is one
ofAmerica's greatest institutions—a bulwark of defense, a mighty
engine of offense—and should be liberally supported by the Con-
gress of the United States for all its wants by generous appropria-
tions.

Every dollar spent on the Navy is jnst so much money expended
for insurance. A better investment could not be made. We must
all stand by and for the Navy.
The most unthinking individual in the country realizes how

important it is for the Government to have a strong, a great, and
a mighty navy. We have a larger and more vulnerable seaboard
than any other country in the world. We will soon, I believe,

have a great merchant marine. We have great cities of immense
wealth, of costly building, of commerce, and of property, the value
of which is incalculable, all along our seacoasts. They must and
should be all protected, and they can not be better protected, bet-

ter safeguarded than by a modern, a commensurate, a powerful,
and an efBcientnavy. In myjudgmentlbelieve that seven-tenths
.of the people of this country are more in favor of liberally appro-
priating money for the Navy than they are for the Army. I say
this deliberately, and I am on the Military Affairs Committee.
We do not want a large standing army in tinre of peace.
This naval appropriation bill is an honest and an economical one.

It should pass the House unanimously. It only carries an appro-
priation of about $45,000,000, while the Army appropriation bill

carries appropriations aggregating nearly $80,000,000, nearly dou-
ble the amount of the naval bill. We want a mighty navy all the
time. It is essential to our safety as a nation and to our suprem-
acy on the high seas. A large standing army in time of peace is,
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however, contrary to the spirit of democracy and a menace to free

and popular institvitions.

In a Republic like ours, based on the consent of the governed,
where every man is a part of the Government, where every man
stands for the Government, and where every man is, or ought to

be, a patriot, we do not need a great standing army in time of

peace. We should rely on the volunteers and keep alive the mar-
tial spirit of our people.

In time of war every able-bodied man in this country is or
should be a soldier of the Republio and bear arms, if necessary,
for its defense, for its flag, and for its vindication. We need,
however, a great navy for the protection, for the safety, and for
the integrity of our great seaboard and our seacoast towns on the
Atlantic Ocean, oji the Pacific Ocean, and on the Gulf of Mexico.
We need a great navy to protect our commerce on the high seas
and to vindicate American citizenship and all that it stands for in
every port and in every land in the world. I believe in the Navy.
1 stand for the Navy, and while I am in Congress I will always do
all that I can for the Navy—for the men on deck, for the men
below, and for the men behind the guns. All honor and all glory
to the American sailors, to the American Navy, and to their patri-
otic, their heroic, and their splendid achievements.

I think I but voice the sentiments of the great majority of the
people of this country when I say to you vsrith all candor that we
should have a great navy, the equal, in fact, of any in the world.
Nothing would be more conducive to lasting peace, permanent
security, and continued prosperity.
The recent war between Spain and this country demonstrated

the power, the glory, and the effectiveness of the American Navy.
Where would we have been in that combat if it had not been for
our Navy? It was the Navy that lowered and humbled in the
dust the proud banner of Spain in the Orient by the matchless
genius and the thundering guns of Dewey. It was the Navy that
dethroned the haughty power of Spain on the Western Herai-
sphere under the great Commander Schley. It was the Navy—our
Navy, the Navy of the Republic—that forced the proud and
puf£ed-up Spaniards, who had derided and ridiculed us for years,
to hastily sue for peace when Schley's unerring guns sunk the
Spanish fleet.

It was the Navy that vindicated the greatness, the glory, and
the power of the United States of America and placed us in the
front rank of the great powers of the world. It was the Navy
that settled the controversy and won the war. Without the Navy
we would have been impotent and powerless.

I am glad of this opportunity to speak for the Navy and to
speak for the men in the Navy, from the lowest in the ranks to
the highest in command. They all did and they all do their
duty. They are all heroes, each and every one.

Sir, I would vote for this bill if it appropriated more money than
it does. There hel» been no fraud in the Navy, no stealing, no
hypocrisy, no slander, no corruption. Its proud banner is spot-
less, and history will give it its full measure of praise and glory.
For all that our Navy has recently done and for all that it is

to day we owe much—more than words can tell—to the dis-
tmguished chairman of the Naval Committee [Mr. Boutelle], to
his patriotic colleagues on that committee, especially to my friend
and colleague from New York [Mr. Cummings]

, and to the recent
Secretaries of the Navy, among whom should be particularly men-



tioned Secretary Chandler, Secretary Whitney, Secretary Tracy,
Secretary Herbert, and the present efficient and distinguished Sec-
retary, Mr. Long. The country owes them a debt of gratitude it

can never pay. The great work they have done for the Navy and
for the Republic can hardly be estimated, and I doubt not will
never be really and truly appreciated. All honor to them, I say.
Their best reward, however, is in the consciousness of duty well
done for duty's sake. As the years come and go let us indulge the
hope that their work will be more and better understood, and
their patriotic efforts duly recognized and sincerely applauded.
We are a mighty people. We have a great and a superb coun-

try. We are the great, the peerless Republic. We have an im-
mense seaboard. We mus t build up a great merchant marine;
we must build and own the Nicaragua Canal, and we want a great
navy to promote, to safeguard, and to protect it all now and for
all time to come.
We are all proud of the heroism and the great deeds of valor

and of gallantry of our immortal naval commanders. What true
American is there from one end of the land to the other whose blood
does not stir and tingle when he reads or thinks or hears of the
heroic deeds of daring and of bravery of Paul Jones, of Wiokos,
of Hull, of Perry, of Lawrence, of McDonough, of Decatur, of
Stewart, of Farragut, of Porter, of Foote, of Evans, of Phillips, of
Clark, of Schley, and of our great admiral, the immortal Dewey?
Their gallant names, their heroic deeds, and their matchless

valor brighten and illumine every page of American history.
Their monuments, more enduring than marble or brass, are in the
grateful hearts of their patriotic countrymen, and their illustrious

fiame will never die while American history lives, is read, and
continues to be, as I pray it ever will, a beacon light to the op-
pressed of other lands and an inspiration to liberty, to freedom,
and to equal rights and equal opportunities for all. No words
can do them and their .great deeds full justice.

But, sir, in this connection I desire to say a few words about
another matter. If I had my way, I would make the Naval Acad-
emy at Annapolis and the Military Academy at West Point great
national universities. I would make them great institutions of
naval and military learning. I would open them freely to the
youth of the land. I would make them as free to the poor man"s
son as they are to the rich man's son. In this regard, let me say,

I agree with and concur in the policy of that great metropolitan
newspaper, the New York Journal. I stand for that policy and
will do all I can to carry it out. I would give all a chance, under
proper rules and regulations to be prescribed by Congress. In-

stead of having one cadet at West Point and Annapolis from each
Congressional district, I would have as many as could be accom-
modated by a proper enlargement of the two academies, so that
anyone, no matter how poor or humble he might be, could enter
and be educated, provided he could pass the necessary physical

.

and mental examination.
I would pass a law providing that some of these students, when

graduated, should spend a certain length of time in the service of

the Q-overnment, and that others should go into the walks of pri-

vate life, to be ready to serve the Government when called for

in case of trouble or war. This is the true solution, in my judg-
ment, of the making of a great navy and a great reserve army, and
then men in almost every walk of life, educated at West Point
and Annapolis, could command volunteers and ships in case of
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war. I would like to see the way as open and clear for the youth
of our country to go to West Point and Annapolis as it is now for

them to go to Princeton, to Yale, or to Harvard.
The people are thinking about this matter, and the day, in my

opinion, is not far distant when Congress will have to take some
decisive action in regard to it. I know that nothing will be done
now, that nothing can be done now, but there must be a begin-
ning to everything. I begin this agitation. I know that many
here thinli my proposition is impracticable, but let me say to you
in all sincerity that what you think is now inconsistent and im-
practicable will be a realization and a blessing in a few years.
Someone must make the start. Someone must inaugurate the dis-
cussion. Someone must make the first effort to bring about reform
and a departure from old practices and obsolete theories. I have
tried to do that to-day, and I doubt not that these few brief re-
marks, uttered without preparation or premeditation, will bear
fruit and ultimately consummate this great reform atWest Point
and Annapolis so devoutly wished for by the young men of our
land. [Loud applause.]

ARMY APPHOPEIATION BILL.

Friday, February SJf, 1899,

The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union
and having under consideration the bill (H. R. 12108) making apnropriationa
for the support of the Army for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1900—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: This is the regular Army appropriation bill for
the next fiscal year, and it appropriates four times as much money
for the Army as was ever appropriated before in any one year

.

in the history of the Government. It appropriates more than
twice the sum asked for to maintain and increase the Navy.
This bill takes out of the Treasury—in other words, out of the

pockets of the people—the sum, in round numbers, of eighty mil-
lions of dollars. The last regular Army appropriation b5l carried
only about twenty-three millions of dollars. What a difEerence!
What a comparison! And yet, sir, it is said by those who speak
with authority, who speak as experts, that this Army appropria-
tion bill will cause a deficiency of forty-five millions of dollars,
Alas, well may we exclaim, Whither are we going?
Let me repeat at this time what I have frequently said before on

the floor of this House, that 1 am now, always have been, and al-
ways will be, opposed to a large standing army in time of peace.
In a Republic like ours a great standing army in time of peace

is inimical to civil liberty, an unnecessary drain on the resources
of the people, and a menace to free institutions. We do not need
a large standing army of soldiers in a country like ours. They
are consumers, not producers; they are tax eaters, not taxpayers.

In a Republic like ours we should rely on the volunteers in case
of trouble or emergency. I believe in the citizen soldiery of our
land. I speak for them now as I have in the past, and I stand for
them. The history of the past demonstrates how useful, how
efacient, how brave, how heroic, and how self-sacrificing they
are. No words of mine can do justice to the brave volunteers of
the Republic.
In praising the valor and the gallantry of our volunteers, how-

ever, I would not be just to myself or to them if I did not at the



same time give full and due credit to the regulars. We must have
regulars, but in time of peace and tranquillity we do not want a
single regular soldier more than is absolutely necessary.
As I have said before, I would keep the Regular Army in time

of peace down to the minimum, and at the same time provide for
a national reserve force of volunteers or militiamen, who should
be drilled the same as the Regulars, organized the same, and
equipped the same. This, in my judgment, is the true and the
simple solution of our military system of army organization. If
we would do this in case of war or trouble, we could in less than
thirty days put a half million well-drilled, well-organized, and
well-equipped soldiers in the field, the equal of any in Europe,
regulars in every sense of the word.

If we would do this, the expense to the people would be very
small and the results beyond calculation. Sooner or later, in my
judgment, we must come to it. The recen t war with Spain should
be and is an object lesson to every citizen in the country.
And in this regard, without presuming, I would make another

suggestion: The whole Army, line and staff, should be thoroughly
reorganized, and patterned after the best military system in the
world. If we would do this, there would never again be a repeti-
tion of the abuses, the negligence, the incompetency, and the
criminality so flagrant and outrageous as those which occurred
and disgraced the nation in the recent Spanish-American war.
In my judgment the conduct of the recent war should be thor-

oughly investigated. The American people will never be satisfied
until it is done, and rigidly and vigorously done, by a Congressional
investigating committee.
The commission appointed by the President was a whitewashing

commission and only added insult to injury. That commission was
unauthorized, without warrant of law, and had no legal authority
to send for books, documents, papers, and persons. It could not
administer oaths, its labors were abortive and impotent, and its

I'eport a roaring farce and a hollow mockery.
The people had no confidence in that commission, and treated

it with the contempt it deserved. It did not elicit the truth. It
did not try to. On the contrary, it seemed to studiously endeavor
to avoid the truth, evade the damning facts, cover up the frightful
fraud, hide the peculation, and smooth over the criminal corrup-
tion, incompetency, and negligence of those trusted with responsi-
bility and high in authority.
Mr. Chairman, on the first day of this session—to be specific, on

the fifth day of December, 1898—1 introduced in this House the
following resolution:

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and the same hereby
is, authorized and directed to investigate the War £)epartment and' the con-
duct of the recent war between Spain and the United States, and report all
of said proceedings, with their findings, conclusions, and recommendations,
to the House of Representatives with all convenient speed.

Resolved, That said committee is hereby authorized and empowered to
send for books, documents, papers, and persons, examine persons under
oath, sit in any part of the United States, employ a stenographer, and that
the Sergeant-at-Ai'ms is hereby directed to attend said committee and carry
out its directions.

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the investigation be paid out of
the contingent fund of the House.

That resolution was in proper terms and would have accom-
plished the results desired. It should have been referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs, of which I am a member. If it had,
I would have had it reported and passed. The Speaker, however,
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with great discernment of mind, no doubt thonght as much, and
quietly referred it to his own committee, viz, the Committee on
Rules, of which he is the chairman, and there it has slept ever since
the sleep which knows no awakening. All my efforts to get a
hearing on it, or a favorable report, have been in vain. When it

went to the Committee on Rules it went to its grave. From that
legislative mausoletini no retiolution ever returns, unless per-
chance the Speaker favors it. What a commentary on free insti-

tutions!
This session is now at an end. The Fifty-fifth Congress—-the

most proiligate, the most extravagant, and the most boss-ridden
Congress in the history of the Republic—has done its work and
takes its place in the annals of the past. The people will weigh it

and judge it. The verdict must be, and will be, one of condem-
nation.
Let me say here and now, however, that if I live to take my seat

in the Fifty-sixth Congress I shall reintroduce the above resolu-
tion to investigate the conduct of the war and the War Depart-
ment, and I will do all in my power to pass it and thus bring
about an honest and a searching inquiry that will lay bare the
facts and the truth, and let no guilty man escape. So much for
that.

Mr. Chairman, I was opposed to the Alger-Hull imperialistic
army bill, and I voted against it when it passed this House. It
is now in the Senate, and I doubt very much if it will ever pass
that body and become a law. That bill violated every principle
of Democracy and invaded every safeguard of our free institu-
tions. From the best information I can get the bill is now as
dead as a door nail. And yet, sir, it is now proposed by the com-
mittee to pass this bill carrying appropriations based on the esti-

mates of that bill. In my opinion, we should not pass an appro-
priation bill for the Army until we know just what kind of an
Army we are going to have.
This bill appropriates eighty millions of dollars. The chairnatan

of the committee says that is enough. The Secretary of War
says in his estimates it will require, one hundred and sixty-six
millions of dollars to carry out the provisions of the Alger-Hull
bill for the next fiscal year. The best mathematicians in the
Treasury Department say to carry out the provisions of the Alger-
Hull imperialistic army bill for the next fiscal year will necessitate
an appropriation of one hundred and twenty-five millions of dol-
lars. So whichever end of the dilemma you take, there is bound
to be a terrible and a glaring deficiency. And the Treasury is
nearly empty, war taxes continue without abatement, and the
people are being robbed under the guise of law more now than
ever before in all our history.
How much longer will the people submit? How much longer

will they tolerate the wanton, the corrupt, the profligate,, and
the intolerant rule of the Republican party? Let them answer
at the ballot box.
In the interest of economy, for the safety and the perpetuity

of our free institutions, and on behalf of the tax-burdened people
of our land, 1 enter my emphatic protest against a great, standing
Army in time of peace.
We witness to-day in France the results of a great standing

army m time of peace, overawing the people, threatening revolu-
tion, stamping on civil liberty, burdening the taxpayer, subordi-
nating freedom and justice to gold lace and shoulder straps',
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denying a poor^ innocent Hebrew a fair trial, laughingat law, and
making free institutions a mockery and a sham. As France passes
into the shadow of her former greatness—a victim to militarism

—

would it not be well, my countrymen, for us to take warning by
the great lessons of history, and, ere it be too late, set our faces
firmly against any innovation in our long and successfully estab-
lished army custom? Let us make haste slowly in respect to a
great standing army.
Mr. Chairman, during this debate a great deal has been said in

regard to Cuba and the Philippines. The President, in his recent
speech in Boston, said the whole Philippine question was referred
to Congress; that Congress would grapple with the problem and
determine what should be done with the Philippine archipelago.
I hold in my hand an editorial from this morning's Washington
Times in regard to a conference held yesterday at the Whitei
House. It seems to be authentic and shows how inconsistent the
Republican party is; what a difference there is between the Pres-
ident's promise and the party's performance. I send this article
to the desk, and ask the Clerk to read it for the information of
the members and the edification of all assembled. It tells the
story of perfidy and surrender.
The Clerk read as follows:

A WHITE HOUSE CONPEBENCE.
This was the situation until yesterday morning when a conference was held

at the White House, in which Senators Allison, Hawley, Hanna, Spooner, and
darter participated and at which the compromise with the Democrats was
agreed upon. Senators Allison, Spooner,and Hanna haye always favored any
step which would render an extra session unnecessary. Senator Hawley, on
the other hand, only two days ago proclaimed publicly in the Senate that he
would accept nothing hut •'unconditional surrender" from the opponents of
the bill, and Senator Carter insisted that the reorganization measure must
be passed, pure and simple. These Senators were, however, willing to agree
to a compromise yesterday. The reasons which operate against an extra ses-
sion are mainly two, as follows:

•' The discussion of the financial auestion, which would be precipitated,
is avoided.

" Bya recess of Congress the President is given nine months of unrestricted
power to operate in the Philippines and solve the problems of expansion."

Mr. SULZER. That article, Mr. Chairman, tells the whole
story, and gives the reasons why the Republican party has come
ofiE its high horse, and is now willing to accept a reasonable and a
temporary army bill to tide over the present emergency. A few
days ago the Democrats were told by the Republicans here and
in the Senate that they must unconditionally surrender their
opposition to the Alger-Hull bill. To-day—right about face,

march—the Republicans have, forsooth, unconditionally surren-
dered to the Democrats. What a complete change of front I

What a transformation!
•The President wants Congress off his hands for nine months.

He wants nine months more of unrestricted power to wrestle
with Aguinaldo, nine months more of unrestricted power to sub-
jugate the Filipinos. I have not time now to discuss this ques-
tion as I should like to. I have decided opinions regarding the
Philippine question—opinions I formed long ago—which I believe

to be right, and which I will religiously adhere to until I am con-
vinced that I am wrong. Some other day, ere this session ends,

I trust I will get time to give my views on the Oriental situation.

Let me now briefly, in the short time I have left, call your atten-

tion to the Cuban situation.

As a member of the Fifty-fourth Congress and of this Congress
it is well known to all that I was an ardent, an earnest, and a
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sincere friend and sympathizer of the Cuban patriots. I missed

no opportunity, in Congress and out of Congress, to champion

their rights and their cause. I aided them and I helped them
in every way I could. The record speaks for itself, and I point to

that record with pride and with some personal gratification and
individual satisfaction.

.

Sir, I early saw that war with Spain over Cuba was mevitable,

and when others faltered and held their peace I spoke out in no
uncertain tones. I advocated war. I voted for war. I worked
and voted to free Cuba. I voted for men, for munitions of war,

and for every dollar that was needed to vigorously and success-

fully prosecute that war to a victorious determination in favor of

the 'United States. I denounced the dastardly sinking of the

Maine, and the villainous and cruel assassination of her heroic

crew. War finally came. It had to come.
- With all my countrymen I gloried in the signal and triumphant
victories of Dewey at Manila, of Schley at Santiago, of Wheeler
and Kent and Roosevelt at El Caney,'at Siboney, at San Juan,
and of Miles in Porto Eico. All our soldiers and sailors did their

duty. They all shed luster and glory on American arms and
added a bright chapter to our illustrious history. They were all

heroes, each and every one. They have reared a monument to

their fame that is imperishable. When the call to arms came
there was no lack of men. Thousandsand thousands who wanted
to go to the front never got a chance to go. Thousands and thou-
sands who finally were successful enough to get mustered in never
got beyond the deathly and pestilential camps at home.
Mr. Chairman, my heart was in the cause of Cuba. I had

talked for Cuba, and when the time came I wanted to tight for

Cuba, like thousands and thousands of others all over this land.
After the destruction of the Maine, and some time before the
official declaration of war against Spain, I wrote the following
letter to Frank S. Black, then governor of my State:.

"Washington, D. C, April 0, 1898.

My Dear Governor: In the event of war with Spain, which now seems
inevitable, I desire, throuG:h you, to place my services at the disposal of the
State to serve my conntry in any capacity I can in defense of the national
honor, for the glorv of the flag, and lor Cuban independence.
You and I served together in Congress, and you know how intensely I feel

regarding the Cuban question.
When hostilities begin, if you will give me authority, I can organize very

quickly a good volunteer regiment in the city of Now York, and X appeal to
you for leave to go to the front.

Trusting you will give this communication your earnest attention and ad-
vise me at your earliest convenience, believe me, as ever.

Very sincerely, your friend,
WM. SULZEK.

Hon. Frank S. Black.

In answer to that communication to Governor Frank S. Black,
of the State of New York, I received the following from his
military secretary:

State of New York, Executive Chamher,
Albany, April 11, 1898.

Dear Sir: Governor Black is in receipt of your communication of April
9, in which you offer your services in the event of war.

In reply thereto permit me to say that the same has been referred to the
adjutant-general, from whom you will doubtless; hear should occasion arise
for such services.

The Governor wishes me to thank you for your letter and to assure you of
CIS appreciation of your patriotism.

Respectfully, GEORGE CURTIS TREADWELL,
„ TIT o Military Secretary.
Hon. Wm. Sulzer, *

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
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The next day I received the tollowing from the adjutant-general
of the State of New York:

General Headquabtebs, State of New York,
Adjutaht-Geneual's Office, Albany, April is, 1893.

Sir: I have the liouor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of
the 9th instant, addressed to the Governor and referred by him to this office,
tendering your services in the event of a war with Spain, and in reply am
directed by the adjutant-general to inform you that the same has been placed
on file and will receive due consideration should a call for volunteers be made.

Eespectfully,
FEED. PHISTEEEE.

Hon. William Sulzer, M. C,
Washington, B. C.

Believing, then, that war with Spain was inevitable—that the
conflict could not be postponed—I began in the city of New York,
in conjunction with several well-known military gentlemen the
formation and organization of a volunteer regiment. We en-
rolled over 2,000 men, and no better men ever stepped in the ranks.
These men were all examined by two surgeons before they were
mustered in. Theregimentwas thoroughlyorganized and drilled
when war was declared. When the President's call for volun-
teers came, we offered the regiment immediately to the Govern-
ment through the governor of the State. He refused it. Eyery
effort was made to get Governor Black to accept the regiment,
but it was useless. He refused to accept volunteer regiments.
Nearly all the officers of this regiment were trained military men
and most of them had seen active military service.
The lieutenant-colonel was Col. John W. Marshall, a most dis-

tinguished officer during the civil war. The first major was
Maj. Peter P. RaflEerty, a gallant soldier of the civil war. The
second major was Gen. A. C. Fish, formerly of Ohio, and who
commanded one of the crack regiments from the State of Ohio
during the civil war. Another officer was Gen , Lopez de Queralto,
who was a colonel on General McClellan's staff during the civil

war, and subsequently served with General Gomez in the Cuban
ten years' war. Another experienced officer of the regiment was
Col. T. C. Campbell, a distinguished and a gallant soldier during
the civil war. The officers were all duly elected by the men of
the regiment, and nearly everyone was a trained soldier, who had
seen active military service. After Governor Black refused to
give us a chance, we did all we could to have the President accept
the regiment.
On the 5th day of May, 1898, 1 received the following telegram

from the regiment:
New York, May 5, 1803.

Hon. Wm. Sulzer,
Washington, D. C:

We have 2,000 men enrolled and have elected you colonel. See the Presi-
dent, Will go to Cuba or Porto Eico. Governor Black will not give us a
chance.

JOHN W. MAESHALL. Colonel, and
PETEE P. EAPPEETY, Adjutant.

In answer to that telegram I requested the officers of the regi-
ment to come to Washington to see and confer with the President
and with General Miles. They came to Washington and we saw
the President, who received us courteously and promised to accept
the regiment if a joint resolution could be passed through Con-
gress authorizing him to do so. The next day I introduced the
following joint resolution:

Joint resolution authorizing the President to accept a regiment of riflemen
from the State of New York.

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled,T}iat the President be, and is hereby, author-
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ized to accept for the service of the Unitod States, In addition to the troops

already authoi-ized, a regiment of volunteer dismounted riflemen ironi tne

State of New York, the regiment to consist of 12 companies, each ot the

strength, on a war footing, authorized for the infantry arm of the Begular
Army.

There was miicli opposition to tliis resolution and it could not
pass.
General Miles was anxious to liave the regiment mustered in.

It was peculiarly iitted for active service in Cuba or Porto Rico
byreason of the training and experience of its men and oificers, and
because about 300 of its members were Cuban-Americans who had
seen service in Cuba.
The muster rolls and all papers and documents about, con-

nected with, and concerning the regiment were filed, and are now
on file, in the War Department. I doubt not many others in the
country met with the same experience we did. No one, I think,
who is familiar with the facts will deny the favoritism manifested
in the States and at the War Department in regard to enlistments,
regiments, and commissions. I cite these facts not to complain,
but to demonstrate the martial spirit of our people—how anxious
when danger threatens they are to volunteer and sacrifice their all

on the altar of their devotion to country.
The whole history of the Spanish-American war is an eulogy and

a psean to the volunteers, and refutes every argument made by the
advocates of a great permanent standing army.

I favor a great navy, and will do all in my power to accomplish
that object and maintain it by liberal appropriations. But I am
now and always will be opposed to quartering a large army of
regular soldiers among our people in time of peace.
Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the time is at hand when the

President should order the discharge of every man who Irft his
business, his home, and his family to enlist for the war against
Spain. That war is over and those men should be released at
once. It is a great injustice to compel them now to linger in the
camps or do police duty in our island possessions. I trust that
every volunteer will soon be discharged and sent home to his
family and his business. This is as it should be.
Mr. Chairman, we only need a few men in Porto Rico. We will

have no trouble there. In a short time, I hope, all difficulty and all

trouble will be over in the Philippines. In regard to Cuba the
faith of the nation is pledged to quickly restore law and order in
that beautiful island and let the people there establish a republic
of their own. We must keep our promise. The Cuban people
must be permitted to govern themselves. We should withdraw
all our troops from that island before the unhealthy season begins.
The Cuban republic, by the grace of God and American arms,
must and will take its place among the nations of the world.
[Applause.]
Here the hammer fell.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL,

February S7, 1899.

Mr. SULZBR. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment
to come m immediately after the last paragraph on page 23, and
I ask the Clerk to report the same.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
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The amendment -was read, as follows:

Add after the last paragraph on page 23 the following:
" That the number of major-generals in theUnited StatesArmy is hereby

increased to four."
That the President is hereby authorized to fill the original vacancy cre-

ated by this act in the grade of major-genera;l by the appointment of a vol-
unteer officer who held the rank- of ma;]or-gen6ral of volunteers and partici-
pated in the action against the enemy at Santiago de Cuba, but who did not
holdacommissionintheRegular Army of the United States: Provided^ That
upon the death, resignation, or retirement of said major-general so appointed
by the President under and by authority of this act the number of major-
fenei-als in the Army shall not exceed the number now or hereafter provided
y law.

Mr. Hat rose.

Mr. HULL. I raise the point of order, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SULZER. Before the point of order is raised, I desire to

say a word. I shall he very hrief , and 1 trust the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Hull] will listen to what I say.

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. Complaint has been made to

the Chair frequently this morning that there has been so much
confusion that gentlemen interested in this bill can not proceed
with it. The Chair trusts that all gentlemen desiring to engage
in conversation will retire to the cloakroom.
Mr. SULZER. This amendment, Mr. Chairman, simply in-

creases the number of major-generals by one, and the place so cre-

ated is intended for that grand old soldier. Gen. Joseph Wheeleb.
It is only intended as a fitting recognition of his gallant services.

When he dies the office will cease to exist. It will die with him.
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. I hope the

gentleman will not interrupt me. I hope he will not be so ungal-
lant and so unpatriotic as to insist on the technical point of order.

Mr. HULL. But a point of order takes anybody off the floor.

Mr. SULZER. That depends on the Chairman.
Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I rose for the

purpose of reserving a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Hay] that the gentleman in charge of the bill made
the point of order. This is a question which the Chair does not
care to hear debate upon.
Mr. SULZER. But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a

few minutes. I hope the Chair will hear both sides before decid-

ing the point of order.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear any de-

bate.
Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to debate the

point of order. I have a right to do that. It is only fair that

yon permit me to do so. Perhaps the Chair 'might not decide
against me after the Chair hears what I have to say.

I believe nine-tenths of the American people know that General
Wheeler was the real hero at Santiago. I believe they wish to

see his ambition gratified in being made a major-general in the
Regular Army. General Wheeler would rather hold that oflBce

than his seat in Congress. Let us gratify his ardent wish.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman

from New York that this amendment is clearly out of order, and
the Chair has so ruled. The Clerk will read.

Mr. SULZER. Does the Chair deny me the right to be heard
on the point of order?
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does. [Laughter.]
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Mr. SULZER. That is characteristic of the Chair. I simply

desired to make a.comparison between
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order.

Mr. SULZER. I will just so soon as I can get in order.

The Clerk read as follows:
OBDNASCE DEPARTMENT.

Ordnance service. For current expenses of the ordnance service required
to defray the current expenses at the arsenals; of receiving stores and issu-

ing: arms and other ordnance supplies; of police and office duties; of rents^
tolls, fuel, and lights; of stationery and office furniture; of tools and instru-
ments for use; incidental expenses of the ordnance service and those attend-
ing practical trials and tests of ordnance, small arms, and other ordnance
supplies, including payment for mechanical labor in the oifice of the Chief
of Ordnance, S235,UU0.

Mr. SULZEE. Mr. Chairman, I offered that amendment
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. SULZER. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair-
man, I offered that amendment in all sincerity and in all serious-
ness. It is similar to the one which was offered the other day to
the naval appropriation bill by the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Moody] in regard to Admiral Dewey. I am glad that no
Democrat then objected to making the gallant Dewey an admiral.
I thought no Republican would object to making Wheeleb a
major-general.
Mr. HULL. I have given notice already that I would raise a

point of order on all debate not affecting this bill. I know what
my friend wants to say, and I am reluctant to interrupt him; but
he must know that he is out of order.
Mr. SULZER. I have the floor, and I trust the gentleman will

not abridge my right to say a few words for the hero of Santiago-
Gen. Joseph Wheelee. He will get along a great deal faster with
his bill if he gives me an opportunity to speak a moment. I am a
member of the committee, and I know when I am out of order just
as well as he does.
Mr. HULL. I must insist on my point of order against my

friend , as I will against every otherman who undertakes to indulge
in debate which is not in order.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York of course

understands well-—
Mr. SULZER. I think I am in order. I -will try to confine

myself to the provision of the bill under consideration. I think I
have a right to say a few words in regard to my amendment. If
you will leave me alone for a few moments, you will get along
faster.*******
Mr. GAINES. What is the point of order?
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that the gentleman

was not confinmg himself to the amendment which he offered,
which was to strike out the last word.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I was very glad, as I was saying

a few moments ago, that no Democrat on our side of the House
raised the point of order against the amendment making AdmiralDewey a tull-fleciged American admiral. He deserved it, and I
think he ought to get it. So I think Gen. Joseph Wheelee should
''%'?^^?x? ™»3OT-A^neral in the Regular Army. He deserves it.The CHAIRMAN. Tlie gentleman from New York
Mr. SLLZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire now
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will pleaseobey the rules of the committee.

pieasB
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Mr. SULZER. I am endeavoring to do that. I will get along
all right if you will not interrupt me.
A Member. You are pretty unsuccessful.
Mr. SULZER. But how can I obey the rules when the gentle-

man from Iowa gets up every moment and tries to take me oii' my
feet and the Chair is doing all he possibly can to help the gentle-
man from Iowa? [Laughter.]
The CHAIBMAN. The gentleman from New York is out of

order.
Mr. SULZER. I regret that anyone here should object to making

General Wheeler a major-general. No soldier in the Spanish-
American war did more or deserves more than he. My amend-
ment should be adopted unanimously.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state to the gentle-
man
Mr. SULZER. I am very glad, however, that the objection

does not come from a Democrat, but from the gentleman from
Iowa. We will have some more to say on this subject at some
future time.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman

from New York that, having repeatedly called the gentleman's
attention to the rules, the Chair must ask the aid of the Sergeant-
at-Arms if the gentleman does not obey them.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Cliairman, I shall not transgress the rules

any more than the gentleman in the chair. Now, in regard to
this section I desire to say
Mr. HENDERSON. Regular order.
Mr. SULZER. I am discussing this section. This is no time

for the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Henderson] to put in his oar
by calling " Regular order!" This section is subject to the same
point of order as the chairman of the committee made against my
amendment. I want to say that this bill from beginning to end
is full of inconsistencies. I can point out in almost every section
of the bill provisions that are subject to a point of order. The
bill is full of new legislation. In fact, we are legislating in the
air. What is the use of miaking appropriations for the Army be-
fore we know what kind of an army we are going to have?
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the

amendment that is under consideration.
Mr. SULZER. I am confining myself to it. I know yon do not

care to hear one talk like that, but I am telling the truth about it.

I now make the point of order that the section under considera-
tion contains new legislation, and, under Rule XXI, should be
Btricken out.

This bill from beginning to end is entirely contrary to the rules
of this House; and no one knows it better than the chairman. He
is getting it through; and we are not objecting. But when one
of us endeavors to amend the bill by putting in a provision that
will do justice to one of the greatest heroes of the Republic—
dren. Joseph Whiseler—the chairman of the committee, forsooth,
objects. How petty it all seems. But let me say to the gentle-

man from Iowa the Senate will do justice to Jiis bill and to Gen-
eral Wheeler, just as it is now doing heroic justice to the gentle-

man's Army bill. When it oomes back, he will not know it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to his

point of order.
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Mr. STJLZER. Now, t object to this provision because it is new
legislation, and I make that point of order.

Mr. HULL. Now let the Chair rule on the point of order raised

by the gentleman from New York. I call for a ruling.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentleman
from New York is overruled.
The Clerk read as follows:

Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies: For manufacture of metallic am-
munition for small arms and ammunition for reloading cartridges, including
the cost of targets and material tor target practice, ammunition for burials
at the NationalHome for Disabled Volunteer Boldiersand its several branches,
including National Soldiers' Home in Washington, D. C, and marksmen's
medals and insignia for all arms of the service, including machinery, tools,
and fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals, $500,000.

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment
I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, after line 14:, page 34, the words:
^^Frovidecl, That the Chief of Ordnance is authorized to issue such obsolete

or condemned ordnance as may be needed for ornamLental purposes for the
Homes for Disabled Volunteers, the Homes to pay the expense of transporta-
tion and other expenses necessary."

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of
order, I would like to ask if there is not alreadj' a provision of law
which authorizes this to be done?
Mr. STEELE. There is a provision of law that has reference

alone to the guns which have been condemned. But there are
some old gun carriages that have been condemned and are obso-
lete that are being broken up and thrown into the scrap heap at
the armories. It is claimed at the Ordnance Department that
they may not issue the carriages under the law, but they may
issue guns.

I ask a vote on the amendment.
The amendment "was considered, and agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance on hand at the
arsenals and depots, §50,000.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking an explanation from the chairman
of the committee with reference to this particular paragraph.
Mr. HULL. What is the point the gentleman makes?
Mr. SULZER. I would like to know as to the amount appro-

priated here. It seems to be extravagant. I make a point of
order against it.

Mr. HULL. This simply provides a fund for the overhauling,
cleaning, and the care of guns.
Mr. SULZER. How much was appropriated last year for this

purpose?
Mr. HULL. Not so much as this. But the gentleman must re-

member that we have a great addition to our guns now.
Mr. SULZER. If my memory serves me right, it was not nearly

so much last year. Can the gentleman state about what the ap-
propriation was in the last appropriation bill?
Mr. HULL. I can not state exactly. My recollection is about

$10,000, though I would have to look into the matter.
Mr. SULZER. And this appropriates $50,000? Quite a little

difference, and a decided bit of new legislation.
Mr. HULL. Yes. If the gentleman thinks it is too much, of

course he can offer an amendment to reduce it.
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Mr. SULZER. I do think it is too much, and. the gentleman
seems to be wholly unahle to justify it.

I move to strike out the words "fifty thousand," and insert
"twenty-five thousand " instead. I think that is enough for this

purpose at this time, especially when we do not seem to have
money for other purposes a great deal more important and neces-
sary.
Mr. HULL. I hope it will not be adopted. We need the full

amount.
The CHAIEMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro-

posed by the gentleman from New York.
The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out in line 35, on page 2t, the word "fifty" and insert "twenty*
five;" so that it will read "twenty-five thousand dollars."

Mr. HULL. I would only say, in answer to the remarks of the
gentleman from New York, that the Department of Ordnance
thinks it will be necessary to make this appropriation, and that
the full amount is needed. That is the information we received
in response to inquiries addressed to the Department.
Mr. SULZER. If the appropriations were left to the several

Departments of the Government on their estimates, there would
not be a dollar left in the Treasury. They would take every dol-
lar they could get if we followed their estimates.
To-day they want $50,000 to clean old guns with brass mount-

ings. Last year they only asked for five or ten thousand dollars.
Next year they will ask for §300,000. In my judgment $35,000 is

ample. It is all that is needed this year, and I hope the amend-
ment will prevail.

ARMY REORGANIZATION BILL.

March 1, 1899.

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to my colleague on
the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sqlzer].
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with this grave

and sei'ious situation: We must either pass this bill, in my judg-
ment, just as it is, or there will be no Army legislation at this ses-
sion pf Congress. That is the alternative. If we do not pass this
bill it will necessitate an extraordinary session of Congress.

I want to do all that I can to obviate an extraordinary session
of Congress. Every Democrat here should do all he can to avoid
an extraordinary session of Congress. Although this bill is not
perfect and does not meet with all of the requirements I would de-
sire as a member of the committee, still, as the best thing we can
get—as a fair compromise—I am in favor of it, and shall do all I
can to pass it,

Kfty-five members of the Senate voted for it and only thirteen
voted against i t. Any delay, any amendment now will kill the bill

,

and the President will be obliged to call an extra session. The sD-
called Hull bill was opposed by the Democrats, and the latter, under
the leadership of Senator Gorman, suggested this proposition, the
Republicans of the Senate assented to it, and we will be derelict in
our fidelity to the Democrats in the other branch of the Legisla-
ture if we now impede or defeat this bill.

I trust that every Democrat who sympathises with the men in
arms at Manila, with our soldiers and sailors in the Philippines,
will uphold at this critical moment the hands of the President and
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give him the power vested in him by the terms of this hill. I

am a partisan, but in times like these I always subordinate my
partisanship to my patriotism. We should all be patriots to-day.

We must not forget, we must not forsake our brave and heroic
soldiers and sailors who are upholding and defending our flag in
the Orient. We must all stand by them.
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-

tion?
Mr. SITLZER. The gentleman had more time than I have, in

.which he talked about the people in the Philippine Islands. I

have only a few minutes. I trust I shall not be interrupted, al-

thought I would like to accommodate my friend.
Mr. STEELE. I will give you the time to answer a question.
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield now?
Mr. STEELE. I will give you a minute in which to answer it.

Mr. SULZER. I thank the gentleman from Indiana. Yes; I
will now yield to my friend from Texas.
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to know, if the proviso com-

mencing in line 4, on page 13, is repealed, if it would not leave a
BtandLng army of over a hundred thousand men?
Mr. SULZER. No, sir; it would not, and 1 will tell yon why.

That proviso can not be repealed. It would be just as hard to re-
peal that proviso as it would be to pass a bill for a standing army
of 100.000 men. It will never be done—take my word for it.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will you please tell me why?
Mr. SULZER. In the first place, it is not repealed, and it will

not be repealed. In the next place if it were repealed
Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is not an answer to the question.
Mr. SULZER. Oh, well, the gentleman's question supposes

something which does not exist. It is based on a supposition
•which will never arise. We are going to pass this bill. It will
give the President all the power—all the men—he asks for now to
suppress the insurrection. It will cease to be operative after July
1, laoi.

^

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from New York al-
low me?
Mr. SULZER. Yes. I am always glad to yield to the gentle-

man from Ohio.
Mr. GROSVENOR. The enlistments under this bill would not

be afEeoted by the repeal of the proviso.
Mr. SULZER. That is quite true. In the first place, we are

not going to repeal that proviso. In my opinion, no attempt will
ever be made to do that. We should pass this bill, if we pass it
at all, in its entii-ety. Any change in it now means its defeat and
an extra session, when a permanent Regular Army bill will be
passed. We can not evade the responsibility or avoid the posi-
tive alternative. By the passage of this bill now it seems to me
we gam all we have contended for.
This bill is only a temporary measure. It will cease to be oper-

ative m 1901. The increase is only temporary. There is nothing
permanent about it. It simply meets the present emergency.
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not think the gentleman caught

the point of my question.
Mr. SULZER (continuing). Oh, yes; I think I have. And I

hope the gentleman has grasped the importance of my reply.
• The responsibility for all that is now going on rests on the Admin-
istration. I do not think it is good policy to embarrass the Ad-
ministration merely for political advantages. This bill can do no
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harm. It becomes a nullity and repeals itself on. the 1st day of

July, 1901. Until then it gives the President all he has asted for.

I w^s opposed to and voted against the bill of the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. HtjllJ because I am opposed to increasing the
Regular Army to the extent he wanted to increase it. I thought
the gentleman in the committee this morning favored this bill and
would do so on the floor, but he has stood up here this afternoon
and used every argument he can thinkof against the bill. I hope
the members of the House will realize how important it is to pass
this bill. Its failure now would be a calamity—an affront to every
man in the Philippines.
The bill is hot a perfect one. It is a compromise bill. It is

only a temporary measure, and will cease to be a law on July 1,

1901. But, take it all in all, it does great credit to its author, and,
in my opinion, I can not see how a Republican or a Deinocrat
can consistently vote against it. It gives the President all the
men he wants to meet the present emergency, and at the same
time it does not increase the standing Army a single man. After
July 1, 1901, by virtue of this bill, the Regular Army will be just

the same as it was before war was declared against Spain. By
that time, let us hope, the country will be at peace with all the
world and the insurrection in the Philippines a thing of the past.

This is no time to be captious. This is no time to split hairs or
play small politics. We should do our duty. We should do what
is right, and the people will judge us accordingly.
Mr. Speaker, just a few words more. My time is nearly es-

hausted. Some criticism has been made against the bill because
it inakes the chief of the record department a brigadier-general.
The chief of that department is Col. P. C. Ainsworth, and a more
efBcient, a more competent, and a more industrious gentleman
never lived. He is entitled to this promotion. He has made the
record division of the War Department a model. His system has
never been excelled, and the facility with which he can furnish
the record of every soldier who was in any war in the United
States is one of the marvels of the century. He has saved the
Government thousands and thousands of dollars. When he took
hold of that division it was in confusion—no one could find a rec-

ord or tell anything about the history of the soldiers of the Union.
Out of chaos he brought order, detail, and system, the best in the
world.
The great work he has done is a monument to human effort,

human endurance, and human ingenuity. Every member of this

House is indebted to Colonel Ainsworth. No one who knows the
facts and who has the slightest sense of gratitude will oppose his

deserved advancement. He has earned, he merits, and a just rec-

ognition of his worth and services warrants this promotion. In
my opinion it is one of the best provisions in the bill. I am al-

ways glad to speak a good word for an efla.clent, an honest, a
competent, and a faithful public servant. [Applause.]

[Here the hammer fell.]

TRAINED WOMEN NURSES IN THE AEMY.
Febiiiary 6, 1839.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker. I yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from New York [jNIr. Sulzer].
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Sj^eaker, in the brief time at my disposal

it will be impossible for me to explain to the House or to attempt
3806
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to discuss the provisions of this bill. I concur, however, in all

that has been so well said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Griffin] .

This bill came to the Committee on Military Affairs from the
loyal, patriotic women of America. A committee of those women
appeared before us and most eloquently urged its favorable report.
I was impressed with all they said, and, on deliberation, convinced
that this bill should speedily become a law.
The committee have unanimously reported the bill, and there

should not be, and I trust there will not be, any objection to its
passage to-day. It is one of the best, one of the most humane,
and one of the most essential bills in connection with the Army
that we have had before us in this Congress.
Every member of this House knows, if he knows anything, that

at the beginning of the recent war with Spain the Surgeon-General
of the Army was absolutely opposed to having trained women
nurses in the field and in the camps, and he only finally reluctantly
consented to it when public opinion forced him to do so. History
has shown that the Surgeon-General's opposition was wrong then,
and, in my judgment, events will demonstrate that the Surgeon-
General's opposition to this bill is VTrong now.
You all know what those brave and heroic volunteer women

nurses did for our sick and wounded soldier boys in the camps
and at the front. No one can speak too highly or too eloquently of
their patience, their fortitude, their devotion, and their noble self-
sacrifice in the performance of duty to the sick and dying soldiers
of the Union. Every woman who went to the front to do duty as
a nurse is entitled to the gratitude of the American people. Every
woman who went to the camps and to Cuba to nurse the sick, the
wounded, and the dying soldiers of her country is a patriot en-
titled to the thanks of Congress, and she should receive from the
hands of the President a medal of honor to commemorate her
patriotism.*******

I have introduced a bill to do that, and ere I leave Congress I
hope to place it on the statute books of the Republic.
You all know how our soldiers sickened and died in the camps

and at the front. In my judgment, it would have been much
worse if it had not been for the trained women nurses. It is im-
possible to estimate the beneficent services they rendered. Many
a poor soldier would not be alive to-day if it were not for them.Many a dymg comrade had his last hours made comfortable by
their tender care and angelic ministrations.
All honor and all glory, I say, to the brave women nurses whowent to the front and m the fever-stricken and pestilential camps.

Ihey were all heromes-every one. Their reward is the conscious-
ness ot duty well done, and their monument is in the patriotic
hearts of the soldiers of the Republic. We owe them a debt of
gratitude we never can repay.
And in that spirit, sir. I contend that this bill should pass, and

1 hope it will pass unanimously. It will be a shame and a disgrace
If any member interposes an objection. The bill is a good one in
all respects. There can be no honest, no just criticism of it. The
r;flJ„°''?'?5'*'°"/°'^§^^*' *° ^® ^a'^ed here by a few gentlemen isa

We^?.?^
and unworthy their gallantry or their patriotism.we want trained women nurses m the Army. They are needed

w/t^''?*ff ""^'^^..^^
^r^^""^^

^"^««« ^^e needed in our hospitals.We want them m the Army in time of peace, and we want them
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in time of war. We want them in time of peace to nurse tlie sick

in the army hospitals. We want them in time of war to care for

the' ill in the camps and to minister to the wounded and the
stricken carried from the field of battle. Their work is a work of
their own—it can not be done by others.

My friends, a word more, and I am done. I notice my time is

exhausted, and I will not detain the House.
To-day the patriotic women of America plead for this bill; to-

day the brave soldiers of the Union ask for it and demand it; and
in their name, in the name of justice to humanity and our own
civilization, and, above all and beyond all, in the name of the
loyal, the self-sacrificing, and the heroic women nurses who re-

cently went to the front, I pray you, I appeal to you, to pass this

bill ere this House adjourn to-day. [Loud applause.]
[Here the hammer fell.]

MONUMENT FOE THE FORT GREENE HEROES OF THE EEVOLXJTION-
ART WAR WHO DIED IN BRITISH PRISON SHIPS.

February IS, 1899.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two
words. 1 desire to oifer an amendment to this bill at this time—
I will prepare it in a moment—that $50,000 be appropriated by the
Government, provided a like amount is subscribed and paid by
the citizens of Greater New York
Mr. MOODY. I reserve the point of order.

Mr. SULZER (continuing). To build a suitable monument to
the heroic and patriotic soldiers of the American Revolution who
died in British prison ships in Wallabout Bay, NSw York Harbor,
during the Revolution. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to ask the gentle-

man from Massachusetts in charge of the bill whether he will ob-

ject to this amendment?
Mr. MOODY. I do not object to it now, but I reserve the point

of order against it. It is a matter entirely outside of the function
of this committee at this time.
Mr. SULZER. I trust the gentleman will not be so unpatriotic

as to interpose an objection. I send the amendment to the Clerk's

desk, however, and ask to have it reported to the House.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding at the end of line 18, page iO, "that 850,000 is hereby
appropriated, provided a like amount is raised by the citizens of Greater
New York, for the purpose of erecting a monument to the memory of the
heroes and martyrs who died in British prison ships in Wallaboub Bay, New
York Harbor, during the Revolution."

Mr. MOODY. And against that I reserve the point of order.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few simple words.
With all that has been so well, so truly, and so eloquently said

by my distinguished colleagues from New York [Mr. Driggs and
Mr. Howe] I entirely concur. It is well known to every student
of American history that about 20,000 American soldiers died, or
were ruthlessly killed, in British prison ships during the Revolu-
tionary war. That crime was the greatest tragedy of the Revo-
lution.

I do not think there can be a man on the floor of this House to-

day who is so unpatriotic as to object to this appropriation. The
Republic must not forget these men who died in the cause of lib-

am
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erty and for her independence. The spirit of 1776 should be kept
alive that freedom may survive. All that we ask is that the Gov-
ernment appropriate $50,000 provided the citizens of Greater New
York subscribe a like amount to build a suitable monument to

these heroes who sacrificed their lives that the Republic might be
born, to erect to their memory a monument fitting and proper to
commemorate their heroism, their tragical death, and the deep
damnation of their taking off. No tongue can ever tell, no pen
can ever picture their misery, their suffering, and their sad deaths.
Mr. Chairman, many, many years ago in the city of New York

the Society of Tammany, or the Columbian Order, appropriated a
large amount of money and appointed a committee of distinguished
citizens for the purpose of gathering together the bones of these
Eevolutionary heroes, which were then whitening the beach along
Wallabout Bay, and give them decent burial. After a great deal
of trouble, expense, and time the bones of these Revolutionary
soldiers were gathered together by the committee, and they were
buried amid pomp and circumstance, and with military honors,
in the beautiful mausoleum in old Trinity churchyard. That
grateful and patriotic act is one of the grandest, one of the kind-
est, and one of the noblest acts in all the great achievements of the
Tammany Society.

I am glad that this matter has been brought up in the House
to-day. It is a matter of much personal gratification to me to tell
of this incident in the history of Tammany—a society of which I
am proud to be a member, and which has always been true to the
Republic.

The Government of the United States should have erected a,

suitable monument to these heroes long ago.
To-day we are celebrating the martyrdom and the heroism of

the sailors who went down in the Maine. It is eminently fitting
and proper that we should do so. To-day the patriotic people of
the Republic are contributing money to build a monument to
those heroes.
Why not, sir, on this memorable occasion, inspired by the'

patriotism and the heroism of -the soldiers and the sailors of the
Republic, pass this little appropriation and build to the memory
of the heroes who died in British prison ships during the war for
independence a monument that will forever perpetuate their
suffering, their heroism, their martyrdom, for the cause of free-
dom, and forever demonstrate that republics are not ungrateful.
Gratitude is the fairest flower that sheds its perfume in the human
heart. Let us be grateful. Let us remember the Maine. Let us
remember the patriots who made the Union possible, who saved
the Union, who vmdicated the Union. Let us remember our
soldiers and our sailors dead, and our soldiers and our sailors
living. All honor to them. All glory to them.

Yes, I am glad of this opportunity, Mr. Chairman, to speak in
favor of this amendment. Coming from the great metropolis of
the Republic, I am glad to say that the grand old political organi-
zation of Tammany Hall, ever true to its tenets and its principles,
years and years ago, out of its own exchequer, inspired by its own
love for freedom, for the Republic, for the Revolutionary heroes,
for the martyrs to liberty, gathered together these sacred and
patriotic bones and buned them under the great mausoleum in
Trinity churchyard, where they now rest.

I hope and trust that there is no member on the floor of this
3806
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House who will object to this amendment. If there is a spark of
patriotic gratitude in the members of this House, it will pass
unanimously. [Loud applause.]
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is a bill

pending before the appropriate committee to authorize the con-
struction of a monument to which the gentlemen have alluded in
their speeches, and 1 have no doubt that the Committee on Appro-
priations will gladlymake the appropriation for that purposewhen
it is authorized by law; but at the present time it is not authorized,
and I am constrained to make the point of order.
Mr. SULZER. I want to say to the gentleman from Massa-

chusetts that such a bill has been introduced in Congress every year
for the last seventy-five years, and it seems to have about as much
chance of passing this House as a camel has to get through the
eye of a needle.

NICARAGUA CANAL,

February 15, 1899.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last

word. The action of a majority of this House in defeating the
Nicaragua Canal is to be regretted. There are only seventeen
days more remaining in the life of the Fifty-fifth Congress. We
adjourn sine die at 13 o'clock on the 4th of next March. Judging
by the action of the House this afternoon it seems almost certain
that there will be no legislation in this Congress to begin the
building of the Nicaragua Canal.

I am in favor of building the Nicaragua Canal and of the abso-
lute control of it by the Government of the United States. I trust
and hope this Congress will not adjourn until some afSrmative
legislation is placed on the statute books in favor of that propo-
sition.

We have spent practically all day yesterday and all day to-day
discussing a flimsy point of order—a mere quibble, so to speak

—

as to whether the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Hepburn] to build the Nicaragua Canal was germane to
the bill now under consideration, and known as the sundry civil

bill, or whether it was not germane under the rules of the House.
The rules of the House seem to be for the purpose of giving the
majority here the right to do, or not to do, just what it wants.
One day they are construed one way, and another day the oppo-
site way—doubtless on the theory that it is a poor rule that will
not work both ways—especially for a partisan advantage.
The Republican party is in a majority in this House, and is

charged with the responsibility of legislation. You can not escape
the imperative duty which confronts you, nor evade the burden of
responsibility. We know, if we know anything, that the people
of this country are in favor of the construction and the ownership
of the Nicaragua Canal. It is imperative, in my opinion, that we
do something in regard to this proposition to build the isthmian
canal before this Congress adjourns. If we do not, the Republican
members of the House must take the responsibility, and ,if I mis-
take not they vnll hear from the people in no uncertain lones ere
the Fifty-sixth Congress begins. The people are in no mood to be
deceived or trifled with. They want action, rules or no rules.
They want this work commenced.
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The building and tlae ownership of the JsTicaragua Canal by the

Government- of the United States is essential, from a naval and a
military standpoint, to the integrity of our Atlantic and Pacific

seaboard. Everyone knows this who is familiar with recent his-

tory. Everyone knows also that nothing could help our commerce
and our merchant marine so much as a canal across the Isthmus
controlled by the Government of the United States. No one will
or can deny the benefits and the advantages that will accni« to ns
by the construction and perfection of the canal. In time of war
the canal will be an imperative instrumentality for our coast
defense, and for our own safety and protection. In time of peace
the canal will be one of the great factors in the trade and the com-
merce of the world. Its benefits to us will be simply incalculable.
No one can overestimate the advantages to us of owning and con-
trolling the canal across Nicaragua.

. Let me say to the gentlemen on the other side of this House that
there are many who are skeptical regarding their sincerity in this
canal matter. Some of you, no doubt, favor its immediate con-
struction, and some of you, I believe, desire to delay it as long as
possible. The facts will all come out ere long. If you are throw-
ing dust in the eyes of the people, it will soon be known.
We have witnessed a spectacle here to-day which should bring

the blush of shame_ to the cheek of every sincere patriot in tbe
land. We have wasted two whole days splitting hairs over an
alleged point of order raised by the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations [Mr. Caunon'] . How ludicrous it all seems to
a man who wants to accomplish the thing.
You all know that if you had devoted that time to a fair and an

honest discussion of the merits of the Nicaragua Canal bill, either
the one framed by the gentleman from Iowa or Senator Morgan's
canal bill, which has already passed the Senate, we would have
been able in that time to have thoroughly discussed the measures,
and in some shape one of them would have passed the House to-
day by an overwhelming vote. Your willful delays and your
studied procrastination lend ii-resistible belief to the statement
which has been going around that you do not want to pass any
Nicaragua Canal bill during this session of Congress. Why, I
ask? Is it on account of the condition of your Treasury? Or is it,

forsooth, on account of the railroads?
In my judgment a large majority of the members of this House

have been in favor, and are in favor now, of passing some kind
of a bill to begin immediate work on the construction of the canal,
but on account of the rules of this House and their technical en-
forcement in this matter you can not get a hearing on the bills,
and we can not get a day in the House for their consideration.
For one 1 do not believe the rules are sacred. I know they are
not infallible. I would not permit them to restrain me from doing
right. Their primary object is to prevent the majority from rid-
ing roughshod over the rights of the minority. We are here,
however, for a purpose, and the essential thing is to accompbah
somethmg, to do something. We should begin at once to build
the canal.
There is no time like the present. Every postponement means

additional complication. Every day's delay is fraught with posi-
tive danger. The canal should have bean built by tbe United
btates long ago. No other people would have delayed and daUied
as we have. Everybody knows this. Everything that happened
during the Spanish-American war demonstrates it. The trip of
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the Oregon around Cape Horn was an object lesson for every man,
woman, and. oWld in tire country. It proved conclnsively the im-
perative importance to ns of a canal across Central America. The
recent trip of the loioa and her companion ships is another object
lesson that has arrested the attention of the thoughtful people of
our land, and makes the immediate building of this canal an abso-
lute necessity.
The people expect this Congress to pass the Nicaragua Canal

bill. They will tie disappointed if it does not. They want this

Government to construct the Nicaragua Canal, pay for it with its

own money, and then to own and control the canal for all time to
come. Thei-e must be no partnership with England or any other
country in the matter.

I favor the bill of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepbttrn] ,

and if I can not get that bill I will favor any other that will start

work on the canal. I want to begin. I am opposed to any further
delay. If there should be defects in the law, the defects can be
remedied by subsequent legislation. Let us do something at once.
The people expect and the country demands immediate action.

Woe to the men who stand in the way of this great national en-
terprise!

My mind is so firmly determined in regard to the importance of
this great canal project, that when the Chair this afternoon ruled
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa out of order, as we
all expected him to do, I voted on the appeal from his decision to
reverse the Chair. I am glad I did that. It is too bad that the
Eepublicans of this House sustained the Chair in that ruling.

If we had succeeded in getting the Nicaragua Canal amendment
on this appropriation bill, it would be sent to the Senate and finally

to conference, and from the conference committee no doubt there
would have been evolved some bill, some kind of legislation, to
begin the immediate construction of the Nicaragua Canal by the
Goverimient of the United States. The thing to do is to start it;

to inaugurate the great undertaking. Let us begin.
Many of you, no doubt, underestimate how intensely the people

feel regarding this great question. We have dallied with it for
years and years, and during that time we have appropriated mil-
lions and millions of dollars for worthless improvements on brooks
and creeks and streams that many of us could jump across. What
folly! How unwise and how shortsighted!
The gentlemen here know that, according to the best estimates

that have been made by very competent engineers, the Nicaragua
Canal can be constructed In less than ten years for less than $100,-

000,000. To go on with the work at once would only necessitate
an expenditure of from five to ten millions of dollars a year. Why,
sir, a mere bagatelle to this great country, when we consider the
importance of the project and the invaluable benefits to be derived
therefrom. No doubt the canal would pay for itself and bring
in a splendid revenue to the Government in less than twenty-five
years.
The vote here to-day proves, if it proves anything, that the Re-

publican leaders in this House are not in favor or building the
Nicaragua Canal—at least not now. If they had been sincere and
in earnest, rule or no rule, they would have attached to the sundry-
civil bill the Nicaragua Canal amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. Hepbtten]. The people of the country will
upderstand and they will hold the Republican party responsible
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for the defeat of the Nicaragua Canal. The Eepublican party

must and will have to assume that tremendous responsibility in

the next campaign. It will be a pretty heavy load to carry.

Now, sir, if we do not take action on this matter before this

Congress adjourns nothing can be done until the Fifty-sixth Con-
gress assembles next December, and it may be, and probably -will

be, too late then to do anything. I have no doubt, nevertheless,

that many here desire that very thing. I say to the friends of the
canal that we must take action now or we will lose the valuable
rights which we have at the present time. We must take action
now or we may jeopardize the possibility of the Government of

the United States ever constructing or ever owning the Nicaragua
Canal.
We must take action now, or some other country, wiser and more

farseeing than we, realizing the immense possibilities and the in-

numerable benefits of a canal across the i.sthmus, may step in
while we delay and build and own the canal, to our great detri-

ment and disadvantage.
Let me, sir, say in conclusion, that every patriot in this House

who believes in our Army and our Navy, who believes in our
greatness and oiir destiny, who believes in promoting the safety
of our seacoast towns and the integrity of our seaboards, who be-
lieves in our commercial supremacy, who believes in our mari-
time growth, and who believes in our future progress and ad-
vancement should stand firm for the building of the Nicaragua
Canal, and bend every energy and every effort to secure its imme-
diate accompli.shment, even though it should necessitate an extra
session of Congress,
We will be derelict in our duty if we adjourn before we take

action on this vital question, and no apology will justify our in-

action and our dereliction. Let us sink partisanship and stand
together as patriots.

Now is the time to do something. Now is the time to act.

Build the Nicaragua Canal, 1 say, and let us begin at once. Build
it with the money of the Eepublic, build it with the brains and
the brawn of the Republic, so that the Republic will not only own
it and control it, but it will be our achievement and our monu-
ment.

I hope we will all be able to reach some conclusion regarding
immediate legislation in favor of this great project for an isth-
mian canal before another week comes and goes. I favor now,
as I always have favored, the Nicaragua Canal. If I can not have
the bill I want, I will take any bill to start the work. I promise
now I will do all in my power for the balance of the session to
bring about its realization and its consummation, for the great-
ness, for the grandeur, for the glory, and for the integrity of the
Republic. [Loud applause.]

PAN-AMERICAN EXPOSITION, 1901.

March 2, 1899.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend from New York
[Mr. Sulzer].
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a few words in favor of this

bill. In my judgment it ought to pass without a dissenting vote.
It IS a good bill in every respect—in every sense of the word
There should be no opposition to it from any fair-minded man.
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We have been talking and legislating for years and years about
pan-American unity, fraternity, and closer commercial relations
and intercourse. If tHs bill becomes a law and the Pan-American
Exposition is held at Buffalo in 1901, it will do more, in my judg-
ment, to bring those desirable objects about than everything else

that has ever been done.
I am in sympathy with the objects of this exposition, and I be-

lieve it wiU do more for American trade, business, and commerce
than we can possibly conceive of at the present time. It is sure to.

aid and help every portion of the Union. If this bill passes, it will

be one of the best, one of the most unique, and one of the grand-
est expositions everheld on this continent. It is sure to be a great
success in every way. It will be a grand object lesson to every
citizen of the Republic and to the people of the South and Central
American States. It will be a liberal education to many. It will
bring us in closer contact with our neighbors in South and Cen-
tral America.

It will give us a clearer and a better knowledge of the products
of the field, the farm, the forests, the mines, and the seas from
Baffin Bay to Cape Horn, and it will all be done by ocular dem-
onstration. I am in favor of these expositions, and I believe the
Government should lend its aid by being represented as an exhib-
itor. Money spent in this way is well spent.
All honor and all success, I say, to the farsighted and enterpris-

ing citizens of Buffalo who have undertaken this magnificent and
coramendable project. May prosperity attend their worthy ef-

forts. [Applause.]
[Here the hammer fell.]

EULOGY ON THE LATE NELSON DINGLEy.

Saturday, February 11, 1899.

Tho House having under consideration the following resolutions:
'^ Resohied^ That the business of the House be now suspended that oppor-

tunity may he given for tributes to the memory of Hon. JTblson Dingley,
late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Maine.

"Resolved, That as a particular mark of TBspeot to the memory of the de-
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a diitingruished public
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall
stand adjourned.

" Resolved. That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate.
** Resolved, That the Clerk he instructed to send a copy of these resolutions

to the family of the deceased "

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: Representing in part the great metropolis of the
nation, I would be false to my nobler impulses and to the people
I have the honor to represent if I did not on this sad occasion
place on record my poor tribute of esteem, of respect, of affection,
and of admiration for the late Nelson Dingley. His death has
left a void in the House of Representatives which can never be
filled, and the announcement of his unexpected demise feU like a
pall on the people of the Republic. His loss is a national calam-
ity, and the counti-y has lost a useful, an honest, a faithful, and a
conscientious public servant. We miss him now, but we shall

miss him more and more as the weeks and months come and go.
No one can take his place.

There are many here who knew Mr. Dingley better and more
intimately, but no one respected him more than I did. I became
acquainted with him when I came to Congress four years' ago.
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In a very short time I was impressed with his sincerity, his hon-

esty, his courtesy, and his industry. He was an indefatigable

worker, and he accomplished great results. He was patient, tire-

less, and methodical. He seemed to be the happiest when he was
the busiest. He died a martyr to his fidelity—to public duty.

He never evaded an obligarion and he never shirked a responsi-

bility.

In many respects Mr. Dinglet was a great man, a great parlia-

mentarian, and a great legislator. His name is connected with
some of the greatest laws on our statute books, and the great legis-

lative work he performed will live and redound to his credit as

long as the Republic endures.
To those who knew him well he was a kindly, genial man. He

was loved and admired on both sides of this Chamber, and his

name was a household word throughout the country. I do not
think he had an enemy in all the land. He had a lovable character.

Mr. DiNGLEY was especially kind, considerate, and courteous to

the new and younger members of the House. He made their ac-

quaintance, and was always willing and anxious to aid, counsel,

and assist them. No matter how weary or how busy he was, he
never refused to listen to the inquiries of the new and inexperi-

enced member, and he always gave him good advice and the bene-
fit of his great knowledge, sound judgment, and vast information.
Many here will never forget how kindly disposed he was to them
when they first became members of this House. I do not believe
he ever turned a deaf ear to any member seeking information on
any subject, and this generous characteristic has left a lasting im-
pression on us all and gives us a true insight into his noble nature.
The career of Nelson Dingley is one we can all be proud of,

and illustrates the advantages and the opportunities of American
institutions. By hard work, by industry, by sobriety, and by per-
severence he rose from a poor boy to one of the most important,
honorable, influential, and commanding positions in the nation.
The story of his life has been truthfully and eloquently told here
to-day, and demonstrates anew the possibilities of human effort

and human progress in this land of equal opportunities. Every
hopeful and ambitious schoolboy should read the story of his life

and endeavor to emulate his shining example. It must always be
a fruitful source of encouragement to every ambitious youth and
struggling patriot.
Mr. Dingley came of sturdy New England stock, the first

American Dingley having come to Massachusetts in 1638. His
ancestors were nearly all traders and farmers. He was born at
Durham, Me., February 15, 1833. At 17 he was a teacher of a
school near his home. A little later he entered Waterville Col-
lege, and subsequently Dartmouth, where he graduated in 1855
with high rank as a scholar, debater, and writer. After gradua-
tion he studied law, was admitted to the bar, but left the profes-
eion in 1856 to become the editor and proprietor of the Lewiston
Journal, and up to the time of his death he maintained that con-
nection. He was a member of the Maine State house of represent-
atives in 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, 1868, and 1873.
In 1863, when only 31 years old, he was the speaker of the Maine

legislature. He was governor of Maine in 1874 and 1875, and a
delegate to the national Republican convention in 1876. He was
first elected to the Forty-seventh Congress in 1881 to fill the va-
cancy caused by the election of Hon. William P. Frye to the
United States Senate, and he was a member of Congress ever since.
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In 1894 he received the degree of LL. D. from Dartmouth College,
and at the time of his death was a member of the Joint High Com-
mission to adjust the differences between the United States and
Canada. In the Fifty-fifth Congress he was chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee and the leader of his party on the floor of

the House. His name is best known to the country at large on
account of its association with the tarifE act, which he prepared,
reported, and passed at the beginning of this Congress.
This briefly sums up his career. His life was a busy one, and

to the student and investigator will always be an instructive one.
He was a simple Christian gentleman, and his paiblic and his pri-

vate life is without a stain. He loved books and art and science.

He was a great legislator and a great statistician. He had finance
and taxation at his finger ends. He was familiar with every de-

tail of government, and his capacious mind was a storehouse of
useful information. He was a deep and thorough student, and
he exhausted every subject he touched. He had a wonderful
knowledge of men, and his grasp of details was marvelous. To
him figures and facts were as keen tools to the skilled artisan.

Mr. Speaker, many of us frequently differed with Mr. Dingley
in regard to political and economical propositions, but we all ad-

mired his ability, his learning, his tenacity of purpose, his deep
conviction, and we all respected his sincerity of purpose, the purity
of his patriotism, and the. inherent honesty of his motives. He
was a direct man, a positive man, a truthful man, and above all

and beyond all he was an honest man. In the years to come he
will take high rank as an American statesman. The great work
he accomplished as an orator, a writer, a lawyer, a tljinker, a
legislator, and a statesman will ever be a monument to human
effort, human endurance, individual tenacity of purpose, and
marvelous industry and perseverance.
He devoted the last years of his life to the service of the people

and his country, and they owe him a debt of gratitude that never
can be paid. He wrote his name high in the American temple of
fame, and history will give him an immortal page. The good he
did will live and will ever be a bright and beneficent heritage to
all the people of all the land.
Nelson Dingley is no more. He fought' the good fight; his

race is run. He has gone to his long rest. A great nation mourns
his loss, and a mighty people, shocked by his sudden death in the
zenith of his fame and the ripeness of his powers, put on the garb
of sorrow, grieve with those who grieve, and with bowed and
reverential heads say, Well done, thou good and faithful servant

—

hail and farewell.

Mourn not the dead whose lives declare
That they have nobly borne their part.

For victory's golden crown they wear.
Reserved for every faithful heart;

They rest with glory wrapped around,
Immortals on the scroll of fame:

Their works their praises shall resound.
Their name—an everlasting name.
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HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

The House being in Committee ot the Whole on the state of the Union, and
having under consideration the bill (H.E.I) entitled "ATjill to define and fix

the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms ot money issued or
coined by the United States, and for other purposes "~

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: The gentleman from "Waslaington [Mr. CusH-

man] who has just conoluded his remarks made a clever Repub-

lican stump speech, not entirely applicable, however, to the ques-

tion under discussion, but apropos of the story he told I think I

can say in this regard that if he took his political bearings at the

present time he would find that he was "700 miles " and more out

of his latitude. [Laiighter and applause on the Democratic side.]

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, in discussing this bill I desire

to protest with all the emphasis in mypower against its hasty and

precipitate consideration. The bill is being rushed through as a

strict Republican party measure. The rights of the Democratic

minority have been infringed. The fact is, this bill—a most im-

portant and momentous one—has never been referred to a com-

mittee of this House. Tt was carefully prepared last summer by

a few Republicans, assisted, no doubt, by able representatives of

the money power and the national banks. No one on this side of

the House had an opportunity to see the bill, to consider it, or to

discuss it before it was introduced, the first day of this session,

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet]. The unpar-

liamentary procedure pursued by the Republican party in the

consideration of this important legislation is in violation of all

legislative rules and every precedent of a deliberative assembly.

Under the rule adopted this bill can not be amended or perfected.

It must pass just as it is, and passed within a week. Why this

unseemly haste?

The Republican party has made this bill a party question. You
8871
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made it a cauctis measure, and tinder the spnr of king caucus you

hold your members in line to vote for it, and under the party lash

3'ou intend to pass it because yoa have the physical power to do so.

For one, I am glad it is a Republican party bill, and that at last

you have thrown off the mask of political hypocrisy on the finan-

cial question and stand before the people of this country in your

true colors.

Many of the gentlemen on the other side, I am informed, never

read this bill and never saw it until it was introduced, and I have

no doubt that if you now expressed your honest opinions and your

sincere convictions about it many of you would be against the bill,

and instead of voting for it you would openly denounce the many

vicious provisions it contains. Every one of you, however, must

vote for it because it is a part of the programme and a part of the

policy of the Kepublican party.

The leaders of your party demand its passage, and in order to

prevent you from acting according to your convictions and for the

best interests of your constituents they have made it a party

measure and will pass it under the rule of the party caucus. For

these reasons alone no Democrat should vote for it.

You are going to pass this bill, not because it is a good bill or a

proper measure, but because the money power to-day behind the

Republican party demands the enactment of this legislation. It

is the final consummation of the contract made in the campaign

of 1836 between Mark Hanna, representing the Republican party,

and the national banks. It is the carrying into eflEect of the last

and the most villainous act in the great political drama of the last

national campaign. By this act the Republican party surrenders

unconditionally to the sordid greed of the money power.

Mr. Chairman, I am absolutely opposed to the passage of this

iniquitous bill and shall vote against it. It is one of the most vi-

cious political measures ever attempted to be passed through Con-

gress. The bill commits the Government unalterably by law to

the single gold standard and makes all obligations, public and

private, payable in gold. It strikes out the word "coin "in all

Government bonds, which means gold or silver, inserts in its place

the word "gold," and in addition thereto it authorizes the Secre-

tary of the Treasury to issue bonds ad infinitum whenever he
3871



pleases and makes the bonds payable in gold. The bill violates

the obligations of the contract between the Government and the

bondholder and provides that the finances of a mighty people shall

be turned over to the national banks of the country and gives them
the right at will to expand or contract the cui-rency.

The bill does much more, but very briefly these are its most

sweeping, vicious, and objectionable features. It is the most star-

tling and the moat daring departure from time-honored and well-

fixed financial principles ever made in our history, and the result

will be as disastrous as it is far-reaching. I say to you and to

the Republican, party that if this measure is enacted into law it

reverses our financial system, repudiates the platforms of both

parties, and revolutionizes the monetary methods of the whole

country.

In order, sir, to show how the Republican party has changed its

attitude on the financial question, lof me quote the financial plank

from the Republican national platform of 1888. It says:

The liepublican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as

money and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its ef-

forts to demonetize silver.

In the national Republican platform of 1893 you say:

The American people from tradition and interest favor bimetallism, and
the Republican party demands the use of gold and silver as money.

What a difference between the Republican party now and then!

And, again, in the national Republican platform of 1890 you say

substantially that you favor free coinage by international agree-

ment, which you pledge yourselves to promote. Let me ask if you

are doing that now?

What a change from those professions to this treacherous act of

perfidy!

Let us see how William McKinley, the Republican President of

the United States, has progressed on the money question.

In 1878, as a member of Congress, he \-oted for the Stanley Slat-

thews resolution in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of

gold and silver at the ratio of 10 to land declaring in favor of

the payment of all bonds, principle and interest, in gold or silver

at the option of the Government.

On the 24th of June, 1890, in a speech in this House, before Wil-
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liam McKinley saw the light of the money power and experienced

a change of heart, he said:

I am for the largest use of silver in the currency of the country. I would

not dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold. I would

make no discrimination. I would utilize both metals as money and discredit

neither. I want the doviWe standard.

Why is he opposed to it now? Let him answer! The record

speaks for itself, ard on that record we appeal to the people for

judgment from President McKinley in the White House, the agent

of the money trust, to William McKinley, a candidate for reelec-

tion in the great contest next year. The people understand this

question; theyknow what is going on; they will answer next year.

William McKinley in the last election did not stand on a gold-

standard platform, but on a bimetallic platform to be brought

about by international agreement. You promised the people to

get rid of the gold standard. You then pretended to favor inter-

national bimetallism. In that campaign the gold-standard candi-

date for the Presidency only polled about 134,000 votes. But now

you throw ofi the disguise and declare unequivocally against bi-

metallism, independently or by international agreement, and for

the single gold standard. Up to the present time the Republican

party and its leading thinkers and speakers have always been in

favor of bimetallism and against monometallism.

Against my friend from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] I appeal to the

Record, and I quote James A. Garfield, who said, in his inaugu-

ral address, March 4, 1881:

By the experience of commercial nations in all ages it has been found that

gold and silver afford the only safe foundation for a monetary system.

Against my friend from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet] , who has

charge of this bill, I quote that stalwart Republican, James G.

Blaine, who said:

I believe gold and silver to be the money of the Constitution—indeed, the

money of the American people anterior to the Constitution, which that great

organic law recognized as quite independent of its own existence. No power
was conferred on Congress to declare that either metal should not be money.
Congress ha?, therefore, in my judgment, nopower to demonetize silver any
more than to demonetize gold; no more power to demonetize either than
to demonetize both.

—

James Q. Blaine in the Senate, Februai-y 7, 1876; Con-
gressional Record, volume 7, part 1, page 830.

Against my friend from Iowa [Mr. Dolliver], whose specious

plea for the gold standard will deceive no impartial student of the
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facts, I quote from the great expounder of the Constitution, Daniel

Webster, who said in the Senate December 21, 1836:

I am certainly of opinion, then, that gold and silver, at rates fixed by
Congress, constitute tlie legal standard of value in this country, and that
neither Congress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard,
or to displace this.

Against my friend and colleague from New York [Mr. Driggs]
,

whose speech I attentively listened to, 1 cite that sterling Demo-
crat, Thomas A. Hendricks, who said:

That gold and silver are the real standard of value is a cherished Demo-
cratic sentiment, not now or hereafter to be abandoned.

And President Andrew Jackson, who said to the American peo-

ple in his farewell address:

My humble efforts have not been spared during my administration of the
Government to restore the constitutional currency of gold and silver; and
something, I trust, has been done toward the accomplishment of tliis most
desirable object.

And grand old Allen G. Thurman, who eloquently told the story

in the Senate on the 6th day of February, 1878, when he said:

Has there ever been, so far as we know, a more prosperous country than
were the United States from 1789 to 18S1? Did any nation ever exceed tha
progress we made in population, wealth, education, refinement, and the gen-
eral well-being of the people in those seventy-two years? And yet during all

that period we had bimetallism, for we gave no preference to gold over silver

or silver over gold.—CoNGnESSiONAL Eecoed, Forty-fifth Congress, second
session, volume 7, Part I, page 787.

And to all my Republican friends who must vote for this bill, no

matter what they honestly think of it, listen while I read to you

again from a speech of James G. Blaine, delivered in the Senate

February 7, 1878:

I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countries

for a single gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster

in the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as

money and establishing gold as the sole unit of value must have a ruinous
effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixed

return in money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would
gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other species of

property.

—

Congressional Eecord^ Forty-fifth Congress, second session, vol-

ume 7, Part I, page 821.

Can anyone here get up and honestly deny that statement?

The position you gentlemen occupy on this question before the

people of the country to-day is, indeed, an unenviable one. Why
do you stultify yourselves? What has compelled you to go back

on your record? What power, what influence, has compelled j'ou
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to change front on this great question, affecting as it does all the

people of the land? I will tell you. It is the money power, the

hondholders and their agents, the trusts, the syndicates, and the

plutocrats. They favor the passage of this bill. They are in

favor of changing the te'rms of the contract so that they shall

hold the option instead of the Government. They would commit

treason against the Government in order to gain a monetary ad-

vantage.

The Republican party to-day is the mere agent of the money

trust and in every department of the Government carries out its

wishes and registers and i-ecords its decrees.

Mr. Chairman, let ms say again what I have always said and

whicli I strenuously maintain, that I am now, always have been,

and always will be a sound-money Democrat. I stand to-day on

the financial question just where I have always stood and just

where I always expect to stand—for hard money, for gold and sil-

ver as the ultimate money of redemption, freely and independ-

ently coined at a ratio to be iised and determined by Congress.

I believe now, as I always have done, in the sound money of the

Constitution, and I tak« my stand on the side of all the leading

Democrats of our party from Thomas Jefferson, its illustrious

founder, to Andrew Jackson, from Wright and Marcy, frora

Seymour and Tilden down to the present time. We stand, sir,

where they stood—on the safe and the sound side—for bimetallism.

When we became members of this House we took a solemn oath

to support and defend the Constitution, and everyone here knows

that the fundamental law of the land provides for gold and silver,

the money of the fathers and of aU our glorious past.

I am an old-fashioned Democrat. I believfl in the fundamental

principles of the Democratic party. I believe in sticking to your

party. I am no bolter. I stand squarely on the Chicago platform,

and I have no apologies to offer for my support of William J.

Bryan, or for my loyalty to the principles enunciated in that mag-
nificent document. In my judgment it is the best platform the

Democratic party ever adopted, and notwithstanding all you have
said against it, I believe the day is not far distant when every

principle enunciated in it will be enacted into law. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]
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Mr. Chairman, I know that some of my colleagues from the State

of New York differ with me on tlie financial question. I have no

controversy with them except that of honest opinion. They

claim the right to their convictions on this question as much as I

claim the right to mine. I concede to them what I claim for my-

self, the right to hold and express my honest and sincere opinion

on the greatest question to-day in American politics. They think

I am mistaken; I think they are. It is an honest difference—that

is all. Time will tell who is right. Let me say to my friend from

New York [Mr. Lett] that I am a Jeffersonian Democrat and

stand to-day on the financial question just where Thomas Jeffer-

son stood when he agreed with Alexander Hamilton and said

"that the unit of value must stand on both metals." I know my
friend favors the single gold standard, and he knows I favor the

unit resting on the double standard of Jefferson and Hamilton.

"There is no safety for the national finances," said that grand old

Democrat, Thomas H.Benton, "but in the constitutional medium

of gold and silver."

Sir, the history of all the past teaches in unmistakable terms

that gold and silver at a fixed ratio was the basis for the currency

of the world. I am neither a gold monometallist nor a silver mono-

metallist. 1 am a bimetallist. I believe in both gold and silver,

and I would not destroy or demonetize either. Both precious

metals should be admitted to the mints of the country and freely

coined, not for the Government, but for and on account of the

depositor. Herein is the distinction and the substance of the

whole matter. The act you do to-day will not destroy silver as

a, part of the money of the world, but will only be an additional

incentive to every true friend of humanity to work harder and

more earnestly for the free and unlimited coinage of both precious

metals. There will be no sure, no lasting, and no permanent pros-

perity until it is done.

Make no mistake, gentlemen: The passage of this bill will not

settle the controversy, but will only define more certainly the issue,

make it more clear, and bring about more quickly its ultimate

triumph. No great question is ever settled until it is settled ri ght.

Bimetallism, sir, is a living issue, and will be of paramount impor-

tance to mankind as long as civilization uses money for trade ad
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commerce. Gold never was the friend of liberty. It never fought

a battle for humanity. No people in a great crisis ever found it

a faithful all}'. It has been the agent of every panic, the minister

of despair, the advocate of calamity, and the high priest of cruelty,

misery, and woe. I am against the gold standard. If it comes by

means of this bill, it will only come as a curse to rob us, to plague

Tis, and to enslave us. In time it will have to go. The passage

of this bill simplifies the fight.

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill does much more than firmly com-
mit the Government by law to the single gold-standard policy of

the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. All our Gov-

ernment obligations are now payable in "coin," and the wurd
"coin " is written in etery bond. When these bonds were sold it

was understood and agreed by law that they should be redeemed,

at the option of the Government, in either gold or silver. This

bill strikes out the word "coin "in all our bonded indebtedness

and writes in its place the magic word '

' gold. " It is well known
and can not be denied that this will greatly enhance the value of

all outstanding bonds and put millions and millions of dollars

of unjust profit in the pockets of the bondholders. It is an ad-

mitted fact that if " gold " had originally been put in the bonds

they would have brought a much higher price.

You remember the special message President Cleveland sent to

this House in which he asked us to do this very thing. You
refused—every one of you. The amount of bonds issued at that

time, I believe, was only §62,400.000, and yet Mr. Cleveland said

they would bring sixteen millions more if the word "gold" was
substituted for " coin." You refused to do that at that time, but
now you intend to write the word "gold" in all the bonds out-

standing against the Government, and strike out the word "coin."

You are going to change the terms of the contract in favor of the

creditor and against the debtor; you make a new contract for the

benefit of the bondholder.

You say you are in favor of honest money, but you know this

is dishonest money. It is a fraudulent transaction in the interest

of the bondholders against the people and an outrage on the tax-

payers of the country. When you do this you make the debtor
pay more than ho agreed to pay when the debt was contracted.
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By virtue of la^ yon make a gift—a dishonest gift—of millions

and millions of dollars to the bondholders, foreign and domestic,

of the Republic. I protest against this injustice. I cry out with

all the vehemence of my nature against this outrage on the peo-

ple. I am opposed to any lav7 that robs the many for the benefit

of the few. and especially so when it is done under the subtle cloak

of national honor and the euphonious phraseology of "honest

money." If you are in favor of "honest money," why do you

do this dishonest thing?

We denounce your action and warn you that the people will

never submit to such a siirrender of their rights. We will pay

the bondholders the same money they paid the Government for

the bonds. No denunciation of the money power will deter us

from doing our duty. As John Sherman once said:

The "bondholder can only demand the kind of money he paid, as stipulated

in the bond, and he is a repudiator and extortioner to demand more valuable

money than he gave.

We stand by the terms of the contract. That is all the Demo-

cratic party wants to do, and it will resist with all its power any

effort on the part of the Republican party to do anything con-

trary. On this question the Democratic party stands on the side

of the people and demands absolute fair play for the debtor as well

as exact justice for the creditor. The Republican party has taken

its stand on the side of the money lender and the bondholder.

If your political policies were as honest as your professions, you

would oppose the passage of this bill and refuse to commit this

unpardonable crime on the toilers of this country. I am in favor

of living up to the letter of our national obligations and main-

taining them inviolate according to their spirit. I believe in

carrying out the contract as it was made, doing no injustice to

the bondholder, no injury to the taxpayer, favoring neither the

creditor nor the debtor. The law of the land now is the act of

1878, and reads as follows:

That aH the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued

under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore reoifed are payable, principal

and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver

dollars of the coinage of the United States.

That is a Republican law, and William McKinley, then a mem-

ber of Congress, voted for it.
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Let me say to my colleagues from New York and to other mem-

bers on this side of the House who believe in the s'ngle gold

standard that in my judgment you violate no promise to your

constituents expressed or implied if you vote against this iniqui-

tous measure. The Republican party now tells us, and the Presi-

dent and the Secretary of the Treasury reiterate it, that the coun-

try is on the gold standard. If that is so, then why enact this

bill? Is it because you fear defeat next year? Is it because you

think William J. Bryan is going to be the next President of the

United States and you want to tie his hands? Or is it because

you want to surrender the Government now and for all future

time to the money power?

If this bill did no more than simply enact the gold standard, I

can understand how some of my colleagues who believe in that

standard could support it, but it goes much further. It enacts

legislation in many respects a thousand times worse, and that will,

in my opinion, ult mately cause more woe, more poverty, more

distress, and more misery than any other act in all our history.

Every Cemocrat should te opposed to the swesping banking

privileges contained in this bill.

A Democratic Represantative who favors the gold standard can

honestly and I believe consistently vote against this bill without

strainng a conviction or violating an obligation to his constituents.

Every Democrat should also vote against the bill because it gives

the Secretary of the Treasury the power to issue bonds witliout

let or hindrance—a very dangerous power to delegate to one man.

Congress shou'd not abdicate its constitutional powers. We, the

representatives of the people, should not lodge in the discretion

of any man the right to mortgage future generations.

Remember, my gold-standard Democratic friends, the Republic-

ans compel you to vote for this bill just as they have prepared it;

go'd standard, un'imited bonds, contracted currency, national-

bank government, and all. If they were fair and honest about It,

do you not think they would give you a chance to offer a substi-

tute, or to at least aniftid it to meet your approval and to conform

to the wishes of a great majority of your constituents? They do

not need your votes. It is their bill—their party bill—and they

will pass it no matter what you do. 1 believe the misguided
3871
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Democrat who listens to the siren song of the money changers and

votes for this bill will live to regret it.

My friends, one of the worst features, to my mind, of this bill

is that part of it which consummates the alleged bargain made by

Mark Hanna with the national bankers of Wall street during the

campaign of 1896. They aided the Republicans then, and now
they receive their share of the spoils. For three years the Repub-

licans have wf.ited and hesitated to pass this abomination, fearing

the wrath.of an outraged and indignant people. But another na-

tional campaign is near at hand. You need their help again, and

in order to get it you abjectly and unconditionally surrender to

themoney power and turn the finances of a great Government over

to the national banks. This bill delivers the goods bargained for.

It is awful to contemplate, and the result can not be overestimated.

The powers this bill gives the national banks are far-reaching

and most dangerous. It turns over to them the finances of the

people—the lifeblood of trade and commerce—and gives them the

right to contract or expand the currency at will. This right should

never be surrendered by the Government. I say to you, and time

will demonstrate it, that if you give the control of the money sup-

ply to the national banks they will soon absorb the wealth of the

people and own the Government.

It is an enormous power; a power that can cause panic or pros-

perity, happiness or misery, to thousands and millions of people.

I say it is too great a power to be given to any corporation, and

if once given and set in motion for selfish ends and for sordid mo-

tives will boa fruitful source of woe and bankruptcy to hundreds

and to thousands of our fellow-citizens. The audacity of this fea-

ture of the bill shows to what length the Republican party is now

willing to go. Ten years ago this measure in my opinion would

not receive 10 votes in this House.

Sir, you talk against trusts. This bill creates the greatest trust

the world has ever seen—a national-bank trust, controlling the

finances of a mighty people. Pass this measure, and the banks

will be supreme. They will act in accord for a common purpose

•nd be one great gigantic trust, octopus like, with tentacles reach-

ing all over and to every part of the land, holding, squeezing, and

controlling every other trust, every other industry, and all the

38T1



14

people. This bill marks a long stride in the gradual progress of

the monoy power to enslave the industrial masses of the country.

If you enact this legislation, the banks will ere long own, con-

trol, and run the Government. It .gives them the power to help

or destroy, to raake or to unmake. They can raise or lower the

price of stocks and staple commodities whenever it is to their in-

terest to do so. They can cause the stock market to go up or to

godown and make for themselves or their beneficiaries fQrtunes out

of helpless people and the unsuspecting public. They will have at

their mercy the producers and the products of the land. They

can boom stocks to the highest point, withdraw their support and

send them tumbling down. They can mortgage every home,

destroy competition, regulate prices, paralyze industry, stagnate

commerce, and enslave toiling humanity.

In my opinion the secret motive for the passage of this bill is to

confer these sweeping and unlimited powers on the national

banks. It has been said that the national banking act is the great-

est scheme ever invented by the ingenuity of man to rob his fellow-

man. If that is not true now, this bill will make it so.

My friends on this side of the Chamber, I appeal to you in

the name of justice, in the cause of humanity, and for the best in-

terests of Democracy to vote against this iniquitous scheme of the

Republican party. Every friend of the people, every sincere patriot

Bhoald vote against this bill. Let us all stand together and present

a united front to this assault of the money power to enslave the

industrial masses.

To-day, in the face of what is going on, every earnest, every

honest, and every loyal Democrat should stand firm against the

encroachments, on the rights of the people, of the national banks.

They menace our Republic to-day and jeopardize the perpetuity

of oiir free institutions. They are against the people, and their

powers should be curtailed instead of extended. Jackson waged
the most bitter and relentless war of his life against the United

States Bank and finally destroyed that gigantic monopoly. If he

had not, it would have destroyed the Republic. One of the great-

est acts of his life was the veto of the bill extending the charter

of that bank trust. In the light of what is going on now that

veto message should be read by every citizen in oivr land.
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This is a Eepublican bill and tl^e Republican party stands sponsor

for it. If it should become a law, it would give the monopoly of

issuing money to the national banks, and hence the right to expand

or contract the currency of the people whenever it suited their con-

venience. No corporation should have this power to make or de-

stroy. It would deprive the Government of one of its greatest

attributes of sovereignty and give to the national banks the right

to paralyze, at their own will, every industi-y in the country. It

is the most daring attempt the banks have ever made by law to

seize one of the greatest weapons for good or evil known to civi-

lized man. For the Government to surrender this prerogative

and delegate away this jDOwer would be a crime against every citi-

zen in this land and work woe and misery to millions yet unborn.

I am opposed to the Government delegating away its powers to

the national banks. The Democratic party should vigorously op-

pose conferring any additional powers on or granting any greater

privileges to the national banks. In my judgment they already

possess entirely too much power. They are doing precisely to-day,

only to a greater extent, what the United States Bank did in the

days of Andrew Jackson. The right to coin and issue money is

one of the greatest prerogatives of the Republic and one of the

highest attributes of its sovereignty. It should not be delegated,

transfsrred, assigned, or set over to any national bank, to any

trust, or to any monopoly. As Democrats we should resist the

encroachments of national banks on the liberties of the people

with the same zeal and the same courage that Andrew Jackson

in his day resisted the audacious claims of the United States Bank.

And when the national banks impudently declare that the Gov-

ernment should go out of the banking business, we should answer

that the banks should and must go out of the governing business.

In Jackson's day there was only one Nick Biddle. To-day there

is a Nick Biddle in every national bank in the land. [Applause

on the Democratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dollivee],

by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, moves to sus-

pend the rules and pass a bill which the Clerk will report.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.. That section 3339 of the Eevised Statutes of the United
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out of said section

the following:

"In estimating and computing such tar, the fractional parts of a barrel
shall be halves, thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional part
of a barrel containing less than one-eighth shall be accounted one-eighth;
more than one-eighth, and not [more than one-sixth, shall be accounted one-

sixth; more than one-sixth, and not more than one-fourth, shall be accounted
one-fourth; more than one-fourth, and not more than one-third, shall be ac-

counted one-third; more than one-third, and not more than one-half, shall

be accounted one-half; more than one-half , and not more than one barrel,

shall be accounted one barrel; and more than one barrel, and not more than
63 gallons, shall be accounted two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall

be paid by the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises
In which such fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the
time hereinafter specified."

And by inserting in lieu thereof the following:

"In estimating and computing the tax imposed by law the fractional part
of a barrel shall be halves, thirds, and quarters, and any fractional part of a

barrel containing less than one-fourth shall 'be accounted one-fourth; more
than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be accounted one-

third; more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be accounted
one-half; more than one-half and not more than one barrel shall be accounted

one barrel; and more than one barrel and not more than 63 gallons shall

be accounted two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by
the owner, agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which such
fermented liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter

specified."

Sec. 3. That section 9 of the act entitled "An act to provide revenue for

the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States," ap-

proved July 34, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as

follows:

"Sec. 9. That section 3341 of the Eevised Statutes of the United States be,

and hereby is, amended to read as follows:
"

' Sec. 3341. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall cause to be pre-

pared, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps denoting the amount of

tax required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, and qviar-
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tera of a barrel of such fermented Kquors (and shall also cause to be prepared

suitable permits for the purpose hereinafter mentioned), and shall furnish

the same to the collectors of internal revenue, who shall each be required to

keep on hand at all times a sufficient supply of permits and a supply of

stamps equal in amount to two months' sales thereof, if there be any brew-

ery or brewery warehouse in his district; and such stamps shall be sold and
permits granted and delivered by such collectors only to the brewers of

their districts, respectively. Such collectors shall keep an account of the
number of permits delivered and of the number and value of the stamps
sold by them to each brewer.' "»»»*«« •;:

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from

Tennessee [Mr. Richardson] to yield five minutes to the gentle-

man from New York [Mr. Sulzee] .

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is not, so far as I know, and

there should not be, in my judgment, any objection to the passage

of this bill. I am in favor of it and shall vote for it. It will be

of some convenience, I am informed, to the brewers of the

country, and I hope no one will raise a single ohjeotion to the bill

passing by unanimous consent.

The point I desire to make, however, is that this hill is not what

the brewers want, hecause it does not reduce, and, according to

the statement of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it will

not reduce one cent the exorbitant tax now placed on beer. Beer is

the poor man's drink, and it should not be taxed out of proportion

to other commodities. The brewers of the country pay more taxes

on what they manufacture than any other industry in the land.

When the war-revenue hill passed this House the tax on beer was

doubled. It was then increased from |1 a barrel to $2 a barrel,

and under the war-revenue law the brewers of the country to-day

are paying into the National Treasury over $75,000,000 of taxes

every year, and every penny of this, remember, comes out of the

pockets of the consumers—out of the pockets of the people who
drink beer. The brewers make the consumers pay the tax, and

the burden falls mostly on the toilers.

The war with Spain is over and has been concluded for some

time, yet the Republican party continues to levy on the people

of this country the enormous, exorbitant, and outrageous war

taxes. "When the Republican party passed the war-revenue bill

at the beginning of the Spanish-American war, and to carry on
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that war, it promised, through its representatives on the floor of

this House, that just so soon as the war was over the law increas-

ing the taxes of the people would be immediately repealed. You
have not repealed a single provision of the war-tax law, and, so

far as I know and so far as the people of the country now know,

you do not intend to repeal or to modify that enormous and unjust

war-tas law in any particular. Tax the people into prosperity is

one of the chief mottoes of the Republican party.

How long, I ask you now, in the name of all that is fair and

just, do you intend to continue the burdens of this exorbitant,

unnecessary, and outrageous war tax on the consumers, the tax-

payers, and the people of the country? That is the question for

you to answer, and that is the question the people intend to make

you answer in the next campaign.

Do you intend to keep up the war taxes forever, piling up the

people's money in the Treasury in order that your Standard Oil

Secretary can loan the money out again to the Administration's

pet national banks to charge the borrowers enormous rates of in-

terest, and thus robbing the people coming and robbing them

going? If that is the object, Iwould like to know it, and Ithink the

people who are paying the taxes andbearing the frightful burdens

of your imperialistic policy and expensive Governmentwould like

to have an answer to this very pertinent question. I pause for

your reply. You can not answer, and I feel confident no Repub-

lican will have the courage to stand up here and give the desired

information.

This bill is merelya little sop thrown to the brewers. You intend

it to keep them in good humor. You have heard from them and

you know they demand that the war taxes on beer be reduced to

$1 a barrel, as it was before the Spanish-American war began.

The brewers have sent several representative delegations here

asking for the repeal of the war tax, and they have filed hundreds

and thousands of petitions in favor of it. But if I Imow your in-

tentions, and if I am any judge of your policy, their mission has

been a failure, their work in vain, and the petitions have been

thrown in the wastebasket.

You do not intend to grant the brewers any relief and you do

not intend to repeal or to modify the war-tax law in any particu-
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lar. You are keeping it up, compelling the people to pay these

enormous taxes in time of peace, in order to carry out your ne-

farious schemes in the islands of the seas, in order to convince the

people that times are prosperous, in order to pile up in the Treas-

ury a great surplus, in order to maintain a large standing army,

and last but not least, in order to deceive the people and cover up

the deficiencies caused by the Dingley tarifE Isrw.

If it had not been for the Spanish-American war and this war-

tax law incident thereto there would be a deficit in the Treasury

to-day, caused by the failure of the Dingley tarifE law, of over a

hundred and fifty millions of dollars. You know that. There is

no doubt about it. For one, I stand here and tell you that the

people of this country demand a reduction of the war taxes; they

demand their immediate modification or their entire repeal. They

will not get it, however, from the Republican party. The people

of the country can rest assured of this. When the Republican

party once gets a tax on a thing it never takes it off. If the peo-

ple get any relief from the exorbitant war taxes they are now pay-

ing, it must come from and through the agency of the Democratic

party. The Democratic party will make this question an issue in

the coming campaign, and the people can determine the matter.

You will deceive no brewer in this country by the passage of

this bill. The brewers of the country know how the Republican

party has betrayed them. They have not forgotten your promises

in 1896, and I believe you will not get as much help from them in

the coming campaign as you did in the last. If the brewers re-

spond again to your cries for campaign funds, they ai"e more fool-

ish than I imagine and deserve to be robbed.

The war taxes the people are now compelled to pay to bolster

up the imperialistic schemes, the royal swagger, and the pluto-

cratic policy of the Republicans outrage American rights. In

my opinion the war taxes must be repealed, and the people who

are struggling under the unjust and oppressive burdens of extrav-

agant government, in the name of justice and common sense and

economy, must insist on their repeal. The poor people of the coun-

try pay mor« than three-quarters of all the nrar taxes.

The rich people practically escape with the payment of a very

small part of the taxes, and they refuse to contribute their just
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share of the expense of Government hy the payment of an incomo

tax.

Mr. Speaker, if it were in order, I would offer an amendment to

this bill to repeal all the war taxes; but as it is not in order under

the rules you have adopted, I content myself with voting for this

bill and at the same time entering against the exorbitant and out-

rageous war taxes the people are now paying my emphatic pro-

test. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

[Here the hammer fell.]
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SPEECH
OY

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

The House being in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8245) to regiilate the
trade of Puerto Eioo, and for other purposes—

Mr. SULZEE said:

Mr. Chairman: This bill is radically wrong in principle, against

common sense on its face, clearly contrary to the dictates of hu-

manity, and absolutely in violation of the letter and the spirit of

the Federal Constitution. It seeks to extend to a limited degree

the Dingley tarifiE law to the goods, wares, and merchandise of the

people of the island of Puerto Rico, which island is now, and for

some time past has been , a part of the territory of the United States.

It imposes a tariff tax on all merchandise coming into the United

States from Puerto Rico, and going into that island from the United

States, at a rate equal to 35 per cent of the duties collected on

merchandise imported into the United States from foreign coun-

tries; and further provides that duties collected in United States

ports npon manufactured goods from Puerto Rico shall be equal

in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax imposed by the

United States upon the same articles manufactured in the United

States, and in addition thereto 35 per cent of the duties now col-

lected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported from

foreign countries, and that duties c611eoted in the island upon

manufactured goods from the United States shall be equal to the

internal-revenue tax imposed in Puerto Rico upon articles manu-

factured therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent of the duties

now collected ty law upon like articles of merchandise imported

from foreign countries.

In my opinion this bill violates the traditional policy of the Gov-

ernment, strikes a cruel blow against a portion of the people of

our country, and makes a discrimination as unwise as it is inhuman
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and unjust. It is one of the most iniquitous bills ever introduced

in this House. I am unalterably opposed to this kind of legisla-

tion, and shall vote against this bill.

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman except the money bill?

Mr. SULZER. I said it was " one " of the most iniquitous bills

ever introduced, and I repeat it.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that is a stock phrase.

Mr. SULZER. That may be, but your legislation warrants it,

and the word is none too strong and, to my mind, can not be too

often used to fitly express your action here. You trample under

foot the Constitution, and you ride roughshod over the rights of

the people. The currency bill is an infamous financial job. This

bill is an infamous tariff job, and they are both inherently

iniquitous.

Now, Mr. Chairman, since the ratification of the treaty of peace

between Spain and the United States the island of Puerto Rico

has been and is now a part of the domain and territory of this

country, and the Constitution applies to it, and should apply to it,

just as much as it applies to the District of Columbia or the Ter-

ritory of Arizona. To contend otherwise is as preposterous as it

is untenable.

The people of Puerto Rico are citizens of the United States and

entitled to the same privileges, the same rights, and the same im-

munities under the Constitution that the people of any other State

or Territory are entitled to in the Federal Union. This bill com-

pelling the citizens of Puerto Rico to pay a tariS tax on their

goods, wares, and merchandise to and from this country is un-

warranted, unjustifiable, unpreeedented, un-American, and, in

my judgment, unconstitutional. In all our past history no polit-

ical party ever dared to attempt to pass a bill like this, a bill as

inhuman as it is unfair, a bill that discriminates by special legis-

lation against the people of one section of the country in regard

to impost taxes.

The Constitution regarding this matter is clear and plain. Sec-

tion 8 of Article I says in language that can not be misunder-

stood:

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts
and excises; * * * but all duties, imposts and excises sliall be uniform
throughout the United States.
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This provision of the Constitution lias been passed upon and in-

terpreted again and again by the United States Supreme Court,

and from the days of John Marshall down to the present time the

highest court in all our land has always held that the laying and

collecting of impost dutiesmust be uniform throughout the United

States.

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose and I have not the time to re-

view the authorities. I shall content myself by referring to a few

of the more important of them. John Marshall, in delivering the

opinion of the court in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake (5

Wheaton, page 319), said of the clause of the Constitution requir-

ing uniformity of duties, excises, and imposts throughout the

United States—the very clause involved in this bill:

The po^wer to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be eserciaed
and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term desig-

nate the whole or any part of the United States? Certainly this question can
admit of but one answer. It is the name given to our great Republic, which
is composed of States and Territories. The District of Columbia or the Ter-

ritory west of Missouri is not less within the United States than Maryland or
Pennsylvania, and it is not less necessary, on the principles of our Constitu-

tion, that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, duties, and excises shall bo
observed in the one than the other.

In the case of Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 198) the court

clearly considered the territory embraced in California as a part

of the United States within the meaning of this same clause of

the Constitution.

I am unable to find any support in judicial decisions for the

doctrine that the inhabitants of Territories have no constitutional

rights, but exist only by the will of Congress. On the other hand,

it has been repeatedly held by the Supreme Court that Congress

is bound by the restrictions of the Constitution in dealing with

Territories. The broadest construction I have been able to dis-

cover, given by any decision of the Supreme Court to the legisla-

tive power of Congress over Territories, is set forth in the Canter

case, and holds in effect that Congress possesses the powers of the

General Government and also the powers of a State legislatiire

unrestrained by a State constitution. This interpretation would

still leave Congress subject to those limitations which are impoied

by the Constitution upon both the national and the State govern-

ments. Since the National Government is required to observe

the rule of uniformity in levying duties, excises, and imposts, and
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the States are substantially prohibited from levying such taxes,

it follows that Congress has no power to tax thus unequally either

in its capacity as a national or a State legislature.

Daniel Webster spoke directly upon the very propoaition in-

volved in this bill. On the 33d of March, 1848, he said in the

United States Senate:

An arbitrary government may have territorial governments in distant

possessions- because an arbitrary government may rule its distant territories

by difterent laws and different systems. Russia may govern the Ukraine
and the Caucasus and Kamchatka by different codes or ukases. We can do
no such thing. They must be of us—part of us—or else estranged. I think I

see, then, in progress what is to disiBgure and deform the Constitution.
* * * I think I see a course adopted that Is likely to turn the Constitution

under which we live into a deformed monster—into a curse rather than a
blessing—into a great frame of unequal government, not founded on popular
representation, but founded in the grossest inequalities; and I think if it go
on, for there is a great danger that it will go on, that this Government will

be broken up.

Numerous recent decisions recognize the doctrine that Terri-

tories are infant States. Among them are the following:

In Weber against Harbor Commissioners (18 Wallace, 65) Jus-

tice Field said:

Although the title to the soil under tide waters of the bay was acquired
by the cession from Mexico equally with the title to the upland, they held it

only in trust for the future States.

And in Knight vs. United States Land Association (143 United

States, page 183) Justice Lamar said:

Upon the acquisition of the territory from Mexico the United States ac-

quired the title to the tide lands equally with the title to the upland, but
with respect to the former they held it only in trust for the future States
that might be erected out of such territory.

In Shively vs. Bowlby (153 United States, 48) Justice Gray re-

iterated the doctrine of Knight against United States and Weber
against Harbor Commissioners.

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the true theory is that the Con-

stitution applies to the entire domain of the United States, and

while the power of Congress over the Territories is plenary, this

term is only used in connection with the Territorial and munici-

pal government which must be conducted under the authority of

Congress. Congress thus poss3sses a power over the Territories

which it does not possess over the States; but so far as the Fed-

eral powers are concerned, they operate equally over the States
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and Territories and are to be exercised with regard to the prohi-

bitions and limitations of the Constitution.

This is stated in National- Bank vs. County of Yankton (101

U. S.), in which Chief Justice Waite, after stating that Territo-

ries are but political subdivisions of the outlying domain of the

United States, said, with reference to the organic law of a Terri-

tory:

It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities, but Congress is

supreme, and for the purposes of this department o£ its governmental au-
thority has all the powers of the people of the United States, except such as
have been expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the
Constitution.

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 162) the court says:

Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which
shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con-
stitution expressly forbids such legislation.

In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707) the court says:

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a
verdict as an essential feature of trialby jury in common-law cases. The act

of Congress could not impart thepower to change the constitutional rule and
could not be treated as attempting to do so.

In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346) Justice Harlan said:

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to the

right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the

United States is no longer an open question.

In Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S. , 15) the court says:

The people of the United States, as sovereign owners of the national Ter-

ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants, In the exer-

cise of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of

the United States, to whom all the powers of the Government over that sub-

ject have been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed

in the Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms.

Now, sir, it being conceded that Puerto Rico is a part of the

domain of the United States, and the Constitution enjoining that

all impost taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States,

it appears to me that this bill levying impost taxes of 35 per cent

of the Dingley tariff rates against the goods, wares, and merchan-

dise of the citizens of Puerto Rico is, and in the name of common

sense, justice, and humanity ought to be, unconstitutional, and if

the bill ever passes I trust, I hope, and I believe the courts will

declare it unconstitutional and absolutely null and void.

Mr. -RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr. SULZER. Yes; if it is not too long.
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Mr. BAY of New Yoi'k. I hold in my hand a 'book which con-

tains a decision ot the Supreme Court which overrules John

Marshall.

Mr. SULZER. Well, God forbid that you should ever overrule

him. [Laughter.] John Marshall was one of the greatest jurists

that ever sat on the bench of the United States Supreme Court,

and in this matter, with all due respect to my colleague from New
York and the book lie holds in his hand, I prefer to follow the

judgment of John Marshall.

Mr. RAY of New York. I am. surprised at the ignorance of gen-

tlemen on that side of the House, and some on this side, on this

question,

Mr. SULZER. Well, then, I will say that no one is surprised

at your knowledge of the law. [Laughter and applause.] And
to satisfy you I wiU now admit that you knov? more law than the

Supreme Court ever knew or ever will know.

Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment?

Mr. SULZER. Yes; certainly.

Mr. NEVILLE. If the Republican theory is correct, that the

foreigners pay the tax, how can the Republicans claim to be good

Samaritans and at the same time impose a tas on the Puerto

Eicans?

Mr. SULZER. That is an ethical question, and I respectfully

submit it to my good friend from New York [Mr. Payne]. But

let me tell you now that no Republican will answer it. [Laugh-

ter and applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, it is not often that I agree with the President.

In a political way we differ materially in regard to legislation

for the best interests of the people; but in regard to this legisla-

tion for Puerto Rico, if the President meant what he said in his

annual message to Congress, I agree with him. Let me read what

the President said to Congress regarding this matter at the begin-

ning of this session of Congress:

It is our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs tetween the Cnited States
and Puerto Eico and give her products free access to our markets.

This he said was necessary because the island-

had been denied the jirinoipal markets she had long enjoyed, and our tariffs

have been continued against her products as when she was under Spanish
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soTereignty, that the markets of Spain are closed to her proiliiotg except
upon terms to which the commerce of all nations is subjected. The island of
Cuha, which used to huy her cattle and tohacoo without customs duties, now
imposes i^iesame duties upon these products as from any other country en-
tering her ports. She has therefore lost her free intercourse with Spain and
Cuha without any compensating heneilts in this marlret. The markets of
the United States should be opened up to her products.

The Secretary of War in Ms anmial report uses the following

language:

The highest considerations of justice and good faith demandthat we should
not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity with
which the people of Puerto Elco so gladly transferred their allegiance to the
TJnited States, and that we should treat the interest of this people as our
own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between
Puerto Eioo and the United States be removed.

And as late as the 19th of January, the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee, Mr. Payne, declared by the introduction

of House bill 6883, for which the pending bill is offered as a sub-

Btitute, against the policy of this bill and in favor of free trade

between the United States and Puerto Eico.

Now, sir, I concur In the recommendations of the President ami

the Secretary of War, that it is our plain duty not toenactatariE

law against Puerto Rico, but give her products free access to our

markets; and that the dictates of humanity and the highest con-

siderations of justice and good faith demand that we should not

disappoint the confident expectations of the poor people of that

beautifulgem of the Antilles—Puerto Eico.

If this bill should pass, the President can not consistently sign

it, if he were honest and sincere in what he said in his message to

Congress.

The overwhelming sentiment of the American people is against

the passage of this bill, and in the face of that sentiment and the

President's recommendation to Congress I would like some Ee-

pnblican to explain to me and the country the reasons why the

Republican majority in this House are resorting to every con-

ceivable expedient to enact this outrageous and unjust measure

into law? [Applause on the Democratic side.]

When this Puerto Rico tariff bill was introduced, it abolished

all customs tariffs between that island and the United States; but

when it was reported by the chairman of the Ways and Means

Committee it raised a customs baixier of 25 per cent against the
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poor people of Puerto Rico. Why the change? Did the President

ask it? Did the Secretary of War ask it? Did thepeople of Puerto

Bico ask it? No; absolutely no! The people of the island of

Puerto Rico strenuously object and urgently protest against the

passage of this bill, and, so far as we are aware, the President has

not changed his mind, although we know from experience that

mind is like a weather vane, changing with every pufE of political

wind.

Why, then, was the change made? Well, it is said, and not de-

nied, that the majority of the Ways and Means Committee made

this change at the request of the sugar trust, the tobacco trust,

and the whisky trust. I believe this to be the truth about the

matter.

The agents of the trusts dictated this unjust discrimination

against the citizens of Puerto Rico, and seem to have more power

and more influence here than the American people. You dare not

disobey the trusts. They own and control the Republican party.

They are in the saddle and they are riding the Republican party

to destruction. They make you sneer at the will of the people;

they make you laugh at law and public opinion; they make you

violate the imperative injunctions of the Constittition in order to

obey their selfish dictates of sordid greed.

Now, sir, I wo aid like to ask my friend from New York [Mr.

Payne] , the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, what

he would do if the agents of the trusts should come here and de-

mand a tariff of 25 per cent against the goods and merchandise of

the people of New York, or the people of Illinois, or the people of

Oklahoma? Would he dare pass a bill laying tribute on the prod-

ucts of the people of those States? I think not. Would such a

bill be considered just or constitutional? I think not. And yet

would not such a bill be just as reasonable, just as sensible, and

just as constitutional as the bill now under consideration? I can

see no material difference.

The case seems to be analogous. As the Supreme Court has

said, all impost taxes must be uniform throughout the United

States, and to-day Puerto Rico is just as much a part of the

United States as Alaska or the District of Columbia. In my opin-

ion 'this proposition is incontrovertible, and this inhuman discrim-
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Ination against the poor people of Pnerto Eico is a Republican
outrage, an act of unparalleled injustice, a shameful protective-

tariff crime, and all done by the Republican party to please the

sugar trust, to placate the tobacco trust, and to paralyze the

struggling industries of Puerto Rico.

Pass this cruel, this heartless bill, and what will the 1,000,000

starving human beings in Pnerto Rico think of us? Will they not

wish they were back in Spain? Will it not be a just cause for con-

tinued complaint? And will they not cry out against the injus-

tice and truthfully say, in the words of the patriot fathers, "No
taxation without representation?" Spain would never treat one of

her colonies as we now propose to treat the poor Puerto Ricans.

What will the people down there think of our boasted civilization

and of our superior free institutions? What an object lesson to

the world this bill presents of Republican duplicity, Republican

injustice, and Republican subserviency to the sordid greed of the

monopolistic trusts.

The other day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gkostenoe] , the

spokesman of the Administration, said regarding this bill and the

islands which came to us by reason of the treaty of peace with

Spain:

We liave got tliem, and we are going to take care of them. "We are going
to make all the money out of the transaction we can.

That sums the whole question up in a single sentence. The

Republican party is going to make all the money out of the trans-

action it can. It is going to exploit the islands ceded to us by

Spain and make all the money out of them it can, This is not

expansion; it is imperialistic piracy—the meanest and most inhu-

man kind of robbery, because it not alone beggars the present

generation but entails woe and misery on millions yet unborn,

and does it all under the flag of the Republic and in the name of

freedom and justice, magnanimity and benevolent assimilation.

What an inspiring spectacle of false pretense and hypocrisy the

Republican party presents to-day in its unconstitutional march

to empire!

The citizens of Puerto Rico are an intelligent, honest, peaceable,

law-abiding people. Recently they were visited by a frightful

hurricane which did great damage to the property of the island,
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and they are now poor and sorely distressed. We should, if we

are true to ourselves, give to them instead of taking from them.

Governor-General Davis, in his last report to the War Depart-

ment, said:

I regard free trade between Puerto Rico and the United States as a neces-

sity.

Pass this bill to loot them, and in all the years to come what will

they think of us? The Republican party has deprived them of self-

government and given them a military government. They have

no representation here. Under Spanish rule they were represented

by twelve representatives and four senators in the Spanish

Cortes. They had their own local legislature and absolute home

rule. Why, under the circumstances, I ask, in the name of all

that is fair and just and decent, should we now tax them and rob

them of the little they have? Have we made their condition bet-

ter or worse?

Have we liberated them from monarchical tyranny only to en-

slave them in industrial oppression? The poor people of Puerto

Rico will speak, and the great heart of the Republic will answer

and respond in the coming campaign. The American people will

never repeat in the dying year of the nineteenth century the

crimes and the blunders of George the Third in the closing years

of the eighteenth century. We have not forgotten our past. The

spirit of 1776 still lives, and the American people will ere long

again vindicate the immortal principles enunciated in the Declara-

tion of Independence. In the sisterhood of States there must be

no stepclaughters. The flag we all love must not be used as a

cloak to rob and oppress our fellow-citizens at the dictation of the

trusts" and to bolster up the falling Republican protective tariff

fallacy.

Mr. Chairman, I speak earnestly on this subject. My sympathy

is with the struggling citizens of Puerto Rico. I want to extend

to them the right hand of fellowship, and under the folds of the

American flag and by virtue of the law of the land welcome them

into the Federal Union. I want to help them, and not injure

them. I want to save them, and not destroy them. I want them

to love the Union, not hate us and despise our institutions.

I want to keep faith with them and do unto them as we would
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that otters should do unto us. The act you do to-day is a crim-

inal act of Republican spoliation, and the consequences will be

more far-reaching and more destructive than you now imagine.

It is another step in your mad march toward imperialism and the

subversion of our free institutions, t protest against it with all

the emphasis I can command, and I solemnly warn my country-

men that the day is not far distant when the Republic will be de-

stroyed if the wrongs and the usurpations of the Republican

party are allowed to go unheeded, unchecked, and unrebuked.

The manhood of this country must speak out, the great con-

science of America must find voice, the citizenship of the Repub-

lic must assert itself, ere it be too late and ere all is lost. Let us

be honest, let us be fair, let us be just, let us be true to our past,

true to ourselves, and it will follow like the night the day we can

not then be false to any citizen in all the broad domain of our

great and glorious Republic.

In the contest which is now on between the Republic and the

empire I take my stand with the people against empire and in

favor of the perpetuity of the Republic. Ours is the great Re-

public, the beacon light of the world, the refuge of the oppressed

of every clime, the home for the downtrodden of every land, and

it is incumbent and a sacred and imperative duty on those who

are here and enjoying the inestimable blessings of our free insti-

tutions to see to it that the Government of Jefferson, of Jackson,

and of Lincoln does not perish fropi the earth. [Loud applause on

the Democratic side.]
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BRITISH FORTIFICATIONS ON PACIFIC COAST.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on

Military Affairs to report back a resolution with the recommen-

dation that it lie upon the table.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Chairman of the

Committee on Military Affairs, submits from that committee the

following privileged report, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Eesolved, That tlie Secretary of War is hereby directed to inform the
HoiTSe of Representatives as early as possible what fortifications Great
Britain is erecting, constructing, and completing along the northern frontier

of the United States, especially at Puget Sound and other places on the Pa-
cific Ocean contiguous to the State of Washington and the district of Alaska.

Mr. HULL. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the committee.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House resolu-

tion 175, report the same back to the House, with the recommendation that

the resolution be laid upon the table.

Indorsements 1 and 2 of the report of the War Department on this resolu-

tion are herewith submitted and made a part of this report.

Mr. HULL. I call for the reading of those two indorsements of

the War Department, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

[First indorsement.]

Adjutant-General's Office, Washington, March SO, 1900.

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War.
The information the Department possesses in this and like cases has always

been held to be confidential, and for good and sufficient reasons has not been

made public. It is remarked, however, that Great Britain, so far as the

Department is informed, is in no instance erecting fortifications tresijassing

upon our rights.

H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General.
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[Second indorsement.]

War Department, March SO, 1900.

Respectfully returned to Hon. J. A. T. Hull, chairman Committee on
Military Affairs, House of Eepresentatives, inviting attention to the fore-

going report of the Adjutant-General of the Army.
G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, Acting Secretary of War.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the question is on adopting the re-

port of the committee, that the resolution be laid upon the table.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are we to have no debate, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. SULZER. I should like to have twenty minutes on a side.

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay upon the table is not debat-

able.

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent

for twenty minutes on a side. This is an important matter;

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker; I object.

Mr. RICHARDSOK; Then, on the motion to lay on the table,

we demand theryeas and nays.

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman object to giving me five

minutes? I want to explain this resolution to the House.

Mr. HULL. No; I will not object to your havingfive minuteSj

if the House wants-to hear you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fromNew York [Mr. Sulzer]

asks unanimous consent to be heard for five minutes upon the

report. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sulzer]

is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was introduced by

me in good faith and at the suggestion of patriotic people who
have more concern about American rights than they have about

British interests. Thei-e is a popular demand for the information

called for in this resolution and the War Department should fur-

nish it to this House, in order that we may be thoroughly in-

formed of the extent of Great Britain's operations on our northern,

frontier.

There is nothing in the resolution which calls for secret inforr

mation, and the answer of the Adjutant-General.and the Acting

Secretary of War in that regard.is absolutely untenable. All this

4243



resolution does is to ask for such- information, not incompatible

with the public interest, as the War Department possesses regard-

ing the erection, construetion, and completion of British fortifica-

tions on Puget Sound and places contiguous to the State of Wash-
ington and the district of Alaska. There is no reason why we
should not have, this information from the War Department, and

no one on the Republican side of the House has been able to give

any good reason for this adverse report.

It is very strange to me that the Eepublicans, and especially

those on the Committee on Military Affairs, are so sensitive in

regard to this resolution, particularly that part of it which refers

to Great Britain.

That part of the report of the Adjutant-General to the effect

that Great Britain is not infringing on our rights is ridiculous in

view of all that is transpiring to-day and which is pretty generally

known by the people of this country.

We contend, sir, and the facts Justify it, that while Great Brit-

aiuis pretending to be our friend and is lulling to sleep the Ad-

ministration, she is secretly and stealthily erecting great fortifi-

cations all along our northern frontier that can only mean one

thing.

These great, fortifications are not being erected because of Eng-

land's love for America. They are being erected in order to take

advantage of us when we least expect it. That is the truth

about it.

Great Britains fortifications at Puget Soiind and along our

northern frontier menace our Republic, and on the shortest possi-

ble notice she will be iu a position to destroy the property of our

people and lay waste our towns and cities.

It seems to me that the Republican Administration is being

humbugged by the ministry of Great Britain. To-day it appears

that Congress can not do anything, and does not do anything,

without the consent and the approval of Great Britain. Every-

thing the Administration does is apparently dictated from Down-

ing street. England never was and never will be our friend. Aa

Jefferson said, she .will never be our friend until we are her

master.

This resolution was adversely reported from the Committee on
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Military Affairs by a strict party vote. Every Democrat voted

in favor of the resolution and every Republican voted against it.

It is novt' before this House, and we intend to get the sense of the

House by a roll call to ascertain who are the friends of America

and who are the friends of Great Britain. The roll call will be a

straw showing which way the political wind is blowing.

This resolution should have been reported favorably, and it

should be passed by this House. It is important that every mem-

ber have the information called for in order to intelligently vote

on the military-fortifications bill which was reported a few days

ago by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] .

I trust the members of this House will rise above party spirit

and vote in favor of American rights against British interests.

The fact that this resolution has been reported adversely, if now
sustained, will be evidence to the country that Great Britain has

more influence here than the American people. There is a feel-

ing abroad in this land, I regret to say, that the Administration

has absolutely, abjectly, and ignominiously surrendered to Great

Britain, and that British interests are now paramount to Ameri-

can rights.

The Administration has sacrificed American rights to British

interests in Alaska. It has sacrificed American rights to Great

"Britain in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty regarding the Nicaragua

Canal. Great Britain, it seems, dominates the policy of this weak,

wobbling, un-American Administration, not only here but else-

where, and is now seeking to entangle us with her European,

African, and Asiatic troubles.

The Administration has aided and helped Great Britain in every

way in its power to crush and destroy our two brave iittle sister

Republics in South Africa. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

In fact sir, if it had not been for the undue, collusive, and unfor-

tunate haste of Secretary Hay, after consultation, no doubt, with

Lord Pauncefote, and after being told what to do by Downing

street, regarding mediation in the South African war, there would

have been a concert of European powers offering mediation,

demanding a cessation of war, and insisting on peace with the inde-

pendence of the two Republics in South Africa.

It is high time, in my judgment, for some one who believes in
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American rights, who belieyes in American principles, and who
believes in and glories in our history of the past to stand up here

and tell the truth regarding the humiliating surrender of American

rights to British interests by this pro-Knglish Administration.

We will get a vote on this resolution and we will see, and the

people of this country will see, who are in favor of America and

who are in favor of Great Britain, who are in favor of the Repub-

lic and who are in favor of the Empu-e. [Loud applause on the

Democratic side.l

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The

question is on agreeing to the report.

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the

ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SULZER. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 83.

Mr. SULZER and Mr. RICHARDSON. The yeas and nays,

Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 98,

answered "present " 28, not voting 116.
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SPEECH
OP

EON. WILLIAM SULZEE,

Thp House being in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

Union on the bill making appropriations tor the Army-

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: Since the commencement of this- session of
Congress several resolutions expressing sympathy with the South
African patriots have been introduced in this House by myself
and other members. The Speaker has referred these resolutions
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and, although ample time
has elapsed, that committee has taken, so far as we know, no
action, and apparently does not intend to take any action in re-
gard to the same.
For that reason, and lest a more favorable opportunity shall

not be available, I desire at this time to express and to place on
record my condemnation of the unjust, the inhuman, the preda-
tory, the cruel, and the barbarous war the Empire of Great Britain
is ruthlessly and relentlessly conducting in South Africa to destroy
and exterminate two brave little republics, sisters of our own,
and as free and as independent as this Republic.
Mr. Chairman, the patriotic people of this country take a deep

and an abiding interest in the life and death struggle between re-
public and empire now going on in South Africa. As an Amer-
ican citizen and a Bepresentative in this Congress, I am not
ashamed to have it known that my sympathy is now.'always has
been, and always will be with the heroic Boers in their magnifi-
cent struggle to maintain their freedom and their independence
against the piracy of the corrupt oligarchy now controlling the
policy of the British Empire.
I am with the Boers and I want to see them maintain their in-

dependence because they are right and because they are free and
deserve to be free. In a contest between liberty and monarchy I
want to see liberty win.
The cause of the patriots of South Africa is a just cause. No

one who impartially reads history can honestly dispute it. They
"

are defending their homes and repelling a tyrannical and a re-
morseless invader. England's attempt to steal their country is
the outrage of the century, the culminating atrocity of criminal
British aggression, and should be condemned by this EeiDublic
and by the Christian powers of the world.

i' ^

In my judgment, if I mistake not public opinion, nine-tenths of
the American people are against England in this bloody war ofconquest for sordid gain and in sympathy with the Boers. The
best thought of England condemns the conflict, and the awaken-
ing conscience of the British Empire demands peace with honorm the name of humanity, Christianity, and civilization.
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1776 the patriot fathers of tuis Repubiic fougiit England to

S^f.P'^^^^^ePB^^ence. The South African patriots to day are

is the only dflSenTe!"
^^ *° maintain their independence. That

„-hM^^ ""^^fP °i *^^ ^°^^'^ ^° *^^ f^ce of tremendous odds has
«l4^nff

^^"^ *^® admiration of mankind, and their heroism againSa most msurmountable obstacles has won the respect of the civ-ilized world. They are entitled to our sympathy and we would
?hPr,f'^T^

ourselves and to all our history if we did not giv^it othem. The sacrifices they have thus far made and the gallantryheroism and bravery they have exhibited are unequaled and un-
paralleled in the history of the world.
The story of the struggles, the hardships, the trials, and thetriumphs ot these brave people in South Africa is one of the sad-

dest and one of the greatest pages in all history-an Imperishable
heritage to every lover of liberty, and to their hardy and valor-

m.^^^^^^'^i^ i""
incentive to maintain their freedom, that can

In regard to all the facts of the case there may be some honestdifference of opimoii; but if there is it is bWrl t ^oiTo
'^°?®^*

large extent on misinformation or a licl ol Wiedgl oHil'^hecircumstances. English agencies have been sedulously at workfor some time unceasingly disseminating misinformation il regard to the Boers and the true situation in South Atrica T Vt ^<.
ask you all to search out the truth ere you pass iudemCTt n« nl
brave republicans of South Africa.,

"^ J^agment on the

Let us briefly review the situation. We must not rely too much
on the colored, the doctored, and the censored British reports
from English sources in Cape Colony. England is now and al-
ways has been unscrupulous. In a war like this—a war against
humanity—she has little regard for truth.
In South Africa there are two free and independent countries

one called the "South African Republic," the other called the
"Orange Free State." They are duly organized Governments,
republican in form, patterned to a great extent after our own, and
recognized as free and independent throughout the world. As a
matter of law and as a matter of fact, England has no more right
to meddle with them or to interfere in their internal affairs than
she has to meddle with Mexico or interfere in the internal affairs

of the United States. These States are now and have been ever
since the convention of 1884 free and Independent States. There
can be no controversy about this.

These brave South African patriots are a good deal like the
patriots of our own Revolution. They love their homes, their
freedom, and their liberty. They come from good old Saxon an-
cestors from the north of Europe. They love free institutions,

the same^s we do, for the sake of personal liberty. It comes to
them naturally and by inheritance. Their love of liberty is not
of a day or of a year, but of centuries.

They are a brave, a fearless, a patriotic, a liberty-loving, and a
God-fearing people. Many years ago their ancestors emigrated •

from Holland, from France, and from other places in the north
of Europe to Cape Colony in order to live under free institutions,
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enjoy the blessings of liberty, and worship their Maker according
to the dictates of their own conscience.
The Puritan, the Hollander, the Irishman, the German, and the

Cavalier came to this country for the same reason and for the
same purpose.
These sturdy immigrants and their heroic descendants carved

out unaided and alone their own destiny in the wilds of the Dark
Continent amid unspeakable hardships and privations and gave to
the world a civilization as good as our own. For a century and
more, in sunshine and in storm, these brave people toiled and
plodded on, and they builded, like the fathers of this Republic,
better than they knew. Surrounded by savages, harassed by
wild beasts, visited by famine and scourged by disease, in all the
long weary and dreary years they never -lost hope; they prayed to
God and never despaired.
They are a simple Christian people, as honest as they are brave.

They redeemed the wilderness, turned the desert wastes into sweep-
ing fields of grain, made the jungle blossom and bloom like arose,
and dotted the hills with villages and towns. Notwithstanding
all they had to contend with, they grew, they prospered, and they
were happy until perfidious Albion came. From that day to this
England has made cruel war on the Boers. She has repeatedly
robbed them of their lives, their property, and their lands.
But the spirit of their love of liberty has never been broken.

You can not conquer a brave people inspired by the love of freedom
and battling on their own soil for their homes and their liberties.

They will never surrender their principles. They will resist op-
pression and tyranny until they are exterminated by overwhelm-
ing and superior force. They know, like Patrick Henry, that
resistance to tyrants is obedience to God. Their love of liberty
is stronger and more tenacious than their love of life. Their his-

tory is an epic poem of one long heroic struggle against English
greed, English tyranny, and English oppression.
These brave Boers are now fighting, perhaps for the last time,

for republicanism against monarchy; for democracy against plu-
tocracy; for home rule against the bayonet; for the ballot against
the throne; for the love of home against the love of gold; for
Saxon freedom against British tyranny; for the integrity of their
country against a ruthless invader; for the schoolhouse against
the army barracks; for religious freedom against foreign domina-
tion; for the fireside of civilization against the blazing torch of
devastation; for free institutions against imperialism; and, above
all and beyond all, they are fighting a battle for the rights of man.
God grant that their liberties and their independence shall not be
destroyed.
When we consider it all, how true seem the words of Lowell;

Truth forever on the scaffold, Wrong forever on the throne;
Yet that scaffold sways the future, and hehind the dim unknown
Staudeth God within the shadow, keeping watch upon His own.

To-day in South Africa Truth is on the scaffold and in England
Wrong is on the throne.
The absolute independence of the South African Republic was

finally recognized by Great Britain in 1884:, and ever since then it

has been as free and as independent as our own great Republic.
Prior to the year 1884 these brave and fearless men and their

ancestors had struggled and struggled for a century and more to
establish what they now possess and what they are at present so



gallantly fighting- to maintain—a free and independent govern-
ment of their own. Once, twice, three times has England vio-
lated her solemn pledge to them and trespassed on their sacred
rights. She saw wliat they had wrought, and her greedy sons
coveted it. The Boers were compelled by English greed and

' tjrranny and power to move farther and farther inland. When-
ever they thought they were secure and had the right to enjoy the
hlessings of liberty and self-government, England encroached on
their domain, waged pitiless and savage war against them, and
drove them farther and farther from the sea.

To their credit and their glory, however, be it said that every
encroachment on their land, their rights, and their liberties has
been manfully and stubbornly resisted. They were forced to
move on, but they never gave up their freedom; they never sur-
rendered their independence.
Prior to the present conflict Majuba Hill marks the place of the

last contest with Gi'eat Britain of these valorous people for their
homes and their firesides. Majuba Hill! Forever glorious in the
annals of the South African Republic's struggle to maintain its

independence. Majuba Hill to them is the same as Bunker Hill
to us, and both will live in historyto the end of time as an inspira-

tion to man.
After this disastrous blow to British arms the convention of 1884

was entered into, and all other and prior treaties were annulled.
By this treaty the South African Republic became free and inde-
pendent and took its place among the nations of the world. And
Lord Derby, then secretary of state for the colonies and a very
different man from Joseph Chamberlain, distinctly stated in Par-
liament that the South African Republic was independent and free

to govern itself. The question of England's paramountcy in
South Africa was not mentioned, and never a word was said about
British "suzerainty."
That great English statesman, friend of the Boers, friend of lib-

erty and of Irish home rule, William E. Gladstone, said the word
"suzerainty" was dropped on purpose.
Even as late as May, 1896, after the Jameson raid, Mr. Chamber-

lain said in the House of Commons:
A war in Soutli Africa would be one of the most serious wars that could

possibly be waged. It would be a long war, a bitter war, and a costly war.
It would leave behind it the embers of a strife which I believe generations
would hardly be long enough to extinguish. To go to war with President
Krugerin order to enforceuponhim reforms in the internal affairs of his State,
in which secretaries of state, standing in this place, have repudiated all right
of interference—that would be a course of action as immoral as it would have
been unwise.

Now, sir, I say, from the record, that it must be clear and plain

to everyone who has reviewed the question from an English as
well as a Boer standpoint that the South African Republic is and
was since 1884 a sovereign and independent State. In proof of

this I cite the additional fact that it was admitted to the Inter-

national Postal Union, that it was a member of the Convention of

Geneva, and that our own Government and all the other powers
recognized it and appointed to it consuls. The United States

consul at Pretoria to-day is acting in that capacity, not only for

us but for Great Britain as well.

Under all the circumstances, it seems to me England is now pre-

cluded from raising the question of the independence of the South
African Republic. For England to raise this contention at this
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late day is a mere flimsy pretext, an afterthought of Cecil Rhodes
and Joseph Chamberlain, and constitutes a blunder worse than a
crime.
The question of suzerainty wasnot raised at first in the differences

with the South African Republic. There never would have been
trouble if gold had not been discovered in the land. The richfind

of gold there is at the bottom of it all. Love of gold is the cause
of this cruel Anglo-African war.

Cecil Rhodes, the most daring and colossal grabber and manipu-
lator of the century, coveted the Boers' golden land. He wanted
it for his English chartered syndicate. He and Chamberlain insti-

gated the Jameson raid, and Chamberlain repudiated it when the
Boers made it a miserable failure. Cecil Rhodes plotted and
planned against the Boers. He stirred up dissension among the
people at Pretoria; he conspired in South Africa and in Europe to
overthrow the Republics. He is the power behind the British
ministry in this war, and Chamberlain is now, and always has
been, his willing tool.

This conflict should be called Cecil Rhodes's war for gold and
conquest in South Africa. He is responsible for all the woe, all

the sorrow, all the despair, and all the misery this war has caused.
He is the Pizarro of the nineteenth century.
Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Rhodes began the present trouble by

taking up the alleged grievances of the English aliens or uitland-
ers in South Africa. Mr. Chamberlain practically demanded they
be enfranchised without abjuring or renouncing their allegiance
to the British Crown. This proposition is, and was, preposterous.
No government on earth would submit to it.

If the English aliens in the Transvaal wanted to become citizens
of the Boer Republic, they had to comply with the law, just the
same as English aliens in this country, in order to become citi-

zens of the United States, must comply with our law and renounce
forever their allegiance to the British Crown. The law there re-

garding naturalization is just about the same as the law here.
If anything, it is more liberal.

But be these grievances of the foreigners in the South African
Republic regarding franchise, taxation, and representation just or
unjust, reasonable' or unreasonable, it was no cause for this san-
guinary war. As a matter of fact, however, the South African
Republic was willing to comply with every request of the English
Government regarding the franchise and all other alleged griev-
ances of the uitlanders.

I think it can be safely stated that the Boers were willing to ar-
bitrate all questions of difference between the two Governments;
but England declined and began a systematic concentration of
English troops on their frontier, which in itself constituted a prac-
tical declaration of war against them.
And, sir, let me say right here that if the friends and sympa-

thizers of England urge as a reason for British interference and
as a justification of this war the alleged grievances of the uitland-
ers in regard to the franchise, taxation, and representation in the
Transvaal, the fi-iends and sympathizers of the Boers answer that
England's rules, laws, and regulations regarding American aliens
in the British Klondike are more severe, more grievous, and
more burdensome. And yet does anyone here urge a war with
England on account of the grievances of American miners in
the British Klondike?
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From all the facts and circumstances in the case, Iam convinced
and clearly of the opinion that England has no right to interfere
in the internal aflEairs of the Boers. Her pretexts for doing so are
untenable, and her entire course in the matter has beeii selfish,

cruel, unjustifiable, and dishono/iible.
The war she is waging against them to-day is the most crimi-

nal, the most defenseless, and the most predatory war in all his-

tory. The Boers at all times were willing to concede everj' fair

and just demand England made. Nothing would satisfy Rhodes
and Chamberlain. They wanted the land of the Boers because it

contained gold, and all the other incidental demands were merely
pretexts. As soon as one was conceded, another and a harder one
was made.
The truth is, and history will so record it, that England wanted

the control of this country because it is the richest in gold in the
world. England always puts in a claim where gold is found.
England is now, and always has been, the aggressor against the

Boers. The concentration of British troops on the frontier of the
Orange Free State and the South African Republic was a virtual
declaration of war. England forced the war. England began it.

The Boers jrielded everything but independence to satisfy England.
If the Boers had not struck for their rights, their firesides, and
their independence when they did and as they did, they would
have been overwhelmed by superior British forces before they
could have struck a blow and resistance would have been useless.

They were right in sti iking when they did.

I glory in the spunk of grand old Paul Kruger. He is one of
the world's great heroes. He knew only too well how dangerous
was delay, and everything that has occurred since he issued his

defiant ultimatum to the British Crown has demonstrated his

wisdom and his foresight. He is a grand old man, one of the
world's immortals, and will always stand out on the pages of his-

tory as a friend of man, a lover of liberty, and a champion of
freedom.
The ultimatum he issued to England rang round the globe, and

will live in the world's history.

The Boers will never surrender their love of liberty. They can
only be conquered by being exterminated, and England must not
be permitted to exterminate them and steal their homes. Her
criminal march of devastation must and will be checked.
America should do its duty. The great Republic, the beacon

light of the world, in the name of liberty, humanity, and justice,

must demand peace and make that demand good. We have the
right to insist on peace with honor. We have the right to express
our sympathy. We have the right to aid the Red Cross Society.

International law gives us these rights, and we should exercise

them. Why are we silent?

We sympathized with Poland, with Hungary, with Greece, with
all the South American Republics, with Armenia, and with Cuba
in their struggles for freedom. Many we helped. Why, I ask, in
the name of all that is just and honorable, in the name of our
glorious past, should we now refuse to lend our moral support,

our sympathy, and our aid to the patriots of South Africa? Is the

great light of the Republic going out? Is American sentiment
dead?
A republic that has sunk so low that it glories in the dovrnfall

of a sister republic is in danger of destruction itself. A republic
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that refuses sympathy to a sister republic struggling to maintain
its independence against monarchical agression is unworthy the
name and in danger of monarchy itself. A republic that will se-
cretly aid a monarchy to destroy a republic and blot out its free
institutions is a republic rotten to the core, and will soon fall like
a decayed tree on the banks of a turbulent stream to be swept
away forever.
Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the defeat of the Boers will be

the severest blow to republican institutions that has been struck
in more than a century, and every friend of liberty the world
over should fervently pray that Oom Paul may be successful.
How patriotic citizens of this country can sympathize with Great
Britain In this cruel, unjust, and unholy war against our two
sister Republics is beyond my comprehension. Their defeat will
be a terrible blow to free institutions on this hemisphere, and give
thrones and empires a renewed lease of life at the very dawn of
the twentieth century.
The Committee on Foreign Affairs, this Republican Congress,

and this pro-English Administration of William McKinley will
do nothing for liberty, nothing for the Boers, and secretly sympa-
thize with Great Britain. Every liberty-loving citizen of the Re-
public should denounce and condemn these pro-English and im-
perialistic tendencies. This Republic should stand by republics—
not against them. I want to see the right triumph, and if it does
the Boers will maintain the independence of their country.
God bless the embattled farmers of South Africa is my fervent

prayer, and from the ashes of the conflictmay there arise a greater
and a grander republic—the glorious United States of South
Africa. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side,]
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SPEECHES
OP

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

GOVEBNMENT FOR THE TERRITOEY OF HAWAII.

Wednesday, April 4, WOO.
The House being in CDmmittee of the Whole House on the state of the

Union, and having under considaration the bill (S. iS) to provide a govern-
ment for the Territory of Hawaii-
Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: This bill is intended to give a stable civil gov-
ernment to the Hawaiian Islands, and is entitled "An act to pro-
vide a government for the Territory of Hawaii." Owing to the
fact that nearly all my time for the past few weeks has been taken
up by the investigation of the Idaho mining troubles now pending
before the Military Affairs Committee, of which I am a member,
I frankly confess that I have not had an opportunity to give this
bill the study and the attention the importance of the subject
under consideration deserves. From a superficial reading of the
report submitted by the committee, and from a hasty analysis of
the provisions of the bill, I believe, however, I can safely say that
the bill now before the House is far from perfect and can be, and
ought to be, materially improved by amendment.

I am informed that a number of amendments \vill be offered, and
I indulge the hope that before the bill becomes a law the objec-
tionable features it now contains will be eliminated and that the
bill will be as nearly perfect as we can make it at the present
time. These amendm?nts should be adopted; and if they are, I
trust this bill will pass.
Ever since the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United

States I have favored granting to our fellow-citizens there the
very best form of Territorial government it is possible for Con-
gress to devise. They deserve it; they are entitled to it; and
Congress should have vouchsafed them this important right long
ere this. I favored and voted for the annexation of the Hawaiian
Islands, and I gave my reasons for doing so at that time. I am
now, and always have been, anxious to give the people there the
best and the most liberal kind of Territorial government.
There is imperative need of early enactment of an organic act

for the government of the Territory of Hawaii.
The joint resolution of July 7, 1898, providing for the annexa-

tion of the Hawaiian Islands, declares that the Hawaiian munici-
pal laws not contrary to the United States Constitution or incon-
sistent with the terms of that resolution remain in force until
Congress enact laws. It was undoubtedly expected then that a
Territorial act would soon be passed, and a bill was introduced
in each House of the Fifty-fifth Congress. But other matters of
great national importance so occupied the time and attention of
Congress that the bill was not passed,
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Meanwhile it has become apparent that there is much doubt of
the extent of the power granted to the local government of Hawaii
by the provisions of the joint resolution, and in many important
respects it has created something like an interregnum.
Many doubtful questions of admiralty and maritime jurisdic-

tion have arisen, as well as of criminal procedure, rendering it

uncertain whether there is now any tribunal for the decision of
important questions affecting property and any existing method
by which criminals may be indicted or legal juries impaneled for
their trial.

In anticipation of Congressional action, the election to fill va-
cancies in the Hawaiian senate was not held last year, and there
is, therefore, no legislative power for appropriating money for
public purposes.
There is also grave doubt concerning the power of the Hawaiian

government to grant franchises for industrial and commercial
enterprises, or for railways which have been projected, and the
Attorney-General of the United States has decided that the Ha-
waiian government has no power to grant or lease any of the pub-
lic lands for homesteads or for any purpose, notwithstanding the
fact that the treaty of annexation declared that the proceeds and
revenues of such lands should be devoted to the benefit of the in-
habitants of Hawaii.
In many respects the business aflfairsof the Territory are brought

to a standstill. Many Americans have bought government land
since annexation, on which they have built residences and planted
crops, but their land titles are now in dispute and can not be set-
tled until the passage of this bill.

Meanwhile Americans can not settle in Hawaii on homesteads
or land bought from the government, and a very desirable class
of citizens is thereby shut out of this new Territory. The local
government is unable even to make public roads over any part of
the public domain of Hawaii, or carry out plans based on legisla-
tion prior to annexation for widening and straightening the streets
of Honolulu,
The presence in that city of the bubonic plague is calling for

drastic measures by the Hawaiian authorities, involving the ex-
penditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars. In order to pro-
vide for these expenditures, and to compensate the owners of
buildings which have been burned in the effort to suppress the
pestilence, it is proper and just that a Territorial legislature be
provided by Congress with no unnecessary delay.
Since the adoption of the resolution of annexation large num-

bers of Japanese contract laborers have been brought into the
islands, and delay in extending the laws of the United States to
them will be taken advantage of to increase the number.
This bill proposes a Territorial government for the Hawaiian

Islands similar to that of the later Territories of the United
States—a governor, a secretary, both appointed by the President;
a treasurer, attorney-general, commissioner of public lands, com-
missioner of agriculture and forestry, superintendent of public
works, superintendent of public instruction, auditor and deputy
auditor, surveyor, and high sheriff, appointed by the governor.A legislature is provided, consisting of a senate and house of
representatives, elected by the people. The Territory is to be rep-
resented by a Delegate in Congress. The Territory is made a ju-
dicial district of the United States, with a district court havina.



in addition, the jurisdiction of circuit courts, with a district
judge, district attorney, and a marshal of the United States, ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the consent of the Senate
of the United States.
The judicial power of the Territory is vested in a supreme court

and in inferior courts to be established by the legislature. The
laws of the United States locally applicable are extended over the
new Territory, and the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the
Constitution or laws of the United States are continued in force.
The Territory is made a customs and revenue district and be-
comes subject to the tarifE laws of the United States.

It needs no argument, it seems to me, to convince that if it be
possible to give to the Hawa-ian Islands a government like that of
the United States Territories—a government which has met the
approval of Congress and the American people since the Constitu-
tion was adopted and has proved itself adapted to the needs of a
free and progressive people—it is desirable to do so.

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that there are many difficult prob-
lems to be solved regarding this legislation and that it will neces-
sarily contain many errors and omissions; but, sir, I feel confident
the citizens of the Hawaiian Islands will be able ultimately to
solve the problems, and whatever defects this bill contains will
soon be discovered when the law goes into operation, and time
and experience and subsequent legislation will correct and remedy
them. The all-important thing for us to do now, and do promptly,
is to give the people of the Hawaiian Islands Territorial govern-
ment, and the best, the freest, and the most liberal Territorial
government the combined wisdom and judgment of Congress can
devise. I am in favor of home rule and absolute local self-

government for our TeiTitories.
And, sir, 1 desire to say in this connection that what we do for

the people of the Territory of Hawaii we should also do for the
people of the Territory of Puerto Rico. There should be no salt-

ish distinction—no sordid discrimination. A citizen of Hawaii
is a citizen of the United States and a citizen of Puerto Rico is

a citizen of the United States just as much as a citizen of the
District of Columbia or a citizen of the State of New York; they
are all citizens of the great Republic, free and independent, and
under the dome of the Union sky, protected by the flag of our
country, they are entitled to all the rights, to all the benefits, to
all the privileges, and to all the immunities of the Federal Con-
stitution. This is our plain duty, the imperative mandate of the
hour, and for anyone or any party to seriously contend to the
contrary is preposterous and in the end will be as unwise as it is

unjust, as inhuman as it is indefensible, and as un-American as
it is unconstitutional.
Any departure, in my judgment, by Congress from the well-

settled, the successful, the time-honored, and the constitutional
policy of the Republic regarding the government of our territorial

possessions will be fraught with much danger to our free institu-

tions and will be a step forward in the contemplated programme of
imperialism. I am opposed to any plan or any policy repugnant to

or in any way antagonistic to the fundamental principles of our
national existence. The Constitution is my guide, and the Decla-
ration of Independence the lamp that illumines my path. I am
opposed to injustice, to militarism, to imperialism, and to indus-
trial slavery here or anywhere else, at home or in our islands of
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thesea; and -wherever our flagfloats, in the Pacific or in theAtlan-

tic, in the States or in the Territories, I want the Constitution to

be there, guaranteeing to every human being liberty, equality,

justice, and every right of an American citizen. [Applause on
^"1t fi T)pmO(TH tif* SXQ6 I

Mr. Chairman, this is all I desire to say at this time regarding

the provisions of this bill. I shall vote for the amendments, and
if they be adopted, I shall vote for this bill. But in connection
with my remarks on this matter and some remarks Imade a short

time ago I wish to print in the Recoed some data in relation

thereto that may be of interest to^some of the thinking people of

this country.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi-om New York [Mr. SUL-

zer] asks imanimouB consent to print in the Becoed some data
in connection with his remarks. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

HON. W. J. BBTAN ON IMPEBTATJSM—JEEFERSON VS. nrPBIMAI.ISM.

The advocates of imperialism have sought to support their position hy ap-
f)ealiDg to the authority of Jefferson. Of all the statesmen who have ever
ived Jefferson was the one most hostile to the doctrines embodied in the
demand for a European colonial policy.

Imperialism as it now presents itself embraces four distinct propositions:
1. That the acquisition of territory by; conquest is right.
2. That the acquisition of remote territory is desirable.
3. That the doctrine that governments derire their just powers from the

consent of the Roverned is unsound.
i. That people can be wisely governed by aliens.
To all these propositions Jefferson was emphatically opposed. In a letter

to William Short, written in 1791, he said:
"If there be one principle more deeply written than any other in the mind

of every American, it is that we should have nothing to do with conquest."
Could he be more explicit? Here we have a clear and strong denunciation

of the doctrine that territory should be acquired by force. If it is said that
we have outgrown the ideas of the fathers, it may be observed that the doc-
trine laid down by Jefferson was reiterated only a few years ago by no less
a Republican than James G. Blaine. All remember the enthusiasm with
which he entered into the work of bringing the republics of North and South
America into close and cordial relations. Some, howeverj mayhave forgotten
the resolutionsintroduced byhim at the conference held in 1890, andapproved
by the commissioners present. They are as follows:

"First. That the principle of conquest shall not during the continuance of
the treaty of arbitration be recognized as admissible under American public
law. I

"Second. That all cessions of territory made during the continuance of
the treaty of arbitration shall be void if made under threats of war or in the
presence of an armed force.

"Third. Any nation from which such cessions shall be exacted may de*
mand that the validity of the cessions so made shall be submitted to arhitra-
tion.

"Fourth. Any renunciation of the right to arbitration made under the
conditions named in the second section shall be null and void."

If the principle of conquest is right, why should it be denied a place in
American public law? So objectionable is the theory of acquisition of ter-
ritory by conquest that the nation which suffers such in,iustice can, ac-
cording to the resolutions, recover by arbitration the land ceded In the pres-
ence of an armed force. So abhorrent is it that a waiver of arbitration made
under such circumstances is null and void. While the resolutions were only
for the consideration of the American republics, the principle therein stated
can not be limited by latitude or longitude.

But this is a time of great and rapid changes, and some may even look upon
Blaine's ofElcial acts as ancient history.

If so, let it be remembered that President McKinley only a year -ago (De-
cember 6, 1897), in a message to Congress discussing the Cuban situation, said:

"1 speak not of forcible annexation, for that is not to be thought of. That,
by our code of morality, would be criminal aggression."
And yet some are now thinking of that which was then "not to be thought

of." Policy may change, but does a"code of morality" change? In his re-
cent speech at Savannah Secretary Gage, in defending the new policy of the
Administration, suggested that " philanthropy and 5 per cent " may go hand
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in hand. ^ Snrely we know not what a day may bring forth, if in so short a
time "criminal aggression " can be transformed into " philanthropy and 5
per cent." Whatbeanty, what riches, the isles of the Pacific must possess if

they can tempt our people to abandon not only the traditions of a century,
Dut our standard of national morality! What visions of national greatness
the Philippines must arouse if the very sight of them can lead our country to
vie with the monarchies of the Old World in the extension of sovereignty by
force.

Jefferson has been called an expansionist, but our opponents will search in
vain for a single instance where he advocated the acquisition of remote terri-
tory. On the contrary, he expressly disclaimed any desire for land outside
of the North American continent. That he looked forward to the annexation
of Cuba is well known, but in a letter to President M6nroe, dated June 33,
1823, he suggested that we should be in readiness to receive Cuba "when
solicited by herself." To him Cuba was desirable only because of the island's
close proximity to the United States. Thinking that'some one mi^ht use the
annexation of Cuba as a precedent for indefinite expansion, he said, in a let-
ter to President Madison, dated April 37, 1809:

" It will be objected to our receiving Cuba that no limit can then be drawn
to our future acquisitions," but, he added, "Cuba can be defended by us
without a navy, and this develops the principle which ou^ht to limit our
views- Nothing should ever be accepted which would require a navy to de-
fend it."

In the same letter, speaking of the possible acquisition of that island, he
said:

" I would immediately erect a column on the southernmost limit of Cuba
and inscribe on it a ne plus ultra as to us in that direction."

It may be argued that JeSerson was wrong in asserting that we should
confine our possessions to the North American continent, but certainly no
one can truthfully quote him as an authority for excursions into the Eastern
Hemisphere. If he was unwilling to go farther south than Cuba, even in the
Western Hemisphere, would he be likely to look with favor upon colonies in
the Orient?

If the authority of Jefl;erson can not be invoked to support the acquisition
of remote territory, much less can his great name be used to excuse a colo-
nial policy which denies to the people the right to govern themselves. When
he suggested an inscription for his monument, he did not enumerate the
honors which he had received, though no American had been more highly
honored; he only asked to be remembered for what he had done, and he
named the writing of the Declaration of Independence as the greatest of his
deeds. In that memorable document he declared it a self-evident truth that
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the governed.
The defense and development of that doctrine was his special care. His
writings abound with expressions showing his devotion to that doctrine and
his solicitude for it.

He preached it in the enthusiasm of his youth; he reiterated it when he
reached the age of maturity; he crowned it with benedictions in his old age.
Who willsaythat,ifUving, he would jeopardize it to-day by ingrafting upon
it the doctrine of government by external force?
tfe Upon the fourth proposition Jefferson is no less explicit. Now, when
some are suggesting the wisdom of a military government for the Philip-
pines, or a colonial system such as England administers in India, it will not
be out of place to refer to the manner in which Jefferson viewed the inability
of aliens to prescribe laws and administer government. In 1817 a French
society was formed for the purpose of settling upon a tract of land near the
Tombigbee River. Jefferson was invited to formulate laws and regalations
for the society. On the 16th of January of that year he wrote from Monti-
cello expressing his high appreciation of the confidence expressed in him, but
declining to undertake the task. The reasons he gave are well worth consid-
ering at this time. After wishing them great happiness in their undertaking,
he said:

" The laws, however, which must effect this must flow from their own
habits, their own feelings, and the resources of their own minds. No stran-
ger to these could possibly propose regulations adapted to them. Every peo-
ple have their own particular habits, ways of thinking, manners, etc., which
have grown up with them from their infancy, are become a part of their
nature, and to which the regulations which are to make them hapj^ymust be
accommodated. No member of a foreign country can have a sufficient sympa-
thy with these. The institutions of Lycurgus, for example, would not have
suited Athens, nor those of Solon, LacedEemon. The organizations of Locke
were impracticable for Carolina, and those of Rosseau for Poland. Turning
inwardly on myself from these eminent illustrations of the truth of my ob-
servations, I feel all the presumption it would manifest should I undertake
to do what this respectable society is alone qualified to do suitably for itself."

The alien may possess greater intoiligence and greater strength, but ho
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lacks the sympatliy for, and the identification with, the people. We have
only to recall the grievances enumerated in the Declaration of Independence
to learn how an ocean may dilate justice and how the cry of the oppressed
can be silenced by distance. And yet the inhabitants of the colonies were the
descendants ot Englishmen—blood of their blood and bone of their bone.
Shall we be more considerate of subjects farther away from ns, and differ-

ing from us in color, race, and tongue, than the English were of their own
offspring?

Modest Jefferson I He had been governor, ambassador to France, Vice-
President, and President; he was ripe in experience and crowned with hon-
ors; but this modern lawgiver, this immortal genius, hesitated to suggest
laws for a people with whose habits, customs, and methods ot thought he was
unfamiliar. And yet the imperialists of to-day, intoxicated by a taste of
blood, are rash enough to enter upon the government of the Filipinos, con-
fident of the nation's ability to compel obedience,©yen if it can not earn grat-
itude or win affection, Plutarch said that men entertained three sentiments
concerning the ancient gods: They feared them for their strength, admired
them for their wisdom, and loved them for their justice. Jefferson taught
the doctrine that governments should win the love of men. What shall be
the ambition of our nation; to be loved because It is just or to be feared be-
cause it is strong?

THE LATE EICHAED PARKS BLAND,

Saturday, April 7, 1900.

The House having under consideration the following resolutions:
'

' Resolved^ That the business of the House be now suspended in order that
suitable tribute may be paid to the high character an<l eminent public serv-
ices of the Hon. Richard Parks Bland, late a most distinguished member
of the House of Representatives of the United States from the State of Mis-
souri.

" Resolved, That as a mark of respect for the memory of the deceased the
House, at the conclusion of these memorial exercises, shall stand adjourned.

^^ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House transmit a copy of these resolutions
to the family of the deceased statesman and Inform the Senate of the action
of this body"—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: With all that has heen so elotjuently and so af-
fectionately said here' to-day regarding the life and character of
the late Richard P. Bland I concur, and I would not be true to
myself and to my friendship and admiration for him if I did not
on this sad occasion place on record my humble tribute to his
memory.
For years Mr. Bland has been a prominent national figure and

his name a household word. He had friends and followers and
admirers in every hamlet and every State in the Union. His un-
timely death was a sad and terrible shock to us all, and to his
country an irretrievable loss. When be died, the wbole nation
mourned and sympathized with his bereaved family, and the Re-
public lost as true and sincere a patriot as ever lived. He was a
true man, a friend of the plain people, generous and forgiving,
sincere and patriotic, honest and truthful, zealous and indefati-
gable in the cause of right and justice. For a quarter of a cen-
tury he was a towering pillar of the Republic. The work he did
is a part of the history of our country, and it is fitting and proper
that his colleagues in this House should set aside a day to justly
commemorate his name and fame. As the years come and go he
will be better understood and [more appreciated. Posterity will
give him a higher place in the Temple of Fame, and future gen-
erations will pay his memory greater homage,
Richard Parks Bland was born near Hartford, Ky., on the

19th day of August, 1835, and died at his home in Lebanon, Mo.,
on the 15th day of June, 1899. He received an academic educa-
tion. He was an unwearied student and an apt scholar. In 1855
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he removed to Missouri and shortly thereafter to California, thence
to that portion of Utah now Nevada, locating in Virginia City,
where he practiced law for a time. He was interested in mining
operations in California and Nevada; was county treasurer of
Carson County, Utah Territory, from 1860 until the organization
of the State government of Nevada; returned to Missouri in 1865;
located at Bolla, Mo. , and practiced law with his brother, C. C.
Bland, until he removed to Lebanon, in August, 1869, and con-
tinued his practice there; was elected to the Forty-third, Forty-
fourth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth,
Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, Fifty-third, Fifty-
fifth, and Fifty-sixth Congresses.
The work he did for the toilers of the land and the beneficent

results he accomplished for struggling humanity during his long
career as a member of this House m\ist ever be a part of the im-
perishable history of the country, and the future historian impar-
tially writing the legislative story of the last twenty-five years of
the American Congress will place him in the front rank of con-
structive statesmen. That record is the heritage he left his coun-
trymen and vrill be for all time to come the monument of his

undying fame. It stands for absolute truth, exact .iustice, eter-

nal principles, equality before the law, and equal rights for all.

He was no respecter of persons, no hero worshiper. He believed
in humanity and trusted the people. He had faith in the great-
ness and the endurance of the Republic, and battled all his life

to perpetuate our free institutions and hand them down unim-
paired to future generations. He was a plain, simple man who
loved his fellow-man. He was a believer in the fundamental
principles that constitute our national existence and he trod the
path of the patriot fathers. He was a disciple of Thomas Jefferson
and struggled to keep the Government pure and in the control of
the people. He turned his back on caste, combated privilege, and
was the relentless foe of monopoly. He was a unique man in
many ways. Hisnaturewaswithoutguile; he hated cant, spurned
pretense, and despised hypocrisy. He was the friend of the Con-
stitution, and no argument, no sophistry, could persuade him from
the path of duty. He did his works bravely and fearlessly in the
face of obstacles that would appall a weaker and a more timid
man.
In the great battle for the people's rights he never wearied, and

the marshaled hosts of error never conquered him, Year in and
year out he fought the good fight; he kept the faith. He lived
truly, he thought truly, and he spoke truly. His life was as placid
as a summer stream, and made him loved by all who knew him.
His words uttered here for the defenseless were always respect-
fully listened to by admiring friends and doubting opponents, and
were read and reread by innumerable millions. He spoke the
truth for the countless \yho were robbed and oppressed for the
enrichment and the benefit of the few, and he knew the truth
would ultimately triumph and that his efforts for the rights of

the people would sooner or later be crowned with success.

Think truly, and thy thought
Shall the world's great famine feed;

Speak truly, and each word of thine
Shall he a fruitful seed;

Live truly, and thy life shall he
A grand and noble creed.

Such a man was Richard Parks Bland—a truly great, a truly
good, a truly honest man in all things.

ua
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The great and immortal.truths he uttered were not uttered in

vain. They have borne and will continue to bear abundant fruit.

His caus3 will live, and, in my opinion, the day is not far distant

when the principles he contended for will be written on the statute

books of America, an everlasting monument to his wisdom, his

foresight, and his unerring judgment. The martyr dies; the
cause survives. Man goeth to his long home, but his works live

after him.
Mr. Bland was a faithful public servant. He never betrayed

a friend, a trust, or a principle. He always fought fair and open
and aboveboard. He never resorted to trickery, to device, or to
chicanery. He had no tricks of speech. He was a plain, blunt
man, who never used words to conceal thoughts. He told the
truth and told it in the simplest and most direct way. He went
to the root of tha subject. His heart was in all he did, in all he
said, and he was great and eloquent and impressive because he
was simple, honest, and sincere, and every word he uttered had
the genuine ring of truth. He never despaired. He had the rec-

titude and patience of the rocks, the hope of the stream rushing
to meet the ocean, the fidelity of the sun.
He believed in equal opportunity, encouraged worth, applauded

manly effort, and wanted man to be free and stand erect. He was
a great commoner; he sympathized with those who toil and strug-
gle; he believed in the love of home, the sanctity of the hearth-
side, and his great responsive heart went out to comfort the sad,
the sorrowing, and the disconsolate. He was the foe of tyranny,
the enemy of bigotry, the eternal adversary of oppression. He
was the champion of the masses, the friend of the downtrodden,
the pioneer and the leader of the reform forces of the Republic
against the serried ranks of the predatory classes.

Humanity was his constituency, to do good his political creed.
He stood for the weak against the strong, for the lowly against
the powerful, for the oppressed against the oppressor, for the
right against the wrong, for truth against error, for every cause
that lacked assistance, and, above all and beyond all, he stood, in
all places and at all times, for the rights of man. When he died
a great tree in the forests of the people fell and a great light in the
Republic went out. We who follow after him, imbued with his
noble example and inspired by his civic virtues, will heroically
take up his burden, push forward his cause, and continue his fight
until the battle is won and the mighty principles he contended for
are forever triumphant. I believe if he were here to-day this
would be his message, his wish to us, and that he would say to all

as the poetess of America has so truly said to the world:

Let thpse who have failed take courage,
Though the enemy seemed to have won,

Though his ranks are strong, if he be in the wrong.
The battle is not yet done.

For sure as the morning follows
The darkest hour of the night.

No question is ever settled
Until it is settled right.

O man bowed down with labor,
O woman young, yet old.

O heart oppressed in the toiler's breast
And crushed by the power of gold,

Keep on with your weary battle
Against triumphant might.

No question is ever settled
Until it is settled right.
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ELECTION Of BENATOES BY THE PEOPLE.

Tliursday, April IS, 1900,

TheEDTise Laving Tinder oonBideTation House joint resolution IvTo. 28, pro-
posing an amendment to tlie Constitution proTiding for tie election of Sen-
ators of tlie TJnited States

—

Mr. SULZEE said:

Mr. Speaker: The joint resolution now before the House and
under discussion proposes to amend the Constitution so that Sen-
ators in Congress shall be elected directly by the people. I am in
favor of the people electing United States Senators. Ever since
I have been a naember of this House I have worked faithfully to
bring about this desirable reform, I introduced this joint resolu-
tion in the Fifty-fourth Congress, I introduced it in the Fifty-fifth
Congress, and I reintroduced it the first day of this Congress. It

passed this House by an almost unanimoTis vote in the last Con-
gress, but failed to pass the Senate. For years, in Congress and
out of Congress, in season and out of season, I have favored, dis-

cussed, and agitated this proposition. I believe it is right, I know
the people favor it, and I hope every member of this House will
now vote for it. The people all over this country demand this

change in the Constitution and appeal to us to pass this resolution
to give them this right.
This appeal is not sectional, nor is it partisan. It reaches U8

from all sections and from-the different political parties with a
degree of unanimity quite surprising and unaccountable, if not
guided and impelled by a sense of righteous indignation, aroused
by reports and accusations of alleged methods sometimes em-
ployed by gentlemen whose ambitions lead them to seek a seat in
the Senate of the United States. We can well afford, indeed, as
their representatives it is our bounden duty, to respect the wishes
and do the will of the people and give them a uniform law allow-
ing them by direct vote to elect their Senators.

It has been said that our action in passing this resolution will
be useless and a waste of time, for the reason that the Senators
will never consent to a change in the mode bf their selection.

That may be true in regard to some of the Senators, but I know it

is not true in regard to all of them. Many of them favor this
change and will advocate it. I know also that i^is resolution may
fail this time, as it lias failed to pass the Senate before, but those
who believe in this change wiU not give up the struggle to bring
it about, and sooner or later it will be adopted.

If a majority of Senators oppose the adoption of this resolution
in this Congress and, from personal motives, mistaken ideas, or
narrow-minded views, vote itdown, the agitation of the people for
this change wHl not cease, but will become more pronounced and
more determined until there is a Senate that will respond to their

wishes and enact legislation MbaA will give the people the right to
elect their United States Senators as well as their Representatives
in Congress. Do not be deceived; make no mistake. This reform
is growing more popular every year and is destined to come in the
near future. I trust it wiU come this year and that the Senate
will concur in the judgment of this House before this Congress
adjourns.
In recent years there has been much scandal in several States

regarding the election of United States Senators by the State legis-

latures. These scandalous elections are becoming more flagrant
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and more frequent. The adoption of this amendment will prevent

corruption, stop scandals, and to a great extent eliminate the temp-
tation to gerrymander for partisan purposes.

Let me say to this House that this legislative gerrymandering
has been carried further by the Republican party in my own State

of New York than perhaps any other State in the Union. In the

State of New York, under the present outrageous Republican ap-

portionment, the people can not secure a Democratic legislature

unless the Democratic party carries the State by at least a plural-

ity of 100,COD votes.

The Republicans in their partisanship went so far that they
wrote in our State constitution a provision that no matter what
the population of Greater New York should be, no matter if it

were twice as large as the population in the rest of the State, the
city of Greater New York should never have more than one-half

the members in the upper branch of otir State legislature.

I believe the change in our Federal Constitution sought to be
made by this resolution will almost entirely prevent these unfair
and outrageous apportionments and at the same time give the
poor man the same opportunity under the law as the wealthy one
to submit his cause and his candidacy to the arbitration of the
people for the high and honorable ofSce of a Senator in Congress.

I favor this change in the Constitution, as I shall every other
that will restore the Government to the control of the people. I

want the people, in fact as well as in theory, to rule this great
Republic and the Government to be directly responsible and im-
mediately responsive to their will. I believe in the people, and I

trust the people. In my judgment, the people can and ought to be
trusted.

If the people can not be trusted, if they can be corrupted, coerced

,

influenced, or intimidated, then representative government is a
failure and the free institutions of the Republic are doomed. We
must rely on the people, and we should legislate at all times in
their interest.

With the adoption of this amendment to the Constitution it will
be impossible to defeat the will of the people, and the vacancies
that are now too frequent in the Senate and occupy the time and
attention of that body would never occur.
Mr. Speaker, there is a rapidly growing sentiment all over

the country in favor of this change in the mode of electing Sena-
tors in Congress. It is a most important question to the people,
and the Senate will make a sad mistake if it attempts to ignore it.

The legislatures of thirty-four States have formally indorsed
this proposed amendment to the Constitution, and I firmly believe,
if the Senate will now pass it, that every State in the Union will
speedily ratify it, and it will become a part of the supreme law of
the land. The people are in earnest in this matter, and any at-
tempt to thwart their will in securing this reform will only hasten
its consummation.

I am opposed to delegating away the rights of the people, and
where they have been delegated I would restore them to the peo-
ple. For one hundred years and more the distrust of the people
by some of the founders of the Republic, as embodied in our Fed-
eral Constitution, has stood as fixed and immutable as the laws of
the Medes and the Persians.

I am a friend of the Constitution and share in the patriotic sen-
timent which is prompt to challenge almost every proposition to
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amend it. But, sir, I sincerely believe the man who would boldly
point out the defects in our great Magna Charta and honestly
seek to remedy them is a better friend of the Constitution than he
who will not see its faults, or, seeing them, endeavors to justify

them from motives of mistaken zeal.

The right to elect United States Senators by the people is a step
in advance and in the right direction. I hope it will speedily be
brought about. It is the right kind of reform, in the interest of

the many and for the benefit of all the people, and its accomplish-
ment will keep the Government nearer the masses and herald a
b'etter and a brighter day in the onward march of the Republic.
[Applause.]

SYMPATHY FOB THE BOEBS,

May 7', 1900.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker,. Imove to suspend the rules for the
purpose of passing the following resolution, which I send to the
Clerk's desk
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is out of

order. The Journal has,not been approved. "Without objection,
the Journal will be considered as approved, [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

THE TWELFTH CENSUS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 10696, an
act relating to the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and giving
the Director thereof additional power to print in certain cases, and
for other purposes, with Senate amendments.
The Senate amendments were read.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that th.e House concur in
the Senate amendments.
The motion was agreed to,

Mr. Bingham was recognized.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I thought I had the floor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York was not rec-

ognized.
Mr, SULZER. I understood that I had the floor and would be

recognized as soon as the Journal was approved.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York was not rec-

ognized, and the Chair may as well state that the Chair will recog-

nize no gentleman unless he has some knowledge of what is going
to be called up.
Mr. SULZER. I would like to have the resolution read.

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman has not been recognized.
Mr, BINGHAM, I ask unanimous consent for the present con-

sideration of the bill (S. 3537) to grant authority to change the
name of the steamship Paris.
The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SULZER.- I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from
New York,-*******
Mr, SULZER. Mr. SpeaJrer
The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentJeman rise?

Mr. SULZER, I rise for the purpose of moving a suspension of
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the rules, this being suspension day, for the purpose of passing a
resolution sympathizing with the patriotic Boers in their struggle

to maintain their freedom and independence.
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gentleman

from New York at this time.

Mr. SULZER. Does the Chair refuse to recognize me he-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from NewYork is out of order.

Mr. SULZER (continuing). The Spsaker is opposed to the reso-
lution?
The SPEAKER, The gentleman will take his seat; the gentle-

man is out of order.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SULZER. My parliamentary inquiry is, Have I no rights

on the floor of this House, as a member, to move a suspension of

the rules on suspension day?
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not making a parliamentary

inquiry. The Chair must exercise his duty to this House and
recogni7e members upon matters which the Chair thinks should
be considered.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sulzer].
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the measure now before the House

is in the interest of the soldiers of the Union, and I am in favor
of it and shall vote for the bill. I am now, always have been, and
always will be a friend of the men who saved the Union, and I

shall always favor the most liberal pension legislation in the in-

terest of our heroic soldiers, their widows, and their orphans. I

would make the pension roll a roll of honor to the friends of lib-

erty and the brave defenders of our national existence. All glory,

I say, to the brave men who fought for freedom in the dark hours
from 1861 to 1865.

And, sir, in this connection I want to say all honor and all

glory to the brave men who are now fighting for freedom and re-

publican institutions on the veldts of South Africa. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] I want to say a few words in favor of
the Boers. I want the liberty-loving people of this country to
know why official America refuses to sympathize with them in
their struggle to maintain their independence. You Republicans
stand up here and talk of freedom, of liberty, and about patriot-
ism, but you dare not pass a resolution through this House ex-
tending sympathy to the liberty-loving and patriotic Boers of
South Africa. Official America sneezes when Downing street
takes snuff. Republicans, I dare you to permit this resolution in
fafvor of the Boers to come to a vote.
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a

question?
Mr. SULZER. I have only five minutes.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capeon). The gentleman

from New York declines to yield.

Mr. SULZER. This morning—this being suspension day and
the motion being in order—in accordance with the rules, in ac-
cordance with my rights as a member of this House, 1 moved to
suspend the rules and pass the following resolutions:

Besolved^ That we watch with deep and abiding interest the war between
Great Britain and the South African Eepublics, and, with full determina-
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tion to maintain a proper neutrality between the contenaing forces, we can
not withhold onr sympathy from the struggling people of the Eepublios, and
it is our earnest desire that the Government of the United States, by its
friendly offices offered to both, powers, may assist in bringing the war to a
speedy conclusion in a manner honorable to bothGreat Britain and the Afri-
can Bepublics.

Now, sir, the Speaker, in Tiolation of the Enles of this House
and contrary to all parliamentary precedents, arbitrarily ruledmy
motion to suspend the rules and pass the resolution as out of order,
and ordered me to take my seat. Bis action, as witnessed here
this morning, clearly demonstrates that the Eepublican party is

opposed to the Boers in their struggle to maintain their freedom
and independence and is in secret sympathy with the Empire of
Great Britain in its cruel, predatory, and rapacious war to devas-
tate and exterminate the two little Republics of South Africa.
The Speaker says he will not recognize a member of this House
unless he knows in advance the purpose for which the member
rises. If his position is right, then he is the House, and repre-
sentative government is a farce. I protest against it.

Sir, actions speak louder than words; and the action of the Re-
publican party in the White House, in the Senate, and in this
House of Representatives proves, if it proves anything, that the
President and the Republican party are opposed to the Boers and
in favor of Great Britain. I read in a New York newspaper the
remarks of Mr. Webster Davis, made to aNew York audience last

night, in which he said that President McKinley is a patriot and
a grand American and was opposed to the robbery and the mur-
der Great Britain was carrying on in South Africa, and that ihe
President would do his duty.

I challenge that statement. It is not in accordance with the
facts and therecord. Inmy judgment, it is absolutely inconsistent
with the truth. The Administration is not patriotic; it is not
American. On the contrary, it is doin^all that it can to suppress
the honest expression of opinion in this representative body re-

garding the war in iSouth Africa. Nine-tenths of the American
people are in sympathy with the Boers, and they want Congress to

pass a resolution sympathizing with them in their heroic struggle,

but the Administration refuses to permit Congress to express its

opinion.
The Administration is doing all it can against the South African

Republics. It is doing all it can in favor of Great Britain. If it

were a patriotic Administration, if it were truly representative of
American sentiment, it would have followed the precedents of a
century and extended its sympathy long ago to the Boers. We
sympathized with Poland, with Hungary, with Greece, with Ar-
menia, with all the South American Republics, with Cuba. Many
we helped. Why, I ask in the name of all these precedents, in the
name of all our" glorious past, do we refuse to sympathize with
the Boers?

Is it because England dominates the McKinley Administration?
Is it because the Republican party has surrendered American
rights to British interests? Is it because, ofBcially, American
sentiment is dead? This morning when the Speaker told me that

he would not recognize me, that he would not permit the consid-

eration of the resolution I offered, what a spectacle he presented!

I felt sorry for him. No doubt he was simply obeying his orders

from the White House or from Maek Hanna; but it is a spectacle

that should make every friend of representative government blush

with shame.
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Just a word more. In my .iudgment Congress should act.

Now is the time to do something. America should do its duty

and do it at once. We must not wait. We should respond to

the overwhelming sentiment of the country and pass a resolution

extending our sympathy to our two brave little sister Republics of

South Africa. The Boer peace commissioners are on the way
here, and if we did this now we would not only be doing our duty,

but what a grand welcome the news would be to them, and how
it would enthuse and encourage their struggling compatriots in

South Africa. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

espired.
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HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.

The House being in Committee of tlie "Whole on the state of the CTnion, and
having under consideration the bill (H. E. 11538) making appropriations for

the Military Academy-

Mr. SULZER said:

THE OLB FIGHT OVER AGAIN.

Mr. Chairman: The great campaign of 1900—a carapaign that

will determine the future of the Republic—has practically begun
and is now on. We know who the standard hearers of both par-

ties will be. We know Mr. McKinley will be renominated by the

Republicans, and we know about what the Republican platform

will be. We know William J. Bryan will be renominated by the

Democrats just as sure as the sun will rise to-morrow morning,

and we know what his platform is. It will be the old fight over

again, with none of the issues of 1896 eliminated, but some new
ones added. I want to speak briefly about some of the imperative

issues in the coming campaign—a campaign as momentous as any

ever held in this country and which will determine whether the

people shall rule, the Republic live, and our free institutions sur-

vive. These issues are now made, inexorable events and the peo-

ple have made them. They can not be ignored and they must be

discussed and settled by the people in the coming campaign.

STANDS SQTJAREIiT ON TnE CHICAGO PLATFORM.

The creed of the Democratic party to-day is the Chicago plat-

form. The Democracy will take no step backward in regard to

its principles. We have tested them in the loyalty of American
manhood, and vindicated them in the crucial fire of 6,500,000 of

honest, incorruptible, and intelligent voters, and in our next

national convention we will not apologize for our righteous

convictions or surrender our fundamental principles. The peo-

ple know we are right, and they will sustain us if we are true to

ourselves and go forward without faltering. We have struggled

too long to give up now. On the morning of victory we will not

haul down our flag.

I believe in the fundamental principles of the Democratic party.

I believe in sticking to our party. I am not a bolter. I stand
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squarely on the Chicago platform, and I have no apologies to

offer for my stipport of William J. Bryan or for my loyalty to the

principles enunciated in that magnificent document. In my
judgment, it is the best platform the Democratic party ever

adopted, and notwithstanding all that has been said against it, I

believe the day is not far distant when every principle enunciated

in it will be enacted into law. In the next national Democratic

convention the question will be not what shall we take from it,

but what shall we add to it.

I'OE THE MOHET 01" THE CONSTITUTION.

Mr. Chairman, the money question is still an issue and will be

an issue until the money of the Constitution is restored and the

rapacious and sordid greed of the national banks is checked and

curtailed by law. By the signature of the President the iniqui-

tous Republican gold standard bank currency and bond bill is now
a law, and the people will ere long have an opportunity of feeling

and observing its disastrous and oppressive operation. The Re-

publican party has made this law a party question, and it can not

be eliminated from discussion as a leading issue in the coming

campaign.
A VICIOUS POLITICAL MEASURE.

Itis one of themost vicious politicalmeasures ever passedthrough

Congress. It commits the Government unalterably by law to the

single gold standard and makes all obligations, public and private,

payable in gold. It strikes out the word "coin," which means
gold or silver, in all Government bonds, inserts in its place the

word "gold," and in addition thereto it authorizes the Secretary

of the Treasury to issue bonds without limit whenever he pleases,

and makes the bonds payable in gold. It refunds the national

debt and turns the linanoes of a mighty people over to the money
lenders. It violates the obligations of the contract between the

Government and the bondholder, in the interest of the bondholder,

and provides that the currency of the people shall be issued by
the national banks, and gives them the right at will to expand or

contract the currency. It is the most startling and the most
daring departurefrom time-honored and well-fised financial prin-

ciples ever made in our history, and the result will be as disastrous

as it is far-reskching. It reverses our financial system, repudiates

the platforms of both parties, and revolutionizes the monetary
methods of a century.

The money power, the bondholders, the trusts, the syndicates,

and the plutocrats secured the passage of this law, and the Re-
publican party to-day is their lackey, and in every dapartment of

the Government carries out their wishes and registers and records

their decrees.



BIMETALLISM A LIVINO ISSITE.

Make no mistake. The enactment of this law will not settle

the controversy. No great question is ever settled until it is set-

tled right. Bimetallism is a living issue, and will be of para-

mount importance to mankind as long as civilization uses money
for trade and commerce. Gold never was the friend of liberty.

It never fought a battle for humanity. No people in a great crisis

ever found it a faithful ally. It has been the agent of panic, the

minister of despair, the advocate of calamity, and the high priest

of cruelty. I am against the gold standard. In time it will have

to go.
THE BONDHOLEKS' PKOFIT.

Already we witness the first evils of this culminating atrocity

of class legislation. United States bonds are advancing in price

as a matter of course. When the refunding begins under the

Republican financial scheme the premium paid by the Govern-
ment for the old bonds will amount to so enormous a sum that,

added to the extension of time, the national debt will be increased

by several hundred millions, all of which goes into the pockets of

the bankers and money lenders and comes out of the pockets of

the people. This mortgage on posterity is easily figured. The
interest-bearing debt amounts to §850,000,000, and has nine years

to run at 4 per cent; increased to thirty years, to run at 3 per

cent, with premium on old bonds now quoted at 134 and advanc-

ing. Let any elementary arithmetician make the calculation.

Who gets this profit, and who pays it? The bondholders, foreign

and domestic, get the profit, and the i^roducers of our country

pay it.

HAKNA'S BARGAIN tflTH WALL STREET.

In my opinion, one of the worst features of this act is the part

which consummates the bargain made by Mark Hanna with the

national bankers of Wall street during the campaign of 1898.

They aided the Republicans then, and now they receive their

share of the spoils. For three years the Republicans have waited

and hesitated to pass this abomination, fearing the wrath of an
outraged and indignant people. But another national campaign
is near at hand. They need help again, and in order to get it

have unconditionally turned the finances of a great Government
over to the national banks.

The powers this act gives the national banks are far-reaching

and most dangerous. It turns over to them the finances of the

people—the lifeblood of trade and commerce—and gives them the

right to contract or expand the currency at will. This right

should never be surrendered by the Government. I say, and time

will demonstrate it, that if you give the control of the money
supply to the national banks, they will soon absorb the wealth of
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the people and own the Government. It is an enormous power;

a power that can create panic or prosperity, happiness or misery,

to thousands and millions of people. I say it is too great a power

to he given to any corporation, and if once given and set in mo-

tion for selfish ends and for sordid purposes, will be a fruitful

source of woe and misery to hundreds and to thousands of our

fellow-citizens,
NATIONAL BANK MONOPOLT.

It gives the monopoly of issuing money to the national hanks,

and hence the right to expand or contract the currency of the

people whenever it suits their convenience. No corporation

should have this power to make or destroy. It deprives the Gov-
ernment of one of its greatest attributes of sovereignty and gives

to the national banks the right to paralyze at their will every

industry in the country. It is the most daring attempt the banks

have ever made by law to seize one of the greatest weapons for

good or evil known to civilized man. For the Government to

surrender this prerogative and delegate away this power is a
crime against every citizen in this land and will work woe and
misery to millions yet unborn. I am opposed to the Government
delegating away its powers to the national banks. The Demo-
cratic party should vigorously oppose conferring any additional

powers on or granting any greater privileges to the national

banks. In my judgment they already possess entirely too much
power. They are doing to-day, only to a greater extent, what
the United States Bank did in the days of Andrew Jackson.

The right to coin and issue money is one of the greatest preroga-

tives of the Republic and one of the highest attributes of its sov-

ereignty. It should not be delegated, transferred, assigned, or

set over to any national bank, to any trust, or to any monopoly.

THE TRUSTS MUST GO.

The Democratic party is unalterably opposed to trusts.' This is

a paramount issue, and we must keep it to the front in the com-
ing campaign. I want to see the Democratic party take an ad-

vanced position against the evils of the trusts and the sordid greed
of monopolies.

Today the great trusts of the country are practically supreme.
Many of them are so intrenched in power that they are to all in-

tents and purposes above the law and no longer amenable to leg-

islative action. The crying evil of the times is the power and the

sway of the trusts. They endanger not only our free institutions,

but our free men. The battle cry of the Democratic party should
be, "The trusts must gol"

THE EVIL OF THE TRUSTS.

These gigantic combinations constitute, in my judgment, the
greatest menace at the present time to our democratic institu-
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tions. Thsy control the supply, monopolize the product, and dic-

tate the price of every necessary of life. They force out of legit-

imate employment thousands and thousands of honest toilers.

They enhance prices, reduce wages, and write the terms of their

own contracts. They destroy competition, paralyze opportunity,

assassinate labor, and hold the consumers of our country in their

monopolistic grasp. They levy tribute on every man, woman, and
child in the Republic. They blight the poor man's home, darken

the hearthside of his children, and cloud the star of legitimate

hope. They control legislation, escape taxation, and evade the

just burdens of government, while their ac,ents construct and
maintain tariffs to suit their selfish ends and greedy purposes.

They imperil trade, stagnate industry, regulate foreign and inter-

state commerce, declare quarterly dividends on watered stocks,

and make fortunes every year out of the people. Their tyran-

nical power, rapid growth, and centralization of wealth is the mar-
vel of recent times and the saddest commentary on our legislative

history.
THE REPUBLICAN PARTY STANDS FOR THE TRUSTS.

The people who oppose and condemn trusts will receive no en-

couragement from this trust-ridden and trust-owned Administra-

tion. The Eepublican Attorney-General is the mere creature of

the trusts and will take no action against them.

The Eepublican party in all its power stands fearlessly for

trusts and is openly and boldly supported by trusts. Every trust

in the country was for William McKinley for President in 1896,

and every trust will zealously and loyally aid him in 1900. If you
ask what for, I answer for value received, for the blessing of a

pliable Secretary of the Treasury and a derelict Attorney-General,

for a lively sense of favors yet to come, and above all and beyond
all for JiARK Hanna, who runs the Republican machine for the

benefit of the trusts and who turned down in Ohio an honest and
fearless attorney-general who was brave enough to do his duty
and courageous enough to make an attempt to enforce the law
against the Standard Oil trust, the greatest, the most relentless,

and the most cold-blooded monopoly of them all.

The Republican party is the party of plutocracy. It stands

to-day for economic errors that rob the many for the benefit of

the few, for financial heresies that centralize wealth ana paralyze

industrial freedom, for political policies that enslave the masses.

To sum it all up, the Eepublican party stands for Hanna and
the Republican party is Hanna. What a difference between the

party of Lincoln and the party of Hanna.
THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY OPPOSED TO TRUSTS.

The Democratic party is the party of the plain people. It is

opposed to trusts and monojjolies, to special privileges. It stands
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for the supremacy of the law. It believes in freedom of thought,

freedom of speech, freedom of action, freedom of trade, and free

institutions. It believes in the Constitution, in fostering com-

merce, unfettering trade, establishing industry, aiding enterprise,

maintaining equal opportunity, defending liberty, unshackling

the mind and the conscience, and handing down unimpaired to

future generations the blessings of our free institutions.

While the Republican party is in power the trusts will flourish
.

like a green bay tree.

When the Democratic party comes into power a Democratic

President wiU appoint a Democratic Attorney-General who will

enforce the law against the trusts, and they wiU dissolve and dis-

appear like mist before the rising morning sun and be gone forever.

THE DEMOOEATIO PARTY PAVOES AN INCOME TAS.

The Democracy wiU strenuously struggle for the adoption by
law of a graduated income tax. This is the fairest, the most just,

and the most equitable tax, and makes the accumulated wealth of

the land bear its just skare of the burdens Of Government. This

is an imperative issue and we mnst relax no effort to bring about
its final consummation. The unjust, the ' vexatious, and the

burdensome war tax must go and the income tax must take its

place. We must not lose sight of this.

THE NIOARAGITA OANAI,.

The Democracy favors the building and the owning of the

Nicaragua Canal by the Government of the United States, in our

own way, and with our own money without the aid or consent of

Great Britain.

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE.

Mr. Chairman, I favor electing Senators in Congress by a direct

vote of the people.

The right to elect United States Senators by a direct vote of the

people is a step in advance, and progress in the right direction.

In my judgment the people can and ought to be trusted. If

the people can not be trusted, then free government is a failure

and our institutions are doomed.
United States Senators should be elected directly by the peo-

ple. The Senate is rapidly becoming a plutocratic club for multi-
millionaires, and the people demand a change in theiir mode of

selection.

There can be no doubt that the sentiment in favor of this

change is increasing every year, that a great xaajority of the people
now demand the right to vote directly for United States Senators,
and this sentiment will continue to increase and the just demand
of the people will continue to grow until the will of the people is

complied with.
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I am an old-fasUoaed Democrat. I belong to the Jefferson

school. I trust the people, and I believe in the people. I believe

with him that governments derive their just powers from the con-

sent of the governed. I want to restore to the people the right

now delegated to the legislatures, so that the Senate as well as the

House of Representatives will be directly responsible to the people,

and the Government become more and more a pure democracy,

where brains, fitness, honesty, ability, experience, and capacity,

and not wealth alone, shall be the quali^fications for the upper

branch of the Federal Legislature. Let us demand this reform in

our next national platform and make it an issue in the coming
campaign.

THE DEMOCBACT IS EOB THE TOILER.

The Democracy is now and always has been the party of the

plain people, and is and always will be the friend of the toiler.

Only through its agency can the masses hope for relief. The Re-

publican party has never been the friend of the toilers and the

wage-earners. Nearly every law now on the statute books in the

interest of honest workmen was put there by Democratic votes,

and in the future, as in the past, the masses of the people must
look to the Democratic party for help.

FAVORS AN EIGHT-HOUR LA"W.

In the name of Democracy I make an earnest plea for an eight-

hour law in the nation and in every State. The laborer demands
this law, and the Democratic party is irrevocably committed to

its passage.

In my judgment, no man ought to be compelled to work more
than eight hours a day. That is long enough. Labor organiza-

tions all over the country are asking for the enactment of an eight-

hour law. It is fair and it is just to the employer and to the em-
ployed,

I want to say that I am, and always have been, a friend of the

wage-earners. I want to see, and I hope the day is not far dis-

tant when we shall see, the eight-hour law the law all over the

land, and rigidly enforced in every State, every city, every town,

and every village in the country, I believe it will be beneficial

to the laborer, advantageous to the community in which he lives,

and for the best interests of the Government. Too long hours

make the wage-earner a poor workman. Shorter hours, in my
opinion, will produce better results all around and for all inter-

ests concerned. Every writer on political economy confirms this

conclusion, and as great an authority as John Stuart Mill lays it

down as a fundamental principle that any scheme for the amelio-

ration of the social condition of the wage-earner which does not

proceed on this proposition as its foundation is for all permanent

purposes a delusion and a snare.
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I am and always have been an advocate of shorter hours for a

legal working day. The history of the past teaches us that every

reduction in the hours constituting a day's work has resulted

beneficially. These reductions in the hours of labor have de-

creased intemperance, increased knowledge, made better homes,

happier and better-olothed wives and children, brighter and more
prosperous firesides, and in every way benefited the social rela-

tions, promoted the moral, economical, and financial condition of

the producing masses of our land.

The record will show that the Republicans in the United States

Senate defeated the eight-hour bill, and every workman in the

country should vote against the party responsible for this out^

rage.
IS THBKE A SECRET ANGLO-AMERICAN ALLIANCE?

Another issue that is destined, in my judgment, to play a lead-

ing part in the coming campaign, iscur true relations "Vfith the

British Empire. Have we a secret understanding with the Brit-

ish Lion, or does official America siinply sneeze when Downing
street takes snuff? Is there a tacit agreement, or is it simply an

abject and humiliating surrender of American rights to British

interests? This will be talked about. It can not be kept out of

the campaign.

THE DBSIOCRACY IS AGAINST AN ALLIANCE.

I think it can be safely asserted that the party we belong to is

against an alliance, expressed or implied, with Great Britain,

especially when the representative of the British Government is

Joseph Chamberlain, the Benedict Arnold of the cause of Irish

home rule, and the instigator of the war against the struggling

patriots in South Africa.

We need no alliance with Great Britain. All we need now, as

in the past, is a firm reliance on our own greatness, our own abil-

ity, our own integrity, our own power to defend our rights, pro-

tect our citizens, and legislate for ourselves on every proposition

regarding our own welfare, our own happiness, and our own well

being. The spirit of 1776 and 1812 still lives. The Republican
party is in favor of this alliance; the Democratic party should be
strenuously opposed to it. Its consummation means national

disintegration.

I am opposed to an Anglo-American alliance, expressed or im-
plied, especially when its object is the advancement of imperialism,

the march of armies, the downfall of republics, the destruction of

free institutions, the enslavement of man, and the perpetuity of

the power of kings.

The American people should cry out against this sacrifice of

principle, this surrender of rights, before it is too late. England
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never was and never will be our trtie and lasting friend. Ycra

can not make monarchy harmonize with democracy. Their prin-

ciples are antagonistic and their associations incompatible.

"England will never be our friend," said Jefferson, "until we
are her master."

APINO ENGLAND.

Sometimes when a representative of the people goes to one of

the Departments in Washington he feels that he is trespassing on
John Bull's territory. In our own capital city this aping of Eng-
land is going from bad to wofse. I often wonder what the spirits

of the patriot fathers think about it.

The White House seems to be enveloped in an English fog, the

Administration seems to be more English than American, the

Constitution is kicked from pillar to post, the Emancipation Proc-

lamation trampled under foot, the Declaration of Independence
sneeringly referred to as a glittering generality—not up to the

times of force and grab—and the Cabinet officers industriously

turn up the bottom of their trousers when it rains in London,

What a spectacle we witness at the capital of the nation I

My friends, it is too bad the Declaration of Independence is not

as popular at home as it used to be. I know it is no more popular

now with kings and queens than when it was written, but I am
American enough to believe that it is just as true to-day as it was
in 1776, when it sounded the deathknell of the divine right of

kings and proclaimed to aU the world a government based on the

consent of the governed. But it seems to be in such disfavor in

Washington at the present time that the pro-English Secretary of

State has locked it up in a safe, and the Anglo-American ambas-

sador to the gilded court of St. James takes delight in making
after-dinner speeches to tipsy lords and dukes about the beauties

of imperialismandtheironclad friendship of England andAmerica.

"Beware of perfidious England," said Napoleon. And I say

she never had a friend she did not deceive, and she never had an
ally she did not betray.

THE WAR IN SOUTH ASKICA.

Why, things have gone so far in this regard that a Republican

Congress refused to pass a resolution of sympathy for the heroic

Boers, and the Administration seems to be secretly conspiring

with Great Britain for the destruction of our two sister Republics

in South Africa. Can we forget our glorious past? Shall we
forget our own struggles and our own prayers for help in the try-

ing days when we were fighting England for our liberty and our

freedom? Where is the spirit of liberty that animated the patri-

otic fathers at Lexington and Bunker Hill, at Saratoga and Val-

ley Forge, at Monmouth and Yorktown? Do the eloquent words
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of Patrick Henry and James Otis, of George Washington and

Thomas Jefferson, of Benjamin Franklin and Gonverneur Morris

no longer inspire resistance to tyranny and hatred of oppression?

Is American patriotism dead? Has the spirit that animated the

people in 1776 and 1813 been forgotten? Is the Declaration of

Independence no longer potent for the upbuilding of republics

and the perpetuity of free institutions? Is our form of govern-

ment a farce?

Shall we tear down our monuments, trample in the dust the

Constitution, send back to France the statue of Liberty, and turn

to the wall the picture of the Great Emancipator?

If democracy and free institutions find no answer here, then in-

deed is government of the people and by the people and for the

people doomed—republics a thing of the past—and the message of

the future an imperialistic cry of destruction, of oppression, and
of tyranny.

THIS IS THE GREAT BEPUBLIO.

This is the great Eepublic—for a century it has been the beacon

light of the world. Shall the light now go out? Why should we
secretly aid Great Britain? Should we not rather be true to our

traditions and openly sympathize with the Boers? Look about

you, my friends, and answer. It seems the very altars of our lib-

erty are being betrayed by men in high places who are sworn to

guard them.

England must not be permitted to crush the Boers and steal

their homes. Her criminal march of devastation must be checked.

God bless the embattled farmers of South Africa! is my fervent

prayer, and from the ashes of the conflict may there arise a greater

and a grander republic—theglorious United States of South Africa.

If I mistake not the signs of the times, the friends of liberty in

this country will make this an issue in the coming campaign.

NO MILITARISM—KG IMPERIALISM.

The Democratic party is opposed to militarism and to imperial-

ism. They go hand in hand, and one can not stand without the

other. They are twin brothers—relics of brute force and mediae-

val barbaricm. They have no place in a republic. We realize

what they mean when we witness the horrors and the tyranny

of the " bull pen " of Idaho, and the cruel injustice to and crim-

inal aggression against our fellow-citizens in Porto Rico. United

States soldiers in Idaho acting as policemen for the trusts and
treating honest and innocent citizens worse than Siberian con-

victs, and United States soldiers in Porto Rico acting as a guard
for the Ohio syndicate while it plunders the hurricane-stricken

inhabitants of the little the Spaniards left them. It is enough to

bring the blush of shame to the cheek of every honest and patri-

otic citizen in the Republic. These issues are imperative. They
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will not down. They will be discussed on every occasion in the

coming campaign.

KG NEED OF A VAST EEGULAB AKMT.

As Democrats we should do all in our power to defeat the now
avowed policy of the Republican party to increase the Eegular
Army of our country to 100,000 soldiers. We do not need this

vast army in time of peace. We should favor a great navy to

protect our coast and our commerce, but we should, if we are

true to the people and to our principles, vigorously oppose this

enormous increase in the Eegular Army. A large standing army
in a republic is a menace to civil liberty.

We have no need of an immense standingarmy in time of peace.

The Regular Army is the most undemocratic institution we have.

In time of trouble, in case of war, the Republic should rely on its

citizen-soldiery and its volunteer forces. It is contrary to the

true principles of the Democratic party to permit the military

power to become supreme and paramount to the civil authority.

A desperate effort will be made by the Republicans to pass the

act to creat a great standing army, and if it succeeds it wiU bur-

den the taxpayers of the country for its maintenance §150,000,000

a year. Every Democrat and every wage-earner in the land
should be alive to the dangers of this Republican movement and
do all in his power to frustrate it.

THE TBEND OF IMPEHIALISM.

Since the ratification of the treaty of peace between Spain and
the United States the island of Porto Rico has been and is now a
part of the territory of this country, and the Constitution applies

to it, and should apply to it, just as much as it applies to the Dis-

trict of Columbia or the Territory of Arizona. To contend other-

wise is preposterous.

The people of Porto Rico are citizens of the United States and
entitled to the same privileges, the same rights, and the same im-

munities under the Constitution that the people of any other Ter-

ritory are entitled to in the Federal Union. The law compelling

the citizens of Porto Rico to pay a tariff tas on their goods, wares,

and merchandise to and from thiscountry is unwarranted, unjus-

tifiable, unprecedented, un-American, and, in my judgment, un-
constitutional. In all our past history no political party ever

dared to attempt to pass such a law—a, law as inhuman as it is

unfair.

The Constitution regarding this matter is clear and plain. Sec-

tion 8 of Articlel says in language that can not be misunderstood:

Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and
excises; * * * tut all duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform tbrough-
ont the United States.
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PORTO HICANS DEPBIYED O)? SELF-GOYEBSMENT.

The Republican party has deprived the Porto Eicans of self-

government and given them a militar}' government. They have

no representation in Congress. Under Spanish rule they were

represented by twelve representatives and four senators in the

Spanish Cortes. They had their own local legislature and abso-

lute home rule. Why, under the circumstances, I ask, in the name
of all that is fair and just and decent, should we now tas them

and rob them?

Have we liberated them from monarchical tyranny only to en-

slave them in industrial oppression? The poor people of Porto

Kico will speak, and the great heart of the Eepublic will answer

and respond in the coming campaign. The American people will

never repeat in the dying year of the nineteenth century the crimes

and the blunders of George III in the closing years of the eight-

eenth century. In the sisterhood of States there must be no

stepdaughters. The flag we all love must not be used as a cloak

to rob and oppress our fellow-citizens at the dictation of the trusts

and to bolster up the falling Kepublican protective-tariff fallacy.

My sympathy is with the struggling citizens of Porto Rico. I

want to extend to them the right hand of fellowship, and under

the folds of the American flag and by virtue of the law of the land

welcome them into the Federal Union. I want to help them, and

not injure them. I want to save them, and not destroy them. I.

want them to love the Union, not hate us and despise our institu-

tions.

1 want to keep faith with them, and do unto them as we would
that others should do unto us. I protest against this mad march
toward imperialism with all the emphasis I can command, and I

solemnly warn my countrymen that the day is not far distant

when the Republic will be destroyed if the wrongs and the usur-

pations of the Republican party are allowed to go unheeded, un-

checked, and unrebuked.

The manhood of this country must speak out, the great conscience

of America must find voice, the citizenship of the Republic must
assert itself ere it be too late and all is lost!

REPUBLIC OR EMPIRE.

Kow, my friends, a few words in conclusion. We are entering

a most momentous political campaign to determine the question

whether the trusts or the Government shall survive; whether the

Republic shall live or the empire shall come and the man on horse-

back govern; whether the people or the plutocrats shall rule

—

whether this land shall continue to be a government of the many
for the many or an oligarchy of the privileged and for the favored

few. You ask me what will the outcome be. I can not tell; but
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I believe history repeats itself; that God in His infinite wisdom
raises up a man from the plain people for every crisis, and in the

pending crisis we have such a man, a born leader of men, whom
we can all trust and whom we can all follow, and who will lead

us to victory and rescue the people from the money lenders and
the money changers.

A hundred years ago the Democratic party—the party of the

plain people—after a mostmomentous cainpaign, came into power
under the matchless leadership of its famous founder, Thomas
Jefferson, and theimpetushis Administration gave to popular gov-

ernment carried forward free institutions unimpaired for a cen-

tury.

We arebeginninganother momentous campaign under the lead-

ership of a second Thomas |Jefferson—the stalwart, the fearless,

the gallant, and the intrepid young leader, of Nebraska, William

J. Bryan—to test the perpetuity of popular government and of

our free institutions, and by the grace of God and the power of

the freemen of America he will win, and the impetus his admin-

istration will give the Government of Jefferson, of Jackson, and

of Lincoln will carry it forward unimpaired for another century,

and generations yet unborn will sing the gladsome song that the

government of the people, by the people, and for the people shall

not perish from the earth. [Loud applause on the Democratic

side.]
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EULOGY

HOK WI. SULZER, OF NEW YORK,
ON THE

LIFE, CHARACTER, AND PUBLIC SERYIOES

OP THE LATE

HON. WM. D. DALY, OF NEW JERSEY,
IN THE

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

FBBRUARY 9, 1901.

The House having adopted the following resolutions:

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce-
ment of the death of Hon. William D. Dalt, late a member of the House
of Representatives from the State of New Jersey.

Besolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that oppor-
tunity may be given for fitting tribute to his memory.

Besolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and
transmit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That asanadditional mark orrespect the House, at the conclusion
of these memorial proceedingrs, do adjourn

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: On this sad occasion I desire to place on record
my sincere and humble tribute to the memory of my friend and
colleague, the late William D. Daly, and in this connection to
say a few simple, honest words regarding his life, his character,
and his public services.

It was my good fortune to know Judge Daly well and inti-

mately for years. We were great personal friends, and I admired
and respected him as a man and a friend. His sudden, tragic,
and unexpected death on the 31st day of last July was a grievous
blow to us all and a terrible shock to his family, his relatives,
his friends, and to the country generally, it was entirely un-
looked for and came like a thunderbolt from a clear sky. It
darkened a happy home, prostrated a loving family, distressed
innumerable friends, and cast a pall of sadness over his native
State which has not yet been dissipated. He died in the prime of
life, at the summit of his remarkable career, in the zenith of his
well-earned fame, loved and mourned by all who knew him and
appreciated his worth.

Life is but a day, at most.
Sprung from night, in darkness lost.

William D. Daly was bom in Jersey City, N. J., on the 4th
day of June, 1851, and had he lived until his next natal day
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would have been just 50 years of age. During all his life he ever

remained a resident of his native State, and when he died he was
one of her most popular and distinguished citizens and had the

honor to represent the city of his birth in the people's branch of

the American Congress.
Mr. Daly began life as a poor boy, and was the architect of

his own career. He began with many disadvantages, but sur-

mounted them all. He had vim, grit, hope, and perseverance.

He plodded on and progressed by his own indomitable will and
force of character. He never faltered, and won where others lost.

He did not know the meaning of defeat. In the bright lexicon of

his life there was no such word as fail. His whole life was a
brilliant series of successes.

He was eminently a self-made man. He was a child of the Re-
public. He was a product of the public schools, but at a very
early age he left school and began life's tempestuous battle as an
apprentice in an iron foundry. Here, in his early boyhood days,
he made many friends, who ever after were his trusted and loyal

supporters. His work, however, in the iron foundry was unconge-
nial. His active mind and restless ambition soared higher. He
wanted to be somebody. He sighed for a broader field of activity.

He believed in himself, in his own ability, in his future, in his star of
hope. He longed to be a lawyer, and believed the legal profession
offered an attractive avenue for his hopes, his usefulness, and his
best endeavors. He left the iron foundry, entered a law office,

and threw his verj' life and soul into the study of Blackstone and
Chitty, Kent and Story, Parsons and Washburn, and the other
legal text-books. He was an indefatigable worker, a tireless stu-
dent. He burned the midnight oil.

He mastered the intricacies of the law, and on reaching his
majority was admitted to the bar and quickly made a splendid
reputation as one of the most learned and best equipped lawyers
in his State. He had eloquence and tact, patience and confidence,
energy and industry. He studied his cases carefully and knew all

the law and all the facts of every case intrusted to his care. He
made his client's cause his own, and never went into court unpre-
pared. He did not rely on luck or trust to chance. He knew a
case well prepared is a case half won. He never took advantage
of a client, never deceived the court, and had a magnificent repu-
tation in his profession for fairness, probity, and honor. He was
identified with some of the great trials in New Jersey, practiced
in all the courts, was one of the great leaders of the bar, had rep-
resented, it is said, the defense in more capital cases than any
other lawyer of his time, and ere his death he stood in the front
rank of his chosen profession—a brilliant advocate and a safe
counselor, learned in the law.
In reoognition of his position at the bar, and in appreciation of

his unquestioned legal ability, President Cleveland, during his
first term, appointed Mr. Daly assistant United States district
attorney, the arduous duties of which office he faithfully dis-
charged, with much credit to himself and to the satisfaction of
the Government and the people.

But, sir, it was not in the iaw alone where Mr. Daly excelled.
He had always been a close student of public aflEairs, and had ever
taken an active part in all political discussions. He Was an ardent
Democrat of the Jefferson and Jackson school, and thoroughly
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familiar with the political history of our country. During the
last two decades of his life he had "been a delegate to nearly all the
local, State, and national conventions, and on account of his
sagacity and political acumen his advice was always sought and
his judgment generally followed by his political associates.
He was a magnetic campaign speaker, had a charming person-

ality , and an earnest, sincere, honest way of presenting his facts
that arrested attention and carried conviction. In every State
and national campaign his services were always in demand and
the work he performed duly appreciated by the managers and can-
didates of his party. Hence it is not a matter of wonder that his
fellow-citizens elected him over and over again to the legislature
of his State and took a just pride in his political preferment.
He was first elected to the assembly of his State in 1889 to rep-

resent the Eighth district of Hudson County, and although a new
member, his party colleagues elected him unanimously as their
leader on the floor. Events amply justified their confidence and
their judgment. He made such a brilliant record that at the close
of his term Governor Leon Abbett nominatedhim for judge of the
district court of Hoboken, and the senate unanimously confirmed
him. As judge he gave further evidence of his knowledge of the
law. He was always impartial, courteous, patient, and humane,
and became the idol of the bar and the ideal judge to the people.
In the year 1892 the people nominated him for State senator,

and Judge Dalt reluctantly resigned the judgeship to accept.
He was triumphantly elected, and reelected in 1895. He made a
splendid record in the legislature for industry, ability, and integ-
rity, and during the last five years of his senatorial career was the
leader of his party in the senate by the unanimous choice of his
party colleagues.
He came very near being nominated for governor of New Jer-

sey in 1898, and if he had been nominated it is believed by those
who claim to know that he would have been elected beyond a
doubt. Failing to receive the nomination for governor, the peo-
ple insisted that he should represent them in Congress. He was
-unanimously nominated for Representative in Congress for the
Seventh New Jersey district, the district in which he was born,
and on election day was triumphantly elected by the largest ma-
jority ever given a candidate in that district.

As a member of Congress, Judge Dalt took a prominent part
in all the great debates, and by his industry and ability, together
with his courteous manner and genial way, soon won the respect
and admiration of all his colleagues. When he passed away, on
the very threshold of his Congressional life, he was making an en-
viable record for usefulness here, not only for the benefit of his
constituents, but for the good of the whole country. We have
missed him much this session, and as the days come and go we
who knew him well will miss him more and more. The work he
did for the people will live in the history of his State and of his
country. That great work will grow brighter and brighter as the
years pass by until it becomes his lasting monument, more endur-
able than marble or brass, and sacred in the hearts of his grateful
countrymen.
We mourn and sympathize with his beloved family, but can

find no words of comfort, no consolation, save in his noble life,

his generous character, his sympathetic nature, and the great
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work he accomplished for humanity. His deeds of kindness, of

charity, and of generosity will ever keep alive his memory and
call to recollection his name a thousand times a day.

The memory of good deeds will ever stay
A lamp to light us on the darkened way,
A music to the ear on clamoring street,
A cooling well amid the noonday heat,

A scent ot green houghs blown through narrow walls,

A feel of rest when quiet evening falls.

Senator Daly was a true man, a lover of justice, a believer in

the supremacy of law, a friend of every cause that lacked assist-

ance. He stood for eternal principles of right, for fair play, and
believed in the opportunity vouchsafed to everyone under the
dome of the Union sky. He was an optimist and not a pessimist.

He was no skeptic, no scoffer, no cynic. He was broad and liberal

in his views, had charity for all, trusted the people, and never lost

faith in humanity. He knew the world was growing better. He
knew himself, believed in the destiny of the Republic, and made
the corner stone of his political convictions that great cardinal
principle—equal rights to all. special privileges to no one.
He hated cant, spurned pretense, and despised hypocrisy. He

had no use for a trickster, a trimmer, or a trader. He had a sun-
shiny, genial disposition, and a forgiving spirit that never har-
bored revenge. He was a plain, simple man who loved mankind.
He was an indulgent father, a kind and loving husband, and a
faithful friend. He will live in the hearts of those he left behind,
and to do this is not to die. He was an indefatigable worker and
succeeded in accomplishing what he undertook to do. He met
Napoleon's test—he did things. He was a true Democrat, the
implaoabie foe of private monopoly, of unjust taxation, of organ-
ized greed, of discriminating legislation that robs the many for
the benefit of the few, of special privilege, and he made the Con-
stitution our great magna charta—the north star of his political
life. He was the true friend of the toiler, the fearless champion
of the oppressed, and the eloquent advocate of the downtrodden.
He tried to lift his fellow-man up to a higher plane and help him
forward on the highway of progress and civilization. He was a'

fearless man, and ever dared to do what he thought was right re-

gardless of consequences. He was a faithful public official, and
died in the service of his country. His work here is done; His
career on earth is finished. He has run his course; be has kept

• the faith; he has fought the good fight: he has reaped his everlast-
ing reward in the great beyond, and we. his friends, can all say
truthfully, well done thou good and faithful servant, a grateful
people will ever keep thy memory green.

In halls of.state he stood for many years
Like faWed knight, his visage all aglow,
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Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow,
Champion of right! But from eternity's far shore
Thy sipirit will return to join the strife no more.
Rest citizen, statesman, rest; thy troubled life is o'er.

o



JUSTICE FOR THE BOERS.

SPEECH

HON. WILLIAM SULZER,
OF NE-W YORK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

February 11, 1901.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

The House being in Committee ot the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and having under consideration the bill (H. E. 13850) making appro-
priations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1902—

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Sulzeb).
Mr. SDLZER. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk's desk an

editorial from to-day's New York Journal, which I ask the Clerk
to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

England has spent $500,000,000 on the Boer war and may have to spend as
much more. If she had been asked to spend 1.50,000,000 on technichal schools
she would probably have replied that she could not afford such extravagance.
Yet those schools would have helped to save her from the commercial defeat
that now seems surely coming. What has the war done for her?

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the greatest
crime of the nineteenth century was the ruthless war England
began against the two little republics of South Africa. That con-
flict is the most outrageous, the most unjustifiable, the most un-
conscionable, and the most predatory war that has ever been
waged in the history of the world. On several occasions in the
past on this floor 1 have spoken in favor of the liberty and the
independence of the South African patriots. I took my stand
long ago in favor of the Boers. 1 have not changed. I said in
some of those speeches that England, with all her power, with all
her wealth, with her great army, with her great navy, would
never be able to conquer the Boers. I believed that then, I be-
lieve it now. It will come true. I still maintain that position.
I said God was for the brave Boers. I reiterate on the floor of this
House to-day that same sentiment. I predict now that England
will never be able to conquer the Boers unless England extermi-
nates every one of them.
The question before the world to-day, sir, is whether civiliza-

tion is going to permit greedy and bloody England to extermi-
nate these brave, these heroic, these honest, these fearless people,
simply because they love liberty, because they love independence,
because they love their homes, and because they are fightmg for
the same rights and the same principles that the fathers of this
Republic fought for in the dark days of 1776. This war has cost
England over U500,000,000. It has cost England the flower and
the youth of her country; and yet to-day England does not hold
in the South African Republic or the Orange Free State any more
territory than her troops occupy.
The principal point that I want to make now, while this diplo-

matic appropriation bill is under discussion, is the action that our
Government is taking regarding that war. This Government is
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violating to-day the neutrality law of nations. This Government
to-day is helping England and doing all it can against the brave
people of South Africa. Every day the newspapers of our coun-
try report to us that we are sending arms, munitions of war,
horses, and mules to help England crush the Boers.
Let me ask any fair-minded man on this floor, or any fair-

minded men in this country, whether that is honest and whether
it is right? I do not believe that we should help England in her
cruel and wanton war of extermination against the Boers. I be-

lieve it is the duty of the President, of this Congress, to prevent
the violation of the neutrality laws of this country. If it were
any other power but these two helpless little republics, I predict
it would be a cause for a declaration of war.
Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a

question?
Mr. SCJLZER. I yield to the gentleman.
Mr. GAINES. We arrested and caused to be imprisoned and

have the infamous stripes put on a man who undertook to help
Cuba and do as we are doing with England, for taking supplies

to Cuba; and now we are permitting English agents to come over
here and buy munitions of war, stock, horses, and mules to be
used against the BoerSi are we not?

'

Mr. SULZER. We are; and that is what I am protesting
against; and so long as I have my voice, so long as I believe in
liberty, in freedom, and in independence, I intend to protest

against what this Government is doing in that war. That war
is a foul blot on the escutcheon of England, and what the Admin-
istration is doing is a blot on the history of this Republic. It is

the duty, as Daniel Webster said, of republics to stand by repub-
lics. But his day is gone; the patriotism of the fathers is no more.
We live in a new era—an unholy time of greed and conquest. It

seems to be the object of this Republic now to help empires', to

help kings, and to sympathize with them in their cruelty and
barbarism against freedom, independence, and liberty. That is

what I protest against.

It is a stigma on this Administration; on the fair name of this

Republic. 1 say it is an outrage on this House of Representatives,

when many members, myself among the rest, introduced resolu-

tion after resoluclon asking for sympathy for the Boers and pro-

testing against a violation of international law and neutrality

obligations, that the Committee on Foreign Affairs in this House
will not report one of those resolutions.

I know, and we all know, and I predict that if one of these reso-

lutions were reported to this House it would pass practically

unanimously. Why are these resolutions pigeonholed? Let the
Administration answer.
Let me say that the great heart of the true manhood of England

and the conscience of her people are against this barbarous war
in South Africa. They want it stopped; they want the Boers to

be free. Let me say, too, that the great honest newspapers of

England are crying out against the sacrifice and the barbarity
which Kitchener is perpetrating down there. It is a crying
shame, a crime against humanity. I say, and I know, that what
Kitchener is doing in South Africa is one hundred times worse
than Weyler did in Cuba. He has turned that fair and happy
land into a human shambles.
We went to war to free the Cubans from Weylerism, and we
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are now in partnership, for all ostensible purposes, with England
to help her and Kitchener do things down there which are worse
than Weyler ever did. What a picture we present!
We do not know what is going on in South Africa. I declare

Kitchfiner is violating the rules of war. England has control of
the telegraph and the cable. She has imposed the most rigid cen-
sorship of the press and the news, and she will not let the truth
be known. If it were known, it would shock the world. The
orders to Kitchener are to bum the houses, kill the men, destroy
the cattle, and drive the women and the little children out on the
veldts to die; rob the Boers of life and of everything they have,
kill and steal, and in that way let them understand the power of
the British monarchy. Kitchener is repeating what he did in
the Sudan.

I say that the Queen, when she was dying, according to the re-

ports we have, uttered as her last words this sentiment: "I hope
and I pray for peace." That is a legacy to her son, the present
King of England. Let me say to him, speaking for nine-tenths of
the American people, speaking in the sacred name of liberty,

speaking for freedom, speaking for the salvation of these two little

republics, in the cause of justice and humanity, make peace. King
Edward, make peace, arid you will go down in history as one of
the greatest monarchs that ever reigned; but continue this bar-
barous war. King Edward VII, and you will go into history a
more infamous man than George III. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

And, sir, mark what I say, the result will be that the South
African Republics will ultimately be free. This is the great Re-
public—for a century it has been the beacon light of the world.
Shall the light now go out? In the presentconjict in South Africa,
why should it secretly aid Great Britain? Should it not rather be
true to its traditions and openly sympathize with the Boers? Look
about you, my friends, and answer; which is it doing? It seems
the very altars of our liberty are being betrayed by men in high
places who are sworn to guard them.
England must not be permitted to crush the Boers and steal

their homes. Her criminal march of devastation must be checked.
God bless the embattled farmers of South Africa is my fervent
prayer, and from the ashes of the conflict may there arise a greater
and a grander republic—the glor ious United States of South Africa.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]
[Here the hammer fell.]
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The Philippines and Cuba—Let TJs Be Honest.

SPEECH

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE,
op new york,

In the House of Representatives,

Friday, March 1, 1901,

On the following resolution:
"Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution it shall

he in order to take from the Speaker's table the hill (H. R. 14017) making ap-
propriations for the Army and without intervening motion to move to con-
cur in the Senate amendments thereto in gross; after two hours' debate (one
hour on each side) the previous question shall be considered as ordered on
said motion, and a vote then be had thereon without delay or intervening
motion."

Mr. SULZER said:
Mr. Speaker: The adoption of the rule just offered by the gen-

tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dalzell] by the vote of the
Eepublicans in this House is, in my judgment, the greatest out-
rage on the rights of the Democratic minority ever perpetrated in
the history of this legislative body. It seems the minority have
no rights here that the ruthless Republican majority are bound
to respect. The Democrats are to be gagged, legitimate debate
shut off, our protests frustrated, our appeals for justice denied,
the rights of humanity trampled on; vrhile the Republicans, in-
toxicated -with power, ride roughshod over our rules, the Consti-
tution, and the sacred guaranties of the Republic. The House of
Representatives has ceased to be a deliberative body. It is the
mere creature of one man. Let nae read the rule prepared and
just adopted by the Eepublicans to force through this House the
pernicious and iniquitous legislation against Cuba and the Phil-
ippines:

Besolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution it shall
be in order to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 14017) making ap-
propriations for the Army and without intervening motion to move to con-
cur in the Senate amendments thereto in gross; after two hours' debate (one
hour on each side) the previous question shall be considered as ordered on
said motion, and a vote then be had thereon without delay or intervening
motion.

The adoption of that unjust rule is in violation of the letter and
the spirit of the rules of this House. As a member of the mi-
nority of this House, I enter my most emphatic protest against it

and the outrage its adoption will speedily consummate. We
should have at least a week to debate this matter.
What is the purpose of this arbitrary action? What dark deed

is to be enacted by virtue of its adoption? Several weeks ago this

House passed the Army appropriation bill and sent it to the Sen-
ate. By some inscrutable legislative legerdemain the Repub-
licans in the Senate placed on this Army appropriation bill two
amendments or riders—one aflEecting Cuba and the other in regard
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to the Philippines. Let us see what these two amendments are.

Let us examine these two un-American and outrageous riders.

The first amendment or rider relates to Cuba, and reads as fol-

lows, viz:

That in fulfillment of the declaration contained in the joint resolution ap-
proved April 20, 1898, entitled, "For the recognition of the independence of
the people ot Cuba, demanding that the Government of Spain relinquish its

authority and government in the island of Cuba, and to withdraw its land
and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban waters, and directing the President
of the United States to use the land and naval forces of the United States to
carry these resolutions into effect," the President is hereby authorized to
"leave the government and control of the island of Cuba to its people" so
soon as a government shall have been established in said island under a con-
stitution which, either as a part thereof or in an ordinance appended thereto,
shall define the future relations of the United States with Cuba, substantially
as follows:

I.

That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im-
jDair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any
foreign power or powers to obtain by colonization or for military or naval
purposes or other wise , lodgment in or control over any portion of said island.

n.
That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to

pay the interest upon which, and to make reasonable sinking fund provision
for the ultimate discharge of which, the ordinary revenues of the island,
after defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate.

III.

That the government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer-
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property,
and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect to
Cuba imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be assumed
and undertaken by the government of Cuba.

IV.

That all acts of the United States in Cuba during its military occupancy
thereot are ratified and validated, and all lawful rights acquired thereunder
shall be maintained and protected.

V.
That the government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary extend,

the plans already devised, or other plans to be mutually agreed upon, for the
sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recuiTence of epidemic
and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring protection to the
people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of the southern
ports of the United States and the people residing therein.

VI.

That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional
boundaries of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by
treaty.

vn.
That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba,

and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the govern-
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal-
ing or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon with the
Pi-esident of the United States.

vm.
That by way of further assurance the government of Cuba will embody

the foregomg provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States.

The second amendment, or rider, relates to the Philippines and
reads as follows, viz:

T
,A11 military, civil, and judicial powers necessary to govern the Philippine

Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaties concluded at Paris on the 10thday of December, 1898, and at "Washington on the 7th day of November, 1900
shall, until otherwise provided by Congress, be vested 'in such person and
persons and shall be exercised In such manner as the President ofthe United
States shall direct, for the establishment of civil government and for main-
taining and protecting the inhabitants of said islands in the free enjoyment
of their liberty, property, and religion: Provided, That all franchises granted
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under the authority hereof shall contain a reservation of the right to alter,
amend, or repeal the same.

Until a permanent government shall have been established in said archi-
pelago full reports shall be made to Congress on or before the first day of
each regular session of all legislative acts and proceedings of the temporary
government instituted under the provisions hereof; and fall reports of the
acts and doings of said government, and as to the condition of the archipelago
and of its people, shall be made to the President, including all information
"which may be useful to the Congress in providing for a more permanent gov-
ernment: Provided^ That no sale or lease or other disposition of the public
lands or the timber thereon or the mining rights therein shall be made: And
provided further^ That no franchise shall be granted which is not approved
Dy the President of the United States, and is not in his judgment clearly
necessary for the immediate government of the islands and indispensable for
the interest of the people thereof, and which can not, without great public
mischief, be postponed until the establishment of permanent civil govern-
ment; and all such franchises shall terminate one year after the establish-
ment of such permanent civil government.

Mr. Speaker, the far-reaching importance of these two riders,
hastily put on an appropriation bill in the Senate, in violation of
all precedent, is beyond calculation. They go to the very founda-
tion of our Government. They place in the hands of the President
unlimited, despotic, and autocratic power. They define and fix

an arbitrary procedure and policy that may, and, in my opinion,
will, cause endless trouble, enormous expense, and innumerable
lives. -They hazard interminable war. They present the most
important question for wise, just, and deliberate solution and de-
termination that has confronted the American Congress since the
civil strife, and we are compelled to vote on them by the adoption
of a partisan rule for political purposes, after a meager debate of
only two hours—one hour on each side.

If the matter under consideration were not so serious, affecting
as it does the lives, the liberties, the proparty, and the happiness
of millions and millions of people under tropic suns, in the Occi-
dent and in the Orient—the attitude, the programme, and the pro-
cedure of the Republicans would be as absurd as it is Quixotic.
This is a naost momentous question, and we should have time to
deliberate and the right to propose amendments. Under the rule
we have neither. The Democratic members are cut off from their
rights. They have no choice; no opportunity to give expression
to their views. Perhaps we should be thankful that we can yet
vote, and let the people of the country know that the Democratic
representatives in Congress are to a man opposed to this infamy.
These two vicious riders, that will destroy every vestige of free-

dom in Cuba and every hope of liberty in the Philippines, were
put on the Army bill in the Senate. They were put on in viola-

tion of all parliamentary procedure. They could not have been
adopted in the first instance in this House. It has been said they
were put on in the Senate by some understanding, some trade,
some unholy bargain, between the alleged friends of liberty and
the imperialistic opponents of freedom, in order to pass other bills

and avoid an extra session of Congress. Be this as it may, I know
not, although appearances are sometimes quite convincing; but
we all know these riders, to trample in the dust in Cuba and
the Philippines justice, liberty, and humanity, would never be
here if the Democratic Senators had wanted to defeat them. They
never could have been adopted in the Senate without the acquies-
cence of the Democrats there. They are responsible for this situ-

ation.
These riders are most despotic, most iniquitous, most unjust,

and most inhuman. They portray in burning letters the sordid,

greedy, and corrupt spirit of commercialism, which destroys our
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highest ideals, makes us ashamed of our past, and compels us to
how our heads in humiliation as we witness the present and con-
template the future of our country. They make our great Re-
public despicable and a byword of reproach. They reveal and
unmask the cruel, sordid, treacherous policy of the Administra-
tion, and expose to full view the hypocrisy, the perfidy, and the
infamy of the Republican party. I am opposed to these riders.
They will never pass with my consent or my vote. If Congress
enacts them into law, the President will be the most powerful,
the most despotic, and the most autocratic potentate on earth. I
am opposed to delegating the powers of Congress to the President.
If these gradual surrenders of vested constitutional rights and
transfers of legislative powers to the Executive continue, the
day, in my judgment, is not far distant when we shall cease to be
a representative government responsible to the people.
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Geosvenoe] has said that the

provision regarding the Philippines is similar to the resolution en-
acted by Congress in regard to the temporary government of the
Louisiana purchase. I beg to differ with the gentleman. He is
sadly in error. To conclusively show the wide and startling differ-
ence let me read the act of 1803 regarding the temporary govern-
ment of Jefferson's Louisiana purchase:

^
Until the expiration of the present session of Congress, or unless provi-

sion be sooner made for the temporary government of the said territories, all
the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the officers of the exist-
insr government of the same shall be vested in such person and persons, and
shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shall
direct, for mamtaining and protecting the inhabitants of Louisiana in the full
enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion.

Compare the two. There is no analogy between them. A cas-
ual reading of the two acts is sufficient. One is " until the expi-
ration of the present session of Congress. " The other is indefinite,
and for all desired and practical purposes surrenders absolute and'
complete power to the President. The Philippine provision in
this bill and the act of 1803, relating to the temporary govern-
ment of Louisiana, are as far apart as the poles. And I say now
that if the Republicans are sincere in their present contention
they will permit the Democrats to offer as an amendment for the
provision under discussion affecting the Philippines a substitute
similar to the enactment of 1803 relating to Louisiana. If the
other side will permit us to do that, I know and I declare that
every Democrat on this side of the House will cheerfully vote for
it. I challenge the majority to allow us to do it. Your refusal is
an evidence of the insincerity and hypocrisy of your pretensions,
and another demonstration of the imperialistic policy of force of
the Republican party.
Let me, sir, say again what I have frequently said before on the

floor of this House, that I am now, always have been, and always
will be, opposed to the cruel, the inhuman, the ruthless, the un-
American, and the unchristian conduct of this Administration to
thestrugglmg Filipinos, whose only crime is the love of liberty
their hope for freedom, and their aspiration for independence.
It we had been true to ourselves, and to the great ideals of Ameri-
can manhood, patriotism, and statesmanship, not a drop ofAmerican blood would have been shed in the Philippine Archi-
pelago. Sordid greed has cost us hundreds and hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars, and cruel lust for power thousands and thousands
ot precious hves. And the end is not yet.
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How long will this costly war of extermination and subjugation
last? Can anyone tell? Will it be the black page of Spain's his-

tory over again? I pray not. Sooner than see the Republic de-
stroyed, and the Philippine Islands the tomb of the flower and
the youth of America, I would do what 1 believe Abraham Lin-
coln would do if he were at the head of the Government to-day

—

help the Filipinos establish a stable government of their own, a
republic fashioned after this Republic, and then say to all the
world, "Hands off; any interference with the Filipino repiiblic
will be an act unfriendly to the United States."
So much, sir, in regard to the adoption of this partisan, unjust,

and arbitrary rule in order to choke off debate, and to my position
on the amendment surrendering all legislative power to the Pres-
ident, to perform whatever his autocratic will and despotic pur-
pose may suggest regarding the Philippine Islands.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say something in regard to the

other amendment, or rider—the one relating to Cuba. I have been
a friend of the Cuban patriots for years. When I first came to
Congress, six years ago, I championed their cause in Congress and
out of Congress, in season and out of season. I did all I could to
help them throw oS the tj'rannous yoke of cruel and oppressive
Spain. They were then waging a just war to secure their freedom
and their independence. My sympathy was all with the Cuban
patriots. I knew their oppression; I was familiar with all their
suffering, with their long and heroic struggle for liberty and the
right to govern themselves.

I introduced in this House the first resolution of sympathy for
them, indulging the hope that they would succeed because their
cause was just. I introduced in tiais House the first resolution
granting them belligerent rights; the first resolution recognizing
their independence, and the first resolution declaring war against
Spain. When war was finally declared, I organized in the city
of New York a regiment of soldiers and begged the Republican
governor of New York, and also the President, to accept it and
muster it into the service. They refused—presumably for politi-

cal reasons. I was willing and anxious to resign my seat in this
House to go to the front with my regiment and fight for Cuban
independence, but could not get a chance, ostensibly because I was
a Democrat. A perusal of the proceedings of this House before,
during, and after the Spanish-American war will leave no one in
doubt regarding my position on the Cuban question. I wanted to
see Cuba free. In the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress I

said:

My position is well known and nnchangeable. Long, long ago I made up
my mind. I have never deviated from the first stand I took. I want to see
Cuba free. She must be free and independent. The i Spaniard and his yellow
flag—the emblem of atrocity—must go.
You know that in all the history of the world no people ever deserved the

right of self-government more than the heroic, struggling Cuban patriots.
For centuries they have been oppressed, robbed, starved, and murdered by
a cruel foreign power. The tyranny of Spaiu, her refined butcheries, her
fiendish brutalities,aretheblackestpages in theannalsof the world. * * *

What a sad story the history of poor Cuba tells! For more than three
centuries Spain has ruled her with a blood-stained and an iron hand. It has
been a thousand times worse than the rule of the Turk. It has been a thou-
sand times worse than the rule of a barbaric military despotism over a con-
quered and subjected province.
The history of poor Cuba's trials, her woes, her troubles, and her tribula-

tions never has been written and never will be written. Not half the truth
will ever be known. And more the shame!

Spanish rule in Cuba has been one long, unending, hideous carnival of
crime, of public plunder, of rapine, of official robbery, of murder, of starva-
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tion, of destitution, of assassination, and of cruel, torturing aeath—a fright-

ful, big black blot on the pages of civilization; a lasting, burning disgrace to

all Christendom; an impudent, imperial challenge, backed by the bayonet, to

the sober sense of humanity and the Christian civilization of the world.

And subsegiaently I said in the same Congress:

I stand now where I have always stood, where I will stand until the

lag^-for the liberty -loving people of Cuba, who are making and have made
as heroic and as gallant a battle for freedom and independence as any
people ever made in the history of the world. I want to see them win, and 1

know they will win if this great Republic, which should stand as a shining

light, as a beacon, and as an example for all the other republics of the world
and tor every people struggling for liberty and independence, wiU simply do
its duty.

That, sir, in substance, was my position then in regard to Cuba.
I was for Cuban independence then, and I am for Cuban inde-

pendence now. I have not changed my views. Nothing has oc-

cixrred since the signing of tlie treaty of peace in Paris to make
me alter in any waymy original opinions. On the contrary, much
has happened to confirm and strengthen them. The record is

made up. It speaks for itself. We should keep faith. We went
to war with Spain to free Cuba, not to annex Cuba; not to free

the Cubans from Spanish slavery in order to enforce American
despotism. We declared our high moral purpose of intervention

to be in the interest of civilization.

We patriotically proclaimed that the war was to be waged for

liberty, for freedom, and for humanity, and called all the world
to witness our noble intentions and our undying devotion to the
fundamental tenets of the fathers as embodied in the immortal
Declaration of Independence. As proof of this let me read and
again put in the Rkooed the resolution of Congress declaring war
against Spain, approved by the President on the 30th day of April,
1898:

Joint resolution for the recognition of the independence of the people of Cuba,
demanding that the Grovernment of Spain relinquish its authority and gov-
ernment in the island of Cuba, and to withdraw its land ana naval forces
from Cuba and Cuban waters, and directing the President of the United
States to use the land and naval forces of the United States to carry these
resolutions into effect.

Whereas the abhorrent conditions which have existed for more than three
years in the island of Cuba, so near our own borders, have shocked the moral
sense of the people of the United States, have been a disgrace to Christian
civilization, culminating:, as they have, in the destruction of a United States
battle ship with 266 of its oiEoers and crew, while on a friendly visit in the
harbor of Habana, and can not longer be endured, as has been set forth by
the President of the United States in his message to Congress of April 11,
1898, upon which the action of Congress was invited; Therefore,

Hesolved by tlie Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
Avierica in Congress assembled. First. That the people of the island of Cuba
are, and of right ought to be, free and independent.

Second. That it is the duty of the United States to demand, and the Gov-
ernment of the United States does hereby demand, that the Government of
Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in the island of Cuba
and withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban wateriS.

Third. That the President of the United States be, and he herebyis, di-
rected and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces of the United
States, and to call into the actual service of the United States the militia of
the several States, to such extent as may be necessary to carry these resolu-
tions into effect.

Fourth, That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition orinten-
tiou to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except
for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is ac-
complished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people.

THOMAS B. BEED,
Speaker of the House of Bepresentatives.

GARRET A. HOBABT,
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate.

Approved, April 20, 1898.

WILLIAM Mckinley.
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There is notliing doubtful, nothing ambiguous, about that res-

olution. It pledged the sacred honor of the Government and the
solemn word of our people to drive Spain from Cuba; declared
that the Cubans are, and of right ought to be, free and independent;
and disclaimed any disposition or intention to exercise sovereignty,
jurisdiction, or control over said island. The question now is, it

seems to me, Shall we keep our word or break it? Shall we live

up to our sacred promise or abjectly stultify ourselves in order
that personal pelf may follow political perfidy?
Let us be honest. We must not forget. We should keep our

word. We should fulfill the letter and the spirit of the promise.
We should do our duty and give the Cubans absolute freedom and
independence. There should be no conditions. Any different

policy now, any deviation from our promise of three years ago,
wiU be national dishonor and a stultification that must bring to
the cheek of every honest American the blush of shame. Shall
the plighted faith of the nation be kept? Americans , read that sin-

ister Republican rider regarding Cuba, attached to this appropri-
ation bill by the servile servants of commercialism in the Senate,
in the light of our patriotic declaration of war, and answer! Its

adoption here to-day means national dishonor, national repudia-
tion, national shame, and national perfidy.

The vote here to-day, sir, will show that the Republican party
has chosen to stand for disgrace and dishonor—^for pelf and power;
that the representatives of the Democratic party stand for liberty,

for loyalty to the principles of the fathers, for freedom, for the
fulfillment of the national promise, for the sacred rights of man,
for peace and prosperity, for the Constitution, and, above and
beyond all, for the traditions and the true glory and destiny of
the Republic.
For mankind are one in spirit, and an instinct bears along,
Eonnd the earth's electric circle, the swift flash of right or wrong.
Whether conscious or nnconscious, yet Humanity's vast frame
Through its ocean-sundered fibers feels the gush of joy or shame;
In the gain or loss of one race all the rest have equal claim.

Once to every man and nation comes the moment to decide,
In the strife of Truth with Falsehood, for the good or evil side;
Some great cause, G-od's new Messiah, offering each the bloom or blight,
Pai'ts the goats upon the left hand and the sheep upon the right,
And the choice goes by forever 'twixt that darlsuess and that light.

Post-OfiSce Appropriation Bill.

February 28, 1901.

Mr. LOUD. I jneld five minutes to the gentleman from New
Tork [Mr. Sulzer].
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I concur substantially in what

the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Aemond] has so well said.

In my judgment it would be for the best interests of the great ma-
jority of the people of the United States if they had control, in
connection with the post-offices and as a part of the Postal Depart-
ment, of the telegraph and the telephone. I believe it would be
in the interest of and a great saving to the people. I believe it

would put an end to two great selfish monopolies, and would give
the people of this country cheaper telephone rates and lower tele-

graph rates. I am unalterably opposed to all private monopolies.

But more about this when I can get more time. Now, sir, in the
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few minutes allowed me by the gentleman from California I want
to enter my most emphatic protest regarding the unjust discrim-
ination contained in this bill against the great city of New York.
For several years the post-office authorities of the city of New

York have used the pneumatic-tube service. That service has
been a great success, has facilitated the carrying and the distribu-
tion of the mails, and has given great satisfaction to the people.
It has been a great convenience to the merchants, and every asso-
ciation of business men, the boards of trade, the chamber of com-
merce, and in fact all the various chambers of industry, have pe-
titioned Congress to continue the pneumatic-tube service. I have
filed many of the petitions and resolutions. This bill has elimi-
nated this desirable service, and the merchants and citizens of the
city of New York are to be deprived of the service and compelled
to waste and lose from five to twelve hours in every twenty-four
in receiving and transmitting their mail. I protest against this
outrage—this failure to live up to implied obligations.
The city of New York has the greatest post-office in this coun-

try—a post-office which pays, over and above expenses, a revenue
to the Government every year of over §5,000,000. Wehaveasked,
and asked in vain, for a new post-office building in that city. We
should have it. But this Congress will do nothing for New York
City. The present old post-office building there is a disgrace and
a menace to the health and lives of the people employed in the
building. "We must have a new post-office. We will get one, I
trust, in the next Congress. But this pneumatic-tube service
should not be discontinued. It should be now continued, by an
appropriation in this bill. I regret exceedingly that the Post-Office
Committees of the House and the Senate, after adopting this serv-
ice, propose now at this late day to discontinue it. It is wrong
and a very shortsighted economical policy.
Mr. BURKE of Texas. Does my friend know the cost to the

Government for every mile of pneumatic-tube service laid down
in New York City?
Mr. SULZEB. Yes; I know. The figures are given in the re-

port of the Post-Office Department; and with those figures before
it, that Department recommended in the strongest terms the con-
tinuance of this service. In the hope of getting this relief I shall
vote down this conference report.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Charleston, S. C, Exposition.

March 1, 1901.

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield five mimites to the gentleman fromNew York [Mr. Sdlzee] .

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is an old and a wise saying
thatconsistencyisa jewel. The distinguished gentleman from
lllmois [Mr. Cannon] has probably never heard that saving, if we
are to judge by his actions, his votes, and his speeches. He has
originated and passed some of the most lavish and extravagant
appropriation bills.

He has advocated and voted for some of the most reckless and
uncalled-for expenditures of the people's money. He has done asmuch as anyone on that side of the House to make this a billion
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and a half dollar Congress, the most costly and expensive Con-
gress in all the history ot our country. When we compare his
record with his professions, he is as disingenuous as he is incon-
sistent.

He is strenuously opposed now to this appropriation of $350,000
for a Government exhibit and the necessary and incidental Gov-
ernment building at the Charleston Exposition. At the last mo-
ment—in the dying days of this Congress—he is awakened and
rises up in patriotic indignation to sound the alarm, and in sten-

torian tones declare these appropriations must cease or the ex-
chequer of the Government will be depleted. It seems to me
the gentleman's good intentions are rather )ate, and should have
been put in execution long ere this.

Sir, I am at least consistent. I am in favor of the exposition in
Charleston, S. C, and I shall do all I can in my humble way to
make it a success and an object lesson that will help the South-
land and reflect credit on the whole country. I believe in these
expositions of our progress, our industry, and our material re-

sources.
I believe they do great good; that they are great ob.iect lessons

to the people and great educators for the masses. The Govern-
ment should participate in all of them and give what aid it can.
The benefits to the people are inestimable and the small sum
spent wise and prudent economy that will ultimately be returned
an hundred fold.

Entertaining these views I shall cordially stand by my friend
from South Carolina, and I trust his motion will prevail. I am
on record in favor of expositions. I voted for the Omaha Exposi-
tion, for the Pan-American Exposition, for the St. Louis Exposi-
tion, and on the roll call I shall vote in favor of the Charleston
Exposition. I like the people of the South; I believe in them,
in their future, and I want to help them demonstrate to the world
in an educational way their greatness, their grandeur, their com-
merce, their resources, their progress, and their material indus-
tries.

In my judgment, this exposition is most desirable and will do
incalculable good. It will astonish many, and rivet the attention
gf America on theNew South, with its innumerable opportunities,
its untold wealth, and its myriad possibilities. Give the grand
old South a chance, and the result wUl be as surprising as the
vast amount of invaluable information disseminated will be
beneficial.

This, sir, is not a local or a sectional matter. It will help and
benefit our whole country. I dissent from the provincial and
narrow view taken by some gentlemen on this question. The
Columbian Exposition at Chicago did more for this counti'y in
different ways than the most eloquent tongue can ever portray.
Every exposition ever held in this country has been a great na-

tional blessing that has made for peace, for progress, and for civ-

ilization. We spend yearly millions and millions of dollars for
useless objects and worthless matters, but when a few thousands
of dollars are asked for educational purposes, for the benefit of
humanity, for the diffusion of information, some all-wise and far-

seeing cheeseparing statesman gravely arises and in sepulchral
tones objects.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York

has expired,
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New York Post-Offlce,

March 2, 1901.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this bill, carrying enormous ap-

propriations, is another demonstration of the cohesive power of

public plunder. I doubt not it will pass without a division. I

am somewhat suprised, to say the least, at the present attitude of

the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] , and I

fail to hear his eloquent and emphatic protest against this bill,

which will take hundreds and hundreds and thousands of dollars

out of the public Treasury. Yesterday, the day before, and for

several days last past, we have heard the gentleman from Illinois

protesting against these kind of reckless and extravagant appro-
priations. But when this omnibus building bill comes up, ap-

propriating this vast amount of money, we do not hear a word
from the gentleman from Illinois. He is as dumb as an oyster. It

is the old, old story. It only goes to show, however, how strong
and powerful local patronage is to secure legislation.

The principal point I now desire to make is that the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds has refused to give New York
City a new post-office. A bill for that purpose has been in the
committee for six years. New York City is unjustly discrimi-
nated against. The post-oflfice in New York City is old and dilapi-

dated. It is no longer adapted to the postal affairs of the metrop-
olis, It is a menace to the health and to the lives and limbs of
every man employed in it. Thousands of men employed in the
New York City post-office are compelled to work underground,
standing part of the time during each twenty-four hours in water
and in dampness. Every merchant, the chamber of commerce,
the press, the people, every board of industry and board of trade
in New York have petitioned Congress for the last three years to
appropriate enough money to build a new and decent post-office
in the city of New York.

I myself, sir, have filed with the Clerk of this House hundreds
and hundreds of petitions and resolutions in favor of a new post-
office in New York City. They have been referred to the com-
mittee and that has been the end of the matter. I want to enter,
my most emphatic protest against the outrageous way New York
City is treated by Congress.
The post-office in New York City supplies more revenue to the

Government than any other ten post-offices in the United States.
The revenue from that post office, over and above its expenses,
amounts every year to between five and six millions of dollars. It
is the greatest post-office for the distribution and the transmis-
sion of mail in this country; and I say in all sincerity that the
great metropolis of the country should have a post-office that will
be not alone a credit to the nation, but will preserve the lives and
not menace the health of the people who are compelled to work
in it.

The chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds and the committee appropriate money for every little
crossroad post-office in the country. There is no trouble to get
an appropriation of $150,000 for some little country post-office
that is an expense to the Government, but when it comes to the
post-office of the city of New York the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds is deaf to all supplications and to all the
entreaties of the people of that great city.
The entire postal business of the country is centered in New
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York City, and that city should have a post-oflBce of adequate ac-

commodations to facilitate business. We only ask for decent
treatment—for what is iust and right. I hold in my hand an
editorial from the New York Herald of March 1 instant
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me

time enough to have this article read?
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I have agreed to give out the time, and

will have to take it from others.
Mr. SCJLZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print

as a part of my remarks an editorial from the New York Herald
of March 1, 1901, regarding the New York post-office.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to print an editorial from the New York Herald in
reference to the New York post-office.

Mr. MERCER. I object, Mr. Speaker, until I know what it is.

Mr. SULZER. It is a very short editorial from the New York
Herald. It does not refer to the gentleman, but only to this post-
office.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Seer in Alaska.

March S, 1901,

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Add attheend o£ the 13111that "hereafter no hides of deer shall he exported
from Alaska under a penalty of $100 for each hide."

Mr. WARREN. I raise the point of order on the amendment;
it is not germane, and is new legislation.

Mr. SULZER. Upon that I desire to be heard.
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the

point of order.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, when the Alaska code bill passed

this House, by some inadvertence there was no provision put in
that bill to protect the deer of Alaska. This was a mistake of
grave importance. The deer of Alaska are being rapidly exter-

minated by the Indians, who hunt the deer simply for their hides.

I am reliably informed—in fact, I know—that thousands and thou-
sands of deer in Alaska are slaughtered every winter by the
Indians. During the winter the deep snows compel the deer to
come down from the mountains, and the natives ruthlessly
slaughter them for their skins. Their skins are sold for from 50
cents to a dollar apiece. If this thing continues
The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule on the question.
Mr. SULZER, • Mr. Speaker, just one moment more. If this

thing continues, in a very short time the deer of Alaska wUl be
exterminated, and the people who live there and who to a certain
extent^subsist on the meat of the deer will be unable to get fresh
meat. ' The natives slaughter the defenseless deer, and in ninety-
nine cases out of a hundred leave the carcass to rot.

. This amendment is a matter of great importance to the people
of Alaska and in the interest of the protection of the deer. It

ought to be adopted. Every true sportsman should favor it. I

trust the gentleman will vrithdraw his point of order against the
amendment. If he does not—and the Chair sustains it—I shall at

4779



14

once prepare and introduce a bill to accomplish the purpose de-

The SPEAKER. The bill has entire relation to educational

matters in Alaska and no relation whatever to deer, and therefore

the amendment is clearly out of order.

Philippine Commission.

March 3, 1901.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, but here politics are cared for by
three Democrats.
Mr. DALZELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from

New York [Mr. Sulzer] .

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to differ with
my friend the gentleman from Tennessee. I believe this resolu-

tion should be defeated. It ought to be, in my opinion. For
myself, I am opposed to Congressional junketing committees and
Congressional junketing trips. If members of Congress want to

visit Porto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippine Islands, let them go,

and God speed them, but, sir, let them go at their own expense,

and not at the expense of the taxpayers of the country.
_
I sin-

cerely believe the adoption of this resolution will be futile. It

will establish a bad precedent, which ought not to be established.

It will be a great expense, with no satisfactory results. It will

give us no additional information. We have now all the infor-

mation we want in regard to Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philip-

pine Islands to do our duty to humanity and to ourselves accord-
ing to the traditions of this Republic.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Charleston, S. C, Exposition.

March 3, 1901.

Mr. CANNON. I now yield to the gentleman from New York
two minutes, and then I want to close the debate.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I can not concur in what the gen-

tleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has said. I dissent from
his conclusions. There is nothing narrow, illiberal, or sectional
about me. [Laughter and applause.] If we appropriate money
for the St. Louis Exposition and for the Buffalo Pan-American Ex-
position, we ought to be big enough and brave enough and broad
enough to appropriate $250,000 for the Charleston Exposition. I
am in favor of the exposition at Buffalo, I am in favor of the ex-
position at St. Louis, and, sir, I am in favor of the exposition at
Charleston. They are all in the interest of the' people, and will
help to educate us and disseminate useful and valuable informa-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, I doubt not, is in
favor of the Buffalo Exposition; he wants public money for a city
in his own State, and yet he is opposed to appropriating money
just as necessary in the interest of education and the dissemina-
tion of information for the Charleston Exposition. He should be
consistent. His position is untenable. I hope the House will vote
for all of these expositions or defeat them all. [Applause.]
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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War Taxes.

December 15, 1900.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kew
York.
Mr. STJLZER, Mr. Chairman, Iam in favor of this amendment

to tax industrial combinations, and it seems to me it can not be
successfully denied that there is much force and logic in all that
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Newlands] has said in its favor.
I agree with him that if we must raise more revenue it should be
collected from wealth and not from toil. It is a matter of regret
to me, and I believe it will be to the people generally, that the
majority members of the Ways and Means Committee did not
frame a bill to repeal the Spanish-American war-revenue taxes.
The war act of 1898, which imposed that taxation, was an emer-

gency measure. It was passed hurriedly and without much con-
sideration to raise immediate money for the purpose of success-
fully prosecuting the Spanish-American war. It was a war meas-
ure, and it was so described at that time by the leaders of the
Republican party in this House, who gave assurances to the coun-
try that just so soon as the war was over these war taxes would
be repealed.

. The war has been over for more than two years and the Repub-
lican party is just now partially reducing the war taxes. I am
opposed to a continuance of these war taxes in time of peace.
They are obnoxious and vexatious, and should be repealed. Inmy
judgment they could be repealed without causing a deficit. But
if gentlemen on the other side believe otherwise and claim more
revenue is necessary, not for an economical administration of pub-
lic aifairs, but for the purpose of carrying out Republican polit-
ical schemes—some of which you now have under advisement

—

then, I say, that instead of raising the revenue from the poor,
from the producers and the consumers of the country, you should
raise this additional revenue by a tax on the trusts and the ac-
cumulated and idle wealth of the land. That would be fairer,

more equitable, and more consistent.
I am opposed to robbing the many for the benefit of the few.

I am opposed to unjust and unnecessary taxation. The war tax
law is the worst kind of special legislation, and the bill now under
consideration is a species of this special legislation carried to its

logical sequence. It can not be justified now; it could only be
tolerated in time of war; and 1 am of the opinion that the people
of the country will be sadly disappointed by the action of the Re-
publicans. They expected you to keep your promise and repeal
these burdensome taxes.
Mr. Chairman, aU legislation bestowing special benefits on the

few is unjust and against the masses and for the classes. It has
gone on until less than 8 per cent of the people own more than
two-thirds of all the wealth of our country. It has been truly
said that monarchies are destroyed by poverty and republics by
wealth. If the greatest Republic the world has ever seen is de-
stroyed, it will fall by this vicious system of robbing the many for
the benefit of the few.
The total population of the United States is about 75,000,000.

The total aggregate wealth of the United States, according to the
best statistics that can be procured, is estimated at about $75,000,t
000,000; and it appears, and no doubt much to the surprise of
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many, that out of a total population of 75,000,000 less than 25,000

parsons in the United States own more than one- half of the entire

aggregate wealth of the land. And this has all been brought about
during the last twenty-five years by combinations and conspiracies

called " trusts " fostered by special legislation and nurtured by
political favoritism.
The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the

robbery of the many during the past quarter of a century has
been simply enormous, and the facts and figures are appalling.
Three-quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be con-
centrated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, and
the number of persons constituting that minority grows smaller
and smaller every year. I.am in favor of repealing the war taxes
and making the accumulated wealth of the land pay its just share
of the burdens of government. This can readily and easily be
done by a graduated corporation tax that will reach the dividends
and watered stocks of the great industrial combinations and mo-
nopolies and by a graduated inheritance tax that will reach the
idle and accumulated wealth of the land.

I am in favor of making the idle wealth, the monopolies, and
all these great trusts, giant corporations, and selfish syndicates do
what the Republican party by law compels the toilers, the pro-
ducers, and the consumers to do, and that is to pay the taxes—pay
their just share of the expenses of the Government.
By a graduated corporation tax and a graduated inheritance tax

we would lift the tax burdens from the farmers, the workingmen,
and the consumers and place them where they justly belong, be-
sides establishing publicity and to some extent preventing the
watering of stocks and the centralization of wealth.
In my judgment this system of a graduated inheritance tax and

graduated corporation tax is the fairest, the most honest, and the
most equitable system of taxation that can be devised; and I be-
lieve if it were put into operation that it would pay more than
one-half the annual expenses of the Government. Believing as I
do, I am glad to support this amendment and I sincerely hope it
will be adopted.
To-day more than three-quarters of the idle wealth of this coun-

try escapes taxation and practically bears no part of the burdens
of government. This is not right. lam glad to say that I believe
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nevada will cure,
to some extent at least, this inequality and injustice in our sys-
tem of taxation. I trust that gentlemen on the other side of the
House will vote in favor of the amendment. You can not say it is
not fair and just.

If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] answers that it
will increase the revenue, then we reply that he and his associates
on that side of the House can readily reduce the revenue by re-
pealing some of the taxes on the necessaries of life, and we will
help them to do it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

[Here the hammer fell.]
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SPEECH
on

HON. WILLIAM SULZER
^

The House being In Committee of the Wiole on the state of the Union,
and having under consideration the bill {H. E. llSiS) maWng appropriations
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for

fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian ti'ibes for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1803, and for other purposes-

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I now yield ten minutes to

my colleague from New York [Mr. Sulzee] .

Mr. SULZEE said:

Mr. Chaieman: For some time past there has been a great deal

of talk by the Republicans in this House in favor of and in tlie

defense of the trusts. To-day several Republicans have taken ad-

vantage of the pending measure before the House to make set

speeches which seek to justify the position of the Republican

party in favor of monopolies.

It is well known that every Democrat on this side of the House

is opposed to trusts and monopolies, and if we Democrats had

our way we would put all goods manufactured by a monopoly on

the free list, especially where the reports and statistics and facts

demonstrated that the m.onopoly was selling its manufactured

goods cheaper in other countries than here. In such a case our

people should not be taxed to support the monopoly. The pro-

tection of the protective tariff shoidd be repealed. But we are

in a hopeless minority. We can not initiate and pass bills to

control trusts and to destroy monopolies. The people know the

Republicans are responsible.

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise, however, for the purpose of dis-

cussing the trust question. I am now, always have been, and al-

ways wiU be opposed to monopolies, and to the criminal trusts.

At this time I simply want to point out what is apparrent to all

—

that the Republicans are so busy in this Congress defending and

justifying and helping the great trusts and monopolies of the

country that they have not time to consider the crying wants of

the people, the urgent demands of the rank and file, and the ne-

i94Z 3



cessity of mucli important and naeritorions legislation pending in

the House and in its committees.

Now, sir; I want to state that in every Congress since I have

been here a bill has been introduced in the interest of and for

the benefit of the letter carriers. In three different Congresses—

namely, the Fifty-fourth, the Fifty-fifth, and the Fifty-sixth—

I

had the honor of introducing such a bill myself, and I worked as

hard as I could, before the committee, with members of the

House—in season and out of season—continually to get a favora-

ble report, but all in vain. I never could get the Republicans on

the committee to report the bill and do justice to the deserving

letter carriers of the country. Time and time again on the floor

of this House have I and others pleaded for decent treatment and

fair play for the letter carriers.

If there ever was a bill introduced in this House that ought to

appeal to every member as a matter of right and justice, it is the

letter carriers' bill. The bill was introduced in this Congress

early in the session—to be accurate, on the 13th day of December,

1901—by the gentleman from Michigan. The Speaker referred it

to the Committee on the Post-Office and- Post-Roads.

It is there now. It is sleeping in that committee, and it will

never wake up, never come out, if we do not demand and insist

that the committee report it favorably. The biU is so short that

I vrilU ask the indulgence of the House while I read it. Besides,

I want it to go in the Recokd as part of my remarks, so that aU

who are concerned in the matter can read it and judge of its

merit. It is entitled "A biU to increase the pay of letter car-

riers," and reads as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.. That after June 30, 1902, the pay of letter carriers in
cities of more than 75,000 population for the first year of service shall be $600;

for the second year of service shall be $800; for the third year of service shall
be $1,000; for the fourth year of service and thereafter shall be $1,200. And
after June 30, 1902, the pay of letter carriers in cities of a population of under
75,000 for the first year of service shall be $600; for the second year of service,
$800; for the third year of service and thereafter, $1,000.

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby
repealed.

That is aU there is to it—a most commendable bill. "Why
should.it not be reported? "Why should it be smothered in the

committee? "Why should it not be presented to the House and
the members given an opportunity to vote for it or against it?

We want a record on this biU. "We want to &k responsibility.

49i2



We want to find out who are the friends and who are the enemies

of the letter carriers. I am a friend of the letter carriers. I am
prond to say that. The Grovemment in all its service has nomore

honest, no more tireless, no more faithful employees. Their

claims are just and should be recognized.

These men are the most efiScient, the hardest worked in all the

coxmtry's service, and the poorest paid. The letter carriers of

the land are compelled to toil day in and day out—in sunshine

and in storm, in winter and in summer, in all kinds of weather

—

sometimes eighteen hours out of the twenty-four, and taking aU

other employees in the various departments of the Federal Gov-

ernment as a basis for comparison, it can not be denied that the

letter carriers render the most and the hardestwork for the small-

est remuneration. Let us be just to these honest, hard-working,

faithful men.

Now, sir, why is it when every Democrat, I believe, on this

side of the House is anxious for a favorable report of this biU, is

anxious to have it passed, is anxious to vote for it to make it a

law, why is it, I ask, that the Republicans in this House smother

the bill every session in the committee? Why is the Republican

party against the letter-carriers' bill? Is it because a few Re-

publican leaders of this House are opposed to giving the letter

carries decent wages? Or is it because the Republicans are so

busy legislating for monopoly that they have no time to legislate

for man? Let the Republican party answer, and let man answer

the Republican party.

There is a great blizzard, or has been a great blizzard, in New
York City. The first city in the land is locked in the embrace of

one of the worst storms for years. The streets are blocked with

snow and ice. It is almost impossible for the ordinary pedestrian

to get around, but the mail must be delivered, and the letter

carriers are compelled to go through these streets—almost im-

passable—with pounds and pounds of mail matter on their backs.

They have to go through streets now that horses can not get

through, that vehicles can not go through, and are compelled to

go through these streets four and five times a day and deliver the

mail.

Rest for man, rest for beast, but no rest for the indefatigable

letter carrier. He must go, he must do his work, deUver the mail



on Hs route, no matter what the weather, no matter what the

consequences to his health or his life. And yet, take them all in

all, they are courteous, long suffering, uncomplaining,, honest,

assiduous, and industrious. How few of our citizens ever think

of their trials, their wants, their health, and their little ones at

home. Again and again I have watched them and sympathized

with them—with their hopes and their sorrows.

To-day my heart goes out to them. I can not refrain from

making this appeal in their behalf for simple justice. How I

wish it were in my power to aid them, to pass and enact into

law this bill they all want, they all pray for; this bill that is so

fair and so just, that appeals to every right-thinking citizen in

all the land, and that challenges adverse criticism. How much

time and money we waste here for useless and worthless things!

It is terrible when one soberly considers it all—and then, again,

so much for the few, so little for ;the many. How easy for the

monopolies and the powerful to pass a bill—a bad bill—and how

difficult for the poor and the weak, the many, to pass a bill—

a

good bill. It is a just commentary. It should make us pause

at times and think.

How poorly, how miserably the letter carriers are paid! Un-

der the present law they do not, and can not, earn enough, no

matter how long they have been in the service of the Govern-

ment or how many hours a day they labor, to keep body and

soul together. And what do they get? A mere pittance a month

that is not enough to economically support one man. It is a dis-

grace, a crying shame. Many of these letter carriers have"wives

and children—^little homes—and these wives and children in many
cases are to-day in want.

The head of the household does not get paid enough by the

Government to live half way decently. But it is not the Govern-

ment's fault, it is the fault of the Eepublican leaders here in

Congress. I want to appeal to the Republicans of this House, in

the name of justice and fair, play, in the name of decency, that

when they are doing so much for organized capital, so much for

criminal syndicates, so much for monopolies, for God's sake to

do something for the poor letter carriers. [Applause.]

Let us be honest. Let us be just. Let us be true to the die-



tates of OTir nobler impulses, and if we are this bill—so bonest

and so jnst and so earnestly desired—will soon be reported, speed-

ily passed, and a law on onr statute books. Is there a man here

opposed to it? If so, let him come out in the open and have the

courage to get up and say so. I pause for an answer. No one

opposed to it, and yet the bill lies in the committee, and it seems

almost impossible to ever get it out. But something is going to

happen. It will come out. It will be reported, never fear.

Sir, I speak plain. The case demands plain speaking. I serve

notice now on the Republican leaders of this House that I shall

make it my business to go deeper in this subject—to find out why
this meritorious measure is delayed and the ends of justice to the

letter carriers defeated. If no one else will do so, I will ascertain

and lodge the responsibility where it belongs. Everyone here

knows, if he knows anything, that this is a just and worthy bill

and if it came before this House for a vote it would pass by an

overwhelming majority.

Why should a few men on the Republican side have it in their

power to deprive us all of an opportunity to vote for the bill? It

is an outrage, but it is true, and knowing the facts as I do, I

would despair of ever passing this bill, of ever getting it re-

ported, if it were not for the fact that recently the New York

Journal, -that fearless foe of injustice and monopoly, that cham-

pion of the right and the plain people, that great American news-

paper, has taken up the cause of the letter carriers and intends

to see to it that they get fair play and equitable treatment.

The Journal is a mighty power for good. I believe the letter

carriers will now win, because the Journal has never lost a battle

when enlisted in a just cause, and the letter-carrier's cause is

just. Then success to the New York Journal and speedy success

to the letter-carrier's bill, and if its friends in this House wiU all

stand together I feel confident, and I predict victory will ere long

crovm our eflEorts and the bUl vnll soon become a law. [Ap-

plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from NewYork

has expired.
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I am glad the bright day is not far distant when the Cuban
Republic will take her place among the nations of the earth.

May success, happiness, prosperity, and domestic tranquillity

abide with her hereafter forever, is my fervent prayer.

SPEECH
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WM. SULZER.
The HoDse beingin Committee of the WholeHouse on the state of the Union,

and having nnder consideration the hUl (H. E. 12804) making appropriation for
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903—

Mr. SULZER said:
Mr. Chairman: Yesterday afternoon I sent to the Clerk's desk

an article from the PhiladelpMa North American dated March 14,
1902, which I desired to have read. At that time it was objected
to by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hull] and the gentleman
from Ohio fMr. Dick] . I now send to the Clerk the same paper
to have the article read in my time.
The Clerk read as follows:

[From Philadelphia North American, March 14, 1902.]

BEPBESENTATrTB SULZER INTRODUCES A BILL INTENDED TO KEFORM PRES-
ENT TARIFF LATT—AIMS BLOW AT SUGAR TRUST—WOULD REMOVE COLOR
RESTRICTION AND OPEN MARKET TO CUBAN PRODUCERS.

[By Angus MoSween.]
Washinoton, March IS, 1902.

The North American's exposure of sugar-trust methods is having its ef-
fect.

Eepresentative Sulzer, of New York, to-day inti-oduced in the House a biU
to amend the present tai*iff law by striking from the sugar schedule the pro-
vision that aU sugars above No. 16, Dutch standard in color, shall pay a diity
of lA'ji cents a pound.

This action was based directly upon the statements in the North Amer-
ican of Tuesday showing the enormous protection given the sugar trust
by the-color restriction in the tariif law and the palpable deception prac-
ticed by Congress, both by its insertion in the law and by its retention there.
As its author is a member of the Democratic minority, Mr. SOLZKR'S bill

will be scoffed at by the members of the Ways and Means Committee, but it
will serve as a beginning of the investigation which should be demanded by
the country, and which should lead to favorable action upon the bUl as soon
as the purposes aimed at are generally understood.

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE.
The biU was referred to the Ways and Means Committee, and it is before

that committee now. Mr. Sulzer expects to obtain his first hearing and a
hearing also for the witnesses he will produce to testify in behalf of his
proposition.

Except by reports of the trust interests, it is not easy to see how objec-
tions to the bill can be successfully argued. It proposes no reduction in the
rates of duty established by existmg law upon sugar according to its grade
of purity, and leaves the duty of 1-^xs cents a pound upon refined sugar,
but eliminates the color restriction and opens the way to the sugar producers
of Cuba to send their highest grades of sugar to the XJnited States for sale in
the markets in competition with sugar-trust products.

Of coui'se, the measure will be opposed by the trust and by all trust advo-
cates in Congress, but there is no sentiment outside the two legislative
Chambers in favor of trust privileges, and sooner or later Sulzer' s proposi-
tion will be accepted. The North American has aroused the spirit of in-

quiry, and nothing more is needed to expose the trick by which the trust has
secured absolute control of the sugar market. Mr. Sulzer said to-day re-

specting his measure:
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"Everyonemnst admit tliat the whole usefulness of the Dutch standard
lies in the fact that, first, it forces the planters to sell exclusively to the
trust, and, second, of coui-se, it forces the people to buy exclusiTely of the
trust. It IS merely a means of assuring to the trust an absolute monopoly in
the sugar business. The Cubans, who would be glad to marliet their sugars
direct and pay the higher duties, which will be required according to a
really scientific test, are unable to do so, and the people of the United States,
who would be glad to buy their sugar direct from the, producers, are unable
to do so.

"Ingenuity of man could not have devised a more perfect and admirable
method of securing for a limited number of capitalists an absolute monopoly
of an important article of food than this one ivnich lies hidden in that appar-
ently innocent color restriction. It helps nobody but the trust, it keeps the
planters poor, and it robs the people. AU this can be easily proved, and
that is what I purpose to do. It was because I was certain of it that I intro-
duced the bill."

Mr. SULZEE. Mr. Chairman, the article just read is from
one of the most fearless, one of the most honest, and one of the
greatest Republican newspapers in this country, the Philadelphia
North American. The article speaks for itself. I have had it

read from the Clerk's desk so that it -will be inserted in the CoN-
QEESSIONAL Recokd, and I hope that every member of this House
will take the trouble to read it.

The article clearly, fully, and intelligently tells the purpose of
the bill I introduced in this House on the 13th day of this month.
The bill was referred to the Ways and Means Committee by the
Speaker, and I request, and indulge the hope, that it will ere long
be favorably reported.
Let me reiterate what I have frequently said before on this

floor, that I am now, always have been, and always will be a
friend of Cuba and of the Cubans. The record will show that
ever since I have been a member of this House I have done all in
my power for the Cuban people. 1 am glad the bright day is not
far distant when the Cuban Republic will take her place among
the nations of the earth. May success, happiness, prosperity, and
domestic tranquillity abide with her hereafter forever, is my fer-
vent prayer._ [Applause.]
The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our

sacred obligations to Cuba. We must grant her the freedom and.
the independence promised. We must launch this young Repub-
lic of Cuba on the ocean of nations and say to all the world, Cuba
is free and independent. We must say to every nation. She is our
creation—a daughter of the great Republic—and any interference
vsdth her will be an act imfriendly to the Government of the
United States.

But that is not aU, Mr. Chairman. We must now grant her
immediate trade relief. In a commercial way she is at our mercy.
That is not her fault—it is our fault. Congress has made it
practically impossible for Cuba to market her products in other
countries; they must be sold here, and they can not be sold in
this country at present except at a ruinous loss, unless our tariff
law is repealed or modified. This must be done at once-it
should have been done months ago. If it is not speedily done I
predict that conditions in Cuba will soon be worse than they ever
were before. The situation is serious and admits of no further
delay. The people want Congress to act.
The Republican party is responsible for the deplorable commer-

cial condition now existing in Cuba. The Republican party,
wedded to its high protective-tariff policy, would apparently
rather witness the starvation of the Cubans than consent to re-
duce to a slight degree for Cuba its present system of outrageous
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tariff taxes. What a spectacle of commercial selfishness , m.onopo-
listic greed, and political shortsightedness the Republican party
presents to day! We have been in session here since the first

Monday of last December, and nothing has been done to afford
relief to the Cubans.
The President, the Secretary of War, General Wood, President-

elect Palma, and every person familiar with the present situation
in Cnba have urged Congress to reduce the existing tariff taxes on
Cuban exports to this country at least 50 per cent. But nothinghas
been done. The Republican leaders can not agree, the Ways and
Means Com.mittee will not act, and the industrial arm of Cuba is

becoming paralyzed. I predict that if this selfish policy is con-
tinued much longer the doctrine of Republican protection will
soon be destroyed by its foolish worshipers.
Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of doing something now to avert

calamity in Cuba. I want to see Cuba free and happy and pros-
perous. I will vote for any mieasure to reduce the present tariff

duties between this country and Cuba. In my Judgment we
should have free trade with Ciiba. It would be beneficial to us
and advantageous to the Cubans. It would help the people of
both countries.
But I say now, and it must be apparent to anyone who gives

the subject consideration, that if reUef comes by tariffi reduction
the present duties must be reduced at least one-half. Anything
less in this line will be useless and futile, and Cuba wiU go back
to a condition of commercial stagnation that will cost us dearly
in the end, and the fault will be all our own.
In the last three years the balance of trade has been over

$30,000,000 against the island. Her people have exhausted their
resources in a heroic struggle to build up their industries, but
they can not go on spending more than they receive any longer,
and this year's sugar crop, which will be over 800,000 tons, repre-
sents their supreme effort, and imless relief comes—and comes
quicMy—we must expect a crisis which will render Cuba's posi-

tion most deplorable and ours most embarrassing.
A mere handful of protected beet growers and cane growers,

who care nothing for Cuba, nothing for the millions of American
sugar consumers, are the only obstructors of this nation's good
will to the people of Cuba. The American people expect Congress
to grant relief, and to grant it quickly.
When the Congress adopted the so-called Piatt amendment,

which I voted against, and which in my judgment never should
have been adopted, it took an unfair advantage of Cuba; but
when that amendment finally became a law; the Cuban people ac-

cepted it in good faith, and, at our request, wrote it into theii- con-
stitution. By virtue of that amendment Cuba is commercially
helpless to-day, and unable to make treaties of a commercial
character to market her products. Under the circumstances, it

seems to me that it is now incumbent on this Government to

grant some trade reliefto Cuba by which her products can be ad-

mitted into this country and sold without a loss. At present this

can not be done.
The cost of raising sugar in Cuba is 3.6 cents perpound. The sell-

ing price of sugar, duty paid, in New York is now 3.75 cents. The
Dingiey duty is 1.68i cents per pound, or nearly 100 per cent of

its value on the plantation in Cuba. It plainly appears, therefore,

that Cuba can only sell her staple crop in New York at a loss, and
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can not sell it anywhere else. There is now about $20,000,000

worth of sugar cane standing in Cuba, and if the Dingley block-

ade against it is not raised it might as well be left to rot on the

ground.
Governor-General Leonard "Wood, pleading for a speedy recip-

rocal arrangement, insists that this country has nothing to lose

and much to gain thereby. Our domestic production of sugar is

about 450,000 tons; in the annexed and protected islands, Cuba
included, about 1,000,000 tons more are grown, and from Europe
we buy about 800,000 tons besides. One-fifth of all the sugar the
American people use must come from outside. Cuba's total

product, even if it were greatly increased, could not possibly

make us independent of Europe.
Now, sir, if I could have my way regarding the matter I would

strike down every tariff barrier between the Eepublic of Cuba
and the United States. 'If something is not quickly done by Con-
gress that will be the solution. The leaders of the Republican
party have been quarreling day in and day out regarding this

question. I am now informed and beheve they have reached an
agreement by which they are willing to reduce the existing tariff

duties 30 per cent on sugar and tobacco. That according to the
President, the Secretary of War, General Wood, President Palma,
of the Cuban Republic, and others competent to testify, will do
absolutely no good. If there is going to be any reduction of the
tariff law, the reduction must be 50 per cent or more in order to
help the Cubans.
Now, Mr. Chairiaan, a few words regarding my bill to remove

the color restriction on unrefined sugar coming from Cuba. I

introduced the bill in good faith, and I intend to do all in my
power to pass it. It is a good bill, and should become a law.
There should be no opposition to it, and to some extent it will
solve the present difaculty by permitting the Cuban planters to
market their unrefined sugar product immediately in this coun-
try. That will afford some relief at once.

If the color restriction on Cuban unrefined sugar should be re-
moved, it would not materially injure the beet-sugar growers nor
the cane-sugar growers of this country, but it would benefit im-
mediately the Cuban planters and furnish to the people of this
country cheaper and better sugar.
At present, on account of this color restriction, put in the law

by the sugar trust, every pound of unrefined sugar that comes
from Cuba to this country must be sold to the sugar trust, and it

must be sold to the trust at the trust's ovrai price. If this bill to
remove that restriction should become a law, the Cuban sugar
planters, if they were unable to sell to the sugar trust, could mar-
ket their product and sell it to grocers and consumers in compe-
tition with the sugar trust.
The only legitimate opposition to this bill must therefore come

from the sugar trust, in order to control the product, dictate the
price, and stifle oompetition. When this question is understood,
I am satisfied every friend of the people, every foe of monopoly,
and every believer in commercial justice will favor the bill.

Now, sir, I do, not say this bill is all that is necessary at the
present time, but I do say, and I challenge successful contra-
diction, that it is a step in the right direction, and will afford im-
mediate relief not only to the tariff-taxed Cuban producer, but
also to the trust-taxed American consumer.
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The color restriction on sugar is a device of the sugar trust and
was put in the Dingley high protective tariflE law at the instiga-

tion of the sugar trust, to give it a monopoly in this country on
refined sugars. Remove the color restriction and the higher
grade Cuban sugars can be put on the American market at once

. and sold in competition with the refined sugars of the trust.

At present the color restriction on sugar in the law forces the
producers of Cuban sugar to sell to the trust at the price fixed by
the trust, and compels the consumers in America to buy from the
trust at the price dictated by the trust. The tx'ust controls the
product and fixes the price to suit itself.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to get this matter be-

fore the House. I have done so briefly. At some future time I

shall discuss this question more fully and at greater length.

This color restriction for monopoly will have to go. The Repub-
lican party must repeal it or admit it stands for monopoly. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]
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SPEECH
OP

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.
The House 'betng in Committee of theWhole on the state of the Umon, and

having under consideration the hill (H. E. 13123) making appropriations for
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1903, and for other purposes

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chaiemaji: I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:
On page 11, after line 19, add:
"For the proper care and suitable lighting of the Liberty Light, in ITe-w

York Harbor, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary."

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, on the 1st day of March this
year, by order of the Light-House Board, Libarty light, on Bed-
loe's Island, iu the Harbor ofNew York, was extinguished. Just
why the Light-House Board issued that order I know not, and no
one whom I have talked to about it has been able to give to me
a satisfactory explanation. Inmy opinion there is no good reason
for that order. The light from Liberty's torch should not be put
out. It is essential to commerce, but more than that, it repre-
sents a patriotic sentiment that should never be extinguished.
The great statue ofLiberty Enlighteningthe World was unveiled

on the 38th day of October. 1886. If was a splendid gift from the
Republic of France to the Republic of the United States. It was
intended to be a bond of sympathy, of fraternal feeling, of undy-
ing memories, of lasting friendship, of eternal good will between
the two great Republics. It meant sympathy for republics and
republican institutions all over the world. It glorified liberty,

fortified freedom, and emphasized the rights of man. It was to be
and it ever should be a great beacon light of democracy, dispel-

ling the darkness of tyranny and welcoming to our hospitable
shores the oppressed of every land. It was Bartholdi's apotheosis

of liberty; a gift from the greatest Republic in Europe to the
greatest Republic in all the world.

Its light should shine for all the ages. It should never go out
while Gberty lives in the breast of man. It links the past with
the present, and should be prophetic of the future.

At the unveiling of that magnificent monument to liberty, the
President of the United States, the Cabinet officers, distinguished

members of Congress, members of the legislatures of States, may-
ors of cities, judges, governors, and leading citizens from all parts

of the country were present. It was a " red-letter day " in the

history of this Republic. There was music, and eloquence,- and
ceremony. It commemorated one of the great civic events in our
annals. It was an imposing celebration, and the hand on the dial

plate of time marked the hour of liberty and the freedom of man.
As such a beacon it has stood by day and shone by night.
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It has meant mucli to us in many ways. It hue etood for all

the ideals of the Republic, and a bright harbinger to the weary
immigrant after a tedious voyage. It has shone resplendent from
the day it was unveiled until the 1st of last March, and then for

some hidden reason this Administration, or the Light-House
Board acting under this Administration; put out the light.

What a commentary! In the face of what is now going on here,

in the Orient, and elsewhere, how the eloquent words of the ora-

tors on that occasion mock us. What a difference between then
and now! Things have changed.
Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offered should be adopted by

the House. It should be incorporated into this bUl vnthout a
dissenting vote. Patriotism prompts it, and we should see to it

that the light of Liberty should bum as brigiitly as ever. I do
not know how much money is necessary to clean the statue,
fittingly care for it, and properly light it, but my amendment
appropriates |50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary,
gives the proper authorities discretion, and they will spend no
more than is absolutely required. However, if the amount is

objectionable, I will make it less. All I ask is to keep the light
burning. That request should meet with no opposition from
liberty-loving members of Congress.

It is a sad commentary, sir, on the Republic of to-day, a sad
reflection on our professions and our glorious past, that the great
light of Liberty has been put out. What does it mean? Will
some one rise up and tell me? In this connection, Mr. Chairman,
I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read at this time as a
part of my remarks a poem regarding this matter, written by one
of our popular poets and a well-known citizen of Washington, D. C.
Mr. MONDELL. This is not an original poem; the gentle-

man from New York did not write it himself?
Mr. SULZER. It is an original poem. I did not write it, and

what is more, I know the gentleman from Wyoming could not
write it. [Laughter.]
The Clerk read as follows:

libbett's torch—o^ricial announcement.
Light-House Boabd, Treasury Department,

Washington, D. C, February M, 190S.

Liberty Enlightening tlie World light station. Notice is hereby given
that on or about March 1, 1903, the fixed white electric light shown from the
torch of the bronze statue on Bedloes Island, New York Bay, will be discon-
tinued.
By order of the Light-House Board.

N. H. FAEQUHAE,
Eear-Admiral, United States Navy

Put out the torch whose lustrous beams
"Were lit at Freedom's council fires;

For in its flame no longer gleams
The lofty purpose of our sires.

When mouthing hypocrites efface
The noble charter of our rights

And set brute forces in its place.
Put out the signal lightsl

Till our great armies cease to slay
And call the roll of Tagal dead,

Oh, let ixs shrink from light of day
And torch of night, and hang our head

Put out the lamp, lest it illume
The path of our perfidious fame.

Put out the lamp, for in the gloom
We hide our scarlet shamel
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Ah, when our tyrants quench In night
The freedom of the Orient sea,

Why should our goddess keep alight
The heacon flame of Liberty?

Silence the eagle on his cragl
Hush holy Freedom's vaunting hymni

Drop down the mast the starry nag,
And douse the harbor gllml

When patriots welter in their gore
And perish where our squadrons press,

Why set this Sambeau on the shore
To shine upon our wickedness?

Ah, goddessi lift no trembling hand
To light the bloody path of hate.

But let ga-im darkness scowling stand
And beckon at the gatel

W. A. CROPFQT
[Loud applause.]
Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman
The CHAIRMAJSr. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that my col-

league's time be extended for five minutes.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, from the day

this magnificent statue to liberty was unveiled down to March 1,
this year, no Congress has failed to pass an appropriation for this
light and to properly care for it.

Since 1886 it has been a light-house essential to commerce and
safe navigation in the harbor of New York. It is on all the
charts. It aids to mark the channel, and every mariner, every
seafaring man, has looked for it and recognized it, going in or
coming out of the magnificent harbor of New York. Why is it that
after all this time this light must now go out? Is liberty dead?
I hope not. I am a friend of liberty here and elsewhere. As a
citizen of this Republic, I take a just pride in the grandeur of
Liberty Enlightening the World and for all it typifies here and
sjrmbolizes to people in other lands. I would not darken its ef-

fulgent light, but I would make it bum brighter and brighter as
the years come and go. It stands at the gates of America, a mag-
nificent altar of man's faith in liberty, whose light should pene-
trate the darkness of tyranny throughout the world and guide men
from oppression to the hospitable shoresof freedom. [Applause.]
Mr. Chairman, I feel deeply on this subject. The responsibility

of putting out Liberty's torch must rest on the Republican party.
This Administration, it seems to me, will be derelict to duty,
false to all the Republic stands for, and recreant to the memories
of a century and the sacred friendship of Prance, which has
existed since our Revolutionary struggle, if we now permit that
great statue of Liberty to stand in the darkness. What a flood of
sentiment appeals to us in this matter. Can we so soon forget the
past?

Is recollection dead and gratitude a dream? Are the words of
the fathers a hollow mockery? Is our past a lie, or shall liberty
truly enlighten the world? Let the gentleman from Illinois and
the members of this House answer. I trust the response will be
for liberty and in favor of continuing the light on Bedloes Is-

land, in fav/or of keeping that great statue of Liberty Enlighten-
ing the World illumined from sundown to sunrise, so that it will

be not only a guide to mariners, but a great beacon of this Repub-
lic, and in truth for aU liberty enlightening the world, beckoning

5095



to our shores tlie downtrodden from every land and every clime.

FApplause.] ... , ,

Yes my friends, this bill shonld carry an appropriation to keep

that torch of liberty burning. The people—the liberty-lovmg

people—expect it. We mnst be true to ourselves—we must not

disappoint them. The light mnst not go out. If it goes out now,

it may go out forever.

But once put out thy light,

I know not where is that Promethean heat
That can thy light relume.

Now, sir, just a word more. I have offered this amendment in

Ecood faith, and in the name of liberty, in the name of this great

Republic and all it stands for, by the memories of all the past, I

ti-ust, I hope, I pray, that it will be adopted, and that Liberty

Enlightening the World will continue to shine for all mankind
and be a beacon for freedom so long as this Republic shall endure.

[Loud applause.]
Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman withdraw his amend-

ment? [Laughter.]

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is trying to be facetious, but I

sincerely trust he will not raise a point of order. If he stands

for liberty, if he believes in republican institutions, if he glories

in the greatness and the honor of this Republic, he surely will

not object to the amendment. Of course I will not withdraw it.

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have enjoyed the gentleman's speech

very greatly. I am quite sure the Committee of the Whole Houss
has, and having had the opportunity to make a speech and having
made it so well, it was in the greatest good faith that I asked
him if he withdrew his amendment, but he says not. It seems to

me that having made the speech he ought to withdraw it. If he
will not. however, I want to again express my admiration of his

speech, including the peroration.

Mr. MANN. And the poetry.
Mr. CANNON. And the poetry, too; but ifwe must get down

to cold facts about it, I must state there are §1,900,000 in the bill

in connection with the Light-House Service for lights, and the
Light-House Board has complete discretion ia maintaining the
service to light this particular light, as well as all others, and we
made some inquiry about it. Somebody suggested. Why do not
you keep that light burning in that great work that was given to
us? Well, the reply come in that commerce does not need it;

commerce is not benefited by it.

Mr. SULZER. And the Republican party does not need it.

Mr. CANNON. You know, we spend some money; we believe,

of course, at times in the old flag and in an appropriation. We
are spending some money at New York Harbor. We are making
another channel there—40 or 45 feet, which is it to be, when com-
plete?

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words in reply to the
gentleman from Illinois. He says that there is in this bill a large
appropriation for light-houses. It is true the bill carries a gen-
eral appropriation for light-houses. And, sir, I am willing to take
the gentleman at his word. I trust he is sincere and is not beg-
ging the question. I am willing now to withdraw this amend-
ment if the gentleman will agree to insert in this bill what I be-
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lieve lias always been in It before—that is, since 1886—a provision
that the Light-House Board, or the War Department, whichever
has attthority in the matter, shall see to it that this statue of
Liberty Enlightening the World is properly cared for and lighted,
as has been done heretofore. That is all I want. That is all the
people, who take a pride ia this matter, desire. Will the gentle-
man consent to it?

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say to my friend right there, there
never has been a specific appropriation to keep this light burning
in this statue.

Mr. SULZER. Well, then, that is all the more reason why it

should be in now. Why should an irresponsible board have the
right to say arbitrarily the torch of Liberty must be put out?
Mr. CANNON. Let me complete my statement. If it is neces-

sary or proper for commerce, then there are nearly $3,000,000
available for that and other purposes. I do not want to assent to
a legislative direction to keep that light burning. On the con-
trary, if the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of War
exercised a discretion to spend $50,000 for keeping this light burn-
ing when it did not aid commerce one iota, I should be in favor
of passing a resolution of censure upon such Secretary, because it

would be an unwarranted waste of public money.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. The gentle-

man says this amendment carries $50,000. It is true the amend-
ment says $50,000, but the gentleman fails to state what the
amendment also says—"SoO.OOO, or so much thereof as maybe
necessary"—and I am willing to reduce it to meet the views of
the gentleman.
Mr. CANNON. Well, that is so in all matters of appropria-

tion.

Mr. SULZER. If $50,000 is too much, the Secretary of War or
the Secretary of the Treasury can see to it that only enough is ex-

pended to light the statue properly, or I will make it five thou-
sand or ten thousand dollars now. The gentleman from Illinois

says commerce does not need this light. I differ from him. For
the last fifteen years it has been a beacon and an aid to com-
merce. It is marked on every chart of New York Harbor. It is

for commerce a light-house. It is looked for by every ship com-
ing in or going out of the harbor, and it is just as essential to

commerce as any other light-house in New York Bay. No ship-

ping concern, no commercial body has asked to have the light

extinguished. On the contrary, commerce demands that this

light shall continue to shine.

Mr. LESSLER. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. SULZER. Certainly.

Mr. LESSLER. I should like to know where you get your in-

formation about that.

Mr. SULZER. I get my information from the same source

hat you can if you look for it—the newspapers.
Mr. LESSLER. Well, I haVe looked it up
Mr. SULZER. I get it from the daily newspapers of New York

City. I get it from mariners who reside in New York. I get it

from commercial bodies

Mr. LESSLER. In your district?

Mr. SULZER. I get it from the pilot associations in New
York City; consult these sources of information. This light, aside

from any patriotic sentiment, is just as necessary as a light-house
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as any otlier light-house. There are half a dozen light-houses in
New York Bay, and this is one of them, and it is just as impor-
tant as the others. This appropriation, consequently, should be
made, or there should be some provision in the bill directing the
proper authority, whether it is the Light-House Board or the Sec-
retary of War, to see to it that Liberty Enlightening the World
is properly illuminated. That is all I wish to say in reply to the
gentleman from Illinois, and I trust the amendment will be
adopted.
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered

by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sulzee] .

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Sulzee) there were—ayes 43, noes 33.

Mr. CANNON. I ask for tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chainnan appointed Mr. Cannon
and Mr. Sulzee.
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61,

noes 67.
-"
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.
The House having under consideration the following provision in the sun-

di'y civU bill:

"Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park; For the improvement of
the Yellowstone National Park, in accordance with the approved project,
including the maintenance of existing improvements, to be expended by and
under the direction of the Secretary of War, 8250,000, to be immediately avail-

able: Provided^ That the Secretary of War may enter into a contract or con-
tracts for such labor and materials as may be necessary for the completion
of the project, including annual maintenance and repairs, or the work may
be done and the materials purchased otherwise than by contract, to be paid
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed
in any one year $250,000, and not to exceed in the aggregate $500,000, exclusive
of the amounts herein and heretofore appropriated: And provided further.
That of the amounts so appropriated not to exceed $50,000 may, in the dis-

cretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in the Yellowstone Forest Re-
serve east of the park, and not to exceed $25,000 may be expended in the
Yellowstone and Teton Forest Reserves south of the park"—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: It is a matter of muuli personal gratification to

me to find in this sundry civil bill a liberal appropriation for the

proper care and the immediate and continued improvement of our

gi-eat national park. The people familiar vtdth this subject will

approve this provision now, and posterity, which will realize more

fully its benefits, will commend us for our foresight and judg-

ment in a spirit of eternal gratitude. This money will be well

and wisely spent, and its expenditure will create lasting results

that will please, instruct, and benefit humanity for ages yet to

come.

Mr. Chairman, Yellowstone Park is the world's wonderland.

It beggars description. The most eloquent tongue fails to describe

its surpassing wonders, and the gifted pen of the most imagina-

tive poet can not adequately picture the infinite variety of its

sublime realities. After you have read and heard all that mortal

man can say, you must see it yourself to fully appreciate all its

glories and startling revelations. It never palls; the eye never

tires. From the time you leave Livingston until you return, the

scenery is an inspiration and simply indescribable. It is one grand
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panorama of loveliness beyond comparison, a symphony of col-

ors, a combination of architectural miracles.

Take it all in all, Yellowstone Park is the greatest, the grandest,

the most picturesque, and the most marvelous picture in nature's

art gallery—painted in all the radiant colors of the rainbo-w by

the unerring, heroic hand of the Infinite—sculptured by the Su-

preme Creator of the universe—a testifying demonstration that

the Great Jehovah liveth.

The establishment of this magnificent park, to be forever safe

from the destroying vandal, and sacred for aU time from the

devastating hand of greedy commercialism , does great credit to the

farseeing statesmanship of the men who conceived it, and to those

who are now faithfully executing a great trust for the benefit of

millions yet unborn.

This national park was dedicated to humanity. It belongs to

the people. It is sacred to nature. No vandal must ever be per-

mitted to desecrate it. Every citizen of the Republic should be-

hold its glories and witness the beauties of nature's most perfect

picture. I hope more people every year will visit this inspiring

park, and I know they will go away benefited in mind and body.

As the years come and go it will become more and more a sanita-

rium for the afflicted, an art gallery for the lovers of the beauti-

ful, a Bohemia for the lotus-eating dreamers of the Better Day,

and a great national playground, the recreation place of millions

of the citizens of the Republic, where the rich and the poor, the

great and the small shall have an equal right to enjoy and com-

mune with nature in her primeval wonders and in all her pristine

glories.

The provisions in this bill for Yellowstone Park are made, I am
informed, in accordance with the recommendations of Capt.

Hiram N. Chittenden, a distinguished offlcer in the Engineer

Corps of the Army, now detailed to the park and in charge of the

improvements. He is beyond all question the right man in the

right place. He has done and is doing a great work, not suffi-

ciently appreciated, perhaps, by the unthinldng and the casual

observer, but the work itself wiU be his lasting monument, and

the consciousness of duty well done for duty's sake will be his

greatest reward.

I visited the park last summer, saw for myself, and speak from
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personal knowledge. Every member of Congress should uphold

the hands of Captain Chittenden, and all his commendable efforts

should be encouragingly sustained by the Government. I am
and ever will be a friendly advocate of Yellowstone Park, and in

or out of Congress I will always do all in my power for its best

interests; and I am glad in this connection to pay a just and mer-

ited tribute to the genius of gaUant Captain Chittenden.

Now, Mr. Chairman, jtist a few words more. In my opinion

the western boundary of the park should be extended to include

Jackson Lake, the Teton Mountains, and the domain sometimes

called the Hole in the Wall. Every disinterested person with

whom I have talked concerning this matter has concurred in this

conclusion. Aside from the beauties of the natural scenery of

this adjoining land to the park, it is of great importance that it

should be incorporated into the park for the reason that the wild

animals, especially the deer, the elk, and the buffalo, roam there

from the park during certain seasons of the year, and hunters

lying in wait slaughter them remorselessly.

This is a shame and should be stopped, and the best way to do

it is by an extension of the park's boundary. It will cost little

to do this now, and in my judgment Yellowstone Park will ere

long become the last place in this country where the vrild game—
the big game—can live out their natural lives unmolested by the

barbarian pot-hunter and the semicivilized sportsman. Every

loyal friend of the national park and every true friend of our

wild animals should favor this extension of the boundary of Yel-

lowstone Park. It should be acted on now. No time should be

lost.

This additional territory can be obtained to-day by the United

States Government very cheaply, and it ought to be taken in be-

fore its value increases.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I trust the provision in this bill for Yel-

lowstone Park will be passed without modification. It is truly

in the interest of the people, and the distinguished chairman

of the Committee on Appropriations, in my. judgment, is en-

titled to much commendation and the thanks of the American

people for his broadminded statesmanship in the matter. [Ap-

plause.]
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.
The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and

having under considei-atiou the bill (S. 2295) tempoi'arily to provide for the
administration of the affairs of civil govei-nment in the Philippine Islands,

and for other purposes-

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: A few days ago I was astonislied by the at-

tack made upon the postal employees, and particularly on the

letter carriers of the country, by the chairman of the Post-Office

and Post-Roads Committee [Mr. Loun] . The thought came to

me at that time that if an opportunity presented itself some-

thing should be said in refutation of those statements. The time

has come, in my opinion, when some one shordd tell the truth in

respect to one who has been a consistent opponent of every effort

to increase the wages of the postal employees, but who has just as

persistently labored in behalf of the great railroad corporations

who have been the beneficiaries of his acts.

I ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the letter carriers are being used

as a shield behind which we fiud hidden the railroads of the coun-

try which are getting the lion's share of the appropriations an-

nually made to carry on the work of the Post-Oi£ce Departraent?

I ask why it is that this House continually accepts the report of

the Committee on Post-OfBces, made by its chairman, by which

we are paying the railroads fully as much and more in rentals

per year than it costs to build the cars which we are renting?

May I further ask, if in order to keep this from the members of

the House, and in order to throw sand in our eyes, the statement

is being made that we must keep down expenses by restricting or

resisting these assaults on the Treasury that are being made by

the employees of the postal service, especially the letter carriers?

May I ask whether this is a subterfuge merely, in order to keep

from us the real issue, which is the payment of ten times as much
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for handling or carrying the mails as is paid for carrying express

matter in the same cars, behind the same engines, on the same

train, and over the same roadbed?

When the chairman of the Post-Office Committee took occasion

to belittle the efforts of the letter carriers he only followed out

his foiTiier tactics. Not only that, his remarks were in line with

his attempts to reduce the price of labor, to lower the standards

of wages, and to add to the profits of contractors, as we well re-

member was his aim when he desired to place the rnral free-

delivery service on a contract basis. Oh, this contract system

miist certainly be a grand one! It reminds me of the padrones,

who hire boys and peddle them out and utilize their services for

a mere pittance while they themselves grow rich. Has it come

to a point where this country must require men to take civil-

service examinations, to furnish bonds, and to do labor in order

to be farmed out to contractors?

I believe that were a bill introduced in this House asking that

the letter carriers be placed on the contract basis such bill would

speedily be reported to the House and passed. But a just meas-

ure, the ptirpose of which is to give relief to a desei-ving body of

men, is pigeon-holed simply because, under the rules, the chair-

man can take such action. Well and eloquently did the presi-

dent of the carriers' organization plead with the committee to

bring the bill into the House, or at least to make a report at-

this session, favorably or otherwise, for I know, as every member
knows, that once brought into the House justice will be done and

the biU passed.

But, no; it is the will of the chairman that such should not be

done. It is not my purpose now to speak at length, or to touch

largely upon the letter carriers' salary bill. I have done that

heretofore, but I simply desire at this time to point; outwhy it is, to.

my mind, that the efforts of the railway mail olerljs, the post-oflSoe

clerks, and the letter carriers are always being made the chief

issue in this House by those who have charge of the work of the

Post-Offlce Committee. In studying the situation, in looking over

this ma-tter, in weighing the question, I can arrive at no other

conclusion than that it is intended as a sort of a yell of "stop
thief," and thus keep the members of this House agitated on this
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question, wMle the cliairmaii quietly sits back and fixes up the

bills by which the railroads get enormous amounts of money from

the public Treasury.

I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that were the Govern-

ment to pay the railroads what is a fair price for handling mail

in transit instead of the present exorbitant rates, which are fixed

by action of this committee, under the advisement of its chair-

man—^that were this done we could extend the postal service be-

yond anything that was ever dreamed of in this country. We
could then pay the employees decent wages. . We would then not

be treated to the spectacle of having to compare their salaries

with those of the poverty-ridden workers of the State of Pennsyl-

vania, which is controlled from top to bottom by these very rail-

roads who are getting these vast amounts of money on their mail

contracts.

I say to you, Mr. Chairman, that were these rates that are being

paid the railroads for carrying the mails fixed at a reasonable

figure we could extend the free-delivery service to every hamlet,

to every farmhouse, to every nook and corner of this country.

Not only that, but 1-cent postage would then be reached. But

no; for fear that we may examine into this matter and that we

may accidentally discover what is the real drain on our Treas-

ury, who is the real dog whose tail should be cut off behind the

ears—^yes, lest we might discover this, we are continually told to

watch the postal clerks, to watch the railway-mail clerks, and to

watch the letter carriers, for fear that they might impoverish us

should we give them su£B.cient to allow them to live.

The thought struck me, in listening to the argument of my col-

league from California [Mr. Loud] , that if substitutes earn $389

per year, where does this money come from? I believe—in fact,

I know—that the money that substitutes earn- is deducted from

the salary of the regular carriers. If substitutes earn $380 par

year, then the regular carriers must certainly be §880 per year

short, except, perhaps, the small pittance which is allowed the

substitutes by appropriation for serving the routes of regular

carriers during the vacation period.. I ask again, Why is it the

gentleman from California, in comparing the salaries of carriers

with those of other employees, takes on the one hand, every per
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son who could be designated as an employeein a certain given

industry—whether he happens to be a skilled mechanic or only a

common laborer—and by adding them all together averages up

their pay to bring it down to as low a figure as possible; while,

on the other hand, in the carrier service he takes 20 of the largest

cities and tries to show that the amount received by regulars or

substitutes in these 20 large cities holds good from Maine to

California?

Mr. Chairman, there are over 900 cities in the United States,

and there are but 53 or 55 cities in which carriers receive nom-

inally $1,000 per year, and in all the other 850 or more cities the

maximum salary which any letter carrier can receive is $850.

We have hundreds of post-oflSces which employ only 3 or 4 car-

riers each. If the substitute earns $880 iii any of these offlces,

$380,must necessarily come from the 4 carriers in the office hav-

ing that number, and $100 will be the amount that this substitute

receives for serving routes during vacation. This would leave

the salary or the income of the carriers in such an office about

§775 or $780 per year.

From this they also buy their uniforms, which further reduces

the net dollars and cents to which my worthy colleagtie from

California is so prone to call attention. Every statement that he

makes could be refuted, but I do not wish to take up the time of

this body further than to show that it is not the letter carriers

that we must fear—that it is not the salary that they receive or

ask for that will bankrupt this country—but that it is the amount

that is fixed annually by appropriations contained in the Post-

Office bill to subsidize the railroads that is the real drain. Just

, as my colleague says, I ask you to study this qu.estion, to judge

it calmly and dispassionately, and I believe that you will find that

instead of attacking the letter carriers raore good would come to

this country and more money would be saved the Treasury if

you would examine a little more closely into the methods that

are pursued, not by the letter carriers, but by the railroads, who
seem to get everything they want from the Post-Office Committee.

"We do not hear of bills for railway mail contracts slum-

bering in the pigeon-holes of the committee. We do not hear

any reference made to the amounts that are handed out annually
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on a platter in tlie form of subsidies. We hear little or no refer-

ence to sTicli things. And why, Mr. Chairman, are these matters

• pushed through so quietly? Is it fear that should they be dis-

cussed that this House might examine a little more closely into

this question and find that they are paying for something they

do not get? Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that in the

future I shall watch these matters more closely, and that when
attacks are made on the workers in the ranks I will endeavor to

ascertain who is the gentleman in the woodpile that you are pro-

tecting by throwing stones at some one on the outside. I serve

notice here and now, Mr. Chairman, that the grasp which these

corporations have on the country and on its resources will ere

long be broken.
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ADDRESS
Off

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.
Sesolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order thai

an opportunity may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. Amos J.

CuMMiNGS, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State

of New York.
Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de-

ceased, and in recognition of Ms eminent abilities as a dlstlnguished.publio

servant, the House, at the conclusion of the memorial proceedings of this

day, shall stand adjourned.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate.

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a copy

of these resolutions to the family of the deceased.

Mr. SULZEE said:

Mr. Speaker: Tlie recent sad and lantimely death, in the city

of Baltimore, of onr lamented coUeagne, Amos J. Cummings, was

a grievous "blow to his sorrowing and bereaved family, a terrible

afO-iction to his innumerable friends in every walk of life through-

out the entire land, and an irreparable loss to the country which

he loved so well and for so many years served so faithfully.

For a long time, sir, I knew Mr. Cummings intimately and per-

sonally, and I loved him with an affectionate regard like unto that

of a brother. "We had for years been warm friends socially and

politically, and his unfortunate death affected me with an inex-

pressible and poignant grief. Sometimes I can hardly realize that

dear old Amos, as we loved to call him, is with us no more; that

he is gone—forever. But the sadness of his taking off teaches lis

that life, after all, is fleeting and transitory, and that one by one

we pass away and beyond—over to the great majority—to that

undiscovered country from whose bourne no traveler rettims.

Life here at most is but a day—from dawn to darkness. Let us,

then, on this solemn occasion resolve so to live that when the in-

evitable summons shall come we will be prepared and answer,

"Ready."
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So live tliftt when thy summons comes to join

The innumerable caravan -whicli moves
To that mysterious realm where each shall take
His chamber in the silent halls of death
Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night,

Scourged to his dungeon, but, sustained and sootheJ
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave
Like one that wi'aps the drapery of his couch
About him and lies down to pleasant dreams.

Mr. Speaker, Amos J. CuMMmas was aman of brain andbrawn—
a true type of ideal American manhood. He was no ordinary

man, be had no counterpart, he was sui generis. He had a genial

nature, a companionable disposition, a sunshiny manner, a happy

faculty of making others happy, and withal a lovable character.

He was a child of our free institutions, eminently a self-made

man, and the true architect of his own career. He was the friend

of the rank and file, a sincere believer in the principles of Thomas

JefEerson, and a Bemocrat in its broadest and most liberal sense.

He loved the Union, gloried in the greatness of the flag, and was

the eloquent friend of the soldier. He was a typesetter, a writer

of ability, a man of parts, a true poet, and a lover of nature. He
was a soldier, a pioneer, and a statesman, generous to a fault—

a

kindly, loyal, noble-hearted man upon whose like we shall not

look again. His name was a household word in our land and,

beyond doubt, he was one of the best-known men in our country.

He knew men and he was familiar with books. He was an in-

dustrious student, an untiring worker. He had, in the highest

sense, journalistic talent, a quick sense of hiimor, a searching in-

sight into truth, and a zest for news. He had a graphic style, an

imaginative njind, and indefatigable energy. He saw things in

their true light and his comprehensive mind grasped them and

picturedthem in a way that was as felicitous as it was original. In

his death the press of the country lost a shining light and litera-

ture an ornament. If he had remained exclusively in the news-

paper field, he would have stood at the head of the profession and

long ago have been the editor of a great metropolitan daily, with

all its honors and emoluments. But he liked public life and

wanted to help his fellow-man. His record in Congress is familiar

to us all, and it is an honest, noble, patriotic record that all his

friends can now and ever hereafter point to with pride. It will
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be his most lasting monnment, more endxiring than marble or^

brass. B^ut he will live, too, in the memory of his friends, of

those who really knew him, of those who loved him, of the thou-

sands whom he helped and benefited while livhig, of those he

cared for, of the people whose servant he was, of hnmanity which

he loved and for which he struggled all his life to raise to a higher

plane and push forward a step in the onward march of civiliza-

tion. These will not forget him ; they will keep his memory green

in thankful hearts and fond recollections forever and a day.

When gratitude o'erflows the swelling heart
And "breathes in free and nncorrupted praise

For benefits received, propitious heaven
Takes such acknowledgment as fragrant incense

And doubles all its blessings.

Mr. CuMMiNGS was one of the most delightful companions I

ever knew, a raconteur, a genial friend, and an accomplished

conversationalist. He was a man of infinite jest, and his sponta-

neous wit bubbled over. He could talk as entertainingly as he

could write interestingly; but his heart was always with the poor

and afflicted. He never failed to aid them and to comfort them.

He knew the good old rule that one can only be happy by mak-

ing others happy. He followed this rule. He believed in it; He
did good for the sake of doing good. He helped thousands, sym-

pathized with the oppressed, urged the toiler onward, stood for

the higher civilization, and worked incessantly to make the world

better and greater and grander. Col. John A. Joyce, of this city,

wrote these beautiful and poetical lines about Mr. Cummings
when he died:

Happy, cheerful, loyal man,
Built upon the God-like plan;

Always doing something good
For his human brotherhood.
Memory, with her magic spell,

O'er the years shall fondly tell

How his glorious, active mind
Loved and wrought for all mankind.

It is indeed a beautiful stanza, a genuine tribute, sums up the

life and work of Mr. Cummings, and the words—grand words-
should be inscribed on his tombstone and committed to memory
by every friend he had. They are true of Amos. He liked Colo-

nel Joyce and Colonel Joyce liked him. They were boon corn-
eal



panions for many years. They frequently met here in Washing-
ton, talked over the poets, and sang the old songs that will never

die. No one in this city will miss him more than dear old Colonel

Joyce, unless it be William R. Smith, of the Botanical Gardens,

who wonld say of Amos what Bobby Bums said of Highland

Mary:

But oW fell death's untimely frost,

That nipt my flower sae early.

Mr. Speaker, Amos J. Cummings was born May 15, 1841, in

Conkling, N. Y. Both his father and his grandfather were

clergymen. His father was editor of the Christian Palladium

and the Christian Messenger, and at 13 Amos became an ap-

prentice in the composing room. After gaining some experience,

he left home and earned his own living as a compositor in West-

em and Southern cities. He often said he had set type in every

State in the Union, and he never surrendered his membership

ticket in Typographical Union No. 6. He remained a member of

that famous type-setting union until his death.

While in Mobile in 1857 he joined the Walker expedition to take

Nicaragua, which wound up in capture by the United States sloop

of war St. Mary, now the school-ship of that name.

Upon his release he came to New York and entered the com-

posing room of. the Tribune. At the beginning of the war he en-

listed in the Twenty-sixth New Jersey Volunteer Regiment. He
became its sergeant-major, and for gallantry at Fredericksburg

and Chancellorsville he received a medal of honor and the thanks

of Congress. He returned from the war in time to help defend

the Tribune offlce when it was mobbed during the draft riots in

1863.

Horace Greeley's attention was attracted to him by his return-

ing to the composing room early one morning and putting in

type a story of a fire without a line of "copy." Mr. Greeley

placed him in charge of the Weekly Tribune in 1864, and subse-

quently he held nearly every editorial position on the daily edi-

tion. In 1869 he became managing editor of the Sun.

His health failing in 1873, he left New York to travel, and his

correspondence over the signature of " Ziska," attracted world-

wide attention. In 1876 he took charge of the New York Even-
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ing Express. He was twice president of the Kew York Press

Club. He was elected to Congress by the Democrats in 1886.

The following year he helped start the Evening Sun and became

its editor. He declined a renomination to Congress in 1888, but in

1889 he was elected to fill the vacancy caused by the death of '

' Sun-

set" Cox, and, with a brief intermission follo-\ving his defeat by

Col. Richard G. Shannon, in 1894, he served continuously in

Congress since 1889, representing New York districts. He was a

delegate to the Democratic national conventions in 1893 and

1896.

Perhaps the most romantic period of the life of Mr. Ccjmmings

relates to the time when he joined "Walker in the last invasion ol

Nicaragua. It has not been settled in the minds of historians

whether Walker was a freebooter or a patriot, but he lived a wild

life, and it ended in a swift death. He had a motley, nondescript

army, made up of adventurers from many countries and of all

ages. CuMMiNGS was then 17 years old, but had stood up against

printers' cases for half a dozen years, and seen life in all parts of

the United States. He often said he went with Walker because

he imagined Walker was a new Napoleon, and that he (Cctm-

MiNGS) might rise to be one of his marshals. Cummings, how-

ever, used to laughingly say that he never rose higher than the

rank of high private.

Gen. William Walker is almost forgotten by the people of this

generation, but forty-five years ago he was a conspicuous figure

in the affairs of Central America and a live factor in the politics

of the United States. As a filibuster Walker occupies a place in

history as distinctly as any of the famous buccaneers of the last

century. Walker was a young man, only 29, when he formed

his scheme of conquest, and only 38 when he last saw the sun

gleam along the gun barrels of his executioners.

In 1853, with a handful of men, he took possession of lower

California, but was dislodged. He landed in Nicaragua with 56

men, half of whom were shot in the first battle for conquest.

But he joined forces with a victorious native general, and was
made commander in chief of the Nicaraguan army. Walker shot

right and left, and proclaimed himself president of Nicaragua.
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Several times he was captured, but always released. At last

—

September 13, 1860—he was tried by court-martial and shot.

Mr. CuMMiNGS had for comrades ou the Walker expedition

Englishmen fresh from Sebastopol, Hungarians who had bled

under Kossuth, red-shirted Italians who had ridden behind Gari-

baldi, and Indians who were descended from Toltecs and Aztecs.

Mr. CuMMiNGS frequently chanted, to the delight of his friends,

the song of the filibusters, as follows:

How would you Kke a soldier's --

On tlie plains of Nicara-goo?

Marching away and fighting all day,

Nothing to eat and as much to pay;

We do it all for gloiT, they say,

On the plains of Nicara-goo.

Not a hit of breakfast did I see.

And a dinner was all the same to me;
Two fried oats and three fried rats

Was a supper at Nicara-goo.

Marching away and fighting aU day,

Nothing to eat and as much to pay;

"We do it all for glory, they say,

On the plains of Nicara-goo.

To tell the story of Mr. Cummings's life, so romantic and exciting

in his youth, so full of interest during all his years, so active at

all times, so crowded with telling work, stirring events, and

crowned with so many successes and so many enduring achieve-

ments—to tell this story, I say, would fill a large book and then

be incomplete.

Some day his biography will be written—written by a clever pen

and with a loving heart. He was always aggressive and progress-

ive, untiring, and enterprising. He met Napoleon's test—he did

things. He had convictions and he adhered to them tenaciously.

He had a mind of his own—no one owned him. He was as loyal

to his principles as he was steadfast in Ms friendships. He had

moral courage—he knew the right and he dared to do it. He

never faltered in a just fight. He had the rectitude of the rocks,

the consistency of the tide. His gallant nature and chivalric

spirit was enlisted at all times

—

For the cause that lacts assistance,

For the wrongs that need resistance.

For the future in the distance,

And the good that we can do."
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Mr. Speaker, Amos J. Cummings died at the zenith of his great-

ness, in the sere and yellow leaf, in the floodtide of his fame, in

the late autumn of his active and exciting life, crowned by the

glory of his many accomplishments, loved by all who knew him

and by thousands and thousands who only knew of him. He had

fought the good fight, he had kept the faith, he had run his

course, he has gone to his eternal home and will be with us here

again no more; but his memory lives and will ever abide with us

and live so long as gratitude is the fairest flower that sheds its

lierfume in the human heart.

On Fame's eternal camping-ground
His silent tent is spread,

And Glory guards with solemn round
The grandeur of its dead.

Tenderly and lovingly we carried him to his final resting place

amidthe green, the beautiful, and everlasting hills of New Jersey.

There he sleeps under a magnificent mausoleum in the dreamy

garden of the dead, perfumed with roses red and white, fragrant

with wild flowers, and odoriferous with the breath of apple blos-

soms, this true American, this friend of mankind, this man who

carved his own way in life from 12 to 61—this history maker and

historian, this writer, orator, soldier, and statesman—he sleeps,

and all his friends here and everywhere with one acclaim pro-

claim

—

Amos, hail and farewell!

o
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

• The House having under consideration the bill (H. R, 11634) to promote the

efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes

—

Mr. SULZEE said:

Mr. Speaker: This is a bill to promote the efficiency of our

militia, and I am in favor of it. I have always bssn the friend

of the volunteers; I believe in them, and I believe in the eifective-

ness of our citizen soldiery. This bill may not be perfect. Very

little legislation is perfect; but if there are any material defects

in the bill, they vfill soon be discovered and can be coiTeoted here-

after. This bill has been most carefully considered, approved by

the adjutant-gonerals of all the States, and comes to us with a

unanimous report from the committee. I shall vote for it, and I

do not believe the fears of some of the gentlemenwho have spoken

against the biU are well founded. I have given considerable study

to.this matter and have always been in favor of that good old

Democratic doctrine enunciated by Thomas Jefferson in favor of

a well-disciplined militia.

It is the best security of a free people. I am now and always

have been opposed to a large regular army in time of peace in a

Republic like ours. It is true, as has been said, that we have on

our statute books a lot of old, antiquated, and obsolete militia laws,

some of them enacted in 1792. Most of these laws are useless to-

day, and inoperative. This bill eliminates the obsolete laws, codi-

fies the useful laws, and brings them up to the present time, per-

fects them, and makes it possible for the States in this coimtry to

get Government aid and have a great body of well drilled, dis-

ciplined, and modernly equipped citizen soldiery.

If this bill becomes a law, and I hope so, it will give to the

several States a national guard—a milita;-y organization armed

and equipped the same as the Regular Army. The Spanish-
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American war demonstrated the importance of having this done,

and we should not neglect it. In this country every able-bodied

citizen in time of war—when our homes are threatened by an in-

vasion from a foreign foe—is a soldier and a good fighter. I be-

lieve in the bravery and the patriotism of the American citizen,

and so long as oiir martial spirit lasts, and we glory in our free

institutions, the Republic will be safe and endure. I hope the

bill will pass.

A BILLION DOLLAR SESSION Or CONGRESS.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall take advantage of the time at my
disposal to submit to the House a few remarks on some matters

that I believe to be pertinent and of some moment to our fellow-

citizens. We have been in session since the first Monday of last

December. It has been indeed a long session, and it has been the

most expensive session of Congress ever held in all our history.

We have spent a great deal of the people's money—nearly a bil-

lion dollars. And what for? Let us see. I hold in my hand a

statement of the appropriations made this session, and I ask the

Clerk to read it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Appropriations of the Fifty-seventh OongresSy first session.

[Omitting hundreds.]

Urgent deficiency $30,384,000

Pension 189,843,000

Consular and diplomatic .» 1,958,000

Second urgent deficiency 193,000

Post-office 138,472,000

Third urgent deficiency ^.^ 75,000

Legislative, executive, and judicial 25,398,000

Ordnance and fortifications ...^i _ '7,299,000

Fourth urgent deficiency 178,000

Omnibus claims bill 1,640,000

Agricultural ^...^ 5,210,000

Elvers and harbors 65,108,000

Omnibus public buildings bill - 19,425,000

Indian 9,080,000

Sundry civil 60,125,000

District of Columbia 8,548,000

Military Academy 2,627,000

Panama canal (one year) _ 189,130,000

Army 91,530,000

Navy.. 78,681,000

General deficiency 8,250,000

Miscellaneous __ 2,250,000

Permanent appropriations 123,000,000

Total 998,403,000
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Mr. SULZER. Now, gentlemen, that statement speaks for it-

self. It can not be successfully controverted. This is a Repub-

lican Congress—overwhelmingly Republican in both branches

—

and the Republican party must assume the responsibility for all

its acts of commission and omission. The Republican party is

responsible for all that has been done and all that has been left

undone—for all the flagrant extravagance and abuse of power

—

during the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. A billion-

dollar session of Congress is an anomaly in our legislative history.

I ask the taxpayers to ponder on these facts. I ask the people

howlong they are willing to submit to it, and all for a little cheap

glory of conquest; all for a little glitter and pomp and circum-

stance; all for a little tinsel and tassel and gold lace? How long

do you want it to last? You can answer in the coming elections.

Ask yourself what has this Congress done for you—what has it

done for the rank and file?

IS THE RIGHT OF PETITION FUTILE?

What has this Congress done for labor? "Where are the bills

which were petitioned for by millions of workingmen? Congress

has been deluged with petitions more numerous than " the leaves

inValambrosa," and all to no purpose. The Republican party

has turned a deaf ear to these petitions. It has legislated either

adversely on them or ignored them altogether.

No man will again be deceived by the Republicans passing a

measure in the House and holding it up in the Senate, as was

done with the antitrust bill in the last Congress. But this plan

worked so well then that it has been tried again with the same

idea of deceiving the workingmen of the country who have

signed these petitions of which I speak. The eight-hour bill is a

shining example, as well as the immigration bill, the letter car-

riers' bill, the overtime pay or excess of eight hours on Govern-

ment work bill, the building of war ships in Government yards

bill, and the Chinese-exclusion bill. AU denied except one, the

Chinese-exclusion bill, and the legislation on that subject was ad-

verse to the true interests of American labor.

THE CHINESE BUNCO LAW.

As a matter of fact, the so-called Chinese-exclusion act is as de-

fective, deceptive, and inefBoient to accomplish the desired pur-
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pose as sucli a piece of patcliwork can be. Realizing that the ex-

clusion law of the past ten years, just terminated, and which is

now superseded by the law just enacted, was spread over a se-

ries of acts, treaty stipulations, court decisions, and Treasury reg-

ulations which required vast research in order to ascertain the

exact status of any tangible feature, the American Federation of

Labor representatives, together with the representatives of the

California Chinese exclusion convention, drafted a bill which
'

was a codification of all these various laws, treaties, decisions,

and Treasury regulations into a comprehensive measure, so that

if it had been enacted it would have presented to the Government

officials as well as any student or ordinary citizen of this or any

other country a comprehensive law that anyone could under-

stand. But the wise solons of the Republican party decreed other-

wise, and, whether out of antagonism or ignorance, they imposed

on the country a law which, unless remedied soon by further leg-

islation, rectifying the wrong and the shortcomings, or by the

voluntary acquiescence of China, will open the mainland of the

United States to the dangers of an overwhelming horde of Chi-

nese laborers.

Under the old law, Chinese, or persons of Chinese descent, were

excluded from the United States, no matter from whence they

came. Under the law just passed they can be excluded only

when such exclusion shall be '

' consistent with treaty obligations. '

'

In no way does the law designate that the exclusion shall, be con-

sistent with treaty obligations with China, and hence, while the

provision is made that they shall be excluded if they come from

China to the United States, or from China to the Philippine Is-

lands, there is no provision of law against Chinese going to Hong-
kong, which is under the British Government, or from China to

Mexico, and coming from either of these places into the United

States.

Now, sir, in view of the treaties between the United States and
the Governments of Great Britain and Mexico, providing for free

and imlimited coming and going of their citizens and subjects to

and from the United States, and with the well-known desire on
the part of Chinese laborers to come to our country and compete
with American workmen, and this desire fostered and enoour-



aged by the shipping and transportation companies, as well as

the purpose of the Chinese Six Companies and a large nnmbsr of

American employers who constantly harp upon the idea of intro-

ducing into the United States a horde of cheap laborers, it is not

difficult to understand the danger which threatens and confronts

the workers of our country.

THE EIGHT-HOUR AND IMMIGRATION BILLS.

Mr. Speaker, so much for Republican pretensions regarding

Chinese cheap labor. Now let us see what else was done for the

toilers. The eight-hour and immigration bills were passed in the

House for buncombe only—just like last session's antitrust bill—

with no idea of allowing them, or either of them, to be enacted

into statute law. All labor bills are opposed by the great trusts,

which have more weight in the scale of the Republican party than

the millions of signatui'es to petitions in favor of these bills. When
the ship-subsidy bill was up, the whole argument for the millions

of dollars which were asked for in that bill was based on the phrase

" that they needed the money " in order to pay higher wages for

American seamen.

Yet, in the worthless substitute for the Chinese-exclusion bill,

which was finally passed, it has been so arranged that China-

men can be employed on all our ships, even as sailors. The clause

forbidding employment of Chinese seamen on American vessels

was struck out in the Senate by a vote of 47 to 29, the petitions

to the contrarynotwithstanding. Millions for subsidies, millions

for the trust, but not even consideration for honest labor bills

and only contempt for petitions asking the poor privilege of jus-

tice for the toilers.

And as for having war ships built in Government navy-yards,

the naval appropriation bill may possibly drop a crumb to the

petitioners in the shape of one ship to be built in a Government

yard, while in one of the trusts' yards there are now four war

ships on the stocks. These petitioners I say can not be hood-

winked again by promises to enact their bills into law after the

election. If there is any intention to pass them, why not pass

them now? Nearly every man, woman, and child in the country

knows what the eight-hour question is. It has been before Con-
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gress for years, ever since 186S. Why delay action on this

measure?

Is the Republican party so completely in the grasp of the trusts

that these unlawful combinations can holdup all the labor bills? I

assert here andnow that not one of these bills will be passed by this

Congress. This is a serious matter and I challenge the Republi-

can majority to allow one of these bills to be voted on before they

close the session. We Democrats vfill vote against any resolution

to adjourn unless you pass some of these bills.

This so-called shipping trust is holding up Congress this very

moment and demands the expenditure of $40,000,000 for Govern-

ment work in their yards, and necessarily at their prices, when

the Government has yards of its own and can build its own ships

and employ American workmen on their construction and can

man them with American seamen when they are built. But, as I

have said before, it is my belief that no action will be. taken at

this time; no matter how numerous the workingmen's petitions

pour into Congress they vsdll be either ignored or legislated on

adversely, as was the case with the Chinese-exclusion bill. Work-

ingmen, you have asked for bread and the Republican party has

given you a stone. But the remedy is in your own hands. What
is it? The ballot. If you want your rights, vote against the party

of trickery and chicanery, the party that has deceived you over and

over again.

THE BILL TO BSTABLISH A DEPAKTMENT O! LABOR.

Mr. Speaker, a few words now in regard to another matter I

deem of some moment. It relates to the bill I introduced to es-

tablish a department of labor, with a Cabinet ofQcer to be known
as the secretary of labor, and is intended to meet an urgent need

of the times in our industrial and governmental affairs.

In times past the governments of the world were largely occu-

pied vnth war and diplomacy, hence a war department, a navy

department, and a state department were essential features of

every government.

We are now in the beginning of a new era in the world's his-

tory, when industry and commerce, instead of war and diplomacy,

are to be the chief subjects occupying the attention of govern-

ments. For this reason and in order that the Government of the
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United States may be prepared to deal properly with these new

and changed conditions, I have introduced two bills, one to pro-

vide for a department of labor and another providing for a de-

partment of commerce.

The need for a department of labor on the lines provided in my
bill is clear to every citizen who reads and looks with any degree

of clearness on the industrial phenomena around us to-day in the

United States.

After the preservation of order and the administration of jus-

tice, by far the most important duty of government to-day is to

see to it that all its citizens are employed or have the opportunity

to be employed at productive labor.

When any considerable number of the citizens of the country

.

are shut out of the opportunity to labor the loss in wealth to the

country is almost incalculable, and is equaled only in magnitude

by the gigantic losses from great wars;

For example, the census of 1890 shows that during that year

there were 1,139,000 people in enforced idleness. The census

also shows that the average wealth produced per head by these

workers was about $3,000 per year. Thus the United States suf-

fered a loss of over two and a quarter billions of dollars in a sin-

gle year from the failure to secure employment of this large

number of its workers. This loss shows most impressively and

conclusively the urgent need of such legislation as that embodied

in my Department of Labor bill.

The great labor organizations of the country appreciate more

than any other class of intelligent citizens the need of such legis-

lation, and year after year have demanded it of Congress, but

without result.

The failure of all other methods of settling the great coal strike

shows most emphatically the need of the arbitration and concilia-

tion provision in section 20 of my biU. The time has come when

further delay on the part of Congress to act on this legislation is

inexcusable.

I have devoted much time and care in the preparation of this

bill, and it should be studied by the writers on the press and

every thinker in the country. It will help in a large measure, in

my judgment, to solve existing and future social, economic, and
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industrial problems. It will be a step in advance and in the

right direction. It will protect and add dignity to labor, which

creates all wealth, and do much to preserve the wealth created

and conserve peace and order.

I shall keep on fighting for it, and sooner or later it will become

a law, but during this session of Congress I could not get the

Republicans to report it. If it had been reported it would have

passed. The men who create all the wealth of this country de-

mand the enactment into law of this bill.

The Washington Times, ovraed and edited by Prant A. Munsey,

in a recent leading editorial commenting on this biU to establish a

department of labor, said:

WORTHY OF CONSIDBKATION.

The proposition of Representative SuLZER for a department of labor will

at least bear careful consideration. There is every reason to believe that the

greatest problems of the near future 'will be industrial and commercial.
The questions involved are intricate and most important. The material
welfare of the nation depends upon the reasonable solution of the questions

involved and the neglect of these questions is, as Mr. Sulzer has pointed
out, certain to lead to almost incalculable losses.

A popular government has the right to act in matters that concern the
welfare of the nation. Some old-fashioned ideas may have to be slightly

modified to meet conditions that are practically new and unprecedented.
The greatest good to the greatest number is the best form of equity, and
those who have watched the growth of industrial conflict can not but realize

that something must be done sooner or later to prevent the growth of dis-

orders which threaten to become chronic.

A department of labor naturally seems like a strange innovation, but it is

not an illogical step in the development of a governmental system crfpable of
coping with conditions that are the outgrowth of a complex civilization and
need a corrective.

THE LETTER CARRIERS' BILL.

Now, sir, I want to state that in every Congress since I have

been here a bill has been introduced for the benefit of the letter

carriers. In three different Congresses —namely, the Fifty-fourth,

the Fifty-fifth, and the Fifty-sixth—I had the honor of introduc-

ing such a bill myself, and I worked as hard as I could—before the

committee, with members of the House, in season and out of

season—continually to get a favorable report, but all in vain. I

never could get the Republicans on the committee to report the

bill and do justice to the deserving letter carriers of the country.

Time and time again on the floor of this House have I pleaded for

decent treatment for the letter carriers.
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If there ever was a bill introduced in this House that ought to

appeal to every member as a matter of right and justice, it is the

letter carriers' bill. The bill was introduced ia-this Congress

early in the session—to be accurate, on the 18th day of December,

1901 . The Speaker referred it to the Committee on the Post-Office

and Post-Boads. It is there now. It is sleeping in that commit-

tee, and it wiU never wake up, never come out. That is aU there

is to it—a most commendable bUl. Why should it not be reported?

Why should it be smothered in the committee? Why should it

not be presented to the House and the members given an oppor-

tunity to vote for it or against it? We want a record on this bill.

We want to fix responsibility, and the Republicans in this House

are responsible and can not evade that responsibility.

The letter carriers' bill, now peacefully and silently slumbering

in committee, has the support of over 1,450 petitions, covering

nearly 3,000,000 names. One petition from New York City has

on it 337,000 names. Resolutions from over 3,100 organizations,

representing labor unions, boards of trade, business men's

leagues, independent organizations, and fraternal associations,

indorsed it. These came from all parts of the country. State

legislatures, city councils, and in fact every organization of any

kind, political, religious, and economic, have asked that this biU

be passed, but still it sleeps. Not only that, but over 400 news-

papers, daily and weekly, have supported the biU editorially.

The demand that Congress take action on this bill has become

general, but nothing is done. Why not? Ask the Republican

members of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. Speaker, I am a friend of the letter carriers. The Govern-

ment in all its service has no more honest, no more tireless, no

more faithful employees. These men are the most efflcient, the

hardest worked in all the country's service, and the poorest paid.

The letter carriers of the land are compelled to toil day in and

day out, in sunshine and in storm, in winter and in summer, in

aU kinds of weather, sometimes eighteen hours out of the twenty-

four; and taking all other employees in the various departments

of the Federal Government as a basis for comparison, it can not

be denied that the letter carriers render the most and the hardest

work for the smallest remuneration.
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Now, sir, why is it when every Democrat, I believe, on this

side of the House is ansions for a favorable report o£ this bill, is

anxious to have it passed, is anxious to vote for it to make it a

law, why is it, I ask, that the Republicans in this House smother

the bill every session in the committee? Why is the Republican

party against the letter carriers' bill? Is it because a few Repub-

lican leaders of this House are opposed to giving the letter car-

riers decent wages? Or is it because the Republicans are so busy

legislating for monopoly that they have no time to legislate for

man? And to think of it! The chairman of the committee, the

gentleman from California [Mr. Loud] , has the Jarazen audacity

to rise in his place in this House and to impudently assert that

this great Government can not afford to pay the letter carriers

and postal employees decent wages! And in the face of the fact

that we have in the Treasury a surplus of over $308,000,000, the

largest surplus in all our history, and every dollar taken from the

pockets of the taxpayers.

CUBAN BECIPROCITY.

And so, Mr. Speaker, it is the same old story all along the line

—

cant and hypocrisy and false pretense. Verily, verily, I say unto

you, their synonym is modern Republicanism run mad. The Re-
publicans pretended to be the friends of the Cubans, and prom-

ised them a large measure of reciprocity; but a few Republican

beet-sugar Senators thwarted the will of the people and killed

Cuban reciprocity in the alleged hoiise of its supposed friends.

And Cuba, our ward, can suffer, and must get along the best she

can.

A FEW otheh matters.

Now, gentlemen on the Republican side of this Chamber, just

a few words more and I shall conclude. Let me ask you. What
has become of all- your fine promises. Why have you not to some
slight degree reduced the tariff tax, which robs the many for the

benefit of the few? Why do you refuse to reduce exorbitant tariff

taxation on trust-made goods, which are sold cheaper in Europe
than in this country? Be candid, my Republican friends. Demo-
crats have introduced bills to do this.

Why have you killed these good bills in the committee? Will
not some Republican answer? I pause for the reply. No answer.
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Well; I will tell yoTi. It is because your party—tlie Republican

party—the grand old humbTig party—^is owned and controlled by

the trusts of the country, and I say here and now, without fear

of successful contradiction, that so long as the Republicans are

in power the trusts will be secure and will flourish like a green

bay tree.

What has become of the resolution to amend the Constitution

to elect Senators in Congress by a direct vote of the people? It

passed this House early iu the session—the vote was nearly unani-

mous. What has become of it, gentlemen? I will tell you.

Killed as usual by a few Republican trust Senators sent to the

other branch of Congress to loot after special interests—^killed

by them notwithstanding the millions of petitions for it and the

popular demand that it be enacted into law.

I despair that this much-needed reform will ever pass the Sen-

ate, especially as that body is now constituted. What has become

of the bill to abolish government by injunction? Ask of the winds,

and they will whisper back, '

' EiUed by the Republicans. '
' I ask

the plain people of our land, How long, how long, wiUyou submit

to a betrayal of your rights by the Republicans?

THE PAOIFIC TRANSPOBT SHRTIOB.

Some time ago, sir, I introduced the following concurrent

resolution:

Whereas the allegations of inadequate and scandalous conduct of the affairs

of the United States transport service between San Francisco and the Phil-

ippine Islands,' inade by the Esaminer and other leading newspapers, have

been sustained by the official reports to the War Department by special War
Department inspectors Col. John L. Chamberlain and Col. Marion P. Mails;

and
Whereas no action commensui'ate withthe gravity of the conditions shown

to have existed has been taken by the Secretary of War: Therefore,

Besolved by the House of Representatives {the Seriate concurring). That the

worldng of the transport system be investigated by a Congressional coni-

mission to consist of three members of the House and three of the Senate,

which shall have power to send for persons and papers, and to make report

at the next session of Congress.

What has become of this resolution? Killed in the committee

by the Republicans. Why did I iutroduce it? Write to the Secre-

tary of War and respectfully request him to send you a copy of

the official reports of Col. John L. Chambsrlain and Col. Marion

P. Maus. Those reports will tell the story. I have not the time

now to go into details. SufiS.ce it for me to say, however, in the
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few minutes I have left, that these reports show most conclu-

sively that hundreds of thousands of dollars of the people's money-

have been wasted or stolen, or both.

No proper vouchers for Government money expended. Extrav-

agant sums paid for repairs of the transports and to San Fran-

cisco merchants for supplies. Coal stolen and false statements

made as to the amount on hand. The taxpayers' money wasted

like water because the men charged with the responsibility buy

the supplies in open market instead of buying by competition

from the lowest responsible bidder, in accordance with custom

and law.

Just let me call your attention to one item. Colonel Chamber-

lain says in his report that the transport Meade was recently pur-

chased for §400,000, and that since she was purchased by the

Government the War Department has spent on her the sum of

$580,000 for repairs—$180,000 more than she cost. What do you

think of that? It is only a sample, however, of what is going on,

and has been going on for a long time, in the Army transport

service on the Pacific between San Francisco and the Philippines.

And so the Republicans in Congress smothered that resolution.

They did not want an investigation. Taxpayers, citizens, Ameri-

cans, you know the reason why!

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

A bill to provide for the erection of a bronze equestrian statue to the mem-
ory of the late Brig. Gen. Count Casimir Pulaski at Washington, D. C.
Be it enacted, etc.. That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be

necessary for the purpose indicated, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended tor
the erection of a suitable bronze equestrian statue of the late Brig. Gen. Count
Casimir Pulaski, of Poland, who came to America and, after declaring his
intention to become a citizen of the EepubUc, offered his sword to Washing-
ton, under whose leadership in the great struggle for American independence
he lost his life at the siege of Savannah, Ga., October 11, 1779.

Sec. 3. That a site for said statue shall be selected by a committee con-
sisting of the SecretaiY of War, the chairmen of the Committees on the
Library of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and the representa-
tives ot the Polish-American organizations in the Pulaski monument move-
mient at Washington, D. C, and that no part of the sum hereby appropriated
shall be expended until a suitable site at Washington, D. C, for the erection
of said equestrian statue shall have been selected^

Sec. 3. That the above-d3signa,ted committee shall select and approve
the model and plans for said statue and have general supervision of the
erection thereol^: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be
drawn upon the requisition of the Secretary of War.

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Spe.\.ker: I wish to be heard on this matter. I desire to
say that I am very m.iich in favor of the passage of this bill to
erect in the city of Washington an equestrian statue to the mem-
ory of Casimir Pulaski, but I understood that the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Bartholdt] intended to offer another bill as
an amendment to this bill to build a similar statue to the mem-
ory of Baron Steuben. Both of these bills have been unani-
mously reported by the Committee on the Library. I think they
oitght to go together.

It will be fitting and proper. Steuben and Pulaski were great
heroes and rendered invaluable service to the American cause
during the Revolutionary war. If the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Baetholdt] does not offer the amendment I shall, and I

hope the gentleman frona Indiana [Mr. Brick] will accept it. If

he does, I believe they will pass together unanimotisly. I am as

much in favor of one as I am of the other. The merits of each
are about the same. They fought for the same cause, under
similar circumstances, and their monuments should go up to-

gether at the same time.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words, and pay my

humble tribute to the memory of both of these distinguished he-

roes of our Revolutionary struggle. It is fitting that this should

be done. They both deserve to have statues in this city.

GEN. CASIMIR PULASKI.

Monuments, sir, have been erected by vote of Congress in the

city of Washington to many of the great Revolutionary heroes

of this country. And among those that served America in the

darkest days of the Revolution Casimir Pulaski figures as one of
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the most distinguished officers and martyrs. But no statue to the
memory of Pulaslii, his noble deeds and high-minded patriotism,

appears here, although it should have been one of the first statues

erected in Washington. It is a legacy bequeathed to us by the
Continental Congress.
Away back in November, 1779, the Continental Congress, upon

receiving notification of the death of General Pulaski through
Major-General Lincoln, passed the foUovsdng resolution:

Resolved, That a monmnent be erected to thememory of Brigadier-General
Count Pulaski, and that a committee of three be appointed to bring in a reso-
lution for that purpose.

This resolution was never acted on, and it has come to the
Congress of the United States as a sacred obligation from the
Continental Congress. We should act on it without further
delay.
We have erected in Jackson Park, fronting the White House, a

statue to General Lafayette. That statue occupies a prominent
corner. On the other comer we have just unveiled a magnificent
statue to General Eoohambeau, and the two remaining corners
of that park should be graced with the statues of General Pulaski
and General Steuben. I hope this course will be followed. It

would be, it seems to me, entirely proper and exceedingly con-
sistent.

General Pulaski was born in Poland in 1747. As a mere lad he
fought in his native couiitry until its downfall, and then came
to America to take up again the battle for liberty, until he fell at
the siege of Savannah, on October 9, 1779. Many of his coun-
trymen by birth have, like Pulaski, immigrated to America to
make this their home, and their numbers now are in the millions.

They have been asking for the erection of this statue to their
cormtryman, and many petitions have been received by Congress,
urging that some action be taken on this bill to erect to his mem-
ory a suitable statue.

He deserves it. He was a lover of mankind, a friend of human
freedom, and a believer in the rights of man. He was a brave
soldier, a gallant officer, and he fought at home and here for
liberty. He was one of the heroes of the revolution, and he died
for American independence. What he did for liberty will live
forever.
He deserves this statue to perpetuate his memory among the

people he helped to make free and for whom he sacrificed his life

on the battlefield. It can be said of him and of his tragic death
what a great poet has said of the sad death of his illustrious
countryman—^to paraphrase the couplet

—

Hope for a season bade the patriots farewell,
And Freedom shriek'd when Pulaski feU.

GEN. FREDERICK STEUBEN.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words regarding Gen-

eral Steuben and the bill to erect a statue to his memory. A cen-
tury and a quarter have passed since Baron Steuben, as he is more
frequently called, came to America and offered his services to the
struggling colonists.

He was duly commissioned a general in the RevolutionaryArmy
and rendered incalculable service during that protracted and san-
guinary struggle. American history does not give Mm the place
he is entitled to and should occupy. Our Government has done
practically nothing to testify its appreciation of the great work
he performed in the days that tried men's souls.
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Perhaps this is because he did not assume the commandiiig
position of other more dashing Revolutionary generals. Steuben
was a soldier. He drilled and disciplined the ragged Army of the
colonists. He worked behind the scenes, but the work he did was
of the utmost importance, and made it possible for the Conti-
nental Army to cope with the disciplined and experienced soldiers
of England and win American independence.
The career of General Steuben is a most interesting and absorb-

ing history of an exciting life. He was born November 15, 1730,
at Magdeburg, a large Prussian fortress on the Elbe. At that
time his father was captain in the Prussian engineers, and when
he was called to service in the Crimea the son accompanied him.
In 1740 he returned with his father to Prussia. In 1744, when
scarcely 14 years of age, dui-ing the war of the Austrian Succes-
sion, he was present at the siege of Prague. Thus from his ear-
liest years Steuben was familiar with soldiers and things pertain-
ing to war.
In the Seven Years' War so greatly did he distinguish himself

that he attracted the attention of Frederick the Great, who ap-

_

pointed Steuben aid-de-oamp on his personal staff. He was one
of six talented young officerswhom the King personally instructed
and initiated into the most abstruse branches of military art. The
distinction of being thus chosen is convincing proof of Steuben's
merit and promise. With Frederick the Great neither high birth
nor family influence had any weight in the selection of his mili-
tary favorites; talent and fitness were the only recommendation
to favor.
In 1764, having resigned from the service of Prussia, Steuben

accepted the office of grand marshal of the court of the Prince of
HohenzoUem-Heohingen, the honorable and responsible duties of
which he discharged with great credit for some ten years. For
some years the dignified tranquillity of court life furnished agree-
able repose for him, tired as he was of the bivouac and the camp.
But it could not satisfy his ardent and impetuous temperament
or induce him to renounce the active duties from which for a
season he had withdrawn. So he began to look around for a fit-

ting opportunity to reenter active military service.
He left Europe, where he had won hard-earned distinction and

fame—where if he was not opulent he had at least a sufficient
competence—^to serve a country engaged in an obstinate, ex-
hausting, and hitherto unsuccessful war, where his prospects of
professional advancement were by no means assured, and which
offered no inducements of a pecunia,ry or material nature. Con-
fident in himself, urged by high and generous motives, he deter-
mined to offer his sword to a people struggling for their rights
and liberties. He made no conditions. He bargained for no re-
ward.
Arriving at Portsmouth, N. H., on the first day of December,

1777, Steuben, on December 6, wrote to the Continental Congress
a letter which is worthy of being quoted here in its entirety, as
illustrating the spirit of the man. It was as follows:

Honorable Gentlemen: The honor of serving a nation engaged in de-
fending its righfe and liberties was the motive that brought me to this con-
tinent. I ask neither riches nor titles. I am come here from the remotest
end of Germany, at myown expense, and have given up honorable and lucra-
tive rank, I have made no condition with your deputies in France, nor shall
I make any with you. My only ambition is to serve you as a volunteer, to
deserve the confidence of your General-in-Chief, and to follow him in all hia
operations as I have done during seven campaigns with the King of Prussia-
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Two and twenty years spent in such a school seema to give me a right of
thinking myself among the number of experienced officers, and if I am pos-
sessed of the acquirements in the art of war they will be much more prized by
me if I can employ them in the service of a republic such as I hope soon to see
America. I should willingly purchase at the expense of my blood the honor
of having my name enrolled among those of the defenders of your hberty.
Your gracious acceptance will be sufficient for me, and I ask no other favor
than to be received among your officers. I venture to hope that you will
grant this my request, and that you will be so good as to send me your or-
ders to Boston, where I shall await them and take suitable measures in ac-
cordance.

In a letter to Washington, of the same date, lie said:

Sik: The inclosed copy of a letter, the original of which I shall have the
honor to present to Your Excellency, will inform you of the motives that
brought me over to this land. I shall only add to it that the object of my
gi-eatest ambition is to render the country all the service in my power, and
to deserve the title of a citizen of America by fighting for the cause of your
liberty. If the distinguished ranks in which I have service in Europe should
be an obstacle, I had rather serve under Your Excellency as a volunteer than
to be an ob.ject of discontent to such deserving officers as have already dis-
tinguished themselves among you.

Such being the sentiments I have always professed, I dare hope that the
respectable Congress of the United States of America will accept my serv-
ices. I could say, moreover, were it not for the fear of offending your mod-
esty, that Your Excellency is the only person under whom, after having
served the King of Prussia, I could wish to follow a profession to the study
of which I have wholly devoted myself. I intend to go to Boston in a few
days, where I shall present my letters to Mr. Hancock, member of Congress,
and there I shall await Your Excellency's orders.

At Boston Steuben was entertained by John Hancock, who had
just retired from the presidency of the Continental Congress, and
here, after waiting five weeks, he received Washington's an-
swer to his letter. It advised him to report at once to Congress,
then sitting at York, Pa. , since it belonged exclusively to that
body to enter into negotiations with him.
The fame of Steuben had preceded him to York and he was

cordially received by Congress. A committee of three members
was appointed to confer with him and ascertain the conditions
on which he was willing to serve the United States, and whether
he had made any arrangements with the American deputies in
France.
He said that he had made no agreement with them, nor was it

his intention to accept any rank or pay; that he wished to join
the Army as a volunteer, and to render such services as the Com-
mander in Chief should think him capable of. The Continental
Congress, through its president, Mr. Laurens, accepted his gener-
ous proposition and directed him to report to General Washing-
ton at Valley Forge. Here Steuben began a work the value of
which can scarcely be overestimated.
He made the patriotic army a disciplined and effective force—

the drilled corps that ultimately won the war for freedom. He
worked incessantly to do this under the greatest difficulties and
most adverse circumstances, but he succeeded, and the credit for
it is all his own. American history some day will do him full
justice and give him a high place in our temple of fame.
On the 30th of April, 1778, about six weeks after Steuben had

commenced his active duties, Washington made the following
report to Congress:

The extensive ill consequences arising from a want of uniformity in dis-
cipline and maneuvers t(:roughout the Army have long occasioned me to
wish for the establishment of a well-organized inspectorship, and the con-
currence of Congress in the same views has induced me to set on foot a tem-
porary lustitution, which, from the success which has hitherto attended it
gives me the most flattering expectations. '

Baron Stsuben's length of service in the first military school of Europe
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The people demand publicity regarding the Trusts. The Ro-
Suhlicans talk in favor of publicity but vote against it. Tlie
•emocrats vote as they talk. The record speaks for itself.

SPEECH
or

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE,
of new yoek.

In the House of Representatives,
January 17, 1903.

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: I now offer the amendment which I ask the
Clerk to read. I propose that it come in as section 6.

Mr. CORLISS. I make the point that the sixth section has not
yet been read.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that section 6 has not

yet been read.
Mr. SULZER. This is designed to follow section 5.

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman offers it as a new
section.

Mr. SULZER. Yes, sir.

The Clerk proceeded to read the following amendment proposed
by Mr. Sulzee:

Sec. 6, That tliore shall be established in the department of commerce
and labor a bureau called the bureau of corporations, and a chief of said
bureau, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, and who shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum.
There shall also be in said bureau one chief clerk and one auditor and such
number of examiners as shall be needed to carry out the purposes of this act.
Said auditor and examiners shall be expert accountants, and shall be paid
salaiy and necessary expenses. There shall also be such other clerical assist-
ants as may from time to time be authorized by Congi'ess. It shall be the
province and duty of said bureau of corporations, under the direction of the
secretary of commerce and labor, to inspect and examine all corporations
engaged in interstate or foreign commerce by gathering, compiling, publish-
ing, and supplying all avaHable and useful information concerning such cor-
porations, mcludijQg the manner inwhich their business is conducted, and by
such other methods and means as may be prescribed by the said secretary.
Every corporation governed by this act shall make annual reports in writ-

ing to the said auditor of said bureau, and such report shall in all cases in-

clude:
(a) Capital authorized and issued; the amount paid up in cash or other-

wise, with a statement of the method of paying where it ia not in cash.
(b) Debts, including details as to the amount thereof and security given

therefor, if any.
(c) Obligations due from officers, which shall be separately stated.
(d) A statement of assets and the method of valuing the same, whether at

cost price, by ajjpraisal, or otherwise, and of the allowance made for depre-
ciation. Small items of personal property included in a plant may be de-
scribed by the term "sundries" or like general term.

(e) Gross earnings for the period covered by the report, all deductions
necessary for interest, taxes, and expense of all sorts, the surplus available
for dividends, and dividends actually deola.red.

(f) Increase of assets since the last statement, with a showing in what way
such increase has been secured.

(g) The names and addresses of stockholders, with the number of shares
held by each at the date of the report.

(h) The amount of stock disposed of and the amount of property taken
for stock sold since the last report, with all facts necessary to snow the re-

sults of the transaction.
(i) A statement showing that the corporation in question has not, dm-ing

the period covered by the said report, received any rebates, drawbacks,
special rates or discriminations, advantages or preferences, by money pay-
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mentg or otherwise, from any railroad, pipe Uhs, water carrier, or otiier

transportation company, or if any such liare bsen received or given, stating

WJienT from wliom, on what account, and in what manner they were so re-

ceived, with all other details necessary to a foil nnderstandm^ of the trans-

action or transactions. „ , , . ^ ^ ^ • x _
•

( j ) The names and addresses of all officers; location of transfer or registry

offices, wherever located. . , , ^ n - ^
(k) A statement that the corporation has not fixed prices, or done any

other act with a view to restricting trade or driving any competitor out of

(1) A statement that the corporation ia or is not a party to any contract,

combination, or conspiracy in the form of trust or otherwise m restraint of

trade or commerce among the several States or Territories or with foreign
nations. „

' , . .... . .

(m) A statement of the proportion of goods going into mtei-state com-
merce.

That it shall be the duty of the auditor to prescribe the form of the reports
tefore mentioned. He may in his discretion require additional reports at
any time when he may see fit, upon reasonarble notice; but his determination
shall be prima facie proof tliat the notice :s reasonable. He may alsoi'equlre
supplemental reports whenever, in his judgment, the report rendered Is in
any particular or particulRi"S insufficient, ovasive, or ambiguous. He may
prescribe rules so as to avoid undue detail in making reports, but no detail

of the business of the corporation shall be considered private so as to be ex-
empt from the examination of the auditor whenever he may demand report
thereon. He shall make public in his reports, which shall be issued annu-
ally, all the information contained in the reports so made to him. Whena
report has been made by a corporation, and, with all supplemental and addi-
tional reports required by the auditor, shall have been approved by him, the
corporation making such report or reports shall publish the same in a daily
newspaper, after the usual custom in.such cases, with the auditor's minutes
of approval, and shall file with the auditor proof of such publication by the
publisher's certificate.

That if any corporation shall fail to make a report when required, either
"by the terms of this act or when requii-ed by the auditor^ as herein provided,
said corporation shall be iined not less than 1 per cent or not more than 1^
per cent of its last annual gross earnings for each oSense. Every day of
failure after a written demand has been made by the auditor shall con-
stitute a separate and distinct offense. In case of failure, also, each of the
directors of the said corporation shall be ineligible, for the year succeeding
the next annual meeting, to hold either directoi-sliip or any other office in
the said corporation. It such report is false in any material respect, the
corporation shall be fined not less than 2 per cent and not more than 20
per cent of its last annual gross earnings, and each false statement in any
material matter shall constitute a separate offense. All fines and penalties
imposed by this act shall be recovered or enforced in any court of competent
jurisdiction.

That it shall be the duty of examiners, under the direction of the auditor,
to make examinations of any corporation governed by this act. Any of said
examiners presenting his official credentials shall be furnished by the officers
of the corporation every facility for complete and full examination, not only
of the books, but of all property, records, or papers of the corporation which
may be necessary, in the judgment of the examiner, for a complete knowl-
edge of the affairs of the concern. Such examinations shall not be at fixed
periods, but shall be at such times as the auditor shall fix and without notice.
Examiners shall have the power to examine under oath all officers or em-
ployees of a coi-poration, or any other persons having any iDiowledge of its
affairs, and to send for, demand, and inspect books, papers, aud any other
matter of evidence whatever which is in the possession or control of the said
corporation. For the purpose of this act examiners shaU have power to re-
quire, by subpoena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses under oath
and the production of all books, papers, contracts, agreements, and docu-
ments relating to any matter under investigation. Such attendance of wit-
nesses and the production of such documentai-y evidence may be required
from any place in the United States at any designated place of hearing. And
in case of disobedience to a subpoena the examiner may invoke the aid of any
court of the United States in requiring such attendance.
And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction

of which such inquiry is carried on may, ui case of contumacy or refusal to
obey a subpcena issued to any corporation subject to the provisions of this
act, or other parson, issue an order requiring such corporation or other per-
son to appear before said examiner and produce boolrs and papers, if so
ordered, and give evidence touching the matter in ouestion; and any failure
to obey such order of the court may be punished by such court as a contempt
thereof. The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to crimi-
nate the person giving such evidence or testimony shall not be used against
such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. The auditor shall like-



wise have all the authority of an examiner in any case wherein he chooses
himself to act. No examiner shall be assigned to examine any corporation
who is himself interested in the business thereof, or any competing concern,
or who has relatives who are so interested.

Thatit shall be unlawful for an examiner to divulge private business, except
by his report to the auditor. But such report, or the substance thereof, shall
be opened forpublio inspection. Each examiner shall follow the rules, regu-
lations, and directions which the auditor may from time to time lay down
or-communicate to him as to the method of examination, the form of report,
the matters to be covered by the said examination, and all matters pertain-
ing to his duties. Said examinations and reports shall always cover, among
others, the following questions:

(a) Has the said corporation, during the period covered by the examina-
tion and report, received any rebates, di-awbacks, special rates, or other dis-
criminations, advantages, or preferences, by money payments or otherwise,
from any railroad, pipe line, water carrier, or other transportation company?

(b) If there have been such preferences, when were they received, from
whom, on what account, and in what manner, giving aU details necessary to
a full understanding of the transaction?

(c) Is the said corporation a member of any combination having or intend-
ing to secure a monopoly of any commodity other than such monopolies as
are legally granted by patent or otherwise?

(d) Has the said coi*poration any such monopoly, or does it use methods
tending to secure such monopoly?

(e) Has it made any conti'acts or agreements tending to secure any such
monopoly to itself or any oth'er concern, whether owned by an individual or
individuals, a coi-poration, or some combination of individuals and corpora-
tions?

(f ) Is such corporation a party to any contract, agreement, or combina-
tion, in the form of a trust or otherwise, in restraint of trade or commerce
among the several States or with foreign nations?

(g) Has the corporation purchased or doe3 it hold the stock of any corpo-
ration for the purpose of controlling its management?

Said reports of examiners shall be prima facie trueand may be introduced
in evidence in all courts to prove the facts therein set forth. Copies certified
by the auditor shall be admissible with Uke eitect and under the same cir-

cumstances as the original. The word " corporation " wherever used in this
act shall be deemed to include associations existing or authorized either by
the law of the United States, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign
country.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, regarding this amendment I

want to say that on the 3d day of May, 1903, 1 introdnoed in this

House a bill to establish a department of commerce, and the
amendment just read is section 5 of that bill. The bill was re-

ferred to and considered by the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. I appeared before that committee in favor of
my bill to establish a department of commerce, and so did a num-
ber of distinguished gentlemen representing commercial bodies,

labor organizations, the American Anti-Trust Lsague, and other
associations which are in favor of publicity in regard to the great
trusts of our land.
All of these gentlemen advocated my bill or the incorporation

in the department of commerce bill of a provision similar to the
amendment just offered by me. The committee did not see fit to

do that. They left it out of the bill they reported and now before

the House. I simply ask at this time to have that amendment
read, so that every member and the country may iinderstand it.

I ask now unanimous consent to have it considered as pending, so

that the members of the House may have an opportunity to read
it in the Record to-morrow.
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that goes into the Record.
Mr. SULZER. I know it does, but I want it pending for a

time to give members a chance to read and study it.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman asked to have it be considered as

pending.
Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment

be considered as pending, so that members can read it in the

Record and vote on it intelligently.
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The CHAIRMAN. To be voted upon after the reading of the

bill is concluded?
Mr. SULZER. Yes; that is my request.

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair state the request. The gen-

tleman from New York asks unanimous consent that the amend-
ment which he has offered may be considered as pending, to be
voted upon when the reading of the bill is concluded. Is there

objection?
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, to what portion of the bill is the

amendment offered?

The CHAIRMAN. It is offered as a separate section.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman can' offer his
amendment at the proper place at any time, if he is in his seat, I

object to the request.
Mr. SULZER. I only ask it in order to give every member an

opportunity to familiarize himself with it.

'The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, one moment; has my time ex-

pired?
The CHAIRMAN. It has not.
Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to state briefly

that this amendment brings before the House, as clearly and as
positively as any proposition can, the question of whether the
members of this House are in favor of publicity regarding the
trusts or not. If we are sincerely in'favor of publicity regarding
the trusts we can not, it seems to me, object to this amendment.
If we want publicity we can not object to the establishment of
this bureau of corporations in the department of commerce and
labor, for it is something which will create publicity and secure
the information the Attorney-General says he wants in order to
enforce the antitrust laws.
In my opinion it is the best plan for publicity yet devised, and

will seciire the information that every citizen wants regarding
the conduct and the management of the great trusts of our
country, and go far, in my judgment, to prevent the trusts from
violating or evading the law now on the statute books against
trusts and monopolies. It has been stated by those more com-
petent to judge perhaps than myself that if this amendment
were a law no trust in this country, no corporation, no monopoly,
would or could violate the law.

Besides, it would secure all the information desired, and if the
laws were violated the Attorney-General would have oficially the
facts to proceed forthwith and punish such violations. It would
prevent the excuse now offered by the Department of Justice.

I think this amendment ought to be adopted. It vsrill be if
those who oppose trusts and monopolies and want publicity regard-
ing them, so that the truth shall be known, vote for it. So I of-
fered this amendment to find out and have the country know the
names of the members who are sincerely in favor of publicity and
who are not. Let the record tell. Now is the time to stand by
your professions and live up to your promises. [Applause.]
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on tlie adoption of the

amendment offered by the gentleman from New York.
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the report of the bill from the

committee provides for a bureau of corporations for the very
purpose of providing an executive agency on publicity. Probably
this side of the House would not always feel disposed to accept
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the language arranged by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Sulzer] in reference to the method of obtaining publicity.
Very likely the other side of the House will accept the leader-

ship of the gentleman from New York on this question. If so,

we shall be content, but the committee which reported the bill

has been rather inclined to await the report of the gentlemen
from the Judiciary Committee, from both sides of the House,
who are engaged in endeavoring to find a proper solution of the
method of publicity. There is no disposition on the part of the
committee which reported the bill, no disposition on the part of
this House, to refuse proper legislation to effect publicity, but,
with all due respect to the distingiiished gentleman from New
York [Mr. Sulzer] , I trust that we may be forgiven if we do not
always adopt his views upon this subject.
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. The section to which the gentleman

refers as creating this bureau of corporations, I take it, is section 7?

Mr. MANN. Section 7.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I would ask the gentleman's con-
struction as to what powers such a bureau would have. I have
read the section hastily and it seemed tome that it did not give the
bureau very much, if any, power to get the information.
Mr. SULZER. That is quite true.
Mr. MANN. There is no doubt whatever, Mr. Chairman, that

section 7, as it reads in the bill, will not confer upon the bureau
of corporations the power to compel the giving of information,
and in that respect it might be said to be defective and clearly
would be defective if it wei'e not the purpose to follow it up with
additional legislation; but we all know that the members of this

House and the members of this Congress are pi-oposing to have
additional legislation, and if this biU becomes a law and this

bureau of corporations is created, undoubtedly there will be
conferred either upon the bureau itself or lipon the department
the necessary powers to carry out the idea for which the bureau
is created.

If it is the preference of the House to take the suggestions—ad-
mii-able in their nature, but more or less ci'ude in the drawing of

the language—of the gentleman from New York, very good; but
I should prefer that the House should have the information which
comes from the distinguished Judiciary Committee of this House,
which intends, as I understand, to report some kind of a bill to

the House covering ground like this.

Mr. SULZER. Oli, yes; they will doubtless report a bill some
time, some how, some way, and too late in the closing days of

this session of Congress ever to pass before wq adjourn. You
may pass some kind of a bill through the House only to die in

the Senate. It is the old, old story.

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I have been waiting in this

House for three years to see what action would be taken that

would amount to anything to clip the wings of the trusts, and it

is immaterial to me whom I am following if the road is clear,

whether it be the gentleman from New York [Mr." Sulzer] or

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] . I am here to help do
something to curtail the increasing power of the trusts, and it is

immaterial to me who leads in this, to my mind, good work.
Here is an amendment which proposes some practical legisla-

tion to make public the acts and doings of the great trusts and
combines of tliis country, and the gentleman from Chicago [Mr.

Mann] faUs entirely to point out in this amendment anything
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which he thinks even is obnoxious, or is not in accordance with

his views. He simply wishes to put ofE the matter to a more con-

venS"nrtime. It is the same old plea. We have been told, from

the President of the United States down, that something should

be done to make public the conduct of the trusts Publicity is

the great question which the public is demanding to-day of these

corporations. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]

can not find any fault with this amendment, if he is simply waiting

for something better, why not point out what is wrong m this

bill which is specific , directing, and comprehensive? We are con-

fronted with the proposition now whether we shall do something

or continue to do nothing, as we have for the last three years.

Let us not dodge or evade our responsibility. The country is

looking and waiting to see if we will keep our promises and do

something to give publicity to the working of the trusts.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon me for saying that

while it possibly is negligence on my part, I never have read the

proposition of the gentleman fromNew York. It may be heavenly

for aught I know. It may be perfect; but I should prefer to have

it presented to the House in such a way that it can be properly

considered by the coiumittee.

Mr. THAYER. Unless the gentleman from Illinois is deal, he

must have heard the reading of it, line by line and word by word,

with the last ten minutes.
Mr. MANN. Well, I am not as smart as the gentleman from

Massachusetts, if he can understand it from hearing it read.

Mr. THAYER. I hope the opportunity will be granted for

gentlemen of this House to discuss and analyze this amendment.
I think it comes nearer to the bull's-eye than anything that has

been presented. I had occasion to vote with the majority of this

House for a constitutional amendment in the last Congress which
it was never intended should be passed by the coordinate branch
at the other end of this building and which I had very grave

doubts about our right to pass; but I want to do something while
I am a member of this House or help others in doing something
that will make public the acts of the trusts, a proposition which
all parties agree is needed, and something that will in some
measure satisfy the public. This amendment provides for the

very thing we have been discussing here for the last four years.

The opportunity is now here. Now is the accepted time; now is

the day of salvation for those who do not believe in permitting
these trusts to go on in the way they have been going.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just a few words

more. In discussing this amendment after it was ofEered the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] said it was crude. That is the
word I believe he used. Subsequently, in answer to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Thayer], the gentleman from
Illinois said he never read the amendment, that he had not heard
it read, that he knew nothing whatever about it. It seems to me,
sir, it comes,with very bad grace for the gentleman from Illinois

to characterize an amendment as crude that he has never read
and never heard read. But it is characteristic of the gentleman,
and shows how much reliance should be given his speech.
And yet, Mr. Chairman, this amendment has been pending be-

fore his committee ever since the 2d day of last May. And
further, sir, he was present in the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce when a delegation of the distinguished and
representative gentlemen with myself went before his committee
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and iiTged a favorable report onmy bill , or at least the incorporation
of this, amendment, being- section 5 in my bill, in a bill creating a
department of commerce. He heard every word of that discus-
sion. Ha asked questions of the gentlemen on that oecasion.
That discassion is printed. Any member can get a copy of it. It
is a part of the records of the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce on this bill.

It is too late for him now to say that he never read, or heard
read, the amendment. In my opinion, he knows all about it, or
he would not now oppose it so tenaciously. But if he says it is
crude, let me say to him that it has been submitted to some
of the greatest lawyers in all this land—^lawyers not employed by
the trusts—and to men who have studied this trust question, not
in the interest of the trusts, bu.t in the interests of all the people,
and they have all approved it., They say it wiU absolutely es-
tablish publicity, and do it in the only logical and legal way.
Again, sir, this amendment has been favorably passed on by

the labor organizations, by the American Anti-Trust League, by
leading thinkers and political economists, and by the honest folk
of the land who are earnestly and honestly and fearlessly opposed
to trusts and monopolies. The iadependent press of the country
ask for publicity. In editorial after editorial they favor this
amendment. The President asks for publicity. The Democrats
ask for publicity and will vote to a man for this amendment.
The people of the land, from one end of it to the other, demand
publicity. The Republicans—that is, a few Eepublicans—say
they want publicity; they say it, but they are afraid to vote for
publicity. [Applause.]
The Bepublicans say they are going to give the people publicity

as to the trusts some time, some way, somehow; but the days are
going on. This Congress will adjourn on the 4th of next Max-ch.
The time, gentlemen, is short, and I undertake to say that if

this amendment is not adopted now, if it is not put in. this bill

and kept there, that there will be no antitrust legislation, no law
for publicity, passed during this session of Congress. The Presi-
dent, the Attorney-General, and all of the distinguished Repub-
licans, including my friend from Maine [Mr. Littlepield] . will
keep on talking against the trusts, but they will do nothing
against them.
The people will not and can not be deceived much longer in

this matter. The record here to-day on this amendment will tell

the tale. It will show whether the Republicans or the Democrats
are sincere. It will tell the world who is for and who is against
publicity—who are the friends of the trusts and who are the
enemies of monopoly. An ounce of performance is worth a ton
of promise. If gentlemen on the other side are sincerely in favor
of what the people want, if they favor publicity, you will give
the people this ounce of performance to-day, and in my judgment
it will truly establish publicity and go far to do away with trust
evils.

With pxiblicity—like a searchlight, exposing to public view every
violation of law—the trusts and monopolies would hesitate a long
time ere they violated the law; and if the Attorney-General
promptly enforced the law against them, violations of law would
soon cease entirely. But the Attorney-General says substantially
in his Pittsburg speech that he can not enforce the law against
the trusts because he can not get the evidence of violations of

law. Make this amendment a law as a part of this bill and the
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Attorney-General will have no difficnlty in getting 'the facts—
the evidence—to snccessfully prosecute every trust that is vio-

lating the law.
The law now on the statute books against trusts is clear and

plain, and the highest court in the land has passed on its validity

and sustained the constitutionality of its provisions. The anti-

trust act of 1890 declares that every contract or combination in

the nature of a trust in restraint of trade and commerce among
the several States and Territories or with foreign nations is a
conspiracy, illegal and void, and punishable by fine and imprison-
ment.
Under this antitrust act it seems to me every trust in the United

States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter annulled,
and the men behind it punished for conspiracy. Every trust by
its very nature is in restraint of trade and commerce and in vio-

lation of this law.
If you will read the antitrust act of 1890 and the decisions of

the United States Supreme Court in the trans-Missouri freight
case and the Addyston Pipe Line case, the conclusion will be irre-

sistible to the logical mind that the fault is not so much with the
law as it is vnth the men who are sworn to enforce the law.
In my opinion—and I say so advisedly—the Department of Jus-

tice under the present law can institute and successfully maintain
actions against every trust doing business in the United States.

The law is clear and plain, and the facts are within the knowledge
of all.

ISTow, adopt this amendment offered by me for publicity re-

garding the trusts and monopolies, make it a part of this bill, so
that it will soon be a law, and the Attorney-General will get all

the facts he wants, and official facts that will be evidence suffi-

cient to prosecute and sufficient to win every case against every
trust violating the law. [Applause.]
The CHAIRMAN". The question is on the amendment of the

gentleman from New York [Mr. Sulzer] .

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 88.
Mr. SULZER. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman.
Tellers were ordered.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen-

tleman from New York [Mr. Sulzer] and the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Mann].
The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 75,

noes 90.

So the amendment was rejected.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to say one thing.

All the Republicans voted against this amendment for publicity
and all the Democrats voted for it. That tells ;the story and the
whole story. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

5539

o



THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY QUESTION.

WE MUST ROT SURRENDER AN INCH OF OUR TERRITORY.

SPEECH

OB

HON. WILLIAM SULZER,
OF NEW YORK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

January 20, 1903.

WASHINGTON.
1903.



SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.
The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state ot the Union and

having under consideration the bill (H. B. 16842) making appropriations for

the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June dO,J9U4^

Mr. SULZER said: ,^\'.
^

Mr. Chairman: I move to strike out the last word. I want tlie

floor for a few moments. I was very much interested, Mr. Chair-

man, in listening to the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri

[Mr. Cochkan] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepburn] a

little while ago regarding the Alaskan boundary. The gentle-

man from Missouri substantially charged that the Administra-

tion was surrendering, or intended to surrender, American
territory in Alaska to the Canadian government. He submitted

facts to prove this tlia,t seem to me to be conclusive; but it needed

no proof from him and no eloquent words to demonstrate that

to me.
I have been to Alaska several times. I have been over this

boundary line. I have talked to people there who know, and I

say v/ithout fear of successful contradiction that since gold was
discovered in the Klondyke the Northwest Mounted, Police, act-

ing, we must assume, for the Canadian government, have moved
the boundary monuments that the Russians set up years ago,

marking the boundary line of the territory that Russia ceded to

the United States under the treaty, miles and miles nearer the

"Pacific Ocean and more and more on American territory. If any-

one here doubts it, let me say that there are several people in

Washington at this time from Alaska who can give unimpeach-
able testimony to the fact. '

,

There is no doubt the original boundary line between Canada
and southeastern Alaska has been changed by; the Canadians
during the past few years. "What does the gentleman from Iowa
say in regard to the allegations made by the gentleman from Mis-
souri? He says, as I understand it, that some time ago, some
way, somehow, away back in 1844, an Administration gave up
54° 40'. That was wrong; but two wrongs do not make a right.
That surrender is no reason why we should surrender now. No
man in this country has ever deprecated the surrender of " fifty-

four forty or fight '

' more than myself. We should have stood by
the verdict of the people then. I have traveled some in the great
Northwest. I know to some degree what we lost there.

It is one of the grandest countries in all the world—rich be-
yond the dreams of avarice—a country that can support a popu-
lation of 50,000,000 people; a country rich in agricultural resources,
rich in timber and rich in untold mineral wealth. I am sorry short-
sighted statesmanship lost it to us years ago. It was a crime against
lis and against generations yet unborn. But those in authority did
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not know then what we know now. One of the greatest Secr&-
taries of State we ever had—a myriad-minded man, a patriot

—

Daniel Webster, made the surrender of all the territory from the
forty-ninth parallel to the fifty-fourth parallel of latitude west-
ward from the Lake of the Woods because he did not know. He
knew all about Massachtisetts, but very little about the great
Northwest, and when I say that I mean the great Northwest of
Canada; but because he then surrendered this territory to Great
Britain, because he thought it more or less valueless, that is no
reason why the present Secretary of State should surrender an
inch of Alaskan territory to Great Britain now. We must main-
tain our rights in Alaska. We must not give up or let go a rod
of American soil there.
Let me say that one of the schemes involved in this alleged

boundary dispute is simply this: The Canadian government—and
by that I mean, of course, Great Britain—has no port of entry on
the Pacific Ocean to the Klondike and to the gi-eat Yukon terri-
.tory. The Canadians want a port of entry on the Lynn Canal,
near Skagway or near Dyea, so they can take their goods, wares,
and merchandise through without duty. That is what they want.
And to accomplish it they have moved the boundary line at Tele-
graph Creek on the Stickine River several miles westward on
American territory, and they have moved the boundary line at
Skagway and at Dyea several miles westward on American terri-

tory. There is no doubt about this. Witnesses living can testify
to it. The Canadian maps will show it. Everybody in Alaska
knows it. The boundary line mtist be put back where it belongs.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from NewYork

has expired.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my time be extended.

I desire to make this matter plain to the House.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan-

imous consent that his time be extended. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
Mr. SULZER. I thank the House. Now, sir. if it had not

been for patriotic American citizens at Skagway a few years ago
the Northwest Mounted Police, acting under instructions, no
doubt, from the Canadian government, would have taken Skag-
way and raised the British flag over our custom-house there.

They moved their line within a few miles of Skagway, destroyed
the Russian monuments, and raised the British flag. Then it was
that our loyal American citizens in Skagway, at Dyea, and in
Sitka began to arm, and notified the Northwest Mounted Police
that if they moved one foot farther on American soil there would
be war in the great Northwest, and such a war as brave Ameri-
can citizens would fight who know their rights and dare maintain
them.
The Northwest Mounted Police stopped, and fortunately for

them they did, and the customs fiag of the Canadian government
has remained there, but it must go back to the original line. The
feeling at that time in Alaska was so intense regarding this mat-
ter that the Secretaiy of State and the ambassador of the United
States to Great Britain entered into an agreement with the Brit-

ish foreign office, or, more particularly speaking, into what is

knov?n as the '

' modus vivendi. '

' The Secretary of State agreed to

that, and from that day to this, under the modus vivendi, every-
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tting is supposed to be in statu quo—supposed to be suspended-
suspended like Mahomet's coffin, somewhere between heaven aijd

earth. Where it is and what it is nobody who is sqmebody seems

to know, but it appears to be enough to put us all to sleep. We
must not sleep, however. If tHe Americans are not alert, if they

are not vigilant, if we do not maintain our rights, I say it is only

a question of time when the Canadian government vsdll creep on
a little more and more until it will get a port of entry on the

Lynn Canal.
The Canadian government is willing, and nobody knows it

better than the gentlemen on the Joint High Commission be-

tween the United States and Canada, to concede to the United
States practically everything in dispute regarding our fisheries,

commercial matters, and all other things in dispute, provided the

Government of the United States will give the Canadian govern-

ment a port of entry in Alaska. They are willing to take Dyea,
an abandoned town on the Lynn Canal, where all the houses

stand empty to-day, mute vntnesses of its desertion, as a port of

entry—anything in fact so long as they can get a port on the

Pacific in Alaska. When the Yukon and White Pass Railroad

was built, Skagway became the western terminal and the port of

enti-y to the Yukon, and Dyea, just across the canal, was aban-
doned and deserted.
The Canadian scheme of pushing through United States ter-

ritory to an outlet on the Pacific Ocean may lead some day to

serious results.
'

' Fifty-four forty or fight '

' is not yet dead. It

may be the shibboleth of another great political campaign, and no
back down.
The Alaskan boundary question is brought up again and again

by reports that Canadian officers have removed established monu-
ments. There should be no Alaskan boundary question at all.

The boundary line was settled absolutely in the treaties betwesn
Great Britain and Russia, and Russia and the United States;

and it was not dispu.ted for nearly seventy-five years. We
bought certain territory which it was conceded that Russia
owned and we paid for it; and no United States official should
ever have dared to treat the matter as open to doubt or discussion.
The claim set up by Canada, through Great Britain, is a bare-

faced fraud; the controversy on the matter was a piece of un-
speakable folly on our part; and the adoption of the modus Vi-

vendi was the first step in some mysterious scheme which may
mean the loss of a strip of our Pacific coast line. Great Britain
never had any title to the Pacific coast, but she succeeded in
bullying us out of that part of it known as British Columbia. I
say again we should have stood by the declaration, "Pifty-fotu-
forty or fight; " but we lacked the foresight. Seward did some-
thing, all that was possible, to retrieve that weakness when he
bought the whole Pacific coast northward, and day by day our
diplomatists have been preparing the way for another surrender
of our plain rights. President Roosevelt, we are told, means to
look into this matter himself and act.
Let us hope so. Unless all estimates of his character are astray

his course will be to say politely that there is no Alaska boundary
question; that it was settled by treaties long ago; and that there
is nothing to do but lay down the line described in the treaties.
Thomas W. Balch, in the Journal of the Franklin Institute for

March, has made an exhaustive historical study of the Alaskan
boundary, and has shown that the recent Canadian claim is en-



tirely naanufactured and vvithotit the support of any treaty or any
map, except those made recently in Canada as a basis for a claim
to an outlet to the sea through United States territory, and for a
demand for arbitration. On this demand Mr. Baloh says:

'

' There is no more reason for the United States to allow its

right to the possession of this unbroken Alaskan territory to be
referred to the decision of foreign judges than would be the case
if the British Empire advanced a claim to sovereignty over the
coast of Georgia, or the poi-t of Baltimore, and proposed that this
demand should be referred to the judgment of subjects of third
powers.

" Whether the Alaskan frontier should pass over a certain
moiintain top or through a given gorge is a proper stibject for
settlement by a mutual survey. But by no possibility has Canada
any right to ten-itory touching tide water above 54 degrees and
40 minutes. The United States shoiild never consent to refer such
a pi'oposition to arbitration."
And I^ say we never shall while we have an American in the

White House.
Now, Mr. Chairman, those familiar with this subject are aware

that the Canadians are willing to take Dyea as a port of entry on
the Alaskan Pacific and, in substance, give us everything in dis-

pute between the two countries. But the American people will
never consent to it. The sooner Canada understands this the bet-
ter. The only question in dispiite to-day, I believe, that the
Canadian Commissioners and the United Statss Commissioners
can not agree on is this Alaskan boundary question. And on that
we stand on our rights. We will not arbitrate, and will never
back down.
The Lynn Canal is a great body of water—a magnificent arm

of the Pacific Ocean—almost as large, and for strategical and
commercial purposes, as important as Long Island Sound. If the
Canadians could once get a port of entry there, they could take
in ail their goods and merchandise into the vast Yukon territory
without let or hindrance. They cotild fortify it and bid us defi-

ance at some critica,! time when we least expected it. They
would then have a port on the Pacific Ocean in the great North-
west, a port that would bring them hundreds and hundreds of
miles nearer the Orient than they are to-day. That is what they
want, that is what they ai'e after, and that is about the whole
question involved in this boundary dispute.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?
Mr. SULZER. Certainly. I always yield to my distinguished

friend.

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not entirely practicable now for a Cana-
dian importer to take his merchandise tlirough any port of the
United States, in bond, to any port in Canada?
Mr. SULZER. Yes; to a certain extent.

Mr. HEPBURN. Then they can avoid paying duty now.
Mr. SULZER. They can and they do, and that is another thing

that ought not to be permitted in Alaska. That is another thing

that the Alaskans are kicking about, and if you vv'ill talk to some
of the Alaskans who are here in Washington
Mr. HEPBURN. Do they not do it in Portland, do they not

,do it in New York, your own city, .and are the New Yorkers
kicking as you say the Alaskans are?

Mr. SULZER. Let me tell you that every American citizen in
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the Klondite who comes out with gold dust he has worked hard

to get must pay to the Canadians a duty on it and he has got to

pay a tax besides. If you went up there you would soon find out

these things. The Alaskans believe in fair play. They believe

that what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. They
believe that if the Canadians get all these rights from the United

States, the citizens of the United States in the Yukon territory

ought to get some rights from the Canadians. I have looked

into this matter carefully and knowing the facts as I do, I say

here and now that I am opposed to a surrender of 1 inch of

American territory in Alaska. I want to see the Secretary of

State dissolve the modus vivendi and the Administration speedily

compel Great Britain to recognize the title and the boundary in

Alaska as it came to us from Russia. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
.» » -x- » « * *

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike, out the last word. Mr.
Chairman, I am very glad to hear the concluding statement of

the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sulzee] . I am glad to find

that there is at least one Democrat, a very eminent Democrat,
one who speaks, I think, by authority, who certainly ought to be
permitted to speak by authority, saying that he is opposed to pull-

ing down the American flag from an inch of our territory. I am
glad to know that the Democratic party is changing its attitude

vsdth regard to the Philippine Islands. I am glad to know that he
approves now of the course of the Administration. I am glad
that he gives his adhesion, late as it is, to the policy of holding
on, of civilizing, of doing something for those people in the great
uplift of mankind. I am glad he is on that tenable ground.
But I was sorry to hear the disparaging remarks that he made
about Daniel Webster.

I knew that he would not make similar disparaging remarks
about Henry Clay, because everybody recognizes the great re-

semblance between the gentleman from New York and the dis-

tinguished savant from Kentucky. [Laughter and applause.]
But I confess I do not know exactly what he means when he
speaks of Daniel Webster in the belittling way that he does, when
he says that Daniel Webster did not know much out of the State
of Massachusetts. I do not know whether he meant to say that
Daniel Webster knew nothing or but little except those things
that were intimately connected with Massachusetts, or whether
he meant to say that when Daniel Webster passed the boundary
line of Massachusetts his great intellect at once shrunk, and that
vast reservoir of information th9,t he had been filling for so many
years became of inconsiderable value.

I wish the gentleman would be a little more explicit when he
has five minutes in his own time to discuss this—to discuss this
subject, and tell us just how he does regard Daniel Webster, and
just how his opinion as to Daniel Webster is to be affected;
whether it is territorially or personally; whether it inheres in
Daniel himself or in Daniel's travels. The American people
would be glad to hear the gentleman re-form this opinion that he
has expressed, so that they would know exactly what he did
mean. [Applause and laughter.]
Mr. SIJLZER. I move to strike out the last two words.
« * * * * * «

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire, briefly, to reply to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepburn]. In the first place, I want
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to say tHat I made no reflection on the great ability and intel-
lectuality of Daniel "Webster. No man in this country respects
his great name moye than I do. But what I did say, and vi^hat I
meant to say, and what I want everybody to distinctly under-
stand I did say, was this: That Daniel Websterknew nothing about
the vast domaia in the great Northwest. Neither did others of
his day, and even later—much later. Read Benjamin P. Butler's
speech against the purchase of Alaska when the bill was passing
this House for its purchase for $7,200,000. Benjamin P. Butler
voted against the bill, denounced it, and said, "We were biiying
an iceberg," whereas the climate Of southeastern Alaska is milder
and more genial than the climate of Washington.
At Sitka, supposed by some to be a frozen iceberg, the records

kept by the Russians and Americans down to the present day
show that the thermometer never reaches zero; and farther south
in the great archipelago the climate in winter is much warmer,
and delightfully cool and invigorating in summer. Alaska is a
great land, a vast empire, and no one can tell to-day how rich it

is in mineral, timber, and agricultural wealth. We are only on
the threshold of knowledge concerning it, and I reiterate that we
ought to be very careful about surrendering any part of it. Now
is the time to be careful. It is better to be sure than be sorry.
The experience of the j)ast should be the light to guide us now
and in the future. I want to see the American people hold fast
to every inch of Alaskan domain, just as it came to us from
Russia.

Now, one other thing, Mr. Chairman. The gentleman from
Iowa has said that he is glad to know I am opposed to pulling
down the flag. It is kind of him to say that. I am opposed to
hauling down the flag when the flag is right. I have never ad-
vocated hauling down the flag on American territory, and I never
will. [Applause.] I favored taking down the flag in Cuba, be-
cause we were pledged to do it, because we said to all the world
that just so soon as we established peace and a stable government
in Cuba we would get out and leave Cuba to the Cubans. I was
in favor of keeping our word. I was in favor of taking down the
flag in the Philippines and bringing it home with honor, because
I sincerely and patriotically believed to keep it there with shot
and shell and force would dishonor it and all that it stands for.

I was in: favor then, and am now, of treating the Filipinos just
the same as -we treated the Cubans, and some day history will say
I was right. I still believe in the principles of the Declaration of
Independence. I still love the memories of our better days, and
I believe the Filipinos are just as capable of self-government as
the Cubans. Be that, however, as it may, I v^ill not discuss it

further now. I have not the time. I am talking about Alaska,
and I will not be diverted by the gentleman from Iowa.
There is no question, I maintain, about our title to Alaska or

about the loyalty and the patriotism of the Americans thei'e.

There is no question either, in my judgment, about the bound-
ary, the original boundary which was agreed to by England and
Russia almost a oentury ago, and which never was disputed in
any way by anybody or any country until gold was discovered in

the Klondyke.
I tell you, and you know it, and the history of the world proves

it, that wherever gold is found England is always on hand trying
to secure all or some of the territory. In Alaska the land in dis-

pute in the boundary question is rich in gold and other precious

5541



8

metals, and England is trying to get all of it she can. If we are

foolish enough to let her do it, we should not unjustly blame Eng-
land; we should blame ourselves. I want to, call a halt now and
insist once and for all on our rights in Alaska. Is that too much?
Should I be blamed for that? Let my friend answer. While we
supinely sleep under the narcotic infliience of Mr. Choate's modus
Vivendi, Canada is awake and creeps on apace, and in time it will

,

be too late. This is a live, a momentous question, and we should
be up and doing, not wait, not delay.

The Secretary of State must stand by our rights in Alaska.
The modus vivendi must end, and the land we got from Eussia,
and the boundary marks she put there must forever be our land,
and the Russian monuments on the mountain ranges 10 marine
leagues from the mainland must be as it used to be—the true
boundary line. Alaska belongs to us; we bought it; our people
are there; they want to stay there; our flag is there; it must stay
there, and we must stand by the patriots, those noble, brave, and
gallant men who went there from our States. That is what we
should do; that is the way I feel on this siibject.

If we do not do it—if we sacrifice an inch of our domain in
Alaska, the Alaskans will denounce us now, and future genera-
tions will execrate our memory as we to-day criticise, to use no
stx-onger term, the men who surrendered the great Northwest
after the people hrd determined by an election that it must be
ours, that it must le 54° 40' or fight. -[Applause.]
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman"has expired.
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HON. WILLIAM SULZEK,
The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and

having under consideration the bill (H. B. 9805) providing for the election of
a Delegate from the Terx-itory of Alaska to the House of Representatives of
the United States, defining citizenship, and the qualifications of electors in
said Territory

—

Mr. SULZER said:
Mr. Chairman: I substantially concur witli all that the gentle-

man from WashiGgton [Mr. Cushman] has so well, and so ably,
and so eloquently said regarding Alaska, and the needs of that
vast domain for immediate legislation, looking toward home rule
and self-government.
The bill now under consideration for a Delegate, however, in

my opinion, does not go far enough. It will not meet the just
demands of the people of Alaska, and I fear very much that it

will not give satisfaction to, or meet the expectations of, the in-
habitants of that vast tenitory. At the same time I do not fail
to realize that this bill is a step in the right direction, that it will
accomplish something, and I shall vote for it for that reason, in-
dulging the hope that the time is not far distant when the Con-
gress mtist give Alaska what Alaska wants—Territorial govern-
ment. That is, sir, what the people up there want, and that is

what they ought to have. It is right, and it is American.
Alaska is just as much entitled to Territorial government to-day
as Arizona or New Mexico. If we follow the precedents of the
past we can not withhold this boon from the people of Alaska.
They are fairly entitled to it.

In the light of all precedents and the experience of the past
their population warrants it. For the benefit of those who know
not, I insert a table which shows the population of 12 different
States and Territories about the time they were given representa-
tion. Many of them had a representative for some time before
the enumeration had been made which brought forth these figures.
Probably at the time of their receiving Delegate privileges this
population did not average 3,000 whites in each Territory, and
they had very little but agi-icriltural matters to look after, with
no comparison in commercial affairs to Alaska to-day.



Date of
organization.

Population by census
nearest date of organ-

ization.

Census. White. Total.

Mississippi---
Montana
Nevada
Utah
"Washington

.

Wyoming
Alaska

Apr. 7,1798
May 26,1864
Mar. 2,1863
Sept. 9,1850
Mar. 2,1863
July 28, 1868

1800
1870
1860
1850
1860
1870
1890
1896

4,446
18,306
6,812

11,330
11,138
8,726
4,298

10,000

7,600
20,595
6,857
11,880
11,594
9,118

32,053
37,000,

In 1890 the census of Alaska showed a population of 32,052.

The census report for 1900 gives the population of Alaska as
63,592. When we consider the vast difBculty attendant upon the
full and correct enumeration of population in thickly settled and
more accessible districts, and how frequently the statement is

made even in large cities that, the census enumerators failed to
properly enumerate and return a considerable per cent of the pop-
ulation, then how much more likely is it that in a district like
Alaska, a. vast expanse of territory with widely scattered towns,
settlements, and mining camps, isolated and separated, without
railroad and telegraphic communications—how much more likely
is it, I say, that where conditions like these exist that the census
enumeration has not been full and complete.

I submit, in view of the foregoing, that it is not an extravagant
estimate to place the present population of the Territory of Alaska
at 100,000 people, and this population will undoubtedly increase
in a greater ratio during the next few years than it has in the
past.

The number of white people were less than 5,000 in 1890, with
a very large portion of the remainder Indians and mixed. This
great increase during the last ten years has not been caused by
the births of natives. The Indian is rapidly jiassing away, so
that the majority of the pre&ent population of 63,592 are beyond
question whites who have emigrated from the States. These per-
sons dominate the Territory, and in a short time, through the evo-
lution of nature, the native Indian will have become a tradition.
Now, Mr. Chairman, by way of comparison, let me cite you a

few cases. In the record of Territorial organizations we find that
Nebraska, embracing all the district of country lying between the
Missouri Eiver and the Rocky Mountains and extending from
the 40th degree of latitude to the boundary line between the
United States and Canada, was made a Territory in 1854, with a.

population too insignificant to be mentioned in the report of the
preceding census, if, indeed, it were ascertainable. Yet we find
that six years later it had attained a population of only 28,841—
less than half that of Alaska in 1900. The Territory of Dakota,
embracing what are now the States of North and South Dakota,
was organized in 1861, having for two years previous maintained
a provisional government of her own, although she was credited
by the census of 1860 with a population of only 4,837, which,
owing to the unsettled state of the country induced by the great
civil war during that decade, increased to the extent of only 9,544
in the next succeeding ten years.
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The capital was established at Yankton, in the entreme south-
eastern end of what is now the State of South Dakota, distant
from the most remote settlements little, if any, less than 700
miles. There were no railroads or wagon roads, and the means
of communication, except between Missouri River points, were
not only more primitive than is now the case in Alaska, but at
the same time far more expensive and dangerous. The country
was a vast wilderness of treeless prairie, arid plains, and "bad
lands," which, but for the building of subsidized railroads in ad-
vance of settlement, would never have become the home of any
considerable number of white men. It was not then known to
possess any of the great natural resources of which Alaska can
now truthfully boast, and had the little handful of hardy pioneers
who set up a government of their own in advance of Territorial
organization been subjected to the operation of a policy similar
to that which long ago obtained* in the government of Alaska,
and is still in vogue, it is not improbable that what are now two
great and prosperous States of the Union would have remained
to this day, figuratively speaking, a wilderness.
And so, sir, with many, if not all, of the Territories when they

were first organized. The facts and the figures conclusively
prove that Alaska is more entitled now to Territorial govern-
ment than any of the Territories organized in the years gone by
west of the Mississippi River. Why should we deprive the citi-

zens of Alaska of Territorial government? Is there a man here
that can give any answer, except the logical answer that Alaska
should become a Territory with all the rights of a Territory?
Mr. Chairman, the district of Alaska is a vast domain lying in

the extreme northwestern corner of the North American conti-

nent, on Bering Sea and the North Pacific. It comprises an area
of about 577,390 statute sq.uare miles, with a seacoast of 26,000
miles, or nearlytwo and one-half times the seacoast of the balance
of the United States. The district was acquired by purchase by
the United States from Russia for §7,300,000, and the boundaries
as laid down in the treaty of cession of March 30, 1867, are:

'

' Com-
mencing from the southernmost point of the island called ' Prince
of Wales Island,' which point lies in the parallel of 54° 40' north
latitude, and between the one hundred and thirty-first and one
hundred and thirty-third degrees of west longitude (meridian of

Greenwich) , the said line shall ascend to the north along the
channel called Portland Canal as far as the point of the continent

where it strikes the fifty-sixth degi-ee of north latitude; from this

last-mentioned point the line of demarcation shall follow the sum-
mit of the mountains situated parallel to the coast as far as the

point of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first degree of

west longitude (of the same meridian) , and finally from the said

point of intersection the said meridian line of the one hundred
and forty-first degree in its prolongation as far as the frozen ocean.

With reference to the line of demarcation laid down in the pro-

ceding article it is understood, first, that the island called 'Prince

of Wales Island ' shall belong wholly to Russia (now, by cession,

to the United States) ; second, that whenever the summit of the

motintains which extend in a direction parallel to the coast from
the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude to the point of intersection

of the one hundred and forty-first degi-ee of west longitude shall

prove to be at the distance of more than 10 marine leagues from
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the ooean, tlie limit between tlie British possessions and the line

of coast -which is to belong to Russia as above mentioned (that is

to say, the limit of the possessions ceded by this convention) shall

be formed by a line parallel to the winding ofthe coast, and which
shall never exceed the distance of 10 marine leagues therefrom.

The western limits, within which the territories and dominion
conveyed are contained, passes through a point in Bering Straits

on the parallel of 65 degrees 30 mintites north latitude, and its

intersection by the meridian which passes midway between the

island of Kmsenstern, or Ignalook, and the island of Eatmanofl,
or Noonarbook, and proceeds due north, without limitation, into

the same frozen ocean. The same western limitation, beginning
at the same initial point, proceeds thence in a course nearly south-

west through Bering Straits and Bering Sea, so as to pass mid-
way between the northwest point of the island of St. Lawrence
and the southeast point of Cape" Choukotski, to the meridian of

172 west longitute; thence from the intersection of that merid-
ian, in a southwesterly direction, so as to pass midway between
the island of Attou and the Copper Island of the Kormandorski
couplet or group in the North Pacific Ocean, to the meridian of
193 degrees west longitude, so as to include in the territory con-
veyed the whole of the Aleutian Islands east of the meridian."
This is the vast domain of land ceded to the United States from

Russia by the treaty in 1867, and the American people will never
consent to give up an inch of it to Canada or any other country.
It is ours and it must always be ours. We can not arbitrate our
sovereignty, and we will never surrender our jurisdiction.

When this country in 1867 paid Russia $7,300,000 in gold coin
for the Territory of Alaska, a great outcry arose over the shame-
ful extravagance of the Government. We had purchased, it was
alleged by these fault-finders, a barren waste of snow and ice, an
arctic region incapable of cultivation, whose only treasure was
the seals that might be killed along its coast. The Administration
had squandered the money of the people, and shrewd Russia was
laughing in her sleeve over our simplicity!

It is possible that Russia did laugh in her sleeve over the sim-
plicity that she imagined she had discovered, but it is certain
that by this time she has changed her laugh to a sigh over the
results of her own shortsightedness, for Alaska is recognized to-
day as one of the most important gold-producing lands in the
world. Her mines are the mecca of armies of prospectors, who
go there to search for the precious ore that is the foundation of
the money systems of the commercial world. She has returned to
us in gold ore alone more than we paid Russia for her possession,
and the sources of her golden treasure have as yet scarcely been
scratched.
Butit is Bot only in mineral wealth that Alaska promises to be

a valuable territory. That claim alone would be ample justifica-
tion for the purchase of the arctic land, but she has other claims
to add to this. Had anybody predicted, when the negotiation for
her sale was conducted, that she could ever assume to be an agri-
cultural country, hewould have been regarded as a fit subject for
treatment in a lunatic asylum. But we are progressing in knowl-
edge. The Agricultural Department has been investigating, and
it now announces that certain crops can be raised in Alaska at a
good profit, and that great herds of cattle will thrive in her
friendly climate.
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Thus the purchase of Alaska promises to be one of the wisest
things ever accomplished by our Government.
The great speech of Charles Sumner, delivered in the United

States Senate in favor of the purchase of Alaska, in the light of
to-day reads like a marvelous prophecy. Alaska ceased years
ago to be called " Seward's folly." No amount of money could
buy it from us to-day, and ultimately it will make three great
States of the Union—and no doubt they will be called "Alaska,"
"Seward," and "Sumner." What a monument Alaska is to-
day to the wisdom and far-sighted statesmanship of Charles Sum-
ner and William H. Seward!
Mr. Chairman, another reason for a Delegate, which must im-

press itself with great force iipon every member, is the fact that
most of the relations with the Territory are direct with the Gen-
eral Government.
The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred this

bill providing for the election of a Delegate from the district, of
Alaska to the House of Representatives of the United States, de-
fining citizenship and the qualifications of electors in said dis-

trict, have had the same under consideration, and, without a
dissenting voice, report unanimously that it do pass.
A bill of similar purpose was reported from the Committee on

the Territories of the House of Representatives in the Fifty-third
Congress near its close, too late for action, and another in the
Fifty-fourth Congress, which for some reason failed to become a
law. A third time, in the second session of the Fifty-sixth Con-
gress, a similar bill was introduced and unanimously reported by
the Committee on the Territories to the House, but the bill, on
account of the press of business during the close of that session,

failed of consideration in the House.
In my opinion, fortified by the judgment of the great majority

of the population of the Territory of Alaska, whose best men
have not only recommended it, but have urged it as an absolute
necessity at this time, I submit that the Congress should no
longer delay the right of these people to Delegate representation.

It is a tenet of our American creed that proper elective repre-

sentation is the heritage of our citizenship. Whatever may have
been the needs and the requirements of the limitations of Alaska
in the past, I think the time has now arrived when it is not only
feasible for its inhabitants to elect and have Delegate representa-
tion in the House of Representatives, but that its absolute neces-

sity makes it a matter of right which we should heed by speedy
action.
Alaska is a Territory whose prospects, resources, and commer-

cial and political importance have heretofore been almost wholly
unappreciated by most people. Even now, in the period of

Alaska's marvelous development, the first thought of many per-

sons is that a Delegate would be a doubtful experiment and an
unnecessary expense, when, in fact, of all our outlying Territories,

Alaska is the one whose needs in this respect are paramount.
Its isolation, distance, and peculiar surroundings as to climate,

soil, resources, business and trade conditions, as well as popula-

tion, render it impossible for Congress to fully recognize its wants
and exigencies.
Alaska has an area of over 577,000 square miles. It would

cover one-sixth of the territory of the United States proper. Its

resources are simply wonderful; with its mines of gold, silver,

5S57



copper, and coal, its mighty forests of merchantable timber, its

rich wealth of fur-bearing animals, its enormous fisheries of seal,

whale, salmon, cod, and halibut^ and its already great and com-

manding commercial and political importance. And then, in

connection with all this, comes the voice of a resistless an-d in-

creasing flow of ,the most manly, virile, and hardy people in the

world, who say, "Give us the protection of an interested and
sympathetic Government and we will not only support om-selveSi

but we will return direct into the United States Treasury reve-

nues many times multiplying the amount of her investment by
purchase."
At this point the expense of an election and the salary of a Del-

egate might well be considered. This country is a large tei-ritory

of the primeval ruggedness of nature, unmitigated in part with
long stretches of snow and ice and a scattered population. There
may be inconveniences in an election on the frontier to whichwe
are not accustomed, but that is the daily incident of their lives.

Tenacity of purpose and power of endurance are the two essen-

tial qualities that took them there. They have great interests to

be looked after, and they say, "We want a man. at "Washington
who knows us, our country, and our business to represent us and
our interests."

It will be of some inconvenience and expense, but they are ask-

ing the privilege to incur whatever inconvenience it may be to

hold an election. After that the only question for us to consider
is: Is it reasonable and practicable? Those who seem to be most
competent to judg-e say it is. As to the expense, they pay it.

That is all there is to that. While discussing this phase of the

subject I desire to insert a statement from the Treasury Depart-
ment showing the revenues and expenditures of the government
of Alaska for the fiscal year 1900. This shows a balance in favor
of the Treasury in the splendid figures of $283,950, out of which
to pay the expense of an election every two years.

Statevient of revenues and expenditures in Alaska, fiscal year 19.00.

nBVENtnis.
Customs.-- --- $57,023.62
PubUc lands --- 2,376.32
Tax on seal skins 224,476.47
Eentof Fox Islands---- - 1,200.00
License fees 157,234.94

Total - 442,911.35

BXPENDITUBES.
Expenses at TeiTitorial government - - $28,655.98
Salaries of agents at seal fisheries .- 11,473.41
Expens8s,oftice of marshal, etc _ 17,969.90
Public buildings 475.39
Eefuge station, Point Barrow --- -— 106.67
Alaskan boundarv survey ---'---- _ 600.00
Education of children $32,970.62
Education of Indians 4,364.30
Protecting fisheries - 5,512.47
Expenses of steamer Albatross -. 9,830.93
Supplies for native inhabitants 19,100.38
Building for United States courts —

-

722.76
Reindeer for Alaska 12,746.68
Expenses, oflice of surveyor-general 4,800. 00
Mapsof Alaska 18.50
Survey of the Yukon Elver - 9,780.69
Belief of people in mining regions 932.48

Total 159,96116
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B-nt, aside from the question of expense, why should they not
have a Delegate aA this time? In the first place there is a large
and ever-increasing body of the best kind of American citizens
in Alaska—pioneers who are willing to forego the ease and
luxury of life in the States to develop that great country. The
best blood of a nation flows in the veins of its pioneers. They
are the advance guard of progress. They have opened up in
Alaska a mine of wealth that the world never dreamed of. They
have made Alaska commercially great, and for a decade have felt

the need and practicability of a Delegate, and have been asking it

from our hands for years. To-day, with a population doubled
since the last census was taken and material financial interests
increased in a still greater ratio, they ask you for this legislation.

The bill under consideration gives the people of Alaska the right
to vote for and to elect a Delegate from Alaska to the House of Rep-
resentatives who shall have the same rights andthe same privileges
in this body as a Delegate from any of the other Territories in the
United States. Alaska is entitled to that. ITo one can deny it.

Her people should be heard on this floor, and the Alaskans want
to be heard here by some one of their own selection—competent
to speak for them. Some one vested with authority who will be
responsible to them for what he says on the floor of this House
regaa'ding Alaskan matters, and who will be responsible to Con-
gress as well. No one familiar with the facts can doubt that
Alaska is entitled to Delegate representation. It is a fundamental
principle of our theory of government that none of our citizens

shall be taxed without just representation, and the Alaskans
have been taxed by the Federal Government for years and years
without representation and without having a voice in their own
internal affairs.

Mr. Chairman, I have been to Alaska several times. I know
something about that vast domain. I know something about
the sentiments of the people who live there, and I stand here
and declare with the confident knowledge that I can not be suc-

cessfully contradicted that the people of Alaska—the people
who have gone there, and who have lived there for years, and
who are bona fide residents of Alaska, and intend to stay there
during the rest of their lives—I know what they want, and I de-

clare here that they want not only a representative in Congress,
but they want Territorial government. They want the right that

every other Territory in the Union has—the right to make their

own laws, to levy their own taxes, to regulate their own internal

affairs, and to spend the money gathered by the tax collector for

their own use, for their own schools, for their own charitable in-

stitutions, for their own municipal affairs, and for their own
peace amd happiness. This is not asking too much in my opinion.

It seems to me it is only fair and just and proper and right.

Alaska has a population at the present time upward of 100,000

bona fide residents. It is true they are scattered over a vast do-

main of territory. But it is also true that they are an honest,

brave, sober, manly, Gk)d-fearing people, who are of our kin, and
who ought to be treated as American citizens.

I deprecate some of the remaxks that have been made on the

&0OT of this House during the pendency of this bill by gentlemen

who have characterized the irdiabitants of Alaska as nomads, as

fugitives, and as a migratory people who go there simply to gather

5557



10

wealth and leave for the States just so soon as they have been
able to get what they want. I deny these statements. I refute

these allegations. I know they are not tnie. If some of the gen-

tlemen who have made these unjust remarks and uncalled-for

statements would only go to Alaska and see for themselves and
talk to these people, they would come back here just as firmly

convinced as I am that no people in all our land are more deserv-

ing of commendation for their patriotism and their law-abiding
citizenship than the good, fearless, honest folk of Alaska. They
are American citizens. They demand the rights of American
citizens. They are entitled to all the rights of American citizens,

and one of the fundamental rights of an American is the right to

representation; the right to refuse to pay a dollar's tax to the Gov-
ernment unless he has a voice in its affairs; the right of local

self-government; the right of petition; the right of assembly; the
right to have a voice in the affairs of state and in making the
laws that he must obey and that govern him and his fellow-
citizens.

This bill, sir, will not accomplish what the Alaskans demand;
but, as I said, it is a step in the right direction, and I shall vote
for it because I believe it is the best we can get at the present
time. I hope, however, when this bill passes the House and comes
before the Senate, that the other branch of Congress will enlarge
the scope of its provisions and, if possible, report a substitute for
it that will give the people of Alaska what they most devoutly
desire, and that is Territorial government. They demand Terri-
torial government, and knowing the facts as I do, I unhesitatingly
say, and I defy successful refutation, that under all the circum-
stances Alaska is now, and long has been, entitled to Territorial
government, and Congress ought to give it to the Alaskans with-
out any more delay. Alaska is an anomaly in our sisterhood of
States and Territories. It has been said here that Alaska is a
Territory because a justice of the United States Supreme Court,
writing an opinion about it, characterized it as such. No doubt
it is a part of the territory of the United States, and perhaps that
is what the distinguished jurist meant. Others here declare that
Alaska is only a district, and Iam inclined to concur in that view.
If Alaska was a Teri'itory in the Union, it would have all the
rights of a Territory. It is not a Territory in the sense that Ari-
zona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma are Territories. It ought to be
a Territory of our Government just the same as those other Ter-
ritories and have all the rights and all the privileges that those
Territories possess to-day; and the Alaskans will never be satis-
fied—never be contented—in my opinion, with any law that does
not give them all the rights those other Territories possess.
A Delegate from an unorganized Territory would be not only

a departure from all former precedent, but in the case of Alaska
might be much more productive of evil than of beneficial results.
In the absence of any form of local government, it may be im-
possible for a Delegate to properly represent the will and the
wishes of the people, because of a lack of knowledge in the
preiaises. I know that the people of Alaska are, in every point
of view, abundantly capable of maintaining a local form of gov-
ernment, such as has always heretofore been accorded the Terri-
tories of the United States, and I deprecate the idea of further
burdening the Congress with purely local legislation, as would,
presumably, b3 the duty of a Delegate to press upon the attention
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of this body in tlie absence of Territorial organization. In my
opinion, snch. legislation can safely be intrusted to tbe people of
Alasta themsel-pes, and in my judgment, instead of the bill pro-
viding a Delegate for the unorganized Territory, or district, of
Alaska, an organic act should be passed, according to her people
the measure of self-government to which they are justly entitled,
and which has never heretofore, except in the case of Alaska,
been withheld from any considerable body of American citizens
engaged in the settlement of a new district.
Looking at the question in the Ught of the past, and by way of

comparison with other portions of our country that have been
made Territories in our Union, I believe that Alaska is more en-
titled to-day to Territorial government than seven-tenths of the
other Territories that were organized. I am opposed, as a matter
of right, and of justice, and of principle, to taxing the Alaskan
people, gatheriag the taxes by a Federal tax collector, and, in-
stead of giving Qie taxes to the people of Alaska for their own
local purposes, depositing the money in the Federal Treasury and
trying to govern Alaska from the Treasury Department or by the
Congress, when nine-tenths of the men in Congress know abso-
lutely nothing about the people upthere, nor the country, either.
But that is another story that will come up ere long, when we
legislate to give Alaska Territorial government.
Mr. Chairman, something has been said here regarding the im-

possibility of holding an election in Alaska under this bill, should
it become a law, and that its provisions would open the door to
frauds on the ballot box. In my opinion, that conclusion is as-

sumed, farfetched, and vnthout justification. If this bill should
become a law in its present state, the election of a Delegate in
Congress from Alaska would be just asionestly conducted as the
election for a Representative in Congress in any State. And the
Delegate elected would be, no doubt, in the estimation of the Alas-
kans, or in the estimation of a mjority of them, the most compe-
tent man they could find to send here to represent them, to get
their rights, and to give Congress the information desired regard-
ing legislation.

Let me say here, Mr. Chairman, that I appreciate all that the
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Cushman] has done in getting
this bill reported and before the House. I understand the difS.-

culties he had to contend with. I am familiar with the obstacles
which were put in his way. I know he has done the very best he
could. He and I substantially agree regarding the immediate
legislative needs of Alaska, but everything relating to Alaskacan
not be accomplished in one Congress. This bill is a step in the
right direction—a forward step toward Territorial government

—

and it is apparently the very best that we can do for the Alaskans
at the present time. I want to congratulate the gentleman from
Washington and the members of the committee which reported
this bill on the success which thus far has crowned their efforts,

and in the hope that this bill will accomplish some good I shall

vote for it, and I trust it wiU pass by an overwhelming majority.

Mr. Chairman, I have spoken of Alaskan resources in general
terms as a reason for her recognition. Her mines of gold, silver,

coal, and copper, already known to be great, are considered by
many practically inexhaustible. She has the largest stamp mill

in the world at TreadweU and bids fair to become the greatest

gold-producing country on earth. The rapid development of the
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gold and silver mining industry of Alaska during tte past four

years is shown by the fact that the production has advanced from
about $3,000,000 in 1896 to about $7,000,000 in 1900. This will in-

crease , rather than diminish. At present the value of the precious

metals lies chiefly in the gold placers of Nome and the interior

regions. In the Nome region some 5,000 square miles are known
to carry auriferous gravels, while in the Yukon Basin the area of

auiiferous gravels is probably several times as large. But it is not
all placer mining. Governor Brady says that quartz mining is the

kind in which Alaska will be preeminent in the near future and
that even now it is affording the finest illustration that the world
knows of profitable working of low-grade ore.

In the coast region of southeastern Alaska mining for gold,

copper, and silver has been going on for a number of years. The
development of this industry has been especially rapid since 1898,

and it promises to become one of the most im-portant mining dis-

tricts of the country. The discovery of copper deposits in Alaska
was made only three years ago , and hence the development is com-
paratively insignificant, though there are three districts in which
valuable copper ores have been found. Mining has only been
done in the one lying on the coast, and many tons of copper ore
have been shipped from the Territory. The investigations of the
past two years have shown, however, that there are unquestion-
ably vast undeveloped copper deposits in at least three districts

of Alaska. The coal of Alaska embraces lignites, bituminous
coal, and some anthracite. The lignites are the most widely dis-

tributed of the three, and are the ones that have been largely
prospected. Coal has been found in nearly every part of the Dis-
trict, both on the coast and in the interior. It has been mined at
probably 100 different localities, but up to the present time only
for local consumption, and the aggregate output, of which there
are no authentic data available, would not amount to more than
a few thousand tons a year. The coal is so widely distributed in
the district that it must be regarded as one of its most important
resources. It is a conservative estimate to place the area occu-
pied by the coal-bearing rocks at 100,000 square miles. Accurate
statements can not be made as to the figures of the fish industry
for the year 1900, but it can be said that it has been continually
growing and is still in its infancy. More than one hundi-ed varie-
ties of food fish inhabit the Alaskan waters. The annual output
of salmon alone will amount to more than $9,000,000 at this time.
The Territory alone can feed the fish-eating world.
Mr. Chairman, no man can visit Alaska without being deeply

impressed. Alaska is a wonderful country. No words can ade-
quately describe it. It is the poor man's, and the rich man's, and
the sportsman's paradise. It is a wonderland. The time, in my
judgment, is at hand when this vast territory will be developed
by American genius, American capital, and American enterprise,
and take my word for it, there will be no more prosperous section
in all this progressive land for American brawn and American
brain. Alaska is the place for the new settler—for the hustler—

-

for the man who wants to go ahead and get on.
Yes, Mr. Chairman, let me say again in conclusion, I shall vote

for this bill, but in doing so I think I have made it clear that the
bill does not go far enough, that it is only a step forward in the
right direction to the one boon the good people in Alaska demand,
and that is Territorial government. Alaska wants this; Alaska
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must have it; Alaska with, her population of nearly 100,000 people;
Alaska with her splendid and invigorating climate; Alaska with
her beautiful scenery, her magnificent distances, her towering
snow-capped mountains, her majestic rivers, her fertile fields,

her great industries of fish and furs and timber and agricultural
possibilities; Alaska with her immense wealth in gold and cop-
per and silver and lead and iron and coal—mineral wealth beyond
the dreams of the most imaginative person in the world; Alaska
with her brave and loyal and God-fearing and patriotic American
citizens; Alaska with her churches and schools, her splendid in-

stitutions, her towns and villages; Alaska under the blue dome of

the Union sky and in the shadow of the midnight sun; Alaska
with her incomparable glaciers, with her great harbors and in-

numerable lakes and countless cascades; Alaska, in the name of
of all these and more, in the name of this generation and the
glory of our institutions, I ask why you shotild not have the right
of home rule, of local self-government, and all the rights of the
Territories? ' [Applause.]
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The Trusts—Do the People like to he Humhugged?

SPEECH
oir

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE,
of new york,

In the House of Representatives,

February 7, 1903.

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: This so-called and much-heralded antitrust bill,

stripped of all its tautology, pruned of its orudeness, and sepa-
rated from its extraneous verbiage, seems to an uninitiated and
unsophisticated individual like myself to be a very good bill to
give the trusts the right to continue business at the old stand
and keep on robbing the people all the time without let or
hindrance unless, in their magnanimity, they see fit to tell the
people the method of their scientific system of taking from the
many for the benefit of the few and make such returns to the
Government—true or false—regarding their affairs as they desire.

It is an antitrust bill only in name. The friends of the trusts can
vote for it with as much pleasure as the foes of monopoly. It

will do no great good, and it will do no great harm. It may
please some, especially those who say there are good and bad
trusts and that we must go slow for fear of injuring a good
monopoly.
Mr. Chairman, before the last election the gentleman fi-om

Maine [Mr. Littlefield] , in all the glory of his greatness, per-
ambulated around the country making speeches and posing as the
great and only and original and simon-pur^ trust buster. He had
introduced in this House a bill which to some extent would ciirb

the power and the sway of the trtists, and it was entitled "A bill

requiring all corpoi-ations engaged in interstate commerce to file

returns with the Secretary of the Treasury, disclosing their true
financial condition, and of their capital stock, and imposing a tax
upon such as have outstanding capital stock unpaid in whole or
in part."
That was a good title, and the bill, so far as it went, was a

fairly effective measure. Now, sir, I notice that in the bill which
the gentleman from Maine has reported from the Committee on
the Judiciary as a substitute for his original bill he has struck out
that title and practically presents to the House an entirely differ-

ent bill from the bill which he introduced on December 3, 1901,

before the last Congressional election. It is for all remedial pur-
poses a new bill—a bill which, if it were enacted into law, would
not do anyharm to the trusts, and inmy humible opinion would not
remedy a single trust evil that the people comijlain about to-day.

The new title to the new bill is as follows: "A bill requiring
corporations engaged in interstate commerce to make returns,
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prohibiting rebates and discriminations and the tise of interstate

commerce in attempts to destroy competition, and for other pur-

poses."
That tells the story. This new bill does not require " all " cor-

porations to make returns; only some; only those to be hereafter

organized, and the word -'true" is also eliminated, so that the

next grov/th of monopolies can simply mate such returns as they
see fit—true or false, good, bad, or indifEerent. And the new
bill, too, if you will compare it with the original, is just as flimsy,

just as insincere, and just as hypocritical; but, in my opinion, it

goes a great way to" change the law now on the statute' books
known as the antitrust law of 1890 in repealing by implication the

civil and criminal penalties provided in that law.
I do not stand alone in this opinion. Several distinguished law-

yers who have carefully investigated this proposed bill believe

that if it should be enacted into law the Attorney-General of the
United States and the United States district attorneys would be
absolutely powerless to enforce the civil and criminal penalties
under the antitrust act of 1890. If this be so the bUl, weak and
impotent as it is, may become the agency of nullifying the pro-
visions of the only law we now have to prosecute and punish crimi-
nal monopolists and trust conspirators.

The bill is defective, but perhaps it was intended to be so for
this very reason, and instead of being against the trusts is in-

tended under the surface to really be for the trusts. This is a
very serious matter, and this bill should not pass this House with-
out a proviso that nothing contained in its provisions should be
construed as amending or changing any of the provisions of the
antitrust law of 1890.

The criminal trusts of the land are more opposed to the penal
penalties of the act of 1890 than to any provisions contained in
this bill. And in this respect I might say it seems strange that
no Attorney-General since 1890 has ever had the temerity to en-
force the criminal provisions of the act of 1890 against any viola-
tor of the law. Why? You all know the reason why. The trust
magnates are too powerful.
And this new bill, so cleverly drawn, so cleverly worded, and

so cleverly devised, not so much by the gentleman from Maine as
by some distinguished trust lawyers, may have for its sole pur-
pose the elimination of the criminal provisions of the statute of
1890. If that is so—if that is the latent intent of this new bill-
then I can understand why the trusts are not opposed to it, and
why every friend of the trusts here is in favor of it. [Applause
on the Democratic side. ] It is too bad that tmder the rule adopted
a member can not amend this new bill, and I regret my friend
from Maine did not stick to his original bill; but somehow, Mr.
Chairman, these trust lawyers succeeded in changing the opinion
of the great " trust buster " from Maine, so that he stands here
to-day revealed in his true colors [laughter] , not as a great "trust
buster," but as a great trust advocate. [Laughter.]

I thought my friend from Maine was a true friend of the peo-
ple and a real enemy of the criminal trusts; but alas! it seems
otherwise. I am sorry for it; I am sorry for him and for myself,
because my simple faith has been rudely shaken. [Laughter.] I
thought the gentleman was sincere; that he meant all he said on
the hustings; that he really was to be the agency through whom
the overtaxed, hoodwinked, and oppressed people would secure
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their rights against the trusts and monopolies; but I was mis-
taken. [Laughter.]

I thought the gentleman was honest in all he said against the
trusts and that the trust-owned and trust-controlled newspapers
meant all they said about his heroic efforts to crush the trusts.
I looked up to him; I wanted to follow him wherever he went to
grapple with monopolies. I thought he would be bold and auda-
cious as he pursued the octopus, but I am disappointed.
The gentleman does not go far; he does not rage against the

iniquity of the monopolies; but, on the contrary, he seems very
mild and rather apologetic, and even goes so far as to inform us
that there were monopolies before the tariff, and before the Re-
publican party, and before Christ, and before the Flood. It is all
no doubt very wonderful—but quite beyond me.
The gentleman's new trust bill, so different from the gentle-

man's original antitrust bill, his remarkable speech yesterday,
.and his attitude here to-dayhave disconcerted his antitrust friends

,

mystified every foe of monopoly, and put every one of his true
followers all at sea. Even his friend, the President, must stand
aghast when he contemplates the gentleman's sudden change of
front on this important question, and I hardly know what the
President will do vsdth this new bill if it ever passes the Senate
and goes to the White House. [Applause.]
Mr. Chairman, we should be careful not to nullify any part of

the antitrust law of 1800. That is a good law, and if it were en-
forced it would remedy most of the trust evils. In regard to
that law and in this connection I want to read a letter recently
written by former Senator George F. Edmunds, which confirms
the position I maintain. The letter is as follows:

Aiken, S. C, January «, 190S.

Dbah Sir: Youi-s of the 27tli ultimo has reached mo here. The statement
of Senator Vest contained in the slip you inclose is correct. I have not the
Congressional Record or the Senate files to refer to, but I am sure on
looking them up you will find that the bill reported by Mr. Sherman from
the Finance Committee was not the one passed by Congress, but that the
one passed by Congress was reported by the Judiciary Committee to which
the Sherman bill, after it was reported from the Finance Committee and dis-
cussed and probably more or less amended, was referred for consideration;
and that the bill reported by the Judiciai*y Committee and passed was in
every essential respect entirely different from the Sherman bill, and was
purely a substitute for it.

The Judiciary Committee was, I thiiik, unanimously of the opinion that
the bill it reported was, in respect of its general scope, an exercise of the
whole constitutional power of Congress, which could only legislate for the
freedom and regulation of commerce with foreign nations and among the
several States; and I am of the same opinion still. The only difficulty with
the bill we reported and which became law was the want of administration,
that is to say, that the law was and is entireljr capable of putting an end to
such so-called ti-usts and such combinations as interfere with or restrain com-
merce among the States, etc., if the officersof the Governmenthaving charge
of the enforcement of law understand their duty and are willing to do it,

being, of course, supplied with suiEcient means to put it into force.

If the famous Knight case had been instituted and carried forward with
suitable allegations of the precise nature and history of the Knight affair,

and had been supported, as it could have been, by adequate proof of the faets
it set forth, I believe the Supreme Court of the TJnited States would not have
had the least difBculty in preventing the carrying on of the combination
under consideration, and putting an end to it, as it can still do with similar
ones. The bill of complaint in that case was unhappily not drawn in such a
way as to present the question which now so much commands just pubUo
concern.
What is needed is not, so much, more legislation as competent and earnest

administration of the laws that exist. I have no doubt that the present
Attorney-General and his very able assistant will find easy means, if supplied
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with the necessary funds, to ari-est the progi-ess and undo the mischievous

work of such great and injurious combinations as have so largely come mto
recent existence.

Very truly, yours,
^^^ p EDMUNDS.

John A. Sleicheb, Esq.,
110 Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I have not had and I could not

get an opportunity during the general debate to say a word in re-

gard to this bill, and I now ask unanimous consent that my time
be extended.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan-
imous consent that he may proceed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SULZER. I thank theiHouse for its courtesy. As I have
said before, and it can not be successfully denied, the law on the

statute books against trusts is clear and plain, and the highest
court in the land has passed on- its validity and sustained the con-

stitutionality of its provisions. The antitrust act of 1890 declares

that every contract or combination in the nature of a trust in re-

straint of trade and commerce among the several States and Ter-

ritories or with foreign nations is a conspiracy, illegal and void,

and punishable by fine and imprisonment.
Under the law of our country trusts are criminal, and there is

no distinction between a so-called good trust and a so-called bad
trust, between a big trtist and a little trust. Every trust is con-
trary to both the spirit and the letter of the law. To seriously
contend otherwise as a legal proposition would be preposterous.
If we did so, by analogy we might as consistently assert that
there were good pirates and bad pirates. If robbery is criminal,
it is immaterial, so far as the crime is concerned, whether the rob-
bery is a big one or a little one. The violation of law is the same.
Under this antitrust act it seems tome every trust in the United

States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter annulled,
and the men behind it punished for conspiracy. Every trust by
its very nature is in restraint of trade and commerce and in vio-
lation of this law.

If you will read the antitrust act of 1890 and the decisions of
the United States Supreme Court in the trans-Missouri freight
case and the Addyston Pipe Line case, the conclusion will be
irresistible to the logical mind that the fault is not so much with
the law as it is with the men who are sworn to enforce the law.
The law so far as it goes is all right—the do-nothing Attorney-
General is all wrong. The imperative mandate of the day is

"Enforce the law, and every trust in the country will dissolve."
Whenever the trusts have been brought before the courts, and
their true character shown, they have been declared illegal.

_
In my opinion—and I say so advisedly—the Department of Jus-

tice under the present law can institute and successfully maintain
actions against every trust doing business in the United States.
Nothing would be more welcome to the trusts than to change

this law—especially its criminal penalties. These, it is true, have
never been enforced, but some day the people may get an Attor-
ney-General who will enforce them and if they are enforced a few
trust magnates may have to go to jail, and that will be the end
of the criminal trusts. One trust magnate behind the bars will



be an object lesson that will do more good than aU the speeches
ever delivered here against the trusts.
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Littlefield]

seems to me to be in an embarrassing position. He changed
the title to his bill—he gave up his original bill—and substi-
tuted for it a weak, apologetic makeshift that will accomplish
nothing or do great harm. Now, I want the members of this
House to see how cleverly the trust lawyers amended the title of
the original bUl. If you wUl take the title of the original bill in-
troduced by my friend from Maine

,
you will find it required " all

"

corporations to make " true '

' returns, and the trust lawyers some
way or other induced the great trust buster from Maine to amend
his bill so that it leaves out entirely "aU." corporations and
"true" returns. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] The en-
tire bUl—I mean the new trust bill-now before us is a hollow
sham.
Mr. Chairman, I had an idea at one time that amounted to al-

most a conviction that my good-natured friend from Maine was
as earnest, as honest, and as sincere a fi'iehd of the people and as
bitter a foe and as intense an opponent of the trusts and monop-
olies as I am. [Laughter.] But I am compelled, reluctantly
compelled, I regret to say, to be constrained to stand here to-day,
after having carefully read the bill originally introduced into this
House by the gentleman from Maine and the substittite bill pre-
pared by the trust lawyers, which the gentleman from Maine
substituted for his bill, and which he now offers us and stands
sponsor for—I am reluctlantly constrained, I must confess, to say
that this substitute, as a remedy to more effectually curb the
power and the sway of the criminal trusts and monopolies, is

seven pounds lighter than a straw hat. [Prolonged laughter.]
Mr. Chairman, now, another matter in this connection, some-

what personal, and I dislike exceedingly to refer to myself, but I
must. [Laughter] I introduced a bill, an antitrust bill—a real

antitmst bill—a bill that would do something and that meant
something—a genuine trust-busting antitrust bill, in December,
1903, more than a year ago. I thought my bill, in my modest and
humble way, was a better bill than the bill originally introduced
by the gentleman from Maine. It was referred to the gentle-

man's committee. I went before the gentleman's committee and
made a strong and, if I say it myself, I believe, an eloquent argu-
ment in favor of it. I thought at that time the gentleman from
Maine liked my bill, perhaps not so much as he did his own crea-

tion, but I got the idea that we nearly agreed as to the necessary
remedy.
A great many distinguished gentlemen who are opposed to

trusts, representing labor organizations, representing the Ameri-
can Antitrust League, representing commercial bodies and other
industrial enterprises, alsowent before the gentleman's committee
and spoke long and earnestly and eloquently in favor of my genu-
ine antitrust bUl. The gentleman from Maine intimated sub-

stantially that my bill was a most excellent bUl, but that he was
just a little afraid that it went too far, perhaps, and might hurt
the trusts just a little too much, but he in substance suggested

that there were features in my bill regarding "publicity" which
he thought ought to be incorporated in any bill which the com-
mittee reported. That was all very nice—and I thought so then.
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And, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to stand up here and say that

the gentleman from Maine, my friend, the erstwhile trust buster,

did put into his bill some of the provisions of my bill, but they

were the mild provisions of my bill which amount to little or

nothing. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Maine studiously

left out of this bill everything in my bill which would do some-
thing, which would amount to something, which would check
and cure the trust evil, and which would more efiEectually curb
the potential power and the autocratic sway of the trusts.

Now, another thing—and this is a good time to say it again,

and I want to repeat it every chance 1 get, on behalf of my Dem-
ocratic colleagues—that when the department of commerce bill

was pending in this House I offered my antitrust bill as an
amendment to one of the sections of .that department of com-
merce bill, and every Demqorat in this House voted for it, and
every Republican in this House, including the great, the only,

and the original trust buster, my good friend from Maine, voted
against it. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] I

have noticed, however, that since the department of commerce bill

has been pending in the Senate a farseeing and sagacious Senator
contemplates amending that bill by incorporating in it an anti-

trust provision very similar to mine.
I hope the Senator will do so. He can have my antitrust bill in

toto; and I believe it is the best bill ever introduced in this House
to establish '

' publicity
'

' regarding the trusts. I have no personal
vanity in this mattei*. I am only a humble servant of the people,

with mediocre ability; and being in the minority, I can not hope
to do more than construct legislation. I can only prepare good
bills; I can not pass them. Only Republicans can make laws
nowadays. But I care not for the glory; all I want is to secure
results for the people. [Laughter.]

Yes, Mr. Chairman, we witness quite a spectacle to-day. We
see the eloquent former trust buster from Mainenow the advocate
of the octopus, the historian of monopolies, and the special pleader
of the trusts. Perhaps it may be unconscious, but the fact can
not be overlooked. And the Republican party, as represented on
the floor of this House, has changed its position very materially
on this question if you compare the promises made with the
meager bill presented. My friends on the other side seem to be
running away from the President. I believe the President is

honest in his antagonism to the criminal trusts of the country.
I believe he is sincere in his recommendations to check their ap-
parent evils. I know he is a true American, and I believe the
President wants this Congi 9ss to do something to curb the power
of the trusts in the interest of the people.
The Republicans pretend that they do also, but you do not

carry out your promises or the recommendations of your Presi-
dent. You wink at the exactions of the trusts while you throw a
sop to the people in the nature of a futile bill like this that will
be just about as effecttial to remedy trust evils as a last year's bird's
nest. It is apparent you are fooling the people again. You seem
to glory in it, and they seem to like it. If it were not for the
sadness of it all—the misery, the woe, the want, the poverty of
it all—it would be to laugh. Every time I see the Republican
elephant at his old tricks I am reminded of what P. T. Barnum
facetiously said: " The people like to be humbugged. " The Re-
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publican party has evidently copyrighted that remark, and on
every occasion religiously lives up to it.

When will the people open their eyes and wake up? How much
longer do they want to he humbugged? The President asks for
and recommends antitrust legislation, the people all over the land
plead for relief from the exactions of the trusts, and the sad ex-
perience of the past and the urgent exigencies of the present
demand drastic legislation against monopolies and the rigid en-
forcement of existing laws. But what do you do? What you
always do. Fool the people some more. When they ask for
bread, you give them something' you call bread, but which is

really only a stone.
This binnow under discussion will accomplish nothing. It is a

misfit, a makeshift, a miscarriage.'^^lts ostensible purpose is to
please the people and not ^displease Iffle trusts. Its hidden object
is to strike a deadly blow 'against the penal penalties of the anti-
trust act of 1890; and I believe, and.I say, that if this bill, with
all due respect to the legal ability of iny friend from Maine, should
become a law in its present shape, it will go far to repeal, by im-
plication, the criminal provisions of the antitrust law of 1890.

Why not allow me or some one to amend the bill so that there
will be no question about it?

Let me say in this connection that it is remarkable that no
Attorney-General, under the pro'\'isions of the antitrust law of
1890, has ever instituted a single prosecution to enforce the crim-
inal penalties of that act, and I believe, and I stand up here and
assert and defy successful contradiction, that if the Attorney-
General would enforce in one prosecution the criminal provisions
of the antitrust act of 1890 and put one trust magnate behind
prison bars for violation of law it wotild do more to effectually

curb the power and the sway of the trusts than all of the oratory
and all of the little pop-gun bills will ever be able to do.

I do not believe this bill that is now before this House, this so-

called substitute bill, this bill which really does nothing, will be
any more effectual, so fat as the enforcement of any remedy is

concerned, than if the geiitleman from Maine should try to stop
the progress of a mad elephant on the rampage with a putty
blower. I do not believe this bill is going to accomplish what the
country demands. I believe it is really liable to accomplish
harm.

I think there ought to be some provisioa in this bill similar to

that which the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Hoae] put in his bill—that nothing in this bill should in any way
repeal any law now on the statute books iigainst the trusts, so

that no matter how the courts may constriie this bill, if it becomes
a law, there shall be nothing in it by which any part of the civil

penalties or the criminal penalties of the act of 1890 shall be
repealed or eliminated.
Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill is a mere makeshift. It is a

mere sop to the people. It is what the Republicans always do.

They talk all right at the moment. They talk all right during
the crisis.

' They talk all right before the election, but after the

crisis is passed, after the election is over, when they begin to

legislate they legislate so as to do no injury to those who sustain

them, to those who aid them, to those who make large contribu-

tions to their campaign fund in every political campaign. It can



not be successfully denied, and it will not be truthfully denied,
that every trust in this country, from the greatest to the smallest,
in every Congressional, State, and national campaign, makes con-
tributions, some great, some small, to the Republican campaign
fund.

I want to say that on account of that fact the intelligent people
of this country know that there will never be enacted into law by
the Republican party any legislation that will do material harm
or substantial injur}' to the great monopolies, to the great crimi-
nal trusts, and to the great corporate wealth of this country.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion.

Mr. SULZER. I can only yield a moment—only for a question.
Mr. SIMS. In view of the characterization which you have

given this bill, why should any Democrat vote for it?

Mr. SULZER. In my opinion, and I speak only for myself, I
care not whether the Democrats vote for this bill or against it.

I think it is the poorest apology for antitrust legislation that the
mighty legal mind of the gentleman from Maine could possibly
devisej and I think it has made a great giant—a valiant trust
fighter—look exceedingly small, almost a pigmy. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratic side.]
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SPEECH

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE
The House having under consideration the hiU (S. 6702) granting a pension

to Emily Lawrence Eeed—
Mr. SDLZEE said:
Mr. Speaker: It is not my intention to discuss the merits of the

pending pension bill, save to say that it will have my sincere sup-
port and that I trust it will pass the House without opposition.
My purpose now, sir, in accepting the time courteously yielded to
me by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Richardson] is to fix
the responsibility for the elimination of the $2,000,000 appropria-
tion in the sundry civil bill to purchase a site for a new post-
office in the city of New York. I want the people who are most
interested in this post-ofiBce matter to understand the situation
here, and I believewhen they do they will not blame the Represent-
atives in Congress from the city of New York for the delays and
the failures which thus far have attended the proposition.
_Mr. Speaker, when the conferees' report on the sundry civil

bill was before the House for approval a little while ago I en-
deavored to get a few minutes' time from the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] , who controlled all the time, to briefly ex-
press my opinion and voice the sentiments of my constituents
regarding the appropriation for the new post-ofQce in the city of
New York. I had been informed that the appropriation for
$3,000,000 put in that bill at our request by the Senate would be
held in the bill by the House conferees, and I only learned after
the conferees had agreed that the appropriation of §3,000,000 to
purchase the site in the city of New York for the new post-office
building had been stricken out. The gentleman from Illinois de-
clined to let me be heard then. He did not want the matter dis-

cussed, and I was denied the right to be heard. The gentleman
from Illinois declined at that time to give me a moment's time,
and I am compelled to avail myself of this opportunity to say
briefly what I wish to say regarding this matter.
The city of New York, which I have the honor to represent in

part on the floor of this House, is the richest city in the world,
the most populous city on this continent, and the metropolis of
our country. Every citizen in all our land has every reason to
feel a just pride in the commercial greatness of the Empire City,
and it seems to be a remarkable fact and a most humiliating con-
dition of affairs here that no matter what the great city of New
York wants or how badly something there is needed, it can have
no relief, it can get no aid from the Congress of the United States.

The greatest city in our country is and always has been studiously
ignored by the National Legislature. The way we are treated
here is an outrage, and I say it has got to stop.

For years, Mr. Speaker, the people of New York City have been
making a determined, but a fruitless, effort to get a new post-
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office and the Representatives of that city in this House, in season

and out of season, month in and month out, have done everything

in their power to secure the necessary legislation; but all in vam.

"We have pleaded and begged and appealed, but without avail.

Congress seems to be deaf to the supplications of the first city in

the land. The humblest hamlet in any State can get a Federal

building or a magnificent post-ofSce for the mere asking, but New
York City can not have simple justice in a matter of the greatest

urgency and necessity and that affeote more or less every other

part of our entire country and all the people. It is strange; but;

then, there is a reason for it.

The present post-office building in the city of New York is a

disgrace to the Federal Government. It is old, damp, worn-out,

overcrowded, and dilapidated. It is totally unfit to properly

transact its immense postal business. It was built many years

ago, and its usefulness is now practically a thing of the past.

New York City to-day is more in need of better post-office facili-

ties than any other city in the United States. This old, postToffiee

iDuilding away down town is wholly inadequate, and has been so

for years, to properly handle and distribute the vast- amount of

mail that comes in and goes out of the great metropolis. It is

damp and dirty and dingy. It is cramped and clammy and un-
healthy. The Government employees there, compelled to work
underground, are daily endangering their health and risking their

lives, and are so crowded for lack of space and necessary room
that it is impossible to expedite the distribution of important mail
matter; and this deplorable situation affects, I say, not only the

people in the city of New York, but the people .all over the coun-
try, laecause it is well known that New York City is our greatest

postal distributer.

Mr. Speaker, the post-office of New York City pays the Govern-
ment an immense revenue profit every year; more, I believe, than
any other three cities in the land and more than many States of
the Union. The net annual revenue from the New York City
post-office is about $6,000,000, and increasing more and more
every year. With these apparent facts staring us in the face, it

is a shame, in my judgment, that for this reason or that excuse
it has been absolutely impossible for the people of New York City,

or their representatives in Congress, to get Congress to remedy
the postal evils in New York City and give the people there a
post-office that will reflect credit on the Federal Government and
facilitate the distribution of"the mails.

It is well known, Mr. Speaker, .to those members familiar with
this question that after several years of weary effort and arduous
struggle we finally succeeded in getting,the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds of this House to pass a, law merely ap-
pointing a commission composed of the Postmaster-General, the
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General to go to
New York City and select a,suitable site for the new post-office
building. No appropriation to pay for the site was made in this
law, because we were told such a proposition was unheard of and
contrary, to precedent, and that no appropriation,was ever mad"e
by Congress "until the site was selected, and that just so soon as
the site was selected Congress would forthvrith appropriate all

necessary money to pay for the same and to. begin ;the.construcr
tion- of the building.



That is all we could, then do, and, so we waited patiently for
the commission to get to work and select the site. For some
occult reason, inscrutable to the uninitiated, no doubt, the com-
mission seemed to be dilatory , and for months did nothing. Some
unknown, intangible, mysterious agency was at work to thwart
the will of the people of the city of New York and prevent the
commission from. speedily selecting a,proper site: but everything
comes to. an end and to those that wait, and just before this Con-
gress was about to adjourn the commission sent to us what per-
ported to be its report regarding the selection of the site. We
could do nothing but wait, we were told over and over again, un-
til the commission made its report. We were powerless. The
report, however, came at last. It was sent here only a few days
ago, after the sundry civil bill, which had to carry the appropria-
tion, had passed the House of Representatives and was in the

• Senate. Was this by design? But, nevertheless
,
just so soon as the

report came to Congress we went to work, and after much effort
succeeded in getting the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate to consent to put in the bill in the Senate an appropriation for
two millions to purchase the site and begin to do something;
Now, I want to say the site selected is not to the liking of the

people of New York City. It is in the most out-of-the-way, place,
and was selected, I am told, to placate the Pennsylvania Railroad.
But be that as it may, we got the appropriation on the bill in the
Senate and began to look forward with some degree of expectancy
to the begrinning of the new post-office in our city that would i-e-

flect credit on the Government and be commensurate with the
wealth, the population, and the commercial supremacy of our
metropolis. But, alas, again we were doomed to sorrowful dis-

appointment. The distinguished gentleman from Illinois and his
colleagues from Indiana and Arkansas, composing the conference
committee on the part of the House, who have not a city in their
districts with a population as large as that contained in the small-
est borough of New York City, did not think the time was quite
at. hand for the Government to pay for the site or to begin the
biiilding. The site might be changed, don't you know. And,
again, it might not be suitable after all. But if it were to be the
site finally, nothing could be done until the Pennsylvania Rail-
road got its tunnel into the city and the excavations made for
its terminal. Besides this, Congress had appropriated enough
money—over a bilUon and a half of dollars—and it was time
enough anyway to consider this in the next Congress.
And then, again. New York City is too far away from the dis-

tricts of these gentlemen for them to know much about this site

or to care much about it, and they must go there and see for
themselves. Perhaps they have never been to New York and
want to go there semiofficially and find out a little about it, and
learn for themselves if the people are so anxious and if there is

an imperative need of a new post-office. Then, again, another
railroad company was jealous of the influence of the Pennsyl-
vania. It wanted a site, too, forsooth. Itprotested. And so the
appropriation went out. We were powerless. We did all we
could. Now, I am informed, Mr. Speaker, that some of the com-
missioners designated to select the site never saw the site finally

agreed on. One of these commissioners, I am told, was never in

the part of our city where the site is located. But, be this as it
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may, I care not, the important thing now that I wish to impress

on this House and the people of New York City, is that the

conferees on the part of this House, the gentleman from Illinois

[Mr. Cannon] , the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway]
,

and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MoRab] , made a deter-

mined fight in conference to strike out this appropriation of

$3,000,000, notwithstanding our pleading and protest, and then
when they brought the conference report back into the House
they refused to give a New York member the opportunity to say a
single word in explanation.

Were they afraid to have this matter discussed in the open?
Were they sensitive to criticism which they knew must follow
their betrayal and inexplicable action? Or, were they being
used merely as "cat's paws" of conflicting railroad interests,

that would rather have no post-office at all in New York City, un-
less it can be placed where they desire? I want the people of

New York City to understand that the reason this appropriation
was stricken otit, and the cause for the delay in getting the new
post-office and better postal facilities, is the great railroad inter-

ests at stake, which have not yet been harmonized, and until
their wishes are complied with the people must wait.
While the conflict of railroad interests has been going on

"dust has been thrown in the eyes of the people," and everything
has been done to retard this great public necessity, and I say now
to the newspapers of New York City and to the people there,
some of whom have vrondered, no doubt, why their representatives
were unable to get this appropriation for the new post-office, that
we never will be able to get it until the conflicting railroad and
other selfish and personal interests are satisfied and withdraw
their opposition. This is the truth and all there is about it.

While the conflict rages as to wherethe new post-office site shall be
and which corporation will benefit the most by it, everything will
remain at a practical standstill , and there will be in our city no new
post-office. Let the great metropolitan newspapers look beneath
the surface in this matter and they will have no difiiculty in fix-

ing the responsibility. I do not care to indulge in further criti-

cism, although I could, or censure those who have stood in the
way, although any man familiar with the circumstancesinvolved
in this long delay, who has witnessed the cunning and the chican-
ery of the agents here of selfish interests and the manipulations
which have been going on for years regarding this very important
matter, knows as much about it as I do, and I trust the press of
New York City will look into the matter a little deeper than they
have heretofore and place the responsibility where it justly be-
longs.
Now, sir, I want to say again in conclusion in behalf of my col-

leagues of New York City that they are not responsible—they have
done all in their power, no men could do more—but the sad truth
is we are in a hopeless minority and impotent to legislate for our
city except with the consent of the majority; and that majority—
the Republicans—will do nothing for the Democratic city of New
York, especially if it will conflict with the grasping greed oi
monopoly and the sordid interests of the railroads that want the
new post-office site located at their terminals or not at all, and
their agents here have apparently more influence with the Re-
publican majority in Congress than the just demands of all the
people of New York City and their representatives included.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER
The House having under consideration the hill (H. R. 14105) to amend sec-

tion 17c4 of the Eevised Statutes of the United States, relating to the prefer-
ence in civil appointments of persons honorably discharged from the military
or naval service

—

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Speaker: This is a very meritorious bill, one that will do
justice to the veterans of the civil vs^ar. I am in favor of it. 1
want to see it pass unanimously. It should have passed long
ago. Those responsible for the failure of this just measure will
regret it in the days and years to come.

Now, my friends, all that this bill does is to give a preference

—

a very slight preference—to the soldiers and sailors of the Union
who fought for our country between' 1861 and 1865—to the men
who saved the Union and made us all that we are and all that we
hope to be. Now. what is that preference? It is a prefei'ence in
the civil service that exists to-day in almost every State of the
North. It is a preference to make the law of the land simply say
that where in a civil-service examination, all things being equal
among those competing in that examination, the soldier or the
sailor of the Union during the civil war, who has been honorably
discharged and who is in every other way thoroughly capable
and well qualified, shall have the preference in appointment to
office and retention in the same. That is all this bill does. That
is the whole thing in a nutshell. It is fair and it is just. I be-
lieve in that, and I hope this bill will now pass this House with-
out a dissenting vote.

Let me say here again what I have often said before, that I am
now, ever have been, and always expect to be the true and the
sincere friend of the men who saved our country in the greatest
hour of its peril. We owe them a debt we can never pay. They
are entitled to our everlasting gratitude, and gratitude, my
friends, is the fairest flower that sheds its perfume in the human
heart. [Applause.] Let us be grateful lest we forget. My sym-
pathy will always be with the brave boys who went to the front
in the greatest crisis in all our country's history. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are in the dying hours of the Fifty-sev-
enth Congress. It is nearly midnight, and to-morrow at noon we
will adjourn sine die. This bill has been in Congress for years.

How is it, I ask, that it never passes? Why is it always put off

Tintil the final hours? I know it will pass this House now, but too
late, I fear, to reach the Senate and pass there. A very similar
bill was defeated in this way in the closing hours of the Fifty-
sixth Congress. It is the old, old story of broken promises—prom-
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ises made to the ear and broken to tlie hope. The Eepublicans

do not keep faith with the Union veterans. How much longer

can they be fooled? I hope the fate of ^is bill will open their

eyes and cause them to think.

The snbject-matter of this bill, sir, was introdnoed in this

House on the 2d day of December, 1901. From that day to this

it has slept in a Eepublican committee of this House. H. R.
14105, now before the House, was introduced April 29, 1902.

Appeal after appeal, effort after effort, has been made by the
friends of the measure to get it reported, but without avail. "Who
has been responsible? The Republicans. And I ask if this bill

fails to become a law at this time, who must take the responsi-
bility? The Republicans. How much longer will you deny the
just demands of the old veterans? How much longer must they
wait—and wait in vain? Republicans, you must answer.

Let us keep our word. Let us be just and make this bill a law.
It is not yet too late. The Republican leaders in this House and
in the Senate can do so if they are sincere and mean what they
say. I am with the veterans, and I am opposed to fooling them.
It is late, but if we act quickly it is not too late. Republicans, in
the name of justice, in the name of gratitude, will you do it?

These grand old battle-scarred veterans are not asking much.
There is little, very little, that we can do now or hereafter to
fittingly repay the heroic soldiers and sailors of the Union. They
deserve much. What they did will never perish. I say again, I

have always been with thein, and what is more, I always will be
with them so long as I live. [Applause.]

The ranks of the Grand Army are thinning out. Call the illus-

trious roll to-day and the silence tells the story. In a few years
they vtIU be no more. As the years come and go they are getting
fewer and fewer, and we all know the time is not far distant
when the old soldier and sailor of the Union will be a sacred
memory of the past. But, sir, while they are here, while the few
yet live, I say, let us give them the pi'eference in the same spirit
that they gave their lives, their blood, their fortunes, and their
best efforts for the safety, the greatness, and the perpetuity of
our glorious Union in the mightiest struggle in war that ever
shook the world. [Applause.]

I believe, Mr. Speaker, my Democratic colleagues are with me
in my efforts to do justice to the veterans of the civil war. I am
glad to know this, and I am surprised, sir, to hear my friend from
Massachusetts [Mr. Gardnee] compare the soldiers and the
sailors of the gi-eatest civil strife in the history of the world with
the soldiers on dress parade during the Spanish-American war,
[Laughter.] That war was a ninety-day affair—a military holi-
day. The Spaniards were not in it at all. Why, everybody
wanted to go, I believe, to the Spanish-Anjerican war
Mr. WACHTER. Did you?

Mr. SULZER. Yes, my benighted friend; I wanted to go
very badly. [Laughter.] The Republicans, however, wouldn't
let me. They were afraid I might come back. [Laughter.] The
records of this House, and at Albany, N. Y., and in the War De-
partment here, will tell the story if my friend will look them up.
I organized a regiment in New York City to go to that war, but
I was not permitted to muster it in by either a Repviblican
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governor of New York or a Republican President, presumably on
account of my politics. [Applause.] Oh, yes; I wanted to go
mighty, bad, but I was forced to stay at home and fight Spain in
Congress by the Republican governor of the State of New York.
[Laughter.} He thought at that time that I might come back
and be a candidate in 1898 for governor [laughter] , but he was
watching the wrong man; another citizen of New York State
also organized a regiment and got it mustered in, and he came
back and succeeded Frank S. Black as governor, and that man
is now President Roosevelt. Brother Black had his eye on the
wrong man, and history is different—but my friend can read all

about it in the archives of his country. Now, my friends, I think
we all agree that there is no comparison between the teri'ific

struggle from 1861 to 1865 and the Spanish-American war. When
I look back upon the war with Spain it pales into insignificance
in comparison with the former mighty conflict. Sometimes
now I really feel sorry for Spain, although you all know I was
one of the chief members here who from 1895 to 1898, in season
and out of season, never failed to denounce Spain and demand
the freedom of Cuba. [Applause and laughter.]

But, Mr. Speaker, thrashing Spain was a good deal like a giant
kicking a cripple. We shotild not crow too much about it. His-
tory will set it all right, and give every man his true place in that
momentary international triumph of American arms on land and
sea.

Mr. SIMS. Have you forgotten Funston?

Mr. SULZER. Not at all; Funston is swimming along all

right. [Laughter.]

But, sir, Thackeray—that great master of English diction—once
upon a time was constrained to facetiously remark—that " com-
parisons are odious." Now, I am not a Thackeray, and it is not
my purpose to make comparisons between the .soldiers of this

war or the soldiers of that war. They all did their duty. They
were all brave soldiers. They were all true Americans. They all

loved their country and were willing to die that it might live and
triumph.

I am a friend of the Spanish-American war veterans. No
braver men ever faced a foe. Their glory will live while our his-

tory is a memory, and the work they did for struggling liberty

in Cuba and for humanity in Porto Rico will ever be an imperish-
able monument to their valor, their heroism, and their glory.

They, too, deserve our help, our consideration, and our eternal

gratitude. Feeling about this matter as I do—speaking from my
heart—and imbued with the sentiments I now express, I would
like to see the veterans of the Spanish-American war stand side

by side with the old guard of the civil war in this bill, and I say
for one here that I will vote for such an amendment with as
much pleasure as I shall vote for this bill. But whether this

amendment is adopted now or not, it is bound to come in the next
Congress, and the time will soon be at hand when every soldier

and every sailor of the Republic who can show an honorable dis-

charge, no matter in what war he fought, will stand on an
equal footing before the law of the land in regard to preferences

in civil appointments.

Now, sir, I am for this bill with aU my heart. Let us pass it
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and hurry it over to the Senate and pass it there ere we adjourn.

If we pass it here and let it die in the Senate it will do no good,

but cause sadness and disappointment to thousands and tlwusands
of the bravest men the world has ever seen. I say to the gentle-

men on the other side of this Chamber that if this bill fails to be-

come a law during this Congress, they will be held responsible

for its defeat. How will you ever be able to explain why you
left it in the committee for fifteen months, and now, on the eve
of adjournment, move to discharge the committee from further
consideration and try to pass it under a suspension of the rules,

when you know it is so late in the session that it is extremely im-
probable if it can pass the Senate? The responsibility is yours.

If this bill dies in the Senate, the Republican party kiUs it.

Soldiers and sailors of the Union, remember this.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print, in connection
with my remarks, some data.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. SULZER. The report in 1900 of the committee on legis-

lation for veterans in public service, made at Chicago, was as
follows:

To the Thiriy-foitrth National Encampment^
Ch'and Army of the Bepuhlic, greeting:

Comrades: The committee on legislation for veterans in public service,
appointed by the commander in cliief, submit the following report. Regret-
tably, but necessarily so, it is one of progress:

"PB0GRES3 REPORTS.
Progress reports are not always satisfactory, particularly if they con-

cern a subject that has been hammered at, unsuccessfully, for twenty years;
especially so when hard, earnest, devoted work for simple justice to war
veterans dui'ing all those years produces little or no effect on those who
make our laws.

Less than forty years ago the Armies and Navy of the Eepublio, through
their great leaders, began to make progress reports. These latter, repre-
senting an unparalleled sacrifice of life and health and limb to men and of
suffering to women and children, borne without murmur or complaint dur-
ing four years of cruel war, did not partake of the idea "how not to do it."
The paramount issue then was the Union. There was no dispute about that.
To meet it no sacrifice was regarded too great.

The progress reported from the battle line finally gave satisfactory assur-
ance to the American people at home that war would cease and ijeace
come again. This result was reached. When the struggle ended the issue
was settled right, and settled forever. The Union was saved, oui' nation
made forever free, and joy reigned throughout the land.

But what of the survivors of those who wrought out so much for free gov-
ernment and humanity? Has there been any such hope for them as Appo-
mattox gave to the people? Have they been remembered? Have their
material interests been regarded; and if not, why? The pathway is strewn
with promises. Alas! Promises made to the ear, but broken to the hope;
and hope deferred maketh the heart sick. 'Twas ever so.

As the result of war, two obligations were incurred. One was financial.
It required money, principal and interest, to liquidate this. And the prom-
ise to pay was well kept. The other was sacrifice. To be canceled by grati-
tude. Not in eloquent words, but acts. To care for him who had borne the
battle, the widows and orphans of the fallen, and to suitably recognize those
who survived. How? Pensions to those who deserved them; a reasonable
preference in the public service to those who were worthy and sought needed
employment. This in justice. In incurring this obligation of sacrifice, a
national debt was created. None more sacred. In settling it, political con-
siderations have no rightftil share. Such sacrifice was above all politics.
Gratitude is over a paramount issue.
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A SAD REFLECTION.

In the light of our present greatness as a leading power in the affairs of the
world, the history of free government in America, having its origin with the
liberty-loving pilgrim fathers who landed at Plymouth Kock, embodied and
emphasized in the Declaration of Independence, fought for to succcess in the
Revolution, and made absolutely secure in the sixties, the cause continually
progressing—and ever in blood and sacrifice while the battle raged—some
self-evident facts are apparent. It must not be forgotten that into the four
years of 1861-65 were crowded four centuries of human progress of an ad-
vanced civilization. A just payment of one obligation to those who did this
and still survive is long past due.

Yet a sad reflection is found for us in the knowledge we have, as represent-
atives of the survivors of those who fought for union and freedom and lib-
erty successfully then, that thii*ty-five years after that war closed commit-
tees of this body are still reporting i)rogress concerning an important matter.
The fulfillment of a promise involving not a dollar of appropriation, biit to
which the honor and good faith of the people were then pledged, ever since
unredeemed.
Even now history is repeating itself. What we have experienced of neg-

lect and indifference for many years others are now finding out. Young men
who served in the war with Spain, in Cuba and in the Philippines, are walk-
ing the streets seeking employment from door to door. And finding it not.
Is this right?

Looking over the debates of the Gon^rresses there can be found many
kind words spoken for the soldier and sailor, but absolutely nothing in way
of statutory law insuring to those who enter the military or naval service
in times of war—serving until the end of their terms of enlistment or the
close of hostilities, being honorably discharged—a reasonable preference in
the public service in times of peace. Pensions, yes. "Will any American urge
that any meager pittance as a pension doled out compensates loss of man-
hood—the manhood that was ready to sacrifice life itself, voluntarily, in
battle, in order that the Republic might survive—and the inherent desire
to earn bread by labor? Perish the thoughtl We will not believe it.

THE PREFERENCE BHiL.

Early in the Fifty-sixth Congress, viz, December 6-7, 1899, in order to carry
out the expressed wishes of the thirty-third national encampment. Grand
Army of the Republic, held at Philadelphia, a bill was introduced by Mr.
Thomas C. Platt, of JSTew York, in the Senate (S. 283)", and by Mr. James
A. Tawnet, of Minnesota, in the House (H. R. 2583). The loyal sei'vice of
both these gentlemen commands oui* admiration, and they well deserve your
thanks. In the Senate it was referred to the Committee to Examine the Sev-
eral Branches of the Civil Service, of which Mr. Jonathan Ross, of Vermont,
is chaiiinan, and in the House to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service, of which Mr. Frederick H. Gillett, of Massachusetts is chair-
man. Its text was as follows:

"A bill in reference to the civil service and appointments thereunder.

"^e it enacted^ etc.. That in every Executive Department of the United
States Government, and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached
by competitive or noncompetitive examinations under the civil-service laws
(in which case the rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide),
honorably discharged soldiei-s, sailors, or marines, who servedas such between
April 12, 1861, and August /i6, 1865, shall be certified and prefen*ed for appoint-
ment to and retention in employment in the public service, and for promo-
tion therein; age, loss of limb, or other physical impairment which does not
in fact incapacitate, shall not disqualify them, provided they posse !s the
business capacity necessary to discharge the duties of the position involved.
And persons thus preferred shall not be removed from their position except
for good cause, upon charges and after a hearing.

"Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed."

The language was identical with S. 3256, which had passed the Senate, but
failed of consideration in the House, though favorably reported thereto, in
the Fifty-fifth Congress. Both in S3nate and House, bills of similar import
were introduced by others. Among these, H. R. 5779, by Mr. Jacob H.
BROMWEiiL, of Ohio. This latter, accompanied by a report by Mr. Charles
B. Landis, of Indiana, was the one reported to the House.

IN THE senate.

Senate bill 283 was re-norted back with an amendment, March 22, 1900. the
Senate Committee inserting after the words " sixty-five," the following in
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Italics: or in the recent loar with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, they being
otherwise duly qualified, etc. (as in the original bill).

Your committee, through personal interviews and by correspondence with
nearly every member of the Senate committee, endeavored to secure a modi-
fication of tne amended bill by striking out the word or and prefacing the
other italicized words with the following, in small caps: AHD riBST AFTER
VKTERAKS Off THH CIVIL WAR, THOSE WHO SERVED, etc. (as in the amended
bUl). But they would then listen to nothing. Mr. HOAB, of Massachusetts,
and Mr. FORAKEB, of Ohio, insisted that the amendment should remain as it

was. The bill passed the Senate in the form reported. May 16, and the chair-
man of your committee, he being then department commander of New Yorlc,
and the annualencampment in session at tJtica, was so advised by Mr. Platt,
of ISTew York, by wire. The very next day, however. May 17, somewhat
strange to relate, in the absence from the Senate of Mr. Platt, as your com-
mittee is advised, on motion of Mr. Hoar, the bill was recalled from the
House, where it had been received and referred to the Committee on Reform
in the Civil Service, its passage by the Senate being on a later day reconsid-
ered by that body, and it was returned to the Senate committee. The facts
are stated. The reasons for them are unknown to us.

The committee accorded a hearing on the bill May 31. Two sessions were
held. We urged consideration on the line of our proposed modification.
Present to oppose it were the president of the United States Civil Service
Commission and a representative of the Civil Service Reform League.
Neither has ever been friendly to the veteran. The bill is still in the Senate
committee, not being again reported pi-ior to adjoui'nment. The members
of your committee present, aided by Comrades B. C. Johnson and J. W.
Cobaugh and Department Commander of the Potomac G. H. Slaybaugh
and Special Aid G-eorge H. Patrick, as also that earnest friend of the vet-
eran, es-Congressman James R. Howe, who accompanied the chairman of
your committee from Brooklyn on this errand, did what they could to
secure action on the bill, but without avail.

HOUSE committee ON KErOBM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE.

H. R. 2.583, upon the organization of the House Committee on Reform in
the Civil Service, was placed in the hands of a subcommittee consisting of
Messrs. C. B. Landis, Indiana; James R. Mann, Ilhnois; William Elliott,
South Carohna, and Charles N. Powler, New Jersey. This subcommittee
met June 2, a quorum was present, Mr. Elliott being absent, and by a ma-
jority vote of that quorum decided to report the bill to the full committee.
That the bill was so reported, credit is due solely to Mr. Landis and Mr.
FowLEK. Upon the announcement of the subcommittee that they were
ready to report, all else depended.
At the meeting of the House committee held June 4, eight of its thirteen

members being present—seven constituting a quorum—your committee was
accorded a hearing. Following that, as your committee are advised, it was
decided to amend and substitute the Bromwell bill (H. R. 5779)—Mr. Brom-
WELL was a member of the committee—for that of others pending of a simi-
lar nature, including the Tawney bill (H. R. 2583), and to report it with the
modification asked for by your committee, and this was done. For the favor-
able report of a majority of the quorum on this bill by the committee to the
House—and it needed five votes—we are indebted to Messrs. C. B. Landis,
Indiana ; J. H. Bromwell, Ohio; J. D. Bowersock, Kansas; M. H. Glynn,
New York, and J. F. Fitzgerald, Massachusetts. It was a distinguished
service, and they should be kindly remembered for it. The others present
at the meeting of the committee were F. H. Gillett, Massachusetts, chau--
man; J. F. Lacet, Iowa, and C. N. Fowler, New Jersey.

THE house committee's REPORT.

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 5779) in reference to the civil service and appointments thereun-
der, submit the following report:

"In the matter of the appointment of persons to positions in the Execu-
tive Departments of the Government under existing laws, soldiers and sailors
who incurred disabilities in the service (the discharge must show that fact—
J. W. K.) and who have taken the civil-service examination are to be pre-
ferred.

''Under the provisions of the bill herewith reported this preference will ex-
tend to and include all honorably.discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who
served as such between April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1S&5, and to those honor-
ably discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served in the recent war
with Spam or in the Philippine Islands, without reference to the disabilities
they may have mcurred in the service. Under the present law the right of
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preference is based upon,disabilities. Under the proposed bill the right o£
preference is based upon the service and ability of the soldier, sailor, or ma-
rine who has served during the time of war and has an honorable discharge.

"The present law has given rise to a great deal of dissatisfaction among
soldiers and sailors, for the reason that the man who may have served only
one month or less, if during that service he incurred any disability (causing
him to be discharged from the service—J. "W. K.), is given preference in the
matter of employment by the Government over the soldier or sailor who may
have served from the beginning until the close of the war, enduring all the
hardships and privations incident to that service, but incurring no perma-
nent disabilities.

" Your committee have thought it well to include those who served in the
recent war with Spain or in the Philippines, being honorably discharged,
fiving them preference first after veterans of the civil war. The passage of
his bill will not in any way affect the operation of the civil-service law,

rules, or regulations with respect to examinations for appointment. Soldiers
and sailors, under the provisions of this proposed law, who apply for posi-
tions will be required as now to pass the civil-service examination, the pref-
erence applying only in selection of"persons from the ehgible list.

" The proposed bill also applies to promotions as well as to appointments,
and, if passed, will prevent the removal of any soldier or sailor except for
good cause and upon charges and after a hearing.

" Believing that the discrimination which the present law makes against
the soldier or sailor who has an honorable record of service, butwhowas for-
tunate enough not to incur any permanent disability (requiring his discharge
from service—J. "W. K.) is neither right nor just, your committee therefore
recommend the passage of this bUl."

PUBLIC OFFICE—PRIVATE SNAP.

Instead of public office being a "pubUc trust," it is too frequently regarded
as " a private snap." This idea permeates all our Government, in spots. An
honorable discharge from the military or naval service—the greatest badge
of honor that can come to any citizen in this Republic—as a recommendation
when applying for employment to public officials, ought by them to be re-
spected. In some departmentSLhowever, in recent years the badge or but-
ton of the Grand Army of the Bepubhc. evidencing service and sacrifice in
the "days which tried men's souls "—notably so in the navy-yard at Brook-
lyn, W. Y.—is not alone regarded with disfavor by some of the " little bosses "

there, but makes him who wears it the subject of ridicule and not seldom of
insulting language, unworthy to come from one who claims to be an Ameri.
can; and besides this, though preferred for appointment, veterans are the first
discharged, and usually in such a way that they can not hope to get back.
This is no fancied picture.

While such conduct has not the approval of Hon. John D. Long, Secretary
of the Navy, who has many times when appealed to shown in various ways
his regard for the just claims of veterans of war, the statute affecting em-
ployment at navy-yards and the system in vogue of making the "petty boss "

sole judge, jury, and executioner concerning the merits of men, when reduc-
tions of force are made necessary for any cause, permits it. Some of these
bosses hate the veteran who is a Grand Army man. The fact that no statu-
tory law protects worthy veterans enables discriminations and wrong, many
times due to prejudice alone, being done to them.

PBACTIOAL OEATITUDE.

Engrafted in the constitution bt the State of New York, by vote of the
people and becoming operative January 1, 1895, is found the following:

"Abticlb v., Section 9. * * * Appointments and promotions in the
civil service of the State, and of all the civil divisions thereof, including
cities and villages, shall be made according to merit and fitness, to be ascer-
tained, so far as practicable, by examinations, which, so far as practicable,
shall be competitive: Provided,however, That honorably discharged soldiers
and sailors from the Army and Navy of the United States in the late civil

war, who are citizens and residents of this State, shall be entitled to prefer-
ence in appointment and promotion, without regard to their standing on any
list from which such appointment or promotion may be made. Laws shall

be made to provide for the enforcement of this section."

Here is an example of practical gratitude which is significant. If the debt
of one State, to all veterans of the Union is thus regarded and recognized by
its people, what about the debt of other States? What about the debt of the
States united? The latter debt is the greater.
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THE PKESIDENT.

Durins the year the chairman of your committee has many times had o(>

easion to go to gur comrade, William McKinley, President of the United

States, In the interest of other comrades whoneeded help or protection. And
never in vain. Numerous restorations to the pubhc service of veterans

wronged gave needed help, and some sweeping reformsm ideas of adminis-

tration adopted by him for the protection of other veteransm their rights

have produced good results for our people in other directions.

A letter of the President to the Cabinet officers dated July 12,1899, requir-

ing that where in any place in the civil service exempted from examination
under an Executive order of May 29, preceding, a position was held by any
honorably discharged soldier or sailor of either war, he should notbe removed
therefrom until the papers in the case had first been sent to him, personally,

was far-reaching. In line with the desire of your committee to establish the

principle for which we are now contending in the form of a statutory law,

that service inwar is entitled to recognition by retention and continuance in

the employment of the Government in times of peace, this well-intended
action was a long stride in the right direction.

The example of the President is one worthy to be regarded by all siibordi-

nates.

Of like character, in effect, was a peremptory order issued by the Presi-

dent in January last to the United States Civil Service Commission, to submit
an amended rule so that where a veteran of the war became disconnected
from the civil service through no fault or misconduct on his own part, and
was restored, accepting a minor place in order that he might help provide
for himself and his family, that, on the recommendation of the appointing
officer, he could be fully reinstated at the highest compensation he had re-

ceived before becoming disconnected from the service. Such a rule was
submitted and signed, being now known as Eule XI. Many veterans were
thereby benefited. And the unjust precedents in this direction established
for eight years by the United States Civil Service Commission, were set

aside. These no longer exist to oppress the worthy veteran or rob him of

his rights.
THE LAST WOKDS.

"The agony and bloody sweat are over. Lip service has again been tried

and found wanting. Hypocrisy and low cunning prevail. God help the vet-

eran. Good-by."

The foregoing were the last penned words in the contest waged by your
committee at the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, for rights. They
were v,'rltten at i p. m. June 7. By whom written, to whom addressed, is

not material here. Voicing despair, they contain a rebuke to some of the
lawmakers of the nation during thirty-five years last past, richly deserved
Due regard being given to the many expressions of national encampments on
the subj ect of the veteran in the public service, to the work of the committees
appointed by them from time to time for many years—and which has been
performed without money and without price—in this behalf, to the supreme
justice of our cause and the indifference shown to these appeals, sulilcient
reason is found for the expressions referred to. And they were not without
effect. In less than five minutes Mr. Bromwbll of -Ohio had the floor. It

seemed as though justice was about to progress to some purpose. But pages
7458 and 7457 of the Congressional Eecobd of that day best tell what hap-
pened. Eead and ponder. "We quote:

CIVIL SERVICE APPOINTMENTS EOKHONORABLY DISCHARGED SOLDIERS, ETC.

Mr. Bromwell. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration
of the bill which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

"A bill (H. E. 5779) ^ivina; preference to honorably discharged soldiers, sail-

ors, and marines m all appointments in the civil service of the United
States.

"Be it enacted, etc.. That in every ExecutiveDepartment of the United States
Government and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached by com-
petitive or noncomiietitive examinations under the civil-servicelaws (in which
case the rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide) , honorably
discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served as such between April 12,
1861, and August 26, 1865, shall be certified and preferred for appointment to
and retention in employment in the public service and for promotion therein.
Age, loss of limb, or other physical impairment which does not in fact inca-
pacitate shall not disqualify them, provided they possess the business capac-
ity necessary to discharge the duties of the position involved; and persons
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thus preferred shall not be removed from their positions except for good
cause, upon charges, and after a hearing.

" Sec. 2, , That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act ai'6 herehy repealed,"

The amendment reported by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv-
ice was read, as follows:

"After '1865,' in line 10, insert 'and firstafter the aforementioned veterans
of the civil war, those honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines
who served in the recent war with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, they
being otherwise qualified.'

"

The Speaker. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill?

Mr. Lentz. I do not rise to object; I want an answer to one question.

Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bkomweli,] tell me whether this biU en-
larges the provisions already contained in our statutes on this subject?

Mr. Bromwell. It does to this extent; Under the present law the veterans
of the civil war are given a preference in these appointments, provided they
are not incapacitated by wounds or disease. This extends the law to all hon-
orably discharged soldiers. And then an amendment has been reported by
the committee providing that after the veterans of the civil war preference
shall be given m these civil-service appointments to "honorably discharged
soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in the recent war with Spain or in
the Philippine Islands."

The Speaker. Is there any objection?

Mr. Lentz. I have no objection.

Mr. Williams of Mississippi. I object.

Mr. Clatton of Alabama. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will
withdi'aw his objection.

Mr. Bromwell. I move the rules be suspended in order that this bill may
be considered and put on its passage with the amendment of the committee.

Mr. SuLZER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. Bromwell. Certainly.

The Speaker. Let the Chair state the question. The gentleman from
Ohio moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill which has just been read
with the amendment indicated.

Mr. SuLZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Ohio whether this is

the House bin?

Mr. Bromwell. This, Mr. Speaker, is the so-called Grand Army bill,

which was introduced under the auspices of the grand encampment of the
Grand Army of the Eepublic. It is a House bill.

Mr. SuLZBR. Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. I am heartily in favor of

its passage. It should have been reported long ago. I want to ask the
gentleman from Ohio why it has not been reported and passed before, so

that the Senate could act on it? Why is it brought up to be passed in the

last hour of the session? Is it a blufi (like the antitrust bill) to fool the old

soldiers? At all events the bill should pass, and I hope there wiU be no ob-

jection to it. It should have passed this House early in the session.

Mr. Bromwell. I will answer the gentleman by saying that this bill was
considered by the Committee on Civil Service Reform only last Monday. It

was reported to the House; but the business of the House has been such that

it was nnpossible to call it up under suspension of the rules; and, as the gen-

tleman well knows, it wouldThave been impossible probably to obtain unani-

mous consent, as has been evidenced here to-day by the fact that it was ob-

jected to by the gentleman from Mississippi. Now, then, we have only a

few moments left in which to pass the bill.

The Speaker. This debate is all out of order.

Mr. StiLZER. The only complaint that I have to make is that you did not

bring up and pass the bill before.

The Speaker. The question is on the motion to suspend the rules.

Mr. Williams of Mississippi. I demand a second.

Mr. Bromwell. May I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered

as ordered?

Mr. Williams of Mississippi. I object.

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. Bromwell and Mr. Williams of Mis-

sissippi.

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes 9.
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The Speaker. The motion is seconded.

Mr. Allbn of Mississippi. No quorum present.

Several Members (on the Democratic side). Oh, no; do not make that

point.

The Speaker. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Allen] malies the

point that no quorum is present.

Mr. Mercer. I make the point that that is dilatory.

The Speaker. The Chair will count the House.

[One hundred and sixty-three members were counted as present.]

Mr. Bromwell. Before the final announcement of this count, J wish tc

say this: In view of the fact that there are hut thirty-five minutes left be
fore the final adjournment and that forty minutes for debate can be claimed
under the rule, and in view of the dilatory tactics of some gentlemen on the
opposite side of the House, it is evident that it will be impossible to get a roll

«all on this bill, which will probably be demanded. [Cries of " Regular or
der! "] I therefore ask permission to withdraw the bill from the considera-
tion of the House.

The Speaker. The gentleman withdraws the bill.

Mr. Fitzgerald of Massachusetts. Just one moment, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. Fitzoep.aIjD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I object to the with-
drawal of this bill by the gentleman from Ohio. Inasmuch as he has chosen
to inject politicks into this matter, I desire to say, as a member of the com-
mittee reporting this bill, that this measure was supported by Mr. Glynn
and myself in the committee. I think it is a proper bill, and we should make
every effort to have it passed.

Mr. DALZELL. 1 move that the House take a recess until 10 minutes before
5 o'clock.

The Speaker. The Chair is not authorized to submit that motion in the
absence of a quorum.

Mr. Dalzbll. There has been no announcement of no quorum.
The Speaker. The Chair has announced the number presenl^-not enough

to make a ciuorum. The Chair is not advised of any new arrivals in the Hall.

Mr. SULZKR. Regular orderl

The Speaker. This is the regular order.

Other members having entered the Hall, the Speaker announced 178, u,

quorum, present.

"FRATERNITY MEANS SOMETHING."
Among the declared tenets of faith of the Grand Army of the Republic

is found the proclamation, "Fraternity without regard to former rank
is the broad foundation stone on which our order rests." This means
cohesion. Clannishness, if you will. It naturally follows, then, that help
and protection to a worthy comrade requiring it, enjoined by its constitu-
tion, is a paramount duty. One that may not pass unheeded. The material
welfare of one, even the humblest among us, is the concern of every other
comrade. An Injury or injustice to one becomes the cause of all. Have we
been true?

In two essentials of obligation veterans ought to be a unit. The first is
that vigilance be exercised to see that the pension laws enacted are esecu ted
In a spu'it of honesty and fairness to the deserving soldier and sailor, and to
the dependent widows and orphans. In none others are we interested. The
second, to secure legislation accomplishing and then guard well the right to
a preference of worthy veterans for public employment. An honorable dis-
charge from service and present ability ought to be the only passports re-
quired by them for such preference.
The sentiment expressed by one of the later mayors of a now extinguished

great city, who, concerning the claims for appointment of a man who had
lost one arm in the service, and by reason of another wound was, since the
war, compelled to carry a leg in splints, said, " That Is ancient histoiw," will
not And lodgment in the hearts of the American people. And the minds of
the lawmakers of the nation should not be pei-verted by any such thought.

DECLARATION FOR RIGHTS.
It was long ago written, "Who would be free, themselves must strike the

blow. ' What this organization most needs now is to proclaim a new Dec-
laration of Independence—this time for rights. The prior right of veterans
to ."ierve in times of peace the country for which they fought in war. Prefer-
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ence in its public employ. Compensating wages hj labor. And in fraternity,
charity, and loyalty—one for all and all for one—again do battle to secure
and liave sucli right enforced.

,

That " gcSTfeniment of the people, by the people, and for the people " might
not perish from the earth, was the task once committed to our care. With
what result the whole world is familiar.

That the war for the Union and what it cost in sacrifice may not be for-
gotten, nor its survivors be belittled—particularly by the poUticians—in this
day and generation, is the supreme duty, with us, in this hour.

That volunteer service in the Armies and Navy of the United States, in
times of war, deserves not alone emulation and praise, but to those who sur-
vive and are honorably discharged, being worthy and capable, preferment
for ajDpointment, promotion, and retention in the public service in times of
peace, is a principle to which we ought to stand committed, now and forever.

BECOMMDNDATIONS.
We ask this encampment to approve and indorse the present report.

We recommend that the work of this committee be pressed by a commit-
tee of the G-rand Army of the Repubhc during the coming year, or until the
object in view in its appointment has been secui'ed; andtoaidinaccompUsh-
ing that end, that a copy of this report, including the action of this encamp -

ment thereon, be sent to each postm our organization, with instructions that
the same shall be read at the meeting of the post nest succeeding its receipt
and a resolution adopted by it approving of and ui'ging upon Congress the
passage of H. R. 5779 (the veteran preference in employment measure) now
pending in the House of Representatives; that the Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress be fully advised of such action by comrades, and that a
copy of the resolution adopted by the post, officially signed by the com-
mander and adjutant, be forwarded to the adjutant-general ot the Grand
Army of the Republic.

CONOLTJSION.
Many little things occurring in the last battle of the campaign for justice,

commencing with May SI and ending June 7, only when the gavel fell and
the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress stood adjourned, might he told,
but we refrain. Perhaps an awakened conscience may cause a change of
heart in some directions. We shall hope so. And as to our friends, they
win remain loyal and true. It is well to say that President MoKinley gave
us hispersonal assm'ance that the bill now pending on the Calendar of the
House (H. R. 5779) met with his approval; and Speaker Hendebsow, on the
day after the adjoui'mnent, said to the chairman of your committee con-
cerning it that *' prompt consideration will bo given the bill on the reas-
sembling of Congress." The promise of "help in December" may be
redeemed. We shall rely upon it, anyhow.

Fraternally, yours,
JOS. W. KAY, New Fcn-fc, Chairman,
CHAS. BURROWS. New Jersey,
ISAAC F. MACK, Ohio,
H. H. CUMMINGS, Pennsylvania,
W. W. ELDEIDGE, Potomac,

^ T y J «,n <„„« Cummtttee.
Chicago, III., Augtist 39, 1000.

And this was promulgated to the posts of the entire order, ofil-

cially, as follows:
Circular Wo. 1.

Headquabters Geand Akmt dtp the Republic,
St. Louis, Mo., September IS, 1900.

The accompanying " report of the committee on legislation for veterans in

the public service" was approved and indorsed and the recommendations of
the same adopted by the thirty-fourth national encampment, held at Chi-

cago, m., August 29, 1900.

Complying with such action, the posts of our order are hereby requested
to take due notice thereof and be governed thereby. A simple form of reso-

lution only is required. Such a form as may he used, if agreeable, accom-
panies this circular. When action has been taken by the post, comrades are

requested, if convenient, to seethe United States Senators from their States

and Representatives in Congress from their respective districts, advising

them ofthe action taken by the post, and Its wishes concerning the veteran

preference law (H. E. 5779). Such resolution as may be adopted should be
duly authenticated by adding the signatures of thecommanderand admtant
of the post (and seal, by posts having one) and then be mailed promptly, ad-

dressed P. M. Sterrett, Adjutant-General G. A. R., St. Louis, Mo.
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Thi=iimT)ortaiit work, which has been so ably and satisfactorily presented

and adXcedby the co^ittee having charge of same, can easily be made

the law of the land if the comrades perform the service herein required of

thim Commanders and adjutants are specially enjoined to secure action

"""^"F^Saflv vo^'ure'''^' LEO BASSIEUE, ^Fi aternauy youi s, Commander in Chief.

Official:

F. M. STEBEETT,
AdjiUant'General.

, WOO.

At a regular meeting of Post, No.-—, Department of

Grand Army of the Republic, held at its headquarters —
,
on

the above date, after reading and duly considering the " report of the com-

snittea on legislation for veterans in the public service," made to the thuty-

/ourth national encampment at Chicago, 111., August 29, 1900, the action of

said encampment thereon, and the circular of the commander m chief, it was
unanimously

Besolved, That this post approves and urgesupon the Fifty-sixth Coneresa

of the United States, at its ses,sion in December, the prompt passage of M. K.

5779 (the veteran-preference measure) as an act of justice long delayed.

A transcript from the record.

g
s.]

facial:
Adjutant.

,
Covimander.

CoBcerning what resulted therefrom, officially reported, page

103 of the Journal of the thirty-fifth national encampment, held

at Cleveland, Ohio, in 1901, over the signature of F. .M. Sterrett,

adjutant-general Grand Army of the Republic, contains the fol-

lowing:

LEGISLATION.

The adjutant-general received resolutions from 1,387 posts, located in U
departments of the Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing the veterans'
preference law, as set forth in House resolution 6779, before the Fifty-sixth

Congress of the United States, which was forwarded by him to the commit-
tee on legislation for the Grand Army of the Republic, authorized by the
national encampment. The number of each post, with the name of the de-
partment, was collated on 23 typewritten pages, which, being bound, the fol-

lowing indorsement was placed thereon: "To be filed with the custodian of
recorcis, under the seal of the order. Independence Hall, Philadelphia, Pa., as

a refutation of the charge made by Hon. Wjr. P. Hepburn, of Iowa, on the
floor of Congress when the veterans' preference law. House resol-ation 5779,

was under discussion in December, 1900, when he said, 'No one is authorized
to speak for these men.'

"

The report of the '

' committee on legislation for veterans in

public service," made at Cleveland, Ohio, in September, 1901,

was as follows:

To the Thirty-fifth National Encampment^ GrandArmy of the Republic^ greeting:

Comrades: The "committee on legislation for veterans in the public
service," appointed by the commander in chief in accordance with action
authorizing it taken by the thirty-fourth national encampment, held at Chi-
cago, 111., August 29-30, 1900, strongly reaffirming the principles declared on
the subject-matter and the views of the bounden duty of all comrades of our
great organization concerning it and other things, as set forth and expressed
in its last previous report, now submit the following:

While the last report was one of progress and of hope, based on promises
made by the Speaker of the House and others, and encouragement given by
our comrade, the President of the United States, concerning the desired leg-
islation, on ail which your committee placed reliance, the result shows only
disaster. Yet the Union forces, as a body, never despaired of the grand re-
sults finally achieved by them during the civil war, and hence this grand
organization must not despair, regardless of the character or strength of the
foes it is called upon to meet in this, its present war for justice.

5823
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THE VKTEKAN PBBFEBKNCE LAWS.
Much misunderstanding exists concerning the veteran preference laws

and their scope. What they are should be made jilain. The text of section
l-76i, Revised Statutes, United States, is herein given. So also is the civil-
service rule of October 29, 1884, secured only after a long struggle by the
present chairman of this committee. The statute is mandatory as to those
covered by it; and since the promulgation of the rule, boards of examiners
have allowed the preference in certification necessary to those entitled to
preference under the statute who are found eligible through competitive ex-
amination.

Otherwise, even they could not be appointed. In operation, the bene-
ficiaries of both statute and rule are, to the extent of 45 per cent, soldiers and
Bailors of the Regular and Volunteer Army and Kavv, who enlisted and
served since 1865. No preference whatever is accorded to those who were
honorably discharged at the expiration of their terms of enlistment, or by
reason of the ending of the civil war. And it matters not how many times a
man was wounded.
The foregoing statement is true despite the wrong perpetrated on such

men by an inspired article emanating from "Washington (the Civil Service
Reform League, likely), which appeared in the public press of the country
while the veterans' prefei'enoe bill was pending in Congress, wherein it was
made to appear that all veterans of the civil war were given a prefer-
ence. The United States CivU Service Commission, though ui'gently re-
quested to do so by this committee, failed to set the matter right. Hence
more false teaching was scattered among the people.

There is a law concerning the matter of retention of veterans already in
the service. The force and applicability of that has recently been denied by
the collector of customs and the collector of internal revenue at New York.
And this denial appears to have been sustained by the head of one of the
Executive Departments, viz, the Secretary of the Treasury. This furnishes
one reason for an appeal to the President.

Chapter 287, lawsof 1876,embodied in Statutes at Large, United States (vol.

19), Is in part as follows:
11 « * * Provided, That in making any reduction of force in any of the

Executive Departments, the head of such Department shall retain those per-
sons who may be equally qualified who have been honorably discharged
from the mihtary or naval service of the United States, and the widows and
orphans of deceased sailors and soldiers."

The laws above referred to or quoted are the only ones which provide a
preference for veterans, either for appointment to or retention in the public
service and, except for a recommendatery statute, section 1755, the spirit of
which was gratitude, but is without force, no other legislation on the sub,iect
has been enacted. Some changes of civil-service rules affecting veterans
who become disconnected from the public service, in regard to reinstate-
iment, have been made. And that is all.

IN THE HOUSE.

The defeat of the BromweU biU (H. R. 5779) in the House of Representa-
tives December 17, 190O, was most decisive. Concerning what then took place
reference is made to pages 383^i87 of the Cosgbessional Recobd, second
session Fifty-sixth Congi'ess. We wiU not take the time to inflict upon you
the sad story to which the public records bear witness in the debate on feis
bill. It shows an immense amount of Inexcusable and lamentable lack of
knowledge on the part of many men in pubHc life—some of whom we call

comrade—regarding existing statute laws affecting the preference and status
of vetei-ans m the public service; or could it have been a fear of the Civil-

Service Reform League, whose noisy opposition to this measure and the
vetei'an on general principles is baseless and without good reason, for other-

wise, it is strong evidence of willful misrepresentation and deceit, all the
more harmful and reprehensible when emanating from high public ofifiolals,

especially to be regretted if coming from those who served in the Union
forces, and who therefore would be supposed to know the law and the facts,

as well as the justice and necessity of such a law being enacted, and to speak
the truth in matters concerning their comrades.

A quotation or two in support of the foregoing statement wiU suflce. For
instance:

Mr. Hepbcen (Iowa), a comrade, said:

"I do not believe that anybody has the right to speak for those men who
might be benefited by this law, .and say that he represents them.

" "I do not believe that those men who served between 1861 and 1863, or the
masses of them, ask for this legisla.tion." * * *
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* * » " Under the law as it 19 to-day
,
preference is required in matters

of appointment, other things being equal, to the old soldier." * * *

Mr. Gbosvbnor (Ohio), a comrade also, said:

"Mr. Speaker, I greatly desire the passage of some legislation upon this

subject, but I join the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepbukn] in the criti-

cisms which he has made." * * *

It is fair to assume that both these men knew better, because they received
the former report of your committee, and the action of the thirty-fourth
national encampment on same was known to them. In addition, they had
long experience as lawmakers of the nation.

Sharing in the debate, besides Speaker Hendehson, were ;Bbomwell
and Gbosvehoe, Ohio; Eichabdson and Sims, Tennessee; Fowler, New
Jersey; Hepburn and Lacey, Iowa; Talbbrt, South Carolina; Bingham,
Pennsylvania; Wheeler, Kentucky; Moody, MoCall, and Gillbtt, Mas-
sachusetts; Clayton and Sulzeb, ITew York; Livingston and Fleming,
Georgia, and Mondell, "Wyoming.

Of these, Bbomwell, Bingham, Lacey, Moody, Clayton, and Sulzer
spoke favoring the bill. Speaker Henderson appeared also to do so. The
.others opposed it.

Preceding the debate, on the demand for a second, the vote by tellers was
67 ayes to 34 noes. Following the debate, the vote on the motion to suspend
the rules and pass the bill, as announced by the Speaker, was 51 in the affirm-
ative to 103 inthe negative. And so it has gone into history. The yeas and nays
were called for, but no roll callwas permitted, though 25 arose in favor of same.
This failure to get upon the record has ever been the result of all attempts to
pass like legislation in the House. Of course, without the aid of Speaker
Hendebson the bill could not have been considered at all. Under the rules
of the House, on the pending motion to suspend, no amendment of the bill

was in order. Permitted to comeup at an inopportune time, without proper
notice, no previous opportunity to an-ange and prepare for discussion of
the bill was given. Your committee can not believe, from what happened
on that occasion (as also on June 7, 1900, when the bill came before the House
less than one hour before the adjournment of the first session), and a sub-
sequent flat-footed refusal made by the Speaker to the pleas of the com-
mander in chief and the chairman of your committee, on February 11, 1901,
for another hearing of one hour on the measure, when it could be properly
discussed and amended to meet the wishes of its friends, as also to test, on a
roll call, who were real friends of the veteran and who his opponents, that
there was a desire to treat either the bill or the veterans fairly.

IN THE senate.

The Senate Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil
Service, having in charge the biU S. 28a, offered by Mr. Platt, at the first
session (referred to in our last report), held no meeting during the second
session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. Mr. Ross, its chairman, had meantimei
been retired from the Senate, Mr. Dillingham taking his place there, and,
also as a member of that committee. Repeated urging for a meeting of it pro-,
duced no effect, so on due consideration by your committee and other friends
of the cause of the veteran^ of the whole sub;ject-matter, and especially the con-
tinued attitude of opposition of the Committee on Eules and of the House of
Eepresentatives, as stated by the Speaker, he saying, "It could not pass the'
House or Senate," and particularly with a view to remove any objections as
to new legislation—one of the alleged causes for adverse action taken by the
House—another bill, amendatory of section 1764, Bevised Statutes United
States, was drawn, and the same was introduced in the Senate by Hon. W. A.
Harris, of Kansas, on January 7, 1901. It was known as S. 5417. This was
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment of the Senate,
and on January 15 it was reported bv its authority by Mr. Habris, to the
Senate, without amendment. That bill, as then offered and reported, reads
as follows:

A bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re-
lating to the preference in civil appointments of ex-ArmyandNavy ofloers.
Be it enacted, etc.. That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United

States be amended so as to read as follows:
" Sec. 1754. Officers and enlisted men who served in the armies or Navy of

the United States between April 13, 1861, and August 25, 1885, being honorably
discharged therefrom, shall be preferred for appointment to and retentionm civil offices and employments, as also for promotion therein: Provided,
They are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper dis-
charge of the duties of such offices or employments."

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed,

61)26
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The committee report accompanying it (No. 1867) was as follows:

AMENDING SECTION 176t, KEVISED STATUTES.

January 15, 1901.—Ordered to be printed.

Mr. Haebis, from the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment sub-
mitted the following report (to accompany S. 5417):

The Committee on Civil Service and Ketrenchment, to whom was referred
the bill (S. 5417) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, have examined
the same and report:

Section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States reads as follows:
"Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv-

ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the
line of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil office, provided they
are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge
of the duties of such offices."

Consti-uuig this section, the Civil Service Commission rule as follows on
October 89, 1884:

Any applicant honorably discharged for such cause, i. e., by reason of
disability rosulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line of duty,
who, as the result of an examination has been placed upon a register as
eligible for appointment, should be certified in preference to any other person
thereon not entitled to such preference examined for the same part of the
service, even though such persons are graded higher. Without such priority
in certification, it appears to be hardly practicable to give the preference in
appointment, which it seems to be the object of the statute to secure. You
are requested to act upon this view in making certifications.

The amendment embodied in the bUl under consideration broadens the
scope of this section of the law, which limits preference for appointment to
persons discharged by reason of disability resultingfrom wounds or sickness.
A large number of soldiers and sailors who were woundedand who served

for years after being wounded are excluded, and preference is given to those
who saw but little service, in many cases. The lapse of years has enor-
mously reduced the number of men who saw service from 1861 to 1865. But
few are left now who could avail themselves of the privilege hereby ex-
tended, and it is the opinion of your committee that those who may now be
able to pass the civil-service examination and get upon the eligible lists should
be preferred for appointment without reference to disabilities which forced
their discharge from the service.

In the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, Senate bill No. 3356 was
passed giving this privilege. It was also favorably reported from the Com-
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service of the House of Representatives with
the following report:

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 3256) in reference to the civE service and appointments thereunder,
submit the following report:

In the matter of the appointment of persons to positions in the executive
departments of the Governmient under existing law, soldiers and sailors who
incurred disabilities in the service and who have taken the civil-service ex-
amination are to be prefen-ed. Under the provisions of the bill herewith
reported this preference will extend to and include all honorably discharged
soldiers, sailors, or marines who served as such between April 1, 1861, and
August 26, 1865, without reference to the disabilities they may have incurred
in service. Under the present law the right of preference is based upon dis-
abilities. Under the proposed bill the right of preference is based upon the
service of the soldier who has served during the war and has an honorable
discharge.

The present law has given rise to a great deal of dissatisfaction among ex-
Union soldiers and sailors, for the reason that the man who may have served
only one month or less, if during that service he incurred any disability, is

given preference in the matter of employment by the Government over the
soldier or sailor who may have served from the beginning until the close of
the war, enduring all the hardships and privations incident to that service
but incui'ring no permanent disabihties. The passage of this bill will not in
any way affect the operation of the civil-service law, niles, or regulations
with respect to examinations for appointment. Soldiers and sailors, under
the provisions of this proposed law, who apply for positions will be required
as now to pass the civil-service examination, the preference applying only in
the selection of persons from the eligible list.

The proposed bill also applies to promotions as well as to appointments,
and if passed will prevent the removal of any soldier or sailor except for
good cause and upon charges and after a hearing.
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Believing that the discrimination which the present law makes against

the soldier or sailor who has au honorable record of service, hut who was
fortimate enough not to incur any permanent disability, is neither right nor
just, your committee therefore recommend the passage of this bill.

Your committee therefore believe it is but justice to the few survivors of

that groat conflict to give them this privilege, and therefore recommend the
passage of the bill.

On January 16, on the plea that the committee had not met and considered
the bill, and that it was not understood by Mr. Wolcott, of Colorado, one of

the committee who consented to its being reported to the Senate (the vote
to report it was on a canvass of the members of the committee on the floor

of the Senate, a majority agreeing thereto), a motion was madfe by Mr.
Lodge, of Massachusetts, to recommit the bill to the committee.

It was so recommitted on January 17. This was regarded as a knock-out
blow. Earnest work by the members of this committee and' sti'ong personal
appeals in writing and by visitation made to the individual members of the
Senate committee by the commander in chief and others effected a change,
however. The committee did meet and consider it, and on February 14 me
bill was again reported to the Senate with an amendment (shown in words
struck through. J, W. K.) as follows:

A bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
relating to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy
officers.

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1754 of the Bevised Statutes of the United
States be amended so as to read as follows:

" Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv-
ice by reason of disabihty resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers
and enlisted men who served in the armies or ISTavy of the United States be-
tween April 13, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged there-
from, shall be preferred for api>ointment to and retention in civil offices and
employments, as also for promotion therein: Provided, They are found to
possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties
of such offices or employments."

SBC. 3. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed.

The committee's report (No. SZ89) accompanying the amended bill was
the same as the report first made (No. 1867) , except that in the last paragraph
of the former, after the words "and therefore recommend the passage of
the bill," as they appear in report No. 1867j was added "as amended to read as
follows:" (The text of the amended bill is as given above. J*. "W, K.)
An intended amendment by Mr. Jones of Arkansas (evidently inspired by

Mr. Procter, of the Civil Service Commission, and the Civil Service Eeform
League, both which, by the way, should be engaged in better business than
devoting their time in the effort to belittle the services of and prevent jus-
tice being done to war veterans as well as to create a wrong impression in
the public mind through the public press regarding a preference in public
service which all veterans do not receive, and for the reasons that such acts
are unworthy of Americans, and their interference is unwarranted and un-
called for, and as well obnoxious to the sense of justice existing among the
people at large, as we believe) was as follows:

[In the Senate of the United States. February 20, 1901. Ordered to be
printed.]

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Jones of Arkansas to the bill
(S. 5417) to amend section 1754 of the Bevised Statutes of the United States,
relating to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy
officers, viz: At the end of section 1 insert the following:
The preference herein provided for shall only be given where consistent

with the maintenance of the apportionment of appointments among the
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia, as required
by the civfl-service act of January 16, 1883; and nothing herein contained
shall be construed to deprive any State, Territoi-y, or the District of Colum-
bia of its equal representation in such apportionment upon the basis of popit
lation as ascertained at the last preceding census.

In the open Senate numerous attempts were made by Mr. Harris to get
consideration of the bill, but he was always met by an objection. Among
the objectors shown in the Congressional Record are Mr. Kean and Mr.
Wolcott. There were others.

Indeed, it seemed as though the bill was not properly labeled. AH efforts
to secure action on the subject beyond the report of the committ'ee failed.
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The chairman of your committee finally appealed to Mr. Porakkr, of Ohio,
to move the hill. He solicited him, as also Mr. Hanna, of Ohio, and Mr.
bcOTT, of West Virgmia, and many others, for reasons well known to them,
to aidm having the Senate take action on the same, even if adverse to the
hiU but all to no purpose. Objections continued being made to its consid-
eration until the end. And so the bill died.

SOME WORDS OF THANKS.

^¥J^°^ tte beginning of the first to the ending of the second session of the
Fifty-sixth Congress, of the Senators and Representatives, 447 in number
comprismg it, there would need to be some straining of conscience to record
as friends of the veterans of the civil war, from the view point of this
committee—-by their acts ye shall know them—any great numher of them.
Worthy of special thanks for efforts made at the second session were

^J^v^^'^^^^'J?^ ^'^^ Senate; Jacob H. Bromwell, Charles B. Landis,
B. T. Clayton, William Sulzer, and James A. Tawney, In the House; and
to these may be added those named elsewhere who spoke in favor of the bill
while under consideration in the House.

This is a white, not a black list. In it the committee desire to include
those -who were true blue under ah circumstances. Bevond that it does not
care to go.

WHAT president M'KINLEY SAID.

The declaration of President McKinley in his second letter of acceptance,
Preference should be given to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors and

their widows and orphans in respect to the pnbhc service " bespoke what we
believe is in the hearts of the people. It was a fail' index of their loyalty to
our cause. And to them we should now appeal.

RETROSPECTIVE.

Looking back over the entire field of action, consideration being given only
to the prominent factors in the contest, it maybe stated here that at no time
from the adjournment of the thirty-fourth national encampment, August 30,
ISOO, until the closing hours of the Fifty-sixth Congress, March 4, 1901, was
there any relaxation or diminution of labor or sacrifice to secure proper leg-
islation in way of simple justice.

The promulgation, through national and department headquarters, to the
posts of our order, by direction of the national encampment, of the commit-
tee's adopted report, accompanied by circular No. 1, current series, from the
commander in chief, foraction bythem, and which,by the way, received atten-
tion everywhere in our order (except in one department, where it appears that
orders from superior headquarters were not in this instance recognized or
obeyed), with the result that more than 2,000 posts are on record as having
petitioned for the passage of the bill; and the transmittal of personal letters
containing a copy of the report alluded to, to each Senator and Eepresenta-
tive in Congress at his home address preceding the meeting of Congi'ess in
December, and visitations to many of them at Washington during the ses-
sion in behalf of the desired legislation, are but two among the numerous
efforts made.

With the earnest cooperation of Commander in Chief Leo Rassieur,
Adjt. Gen. Frank M. Sterrett, Department Commanders George H. Slay-
baugh and Israel W. Stone, of the Potomac, and the committee on veterans'
rights of that department, Comi'ade H. A. Cobaugh, chairman, as also the
aid of Comrades Daniel E. Sickles and George H. Patrick, all of which was
willingly §iven, your committee feel that there has been no shortcoming in

. any direction on the part of the accredited representatives of the Grand
Army of the Republic, to whom this work was committed in their efforts to
do their full duty to the order and to its rank and file. And that responsi-
bility for defeat rests elsewhere.

CONCLUSION.

We again repeat: " The agony and bloody sweat are over. Lip service has
again been tried and found wanting. God help the veteran." His country-
men in Congress assembled have not helped him in thismatter. Perhaps the
people will insti-uct some of them in their duty. It only remains for your
committee to regretfully acknowledge defeat and gracefully retire. In
doing so, we have some suggestions to offer for the consideration of the
encampment.
One of these is in the form of preambles and resolutions Tequesting the

issuance of an Executive order by the President of the United States, on the
subject of the veteran in the public service. This we ask may be adopted
and a copy properly authenticated by the commander in chief and adjutant-
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^BTim-al at a time in the discretion of the commander in chief, be forwarded

t™he Preside™ fOT his consideration, and that copies of the same be fur-

nished to the press.

The other is " An Address to the American People," by the Grand Army
of the Bepublic, which we recommend may be adopted by the encampment,

and thft copies be furnished the press, wifli the request that the sarne may
be publishela, copies being also sent to the commanders of all posts, urging

that they will personally see the editors of their local papers and request of

them its publication.

We alsorecommend that the Harris bill (S. 5417) be introduced in the Fifty-

seventh Congress, and its enactment into law again be urged by a committee

of our order to be appointed by the incoming commander m chief. And, to

the end that there shall be no question about such committee properly rep-

resenting the Grand Army of the Eepublio, we further recommend that

copies of this report, together with general orders announcing and naming
the committee, maybe sent to the members of the Fifty-seventh Congress m
Senate and House, to their home address.

Respectfully submitted, in fraternity, charity, and loyalty.

JOS. W. KAY, Kew YnrTc, Cliairman,
CHARLES BURROWS, New Jersey,
ISAAC F. MACK, Ohio,
H. H, CUMINGS, Pennsylvania,
W. W. ELDRIDGE, Potomac,

Committee.

And this was approved and adopted. In compliance therewith,

copies of the same were mailed, under direction of Commander
in Chief Ell Torrance, to all members of the United States Senate

and House of Representatives in the Fifty-seventh Congress.

What followed this action appears in full on pages 597-599 of the
CoNGEESSiONAL Recoed, of date January 13, 1902. It was a most
remarkable attack on the representatives of the GrandArmy of the

Bepublic, who had been strictly performing a duty assigned them.
And particulary distressing, because it came from men who were
themselves veterans of the " great war,"members of the grandest
organization the world ever knew, and who should, in justice to

the committee of the order, have informed themselves properly
concerning the truth and the facts of the case.

Concerning the subject generally and the attack, the Ohio Sol-

dier, published at Chillicothe, Ohio, under date February 19, 1903,

contains among other things an article which, with its caption,

reads in part as follows:

SOLDIBBS' PBEFERENCE LAWS—A COMPREHENSIVE STATEMENT ON THAT
SUBJECT BY THE CHAIRMAN OlT THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE.

There is no subject upon which politicians have more persistently misled
the public, and with more success, than that of existing laws on preference
of appointment for soldiersin public employment. The following communi-
nication from Gen, Jos. W. Kay, of Brooklyn, N. Y., chairman of the national
G. A. R. committee on veterans' preference legislation, now and for a num-
ber of years past, is so comprehensive and so fortified with existing lawsand
civil-service rules that it should be cut out by comrades everywhere and car-
ried under their hats for use in next fall's Congressional elections. He says:

"The article, 'Squaring the Circle,' in the Ohio Soldier of January 23,
evidences and emphasizes a knowledge of the situation and of the subject or
legislation for veterans in the public service—or rather the lack of any such
legislation preferentially affecting the interests of the men who served and
sulfered until the end of their terms of enlistment or the close of the war for
the Union, albeit wounded many times—that is refreshing. Particularly so
in view of the seeming lack of knowledge prevailing in Congress—among our
coinrades there—on the same subject. .

" * '*' * Tlifi report of a committee made at Cleveland to the national en-
campment, September last, fully covering the ground of the law and making
it plain, tells the story."

* ^ * * * ^ i^
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_ In the House of Eepresentatives, the pension appropriation 'bill being un-
der consideration, on January 13, it would seem that Mr. Gbo3V]5NOR was
discussing the Harris bill (S. 5417) of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which was be-
fore the benate only, and to which, if he desired to aid his deserving com-
rades, hecould talce no exception, instead of the Bromwell bill (H.E. 5779), the
effect of a clause therein being to excite his ire, which was then before the
House and not the Senate. His argument caused the question to be .so mixed
as to excite remark. Perhaps he so intended it. The clause concerning the
Spanish war men inserted by the House commitlfee, that he tooli exception
to, was not m the Harris bill m any form or at any time.

Mr. Hepburn, in his remarirs, had the correct bill (H. E. 5779) in mind, but
still persisted, as in the Fifty-sixth Congress, in showing clearly an incorrect
understanding of what the existing law on the subject of the veteran in the
pubuc service really is. * * *

He seemed also to be wrongly advised concerning the authority of the
committee of the Grand Army of the Eepublio to advocate H. E. 5779, as re-
ported by the committee of the House.
He said concerning this:

"* * * The bill as approved by the authorities of the Grand Army of the
'Eepublio did not contain that language. * * * No authority of the Grand
Ai-my of the Republic had ever asked for that bill. There was no committee
authorized to approve of that bill. * * * "

Eead and ponder.
That identical measure was the one passed upon by the National Encamp-

ment at Chicago, August 29-30, 1900, in open session. The report of its com-
mittee, in printed form, was in the hands of the delegates over night. The
situation requiring such an amendment to be accepted by the Grand Army, to
avoid a worse injustice, was fully known to every one of them. And, Icuow-
ing it, by unanimous vote of the body, the report was sent to every post,
through the 45 department headquarters, with a circular from the com-
mander in chief requesting action. * * *

' And that was the authority for action by them.
As a result nearly 2,000 posts petitioned Congress for the passage of that

particular measure. The Congressional Eecord shows m detail aU this
action to have been officially brought to the attention of the House.

As already pointed out, the national encampment met at Chicago, August
29-30,1900.

In General Orders No. 2, headquarters Grand Army of the Eepublio, St.
Louis, Mo., dated September 28, 1900. the commander in chief, Leo Eassieur,
in again naming the committee, says:

" The following comrades, whose excellent work, as shown by their report
to the encarapment, entitles them to the tbanksof our order, are reappointed
a committee on legislation for veterans in the public service." * * *

And in his report to "bhe national encampment at Cleveland, on the subject
of veterans' preference legislation, the commander in chief, among other
things, says:

" The committee of the House of Representatives to which the original
biU of the Grand Army of the Eepublic was referred, deemed it proper, in
view of the action of the Senate on this subject in placing the younger sol-

diers and sailors on a par with the older veterans by S. 283, as amended in
the Senate committee and passed by that body, but recalled [from the
House, J. "W". K.], to include the soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in
the recent war with Spain and in the Philippines, and were honorably dis-
charged, giving them a preference next in order after the veterans of the
civil war. This amendment by the House committee and the situation neces-
sitating it was duly submitted to the Thirty-fourth NationalEncampment ia
the report of the legislative committee and was, without opposition, ac-
ceded to as a further extension of the just principles involved in the original
bill."

All these demonstrate beyond question that the committee did nothing
except with full authority. While the committee can stand for any misrep-
resentation and abuse on that score, knowing its position to be impregnable,
it may not-remain silent as to the other matter wnereby a wrong impression
again goes abroad, and which, ever since the adoption of the civil service
principle, affects the veterans who deserve and most need help and protec-
tion. This, I am sure. Comrade Hepburn would not care, knowingly, to
openly stand for and encourage. And yet Mr. Hepburn is quoted in the
Congressional Record of January 13 as having said:
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" * » * All eentlemen who are familiar with the facts will recognize this

as the truth, that in the competitive examinations the soldier who is now
given preference by law is reciuired only to reach a standard of 65. It he

reaches 65 in competition with a man not a soldier who may have reached 99

or 100, the name of the man with a rating of 65 must be sent up m response

to a requisition."

"What an injustice. It is not true. Based on a false premise, the statement

is cruel Mr. Hepburn must know that no preference whatever is now
given—not an iota—to anyone who was not " honorably discharged from tlie

military or naval service by reason of disability resulting from wounds
or sickness incurred in line of duty."

The assertion is again made, without fear of contradiction based on truth,

that the Union soldier who may have served from April 12, 1861, to August
20, 1806, and, meantime, have been wounded twenty times, unless his discharge

from service was given him for disability, and the discharge shows that
fact, is not now, nor has he ever been, benefited one single point in a com-
petitive examination under United States civil-aervice law, or otherwise.,

That is the situation to-day.

The soldier who served a month or less in the Army during the war for

the Union or since its close, and has a discharge given him for disability,

comes strictly vrithin the provisions of section 1754, Revised Statutes United
States. He is passed at 65 and given preference in certification over one who
braved it through to the end of his enlistment, or the war, as the case may
be, despite his disabilities and wounds, and who may have gained a grade of

99 or 100 per cent. The latter stands precisely on the same plane with other
citizens in competitive examinations m so tar as the ISTational Government
is concerned. As to the iiecommendatory statute, section 1755, which be-
came a law on the same day, March 9, 1865, it is a dead letter, mo re honored
in the breach than by observance.

Section 1754 of these statutes, intended at the time for the benefit of tie
Union soldier or sailor, has been operative since October 29, 1884, under the
civil-service system, favoring to the extent of 45 per cent men who enlisted
and served, and were discharged for causes therem mentioned, since the war
for the Union ended.

The language of the act permits it to be so construed, and the principle,
that service in war which caused great sacrifice demands recognition, under-
lying it is a correct one for adoption in this Eepublic. It is too closely lim-
ited, however, to permit the gratitude expressed in section 1755, passed on
the same day to signify anything whatever to the men who in a period of
war serve and suffer, many of them from the beginning to the end of the
same, and who, under the law as it stands, have not now and never had any
consideration whatever shown to them.

Personally the committee had and have no quarrel with Mr. Geosvewob
or Mr. Hepbtjkn. The former, at the request of the committee, has intro-
duced in this Congress, in the House, a bill (H. E. 248) which Is practically
the Harris bill (S. 5417) of the last Congress, and that is now pending in the -

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. The sam« measure (S. 3310) was
introduced in the Senate by Mr. Foraker .and is now pending in the Com-
mittee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service in that body.

We are all comrades and have no wish beyond "who best can serve and
hestagree" in ourwork for worthy men. Yethistory mustnot bepervei'ted. '

Truth is more potent than fiction; facts are realities. The utterances of pub-
lic men on the floor of Congress intended for the American people should
always be based on a desire to do even-handed .iustice. More than this latter
the American soldier does not ask or seek. With less than that he will not
be satisfied.

Fraternally, yours, for the Grand Ai-my of the Eepublic Committee of
1800-1801,

JOS. W. KAY, Chairman.

The report of the " committee on legislation for veterans in the
puhlic service," made to the national encampment at Washing-
ton, D. C, in Octoher last, was as follows:

To the Thirty-sixth J!^ational Encampment, Grand Army of th^ Bepuhlic,
greeting;

CoMRApES: The "committee on legislation for veterans in the public serv-
fce," appointed by the commander in chief, in accord with action authorizing
fit by the council of administration, acting for the thirty-fifth national en-
campment, at Cleveland, Ohio, September 13, 1901, submit the following:
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•
paving before ns the reports of many lite committeeg of our order, espe-

cially those of recent years, in wMoli the principles contended for and flie
duty of comradeship concerning them were therein expressed and set forth,
and well knowing the lack of results accomplished by appeals to Congress for
legislation m the material interests of the veterans of the war who served
out their terms of enlistment affecting the right of such to a preference for
appointment, employment, and retention in the public service of the National
Government, in harmony with the spirit of existing statute law, it is not nec-
essary at this time to comment extensively on any shortcoming of the Fifty-
seventh Congress at its first session, which it is our duty to report. The fact
IS there. We shall therefore recite our own experience in another effort to
secure justice for comrades, and thus enable the placing of the responsibility
for failure where it properly belongs.

At the request of your committee, represented by its chairman, who was
thereby acting in entire harmony with the desire of the commander in chief.
Hon. Charles H. Gbosvssob, of Ohio, in the House, on December 2, 1901, and
Hon. Joseph B. Porakeb, of Ohio, in the Senate, on January 28, 1903, intro-
duced blUs known as H. E. 248 and S. 3310, respectively, both being similar in
language, as follows;

A bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re-
lating to the preference in civil appointments of ex Army aif& Navy
of&cers.

Be it enacted, etc.. That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States be amended so as to read as follows:

" Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military and naval
service by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers
and enlisted men who served in the Armies or Navy of the United States
between April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged there-
from, shall be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and
employments, as also for promotion therein; Provided, They are found to
possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of the duties
of such oflices or employments."

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed.

H. R. 248 was referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service of
the House and S. 3310 to the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of
the Civil Service of the Senate.

Your committee met, pursuant to call, at the Ebbitt House, Washinrton,
a quorum being present, February 18, 1902. Meantime other bills had been
Introduced in both Houses bearing on the same subject. Consideration of
all these being had by your committee, it was decided to recommend and
ui'ge the passage of H. R. 348 and S. 3310 as introduced.

On February 19 your committee attended a meeting of the " Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service" at the Capitol, arranged by Hon. Frederick
H. GiLLETT, its chairman, in which all the pending bills were discussed. Com-
rades Leo Rassieur, Joseph W. Kay, George H. Patrick, Thomas G. Sample,
and Commander in Chief Ell Torrance spoke for the Grand Army of the Re-
public, favoring H. R. 348. Messrs. Pou, SHAiiLENBEKGEB, Allen, Bbistow,
and Chairman Gillett, of the House committee, also shared in the de-
bate.

No report being made by the House committee on any of the pending bills,

such a report not being likely, as the chairman of your committee was ad-
vised, and deferring to the objections stated by Representative Hepburct
in a speech in the House January 13, 1903, as to the promotion feature (see

pp. 5W-599, Congressional Record), your committee united over the sig-

natures of all its members and those of the committee on legislation of the
Department of the Potomac in a letter, a copy of which was furnished to
Mr. Hepburn, as follows;

Brooklyn, N. Y., April 18, 1902.

Hon. Charles H. Grosvenor, M. C,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir and Comrade: As the national "committee on legislation

for veterans in the public service" of the Grand Army of the Republic, ap-
pointed by General Orders, No. 3, C. S , a copy of which is inclosed, we hand
you the text of a bill to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, which is

given below, and ask you to use your best efforts to secure its passage at the
present session of Congress. The statute referred to now reads:

"Sec. 1754. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval serv-
ice by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in line
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of duty shall be pi-eferred for appointments to civil offices, provided theyare
found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper discharge of

the duties of such offices."

The proposed bill woxild, if enacted Into law, cause this statute to read:

" Sec. 1751. Persons honorably discharged from the military or navalserv-
ice by reason of disabihty resulting from Tvounds or sickness, and officers and
enlisted men who served in tJte armies or navies of the United States between
April IS, 1S61, and Augustus, 1865, being honorably discharged therefrom, shall

be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and employ-
ments, provided they are found to possess the business capacity necessary for
the proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments.

"Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed,^''

The lines italicized above are amendatory, and the remainder of the bill is

the present la"w.

The bill now submitted is an exact copy of the bill heretofore, to wit,
H. E. 348, introduced by you December 2, 1901, except maWng a slight cor-
rection in the title and striking out the words "as also for promotion there-
in," which, to avoid objection, we ask you to have omitted.

From the proposed bill has been eliminated every word or phrase to which
we ever have heard any objection, in or out of Congress, and we believe that
it will receive the concurrence of the House. On behalf of the Grand Army
of the Republic we unanimously indorse and express our satisfaction with
the terms and conditions of the bill, which have been revised after consulta-
tion with Colonel Hkpburn, of Iowa, and yourself, as well as others.

It will be observed that every person entitled to the benefit of the provi-
sions of this measure by reason of the amendment must have been honorably
discharged from the Army or Navy prior to August 25, 1865, and at the date
of his appointment be able to dischargethe duties of his prospective office or
employment. In addition, where a prescribed examination for public em-
ployees is required, he must pass the sam.e and be duly certified by the Civil
Service Commission to be eligible for appointment.

Very truly and fraternally, yours,
JOS. W. KAY,

Past Department Commander New York, G. A. B., Chairman..
LEO BASSIEFB,

Fast Commander in Chief, G. A. B,, St. Louis, Mo.,
JOmr P. S. GOBIN,

Bast Commander in Chief. G. A. B., Lebanon, Pa.,,

HENRY A. CASTLE,
Past Department Commander Minnesota, G. A. B., St. Paul, Minn,,

GEO^ H. PATRICK,
Past Departm.ent Commander Alabama, G. A. B., Montgomery, Ala.,

O. H. COULTER,
Past Department Commander Kansas, G. A. B., Topeka, Kans,,

I G. KIMBALL,
Senior Vice Department Commander Potomac, G. A.B.,Wa.shington,D. C,

Com-niittee on Legislation for Veterams in the Public Service,
Grand Army of the Bepublic.

The committee on legislation of the Department of the Potomac, G. A. E.,
respectfully concur in the above letter and proposed legislation.

I. G. Kimball, senior vice-commander, Department of the Poto-
mac, G. A. R., chairman; Nathan Bickford, past department
commander of the Potomac, G. A. R.; Thos. S. Hopkins, past
department commander of the Potomac, G. A. B.; Eobert
Eeyburn, M. D., of Post No. 1, Washington, D. C; A. Hart,
.iunior vice department commander Potomac, of Post No. 2,
Washmgton, D. C; L. P. Williams, past senior vice depart-
ment commander Potomac, of Post No. 8, Washington, D. C;
Henry N. Copp, of Post No. 10, Washington, D. C; Bernard T.
Janney, past junior vice department commander Potomac,
of Post No. 19, Washington, D. C; Edwin J. Sweet, past judge-
advocate. Department Potomac, of Post No. 20, Washington,
D. C; Lewis H. Douglass, of Post No. 21, Washington D. C.

Washingston, D. C, April 18, IdOi.

Biraed upon that letter (prepared to meet the views of Messrs. Hepburnand GROSVissoR at their suggestion) a new bill was introduced by Mr. Gnos-
VENvOK, April 23, 1902, and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service. It is known as H. R. lilOS. This was not reported to the House,
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nor was any otlier of simllaT nature, notwitlistanding tliat Congress was in
session from December 8; BGl, to July 1, 1902, and that the efEort to secure
some a.otion was continued- until the day ana hour the first session of the
Kfty-seventh Congress was adjourned.
The Senate committee, April 26, 1902, reported S. 3310 to the Senate, with

amendments, as follows:

[Omit the part in brackets and insert the part printed in italics.]

A bill to amend section 1754 of the Eevlsed Statutes of the United States, re-
latingto the preference in civil appointments of ex-Army and Navy officers.

Be it enacted, etc.. That section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States be amended so as to read as follows:

"Sec. 1T54. Personshonorably dischargedfrom the military or naval service
by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness, and officers and
enlisted men who served in the Armies or Navy of the United States between
April 12, 1861, and August 25, 1865, being honorably discharged therefrom,
shall be preferred for appointment to and retention in civil offices and em-
ployments, as also for promotion therein [: Provided they], provided they are
found to possess [the business capacity necessary] equal quatificaiions for the
proper discharge of the duties of such offices or employments wit!i other com-
petitorsfrom whom the selection is made."

Sec. 3. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed.

And the bill, as thus amended, ig now on the Senate Calendar. Can this*

be the measure of the nation's gratitude expressed in section 1755, Bevised
Statutes, as the Senate committee soem to think? Certainly not. We aslc

for justice and are offered a stone. Should such a bill become law, then the
statute (sec. 1754) signed by the martyred President, Abraham Lincoln, is

repealed, and nothing is left. Even that little which was long since given to
some is taken away. And the soldiers and sailors of the Eepublic, even the
few who are now preferred ones,.are to be its victims; while the injustice
and ingratitude ever meted out to those honoi-ably discharged from the mil-
itary or naval service by reason of the end of their terms of enlistment are
still to continue.

Thirty-seven years is too long to wait for justice to the Union soldier and
sailor, especially when anxiety is now expressed concerning the people of
Cuba, Porto Bico, and the far-away Philippines, aye, even those of China,
lest the national honor, pledged to them, be not fully observed. Are the
obligations of America to foreigners more Sacred or binding than those due
to the defenders of the nation?

"We would remind the Congress that when the lamented President Wil-
liam McKinley wrote, "Preference should be given to honorably discharged
soldiers and saUors and their widows and orphans in respect to the public
service," he simply reechoed and emphasized the sentiment emblazoned on
a banner which stretched across Fifteenth street from the Treasury build-
ing, Washington, at the time of the final grand review, in May, 1885, and
which proclaimed, " There is one debt this nation can never repay—the one
it owes its defenders," or words to like effect.

And that, entirely in harmony with the foregoing, a recent convention at
Saratoga Springs, N. Y., squaring by performance the constitutional pro-
vision adopted by the people of the State in 1894 for the preference of vet-
erans in the civil service, declares:

"We believe that the devotion of those who took part in the gi-eat strug-

gles of our country should be fully recognized, and we promise our support
to such amendment to existing laws according to them recognition as may
be deemed necessary in the furtherance of this resolution."

In strong contrast with no result of all appeals to the Congress was that

action of the President, in direct answer to the request of the last national
encampment, contained in resolutions emanating from your committee of

last year, which appears in the following:

EXECUTIVE ORDER.

The attention of the Departments is hereby called to the provisions of the
laws giving preference to veterans in appointment and retention.

The President desires that whenever the needs of the service will justify

it and the Itiws will permit, preference shall be given alike m appointment
and retention to honorably discharged veterans of the civil war who are fit

and' quaUfled to perform the duties of the places which they seek or are

*^™^' THEODOEE EOOSEVELT.
White House, January 17, 1902,
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It is considered irell to state that Comi-ades John W. O'Brien, United States

weieher, and A. Beiman, deputy collector of internal revenue, who were
nanied in a preamWe of the resolutions above referred to, and who had been
unjustly and illegally removed in disrpgard of the provisions of chapter Mi.

laws of 1876, which reads in part, as follows:

"Sec. 3. * * * Provided that in making any reduction of fores in any of

the Executive Departments, the head of such department shall retain those

persons who may be equally qualified who have been honorably discharged

from the military or naval service of the United States and the widows and
orphans of deceased soldiers and sailors," * * * have, through Hon. Leslie M.
Shaw, Secretary of the Treasury, and Hon James S. Clarkson, surveyor of

customs at New York, both been restored to their positions.

The President himself in some instances—notably so in the case of a com-
rade who was postmaster at Skaneateles, IST. Y., who applied for, but was re-

fused, reappointment by the Congressman of the district, and to which ms
attention was called by Comrade Maj . Gen. Daniel E. Sickles—ruled that the
comrades concerned came within those intended by his Executive order, and
directed their reappointment or restoration.

Recognizing in these and in many other acts and words showing his pa-

triotism that President Boosevelt is in full sympathy with fair and just

treatment being extended to our comrades of the "great war'^ who seek or
are in public service under the National Government, in accord with both the
letter and spirit of existing law, and in harmony, as we believe, with what
is still in the hearts of the American people toward the survivors of that
great struggle, your committee, through its chairman, thereby lending em-
phasis to H. E. 14105, wrote him as follows:

Brooklyn, N. Y., May 10, 1902.

Mr. President: Annexed I take the liberty tohand you copies of sections
1753, 1754, and 1755 of the Revised Statutes, and H.R. 14105, a recently intro-

duced by General Gkosvenob, to amend S. 1754.

As you know, the present law (S. 1754) prefers only those discharged for
disability, and, technically, as to offices, but the latter word has been con-
strued to Include employments. The proposed amendment applies the prefer-
ence to offices and employments and extends it to all capable, honorably dis-

charged soldiers.

Section 1755 recommends all private employers of labor to prefer soldiers
discharged for wounds, disease, and at expiration of terms of enlistment.
The Government ought most willingly and voluntarily to do as much for
"the boys" as it asks its citizens to do, and more, if possible. None of the
veterans of the war of 1861-1865 will be here to annoy legislators many years
longer, yet very many of them are quite capable of fair and even splendid
work—and they need this work. Unless capable, the proposed amendment
will not, and is not intended to, affect them.

For obvious reasons it is better and more generous, more " in grateful rec-
ognition of their services, sacrifices, and sutfei-ings " (quoting from S. 1755),
that the addition we desire should be made by statute than Executive or-
der, and by the party in power. I am sure that a timely hint from you to
Si>eaker Henderson and half a dozen members of the House whose names
will occur to you would result in the prompt taking up aud passage of H. R.
14105, as I am equally sure that the objects of this bill have your hearty ap-
proval. It has the cordial support of the Grand Army, which"will be satisfied
with its enactment and execution; in fact, the bill was introduced at the re-
quest of the order.

I earnestly ask you to adopt the above suggestion, or, in the event that
Con^-ess should not act, that you will consider the matter of issuing an Ex-
ecutive order or civil-service rule to the same eftect.

This letter is the following up of a personal interview of some time ago,
in which I more fully set forth the ideas herein embodied. With great re-
spect, I am.

Very respectfully, yours, JOS. "W. KAY.
The President, Washington, D. C.

[Extracts from the Revised Statutes of the United States.]

S. 1753. The President is authorized to prescribe such regulations for the
admission of persons into the civil service of the United States as may best

"The text of H. E. 14105 already appears in this report.
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promote the effloiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candidate in
respect to age, health, chai-actei-, knowledge, and abUity for the branch of
the service into which he seeks to enter; and for this purpose he may employ
suitable persons to conduct such inquiries, and may prescribe their dutiesand establish regulations for the conduct of persons who may receiye atvpomtmentsm the oiyil seryice.

S.1751. Persons honorably discharged from the military or naval service
by reason of disability resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the
line of duty shall be preferred for appointments to civil ofBces, provided
they are found to possess the business capacity necessary for the proper dis-
charge of the duties of such ofaces.

S. 1755. In grateful recognition of the services, sacrifices, and sufferings of
pei-aona honorably discharged from the military and naval service of the
coimtry, by reason of wounds, disease, or the expiration of terms of enlist-
ment, it IS respectfully recommended to bankers, merchants, manufacturers
mechanics, farmei-s, and persons engaged in industrial pui'suits to give them
the preference for appointments to remunerative situations and emnlov-

_ ment.
Act of March 3, 1865 (res. 37), sections 1 and 3, volume 13, page 571, Revised

Statutes.

Act of March 3, 1871, section 9, volume 16, page 514, Revised Statutes.
This brings the story up to date. In plain and concise form, with little in

way of comment, your committee has endeavored to give some intelligent
idea of its work. The heartburnings met with are passed over, the sacri-
fices entailed not considered. The contest we wage is for justice, based on
OTinciples which are greater than men. "Fraternity means something."
We aimed to do our duty.

To Commander in Chief Ell Torrance, Adjt. Gens. Prank M. Sterrett and
Silas H. Towler, Comrades Daniel E. Sickles, Henry S. Peck, S. C. James,
Israel "W. Stone, and B. P. Bingham (now department commander of the
Potomac, formerly of this committee, but who resigned, being succeeded by
Comrade Ivory G. Kimball), as also to the committee on legislation of the
department of the Potomac, for advice, counsel, and other aid, willingly ex-
tended, the thanks of the committeeand of this nationalencampment are due.

It only remains to offer such suggestions and make such recommendations
as will enable the constituted authorities of our order to continue urging the
justice of the cause of its rank and file. In view of all the premises herein
stated or ontUned, and of the fact that the Fifty-seventh Congress will reas-
semble at its second session in December, we therefore recommend and ask
as follows:

Ph'st. Thatthe " committee on legislation for veterans in the public serv-
ice" bo continued. That a similar committee to this be appointed by the
incoming commander in chief, with instructionsto urge upon the lawmakers
of the nation at the coming session of Congress the enactment of H. B. 14105,
as introduced, or some similaT measure of legislation.

Second. That in the event of failure to secure a vote on the subject-mat-
ter and the adjournment of the Fifty-seventh Congress occurs without leeis-
lation thereupon, the commander in chief and said committee are fully au-
thorized, directed, and charged to appeal to the President of the United
States, in the name of the Grand Army of the Republic, for justice, and
respectfully request and urge that he will exercise the power conferred
upon him by section 1753, Revised Statutes, to the end that, by Executive
order or otherwise, he will make effective throughout the civil service, in a
practical way, as applied to the National Government, the recommendatory
provisions of section 1755, Revised Statutes, and also insui'e that the require-
ments of ail other.laws affecting the rights of honorably discharged soldiers
and sailors in matters of appointment, employment, and retention in the
public service shall be carried out and observed.

Third. That this report with its recommendations be in all things approved
and.adopted as the sense of the Thii'ty-sixth National Encampment, Grand
Army of the Republic, and that copies thereof be sent to the Senators and
Representatives in Congress to their home addresses.

In fraternity, charity, and loyalty,
JOSEPH W. KAY,
LEO RASSIEUR,
J. P, S. GOBIN,
HENRY A. CASTLE,
GEO. H. PATRICK,
O. H. COULTER,
IVORY G. KIMBALL,

Commitf-ee,
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And the Washington Post, of date October 11, 1903, in its ac-

count of the proceedings of the thirty-sixth national encamp-
ment, then in session at that city, says:

HOUSE ATTACK RESETTED.

Immediately upon the acceptance of the legislative committee's report,

the following resolution was introduced by Joseph "W. Kay, of New York,
and adopted as a reply to an attacli made upon the committee on legislation

in the House on February 19 last:

" "Whereas the work of the committee on legislation for veterans in the
'

public service of the Thirty-third and Thirty-fourth National Encampments
and tlieir reports thereto were fully in accord with authority conferred upon
such committee, the same being approved and adopted, and

"Whereas in the House of Eepresentatives on January 13, and also before
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service of that body on February 19,

1S03, the authority of such committee was brought in question and its mem-
bers accused of forgery and other wrongdoing m way of misrepresentation ,

of the Grand Army of the Republic; and
''Whereas the general orders from national headquarters, and the journal

of the Thirty-third, Thirty-fourth, and Thirty-fifth National Encampments,
and as well the archives of our order at Philadelphia, refute any such charges
of forgery, lack of authority, or any shortcoming on the parte of such com-
mittee: Therefore,

"Resolved, That this national encampment deems it a matter of duty and
justice to its authorized representatives herein referred to to declare In this
solemn form that said committee was fully justified in its action and fully
authorized in the manner in which they represented the order, and that the
Representatives in Congress who attacked their position on the occasions
mentioned had no basis whai:ever for any such criticism; be it further

"Resolved, That we commend our representatives on such committee for
their faithful discharge of the duties intrusted to them concerning legislation
for veterans in the public service."

The foregoing fully placed the Grand Army on record concern-
ing the whole business—and it could do no less escept through
stultification. It certainly disposed of any question of doubt con-
cerning the authority of its committees.

In accordance with the requirements of the report proper, a
copy of the same, with the following letter, was sent as therein
required, addressed to every member of the Senate and of this

House. In many cases the report has been sent several times:

Headquabtkbs Grand Armt oe the Republic,
Office of Commander in Chief, Independence Hall,

Philadelphia, November «, 1902.
Hon. Frederick H. Gillett, M. C,

Chairman, etc.. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: In the discharge of my duty I have the honor to send you
herewith a copy of the report of the "committee on legislation for veterans
in the public service," which was submitted to, and unanimously adopted by,
the national encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, at its meeting m
Washington, D. C, October 10 last. This report explains Iteelf and is com-
mended to your attention and consideration. Especially so the recommen-
dations concerning action by the Congress. Your active assistance and sup-
port are earnestly asked to the end that legislation may follow on the lines
indicated in the report at the coming session.

It is my pleasure to advise you, also, that in G eneral Orders, No. 3, bearing
even date herewith, the committee appointed by the commander in chief
to represent the Grand Army of the Republic on the subject has beennamed
and promulgated. Said committee is constituted as follows: Joseph W. Kay,
New York; Isaac P. Mack, Ohio; Leo Eassieur, iVIissDuri; J. P. S. Gobin,
Pennsylvania; George H. Patrick, Alabama; O. H. Coulter, Kansas; Ivory G
Kimball, Washington, D. C.

Very truly, yours,
THOS. J. STEWART,

^ ,. , ., Commander in Chief.

Duplicated to home address November 25, 1003.
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_
Since then, from the convening of Congress at its second ses-

sion until now, as I am adviaedj the guns have been thundering
" along the whole line " for justice. Personally I know that the
great department of New York, through its commander, Allan C.
Bakewell, has been active. Doubtless my associates in this Ho^ise
from that State have heard from him, as I have, and the Record
since February 21 shows that department after department have
been moving in the same direction, all pleading for legislation
which should long, long ago have been enacted by the Congress
as a matter of national honor, and in the doing of which the pay-
ment of not a single dollar of appropriation is involved.

Bxit not alone is national honor overlooked by us. Something
that should be of equal moment to us aU, personal political honor,
is at stake. It has caused to be written and sent, hopeless that
other appeals would receive consideration, two letters, which I
will now read. In them is embodied a cry of anguish, the voice
of despair, caused by our neglect. Truly the veterans who pre-
served our Union of States and saved free government upon the
earth have reason to cry aloud.

Wae Veterans and Sons' Association,
Brooklyn, N. Y., February S8, 1903.

Hon. Chables Dick,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. G.

Comrade: "A friend in need is a friend indeed." In such view I write
yon. Under date 25th I have letter from General Grosvenor which is dis-
cotQ-agme. His antipathy to civil service seems to control him in the matter
of H. E. 14105. And so last evening I wrote him, inclosing a copy of my \et-
ter to GiLLETT of date 14th in which are some intimations of what happened
in Chicago and New York in the summer of 1900, based on which Major Mc-
Kinley, in his letter of acceptance, used the language quoted in inclosed re-

Eort.- My object was to fully advise the General. In my letter to Gillett
ewas refen-ed to Mr. Patne, Mr. Hanna, Mr. Scott, Mr. Manley, and Mr.

Cortelyou concerning how those words came to be written. And why? His
answer, as usual, was " consideration of my letter would be given, but he did
not ttdnk that he would be able to comply with my request for a meeting of
his committee." Personal pohtical honor is with some ipeople stronger than
that of a national character, and I suggested this in the letter referred to.

The conditions in the campaign of 1900, both as to the political situation
and tliat of the national encampment, were altogether unsatisfactorjr. As
to both the sky was overcast. A solution of all was found at a meeting at
the Palmer House, Chicago, August 28, 1900, some 40 or more leading vet-
erans, all of whomwere past commanders in chief or department command-
ers, being present from States where the situation was the worst, the out-
look most threatening. Sickles was asked to organize another whirlwind
tour, as in 1896, but emphatically refused to volunteer to do any such thing.
He did consent to act as chairman of that meeting, and appointed a com-
mittee of five to wait on some people in a representative capacity at the
Auditorium, I being one of the five. The four others went to the national
committee, stated the situation and what was wanted, which was agreed to,

viz, a change in Commissioner of Pensions and the passage of the veteran
bill then pending (Bbomwell's), as also approval of a court of pension ap-
peals bill, the latter wish being vetoed by the President later on, but con-
nrmed as to the others, and at the encampment all opposition was stifled.

Following that, the strongest organization ever perfected among veterans
was brought to bear in every doubtful locality. You will recall this.

I called personally on Saturday morning, saw Mr. Patkb, went over the
ground with him and the others then there, and, losing my return ticket to
New York, bought another, went directly to Washington, and on Labor Day
saw the President, who congratulated me; and he then and there called for
the draft of his letter of acceptance and changed it, at my suggestion, to read
as It went to the people. And then, returning to New York, the other mat-
ters were taken up, and everywhere the fighting was forced until the close

of the polls. In that campaign the Veterans' Patriotic Leiigue deserved and
received the thanks of Mr. Hanna, Mr, Manley, and Mr. Payne, in letters

to myself and others. In the name of Heaven, is the sense of honor lost en-

tirely among Americans?
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As chaii-man of the committee of the national encampment, Grand Army
of the Eepublic, it not being in politics, I could not write to Gillktt, or

Grosvbnob, or anybody else, as I now write yoti. As chairman of the ex-

ecutive committee of this association, which is political and local, and of the
which you are an honorary member and comrade, I can and do write you.
Satisfy yoursett that Iam right and then lend your aid to see that the promise
made to the representatives of the veterans by another body having a rep-
resentative capacity is carried out at this session. The time to talk and par-
ley is gone, and the time for action is at hand. Yoii are at liberty to use what
is herein written as yoti may think best. Many of those named by me can
be reached. Eegarding Mr. Gillktt simply as a " foil " to again deceive the
veterans of the nation, I will not again stand for such treatment of their
cause. And, in order that I may not longer be a party to it, have resigned
my membership and chairmanship on the Grand Army committee, and will
go at this matter as a citizen, from another direction. A copy of my letter
of resignation is sent herewith.

"When I reflect that even the change in the Pension Commissioner was
brought about only because the promise concerning it was made known to
President Roosevelt, and he, holding it to be a matter of honor which might
not be pushed aside, made the change, and under such circumstances no
Eower on the earth could have saved Evans, it seems to me that political
oKor is not regarded at its value, or as having any, except in rare instances,

and by few men. Among these I place President Roosevelt and Mr. Payne,
The latter has "stood by the guns."

When I think that nearly three years have passed since the promise of
1900, and from thirty-eight to forty-two years since the promises of the peo-
ple in the "great war" days to the men who saved the nation were made,
all being dishonored though nonperformance, it seems to me that national
honor and personal political honor, alike, must be at a low ebb. "We need
your help. We want the party in power to do our people justice, now. And
more than that is not sought.

Assm'ing you of the fraternal regard for you of our entire membership,
but having little for those whoby duplicity, low cunning, and chicanery try to
"fool all the people all the time," which has made necessary my action of
resignation and such a letter as this to you, I am,

Fraternally and truly, yours, JOS. W. KAY,
Chairman Executive Committee^

War Veterans'' and Sons'' Association.

Headquarters Grand Abmy oi' the Republic,
Office of Chaibsian Committee on Legislation

FOB VbTEKAHS in THE PUBLIC SBEVICE,
Brooklyn, N. Y., February S7, 1903.

Thosias J. Stewart, Esq.,
Commander in Chief Grand Army of the Eepublic,

Independence Hall, Philadelphia, Pa.
Comrade: In line with the reservation made by me in accepting the

chairmanship of the "committee on legislation for veterans in the public
service " at the time of my appointment thereto, by you, I hereby surrender
the charge and resign said cnairmanship and also my membership on that
committee, to take effect forthwith. I am constrained to take this action
notwithstanding the active help you have rendered, and which has also been
so generously extended to the committee in its work by many department
encampments and department commanders in their appeals to Congress,
and concerning which I am advised. This course is taken in order that I
may be free to write, as in the letter a copy of which accompanies this, what
my conscience dictates to me to say as a veteran of war and a citizen con-
cerning the treatment meted out to my comrades of long ago, and which,
having regard for my obligation as a comrade, acting for them in a repre-
sentative capacity on such committee, I am not privileged, nor permitted,
under our laws, to do.

Your active, earnest cooperation in the work of trying to secure legislation
in aid of our rank and file has been unceasing. In this my associates on the
committee and others herein referred to have rendered active help. To
that end, also, my own eflforts have been directed; but It all avails nothing.
And so, having reached "the parting of the ways," my duty to principles
greater than men and to the organization whose representative I have been
entails upon me that I sever the connection which has been to me one of
great .sacrifice—lay down the "white man's burden" and cry "quits."
When a great organization such as ours can appeal to reason and for fair

ti-eatment to the veterans of the great war to those "who have ears and hear
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not " in the Congress of the nation for, lo, these many years, there comes a
time when manhood rebels, conscience protests, and from another viewpoint
and forum than that of the Grand Army of tlie Republic the subject of decent
ti'eatment of the soldiers and sailors of the Republic mvisb be brought to
attention.

Fraternally, yours, JOS. W. KAY.

Headquarters Grand Army of the Republic,
OrpiCK OE Assistant Adjutant-General,

Albany, N. Y., Februw-y Sr, 1903.

Hon. William Sulzer,
House of JRepresentaiives, Washington, D. C

Dear Sib: I have the pleasure to aolmowledge receipt of your courteous
letter of February 24, expressing yourself interested in H. E. 14105, amenda-
tory of section 1754 of the Revised Statutes, concerning the preference of
veterans, and I am directed byDepartment Commander Bakewell to express
his appreciation of your attention. It will give him further cause for grati-
tude if you will have his request of the 21st instant mentioned in the Con-
gressional Record as a petition, and personally see the Speaker of the
House, Gen. C. H. Geosvbnoe, and Hon. F. H. Gillett, chairman of the
Committee on Reform jn the Civil Service, in the interest of action being
taken on the bill at this session. The Department Commander will be pleased
to hear from you as to probable results.

Respectfully, "WILBUR P. BROWN,
Assistant Adjutant-General.
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CUBAN RECIPROCITY.

The Democratic Party is in favor of reducing taxes

on the necessaries of life.
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SPEECH
OP

HON. WILLIAM SULZEE.
The House being in Committee of tlie Wliole on the State of the Union, and

having under consideration the hill (H. E. 1931) to carry into effect a conven-
tion hetween the United States and the Bepublic of Cuba, signed on the Uth
day of December, in the year 1902—

Mr. SULZEB said:

Mr. Chairman: The Cuban reciprocity bill, now under consid-
eration in this House, is a step in the right direction, and I shall
vote for it for that reason.
Let me say atthe outset that I am in favor of reciprocity—not

halfway recipro'city, not pretended reciprocity, but true, real
reciprocity; Democratic reciprocity, that will accomplish some-
thing for the consumer; reciprocity that will mean something to
our manufacturers; reciprocity that will continue to develop and
build up our growing trade in a greater commercial way with all

our neighbors on the Western Hemisphere and give us a more
commanding trade position of a reciprocal character with Canada,
Mexico, the West Indies, and the Central and South American
States. We need the raw material and we want the products of
these countries. They want our manufactured goods. True and
honest reciprocity with them will benefit our manuf icturers, help
our consumers , and be of inestimable advantage to those countries
and their industrious inhabitants. '

' Live and let live ' should be
our national motto regarding trade and commerce.
Reciprocity along these lines is true tariff reform, a bright har-

binger of better commercial days, a firm step forward in the right
direction, and the knitting together in closer ties of political

friendship and more amicable trade relations of all the v>Joplo in
North and South America.
Let me say now that this bill is not perfect. It does not go far

enough to meet my sanguine expectations. I indulged the hope
of better things from the Republicans in this House, and believed
that they would rise to the occasion, comply with the wishes of
the great majority of the American people, meet the Cubans half-

way, and deal fairly and honestly and justly with Cuba, so that
true reciprocal trade relations would for all time be firmly estab-

lished between the two Republics.
It is a matter, in my opinion, to be regretted, Mr. Chairman,

that this bill can not now be amended and perfected by the real

friends of reciprocity in this House who want to help Cuba on-
ward and upward, and at the same time benefit our manufactur-
ers and consumers. But the political oligarchy that controls the
proceedings in the House of Representatives has decreed other-

wise, and we are compelled to take this bill vnth all its imperfec-

tions, with all its limitations, and with all its meager concessions,

just as it is.

At the very beginning of this discussion the Committee on
Rules, composed of three Republican Members of this House,
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brotight in a oast-iron gag rule, -which the majority adopted
supinely and ohsequiotisly, notwithstanding the earnest protest

of every Democrat here assembled. The adoption of this rule

makes it impossible for us to offer an amendment to this measure,
and at the end of a few days' debate forces us to vote for or
against the bill just as it came from the Ways and Means Com-
raittee. We are prevented from perfecting the bill. We are
shut off from offering a single amendment. Any motion is

quickly ruled "out of order," and we must take the bill or leave
it, just as a few Republicans on the coiamittee which reported it

desire.

Stich aproceeding is a travesty on intelligent legislation, violates
all parliamentary precedent, and makes a farce of the popular
branch of the lawmaking power.

I protest against this tyrannical rule. It makes the Merabers of
this House mere automatons, legislation here a laughingstock,
and representative government a stumbling-block. We have 388
Members in this House, and 385 of them by virtue of these gag
rules are simply figureheads. We sit here day in and day out
simply to vote now and then '

' yea " or " nay. '

' We are the play-
things of a legislative triumvirate. This Committee on Rules,
composed "of the Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Dalzell] , and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gbosvenoe]

,
prac-

tically runs the House. These three Members are omnipotent

—

we propose and they dispose. That is about all there is to-day to
the historic House of Representatives. We might as well stay
home and delegate to the Committee on Rules the little privilege
we have left, to cast our votes. The House of Representatives is

no longer a deliberative body. It is the creature of this legisla-
tive triumvirate. We have no chance to construct legislation:
no opportunity to perfect contemplated laws. If we have ability
and desire to initiate and have qonsidered legislation demanded
by our constituents and the people generally, we can not do so.

A minority Member has to-day no opportunity in this House, and
a majority Member very little. No other parliamentary body in
the world would tolerate the gag-act proceedings of the three Re-
publican Members of the anomalous Committee on Rules. It is

a disgrace to our manhood, an insult to our intelligence, an as-
sault on our legislative rights, a blow to parliamentary govern-
ment, and a perversion of the Constitution. How much longer
shall we submit to it? How much longer shall this triumvirate
continue? For one, I am tired of it. I cry out against it, and say
it must be stopped. It can be stopped if we assert our rights and
have the courage to maintain them.
Now, sir, I say this and I mean it—I shall continue to say it

just so long as the Republican gag rule is enforced. I wanted to
offer several amendments to this bill. In the first place, I wished
to amend the bill by reducing the tariff tax one-half on all goods,
wares, and merchandise going into Cuba from this country or
coming into this country from Cuba. This bill proposes a reduc-
tion of 30 per cent of existing tariff taxes. I am in favor of a 80
per cent reduction. That would be little enough, and it would
do some good and mean real reciprocity. Here is an opportunity
to secure gennme reciprocity. I want to offer this amendment
makmg the tariff-tax reduction 50 per cent instead of 30 p«r cent,
as proposed m the bill, but the Republicans refuse to permit
me to do it. Why? Because they fear it might be agreed to, and
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that, forsooth, would hurt some sheltered monopoly intrenched
behind their high protective-tariff walls. How much longer will
the American people be deceived by Republican hypocrisy regard-
ing the tariff-made trusts?
In the second place, I intended to propose an amendment to the

bill, striking out the differential and eliminating the color restric-
tion now in the present law on sugar imported into this country
from Cuba. If this were done, there would be no shelter to monop-
oly, competition in the manufacture of sugar wouldbe free and un-
trammeled, and the price of sugar to the consumer materially re-
duced. Sugar is one of the necessaries of life. Its price is one
of the great items of household expenses to every family in the
land. There is a tariff tax of about $7 a barrel on sugar under
the present law. This tax is a hunger tax. It is a Ilepublican
tariff tax. The consumer pays it. It should be repealed. There
should be no tax on sugar. If this tax were taken off, the price
of sugar in this cotrntry to the consumer would be reduced about
one-half—quite an item of expense to every household. Here is

an opportunity to give cheaper sugar to the consumers of our
country, but the Republicans oppose it and decline to permit us
to offer the amendment for fear it will be adopted. You are
afraid to go on record on this question. What a spectacle! The
Democratic party is in favor of reducing taxes on the necessaries
of life. The Republican party is opposed to all tariff-tax reduc-
tion, even where the tariff shelters monopoly. No tinkering with
the tariff is the mandate of the Republican party even where
trust-made goods are sold by tariff-protected industries cheaper
in foreign countries than at home. The tariff is a tax on con-
sumption, and the consumer pays the tax. This high protective
tariff question, which robs the many for the benefit of the few,
is one of the leading issues between the Democratic and Repub-
lican parties, and will be submitted to the people in the next na-
tional campaign for their decision.
Another amendment, sir, I proposed to offer to this bill is to the

effect that all goods, wares, and merchandise going into Cuba
from the United States, or coming into this country from Cuba,
shall be carried in American or Cuban ships—built in Cuba or the
United States, carrying the American or the Cuban flag, and
manned by Cuban or American sailors. If this amendment
were adopted it would do something to aid the restoration of
the American merchant marine. Republican policies have
driven American ships and the American flag from the high
seas.

Here is an opportunity, to some extent, to restore the flag to
the ocean, but the Republicans refuse to permit me to offer the
amendment. "Why? Because the Republican Members would
not dare to go on record in this House against restoring the
American flag and American ships to the high seas. What a
spectacle of commercial selfishness, monopolistic greed, and po-
litical shortsightedness the Republican party in this House pre-
sents to-day! The Republican Members of the House do not dare
to go on I'ecord against these suggested amendments. They seek
refuge in the gag rule of the legislative triumvirate, which pro-

tects them from going on record, and makes legislation in this

House a sham and a farce. The Republicans are in the majority
here. They are responsible to the people for this condition of

affairs. The minority Members are precluded from offering a
S684
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single amendment. We are compelled to vote for or against this

bill just as it comes from the committee. It is an outrage, and I

protest against it.

Notwithstanding the fact, Mr. Chairman, that I am prevented

from offering the amendments I have referred to, it is my inten-

tion to vote for this bill on the theory that half a loaf is better

than no bread, and that a step in the right direction is better than
standing still. I believe that reciprocal commerce between this

country and Cuba and Canada and our immediate neighbors in

Central and South America should be as free and untrammeled
as possible, consistent with the needs of revenue for economical
governmental administration, and with a view of not disturbing

honest industry or legitimate eifort among our own producers

and manufacturers. I trtist the day is not far distant when
we shall have reciprocity with the Dominion of Canada, with
Mexico, with the West Indies, and with all the Central and South
American Republics. We should make it to the interest of these

countries to trade with us, and the self-interest established by
reciprocal trade will ever constitute the strongest tie of lasting •

friendship, of permanent peace, and of material prosperity for all

concerned.
Last spring, Mr. Chairman, I visited Cuba, and was greatly

impressed by all I saw during my sojourn there. It is a genial

land of sunshine and shadow—a veritable wonderland—rich in

natural resources beyond the dreams of avarice. It is a great
field for the man who wants to get on and succeed. No one need
ever be hungry in Cuba. Her climate is ideal; her skies more
beautiful than Italy's; her days an everlasting summer's dream;
her air the most healthful in the world; her people generous,
courteous, and hospitable; her valleys the garden of the Lord;
her landscape so beatitiful no painter can picture it and no poet ad-
equately describe it. Cuba is the land of perpetual flowers, of
stately royal palms, the Bohemia of the di'eamer, generous in trop-

ical fruits, the home for the painter and the poet, the paradise of

all the islands of the sea—one long, harmonious, brilliant, inde-
scribable mental melody. It will soon become the greatest win-
ter resort in the world. As Mr. James Gordon Bennett said to
me in Habana, in beauty, climate, and scenery, Cuba far sur-

passes the Riviera or any other part of the Mediterranean. I was
impressed most favorably by everything I saw in Cuba. The
climate so dreamy and so salubrious; the indescribable beauty of
the magnificent scenery—odoriferous forever and a day with en-
chanting and entrancing perfumes; her vast undeveloped re-

sources; the richness of the soil; her quaint towns and cities and
villages resplendent in subdued colors of pale pink and lemion
yellow and baby blue—remindful of the Orient—and full in every
place with historical reminiscences bringing to memory myriads
of patriotic thoughts and to recollection hundreds of heroic deeds
from the days of Columbus to the present time. And then the
quiet—the peaceableness of her people , so law-abidingand so differ-

ent from the helter-skelter turmoil, the nervous hurry, and the
everlasting rush of the people of higher latitudes.
The Cubans have many problems to work out as the youngest

Republic in the world, but destiny is with them and they will
solve all difficulties of self-government successfully. I have no
fears for the Republic of Cuba. It has taken Its place among the
nations of the earth, and success, happiness, contentment, and
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prosperity will ever follow its 'bright new flag; and tlie island
country will as the years come and go become greater and grander
and more glorious^a gladsome demonstration that the Cubans
are capable of self-government and have the ahility to work out
tmaided and aione their own future.
Tomas Estrada Palma is making a splendid President of Cuba.

He is the right man in the right place. His administration is

giving general satisfaction among all the people throiaghout the
island, and under his sagacious and patriotic guidance the Cuban
Kepublic is moving along successfully and harmoniously. Great
credit is due President Palma. He is Cuba's first, and will go
into history as one of her greatest, Executives. He has the ahso-
lute confidence of everyone, and is doing an enormous work with
a quiet heroism thatcommands respect and speaks more eloquently
than words for Cuba's radiant future.
The Cubans w-eleome capital from the States to invest there and

encourage in every way in their power northern progress ami
energy and enterprise. They know it is to their advantage.
They realize its benefits. They see what Mr. Van Home has ac-
complished in two years for their country. He has opened up
Cuba's possibilities with a wand of raagic, htiilt and equipped a
modem railroad fI'om the west to the east, made Habana and San-
tiago walk hand in hand—sister provinces—added millions and
millions of untold wealth to her values, mad« possible thousands
and thousands of new homes and new towns, annihilated distance
and made the Cubans, from one end of the island to the other,
united and one. He has done and is doing a wonderful work for
Cuba. No one who has not been there can fully conceive it. But
the far-seeing Cubans fully appreciate it. Mr. Van Home is to-

day Cuba's pioneer of progress, the advance agent of her coming
higher civilization, the helper or humanity, the guide of the com-
ing generations, who blazes the trail through the primeval forests

that happiness may follow his handiwork.
Mr. Chairman, let me reiterate what I have frequently said be-

fore on this floor, that I am now, always have been, and always
will be the friend of Cuba. The Record will show that ever
since I have been a Member of this House I have done all in my
power for the Cuban people. I am glad the Cuban Republic has
taken her place among the nations of the earth. May success,

happiness, prosperity, and domestic tranquillity abide with her
forever.
The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our

sacred obligations to Cuba. We granted her the freedom and
the independence promised. We have launched this young Re-
public upon the ocean of nations, and said to all the world, Cuba
is free and independent. We must say to, every nation she is our
creation—a daughter of the great Republic—and any interference

with her will be an act unfriendly to the United States.

But that is not all. We must grant her immediate trade relief.

In a commercial way she is at our mercy. This is not her fault

—

it is our fault. Congi'ess has made it practically impossible for

Cuba to market her products in other countries ; they must be sold

here, and they can not be sold in this country at present except at a
loss, unless our tariff law is repealed or modified. This must be
done at once—it should have been done months ago. The situa-

tion is serious and admits no further delay. The people want
Congress to act, and our honor demands the immediate enact-
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ment of a liberal reciprocity law. We must keep our word

—

our
faith is pledged.
The Republican party is responsible for this deplorable com-

mercial condition, The Republican party, wedded to its high
protective-tariff policy, would rather see the conxmercial destruc-
tion of Cuba than consent to reduce its present system of out-
rageous high-tariff taxes.

When the Congress adopted the so-called Piatt amendment,
which I am glad I voted against, and which, in my judgment, never
should have been adopted, it took an unfair advantage of Cuba;
but when the amendment finally became a law the Cubans ac-

cepted it in good faith, and at our request wrote it into their con-
stitution. By virtue of that amendment Cuba is commercially at
our mercy to-day and unable to make treaties of a commercial
character with other nations. Under the circumstances it seems
to me that it is now incumbent on this Government to grant trade
relief to Cuba, so that her products can be admitted into this
country and sold without a loss.

So, sir, I shall vote for this bill because I am in favor of doing
something now for Cuba. I want to see Cuba prosperous. I will
vote for any measure to reduce the present tariff duties between
this country and Cuba. In my judgment we should iiave free
trade with Cuba. It would be beneficial to us and advantageous
to the Cubans. It would help the people of both countries, com-
mercially, financially, and politically. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]
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The friends of the letter carriers' bill will never cease thoir

efforts until it is written on the statute books of our country.

SPEECH
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OF NEW YORK,
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WM. SULZER
The Honso being In Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

Union, and having under consideration the hill (H. R. 13531) making appro-
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes-

Mr. SULZER said:

Mr. Chairman: I move to strike out the paragraph under con-
sideration and substitute the following, -which I ask the Clerk to
report.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to

strike out the paragraph under consideration, and offers a sub-
stitute, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Free-delivery service: For pay of letter carriers in offices already estab-
lished, and for substitute letter carriers, and for temporary carriers at sum-
mer resorts, holiday, election, and emergency service, S23,:io0,000. Provided,
however. That the Postmaster-G-eneral is hereby authorized in his discretion
on and after June 30, 1904, to pay letter carriers in cities of more than 75,000

population for the first year of service. $600; for the second year of service,

$800; for the third year of service, $1,000; for the fourth year of service and
thereafter $1,200; and after June 30, 1904, to pay letter carriers in cities of
a population of under 75,000 for the first year of service, $G0O; for the second
year of service, $800; for the third year of service and thereafter, $1,000.

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, against that I make the
point of order for the same reason. It is identically the same pro-

vision.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the

point of order.
Mr. SULZER. On that, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
New York on the point of order.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion I do not think

the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.

Oveestreet] is well taken with regard to this provision. The
substitute just offered by myself is not in derogation of existing

law and does not in any way change the law or place any limita-

tion upon existing law. It simply gives the Postmaster-General

a discretionary power to increase the pay of letter carrier.s. It is

not mandatory in any sense, and hence it does not violate the rule.

It provides that this money is appropriated for the pay of letter

carriers, and leaves it in the discretion of the Postmaster-General

whether he wants to increase their pay or not. I do not think it

comes within the rule of the House, and, in my judgment, I do

not think the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana

is well taken, and I trust, in the interest of fair play and simple

justice, the point of order will be nverruled, Let us be fair; let
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us be honest; let us be just; and, finally, let us pay the efficient,

hard-working letter carriers decent wages, so that they can live

lite honest, hard-working, respectable American citizens. That
is all I want to say now, so far as this point of order is concerned.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Chair

understands that the salaries of letter carriers are now provided by
law. The amendments offered by the gentleman from California

were in the form of limitations; the present amendment alters

the existing law by vesting in the Postmaster-General the discre-

tion to pay increased salaries. No question as to a limitation
arises. It is a positive enactment, changing the existing law pre-
scribing the salaries and vesting in the Postmaster-General the
discretion to increase them. The Chair therefore sustains the
point of order.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move now to strike out the

last word, in order to get recognition to say what I want to say
for the letter carriers of our country. I am now, always have
been, and always will be their friend. For many years the letter

carriers have been endeavoring to get fair, just, honest, decent
pay from the Government of the United States. Th« people of
this country, who are really the Govemnaent, are in favor, in my
opinion, of paying the letter carriers a just day's pay for an honest
day's work. That is all that is asked for. "These letter carriers
are the hardest worked, the most honest, the most efficient, the
most competent, and the most obliging, courteous, and industrious
employees of the Government; and they are the poorest paid.
Do not forget that. It is a shame the way these men are com-
pelled to work for a mere pittance, not enough to keep body and
soul together. It is a disgrace to this great and wealthy Republic.
They can not afford to bring their children up as children should
be reared, and properly fed, and decently clothed, and sent to
school, so that they will malje honest men and good women and
become fearless and patriotic citizens.
Mr. Chairman, I have received thousands and thousands of pe-

titions from people all over this country which read as follows:

Mr. William Sflzeb,
House of Bepresentatives, Washington, Z>. C.

I believe that the letter carriers are entitled to the increase of pay that
they so fearnestly desire. Their faithfulness, integrity, and energy m trans-
acting the business of the people should certainly be recognized and re-
warded, considering the fact that they are ill paid now. They suffer much
from exposure, are docked when they miss a day's work, and there are no
pensions for them.

Otto Boet,
IQO St. Maries Place, New York City.

Now, sir, I want to state that in every Congress since I have
been here a bill has been introduced for the relief of the letter
carriers. In five different Congresses—namely, the Fifty-fourth,
the Fifty-fifth, the Fifty-sixth, the Fifty-seventh, and the Fifty-
eighth—I had the honor of introducing such a bill myself, and I
worked as hard as I could—before the committee, with Members
of the House, in season and out of season—continually to get a
favorable report, but all in vain. I never could get the Repub-
licans on the committee to report the bill and do justice to the
deserving letter carriers of the country. Time and time again on
the floor of this House I have pleaded for just pay and'decent
treatment for these faithful employees.



Let me say to tlte Members of this House tliat on the 10th day
of last November I reintroduced the letter carriers' bill, which
reads as follows:

A iDill (H. E. 835) to increase the pay of letter carriers.

Be it enacted, etc. That after June 30, 1904, the pay of letter carriers in
cities of more than 75,000 population for the first year of service shall be $600;
for the second year of service shall be $S00; for the third year of service shall
be $1,000; for the fourth year of service and thereafter shall be 51,200. And
after June 30, 1904, the pay of letter carriers in cities of a population of under
75,000 for the first year of service shall be $600; for the second year of service,
$800; for the third year of service and thei-eafter, $1,000.

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby
repealed.

If there ever was a bill introduced in this House that ought to
appeal to every Member as a matter of right and justice, it is this
letter carriers' "bill. The bill was referred to the Cbmmittee on
the Post-OfiBce and Post-Eoads. It is there now. It is sleeping
in that committee, and it will never wake up, never come out.
That is all there is to it—a most commendable bill. Why should
it not be reported? Why should it be smothered in the commit-
tee? Why should it not be presented to the House and the Mem-
bers given an opportunity to vote for it or against it? We want
a record on this bill. We want to fix responsibility, and the Re-
publicans in this House are responsible and can not evade that
responsibility.

The letter carriers' bill, now peacefully and silently slumber-
ing in committee, has the support of over 1,450 petitions, cover-
ing nearly 2,000,000 names. One petition from New York City
has on it 327,000 names. Eesolutions from over 3,100 organiza-
tions, representing labor unions, boards of trade, business men's
leagues, independent organizations, and fraternal associations,

indorsed it. These came from all parts of the country. State
legislatures, city councils, and In fact every organization of any
kijad, political, religious, and economic, have asked that this bill

be passed, but still it sleeps. Not only that, but over 400 news-
papers, daily and weekly, have supported the bill editorially.

The demand that Congress take action on this bill has become
general, but nothing is done. Why not? Ask the Republican
members of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.
Mr. Chairman, let me say again, I am a friend of the letter car-

riers. The Grovemment in aU its service has no more honest, no
more tireless, no more faithful employees. These men are the
most efficient, the hardest worked in all the country's service, and
the poorest paid. The letter carriers of the land are compelled to

toil day in and day out, in sunshine and in storm, in winter and
in summer, in all kinds of weather, sometimes eighteen hours out
of thetwenty-four; and taking all other employees in the various

Departments of the Federal Government as a basis for comparison

,

it can not be denied that the letter carriers render the most and
the hardest work for the smallest remuneration.
Now, sir, why is it when every Democrat, I believe, on this

side of the House is anxious for a favorable report on this bill, is

anxious to have it passed, is anxious to vote for it to make it a

law, why is it, I ask, that the Republicans in this House smother
the bill every session in the committee? Why is the Republican
party against the letter carriers' bill? Is it because a few Repub-
lican leaders of this House are opposed to giving the letter car-

riers decent wages? Or is it because the Republicans are so busy
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legislating for monopoly th.at they have no time to legislate for

-man? And to think of it! The chairman of the committee, the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Oveestrket] , has the brazen au-

dacity to rise in his place in this House and assert that this great
o-overnment can not afford to pay the letter carriers and postal

employees decent wages! And in the face of the fact that we
have in the Treasury a surplus of over $224,000,000, the largest

surplus in all our history, and every dollar taken from the pockets
of the taxpayers.

There is a general sentiment, an urgent demand, from all over
this country in favor of this bill to increase the pay of the letter

.

carriers so that they shall be able to live decently. I have made
a great many speeches in this House in favor of the letter carriers.

After the action of the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices
to-day I am of the opinion, and I want the letter carriers of the
country to understand it, that they will never get their wages in-

creased so long as the Republican party Is in power in this House
and can stop it. [Applause.]
Now, sir, I want to read an editorial from the New York Ameri-

can, one of the greatest newspapers in this country, owned, pub-
hshed, and edited by my distinguished colleague, William Ran-
dolph Hearst, which expresses my views and ideas upon this

question better than any words of mine. The editorial was pub-
lished on Wednesday, March 33, 1904, and is as follows:

IHB LETTER CARRIER THE POOREST PAID MAN TS THE UNITED STATES-
LET HIM HAVE DECENT -WAGES FOR WORK THAT IS HARD AND EXPOSES
HIM TO CONSTANT DANQER OF SICKNESS.

In keeping with their attitude toward those who earn their bread in the
sweat of their face, the EepuWicans in the lower House of Congress yester-
day, by the brutal force of a majority, rejected a plea for additional pay to
the letter carriers of the United States.

Representative Livernash moved for an Increase in the general appro-
priation bill in order that the letter carriers could be more decently paid.

The motion was rejected, and rejected by the Republican majoritj^.
The demand for increased pay to the letter carriers is just. It is not a

favor to these public servants. Increased pay is their right. They are the
poorest paid men of all the thousands working for the United States.

Their scale of wages was fixed in 1878. They are paid at beginning §600 a
year. Then, after several years, they are paid $800 a year, and if they live
long enough, escaping the dangers of pneumonia and other disease incident
to the ezposiire they undergo, they get $1,000 a year.

But the letter carrier must work every day. He is docked for a day's ab-
sence. If he is sick he must lose his wages. When he gets old he draws no
peasion.

There is no reward for long or faithful service on the part of the letter
carrier. If he would better his condition he must seek employment in an-
other line of work.
A scale of wages made in 1878 may have been fair then, but such a scale is

manifestly small now. The cost of food, of clothing, and all things incident
to human life has increased since 1878, but the letter carrier is asked to work
now for wages fixed under conditions that obtained over twentv years ago.

'

The United States Government should be liberal in payment of wages.
The Government should give an example of fair dealing to the nrivate em-
ployer.

In the case of the letter carrier the Government afEords an example of
&t nginess that would do credit to a miser.
But the Government is not a living thing. It is what the majority in Con-

gress makes it. That majority in Congress is Republican. The Republicans
are asked to make it so that honest toilers can get decent wages, and they
refuse.

This is more than a party question. It is a matter of humanity. Thou-
sands of men in responsible positions in cities all over the United States, rni-
dergoing hardships that will wreck the constitution of any human being, are
asking tor enough money to live decently, to educate their children and give
them something to live on when they are old. They can not in person make
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tlie demawds. Their case is in Congress, and yet tlie majority in Congress
rejects an effort made in their behalf.

Write to yonr Member of Congress and aslr him to vote for the bill to give
letter carriers better pay. They are honest men. They work hard. They
are held to the observance of the strictest rules, and they are more poorly
paid than any other class of -workingmen in the TJnited States, considering
the character of their duties.
Demand that the Republican majority, for once in its career, cease its op-

po ition to decent treatment for men who labor for a living.
Let it be made so that the United States will always be a generous em-

ployer of labor and a fair paymaster.

[Applause.]
Tliat editorial tells the truth. Written by a sincere fI'iend of the

wage-earners, it tells the truth in trumpet tones. It expresses
my sentiments, and you must answer it. This matter can not be
longer ignored. It can not be whistled down the wind. It is

here to stay until justice is done. You must meet it, and sooner
or later you will be forced to go on record and vote for it or against
it, because the friends of the letter carriers' bill will never cease
their efforts until it is written on the statute books of our country.
[Applause.]
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA.

Committee on Territories,
April Jp, 1901^.

The committee met at 10.30 o'clock a. m., Hon. Edward L. Hamil-
ton in the chair.

The Chairman. Gentlemen, Mr. Sulzer is with us this morning,
and if there is no objection we will hear him in favor of his bill for
Territorial government for Alaska. You can proceed, Mr. Sulzer.

STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM SULZER.

Mr. Sulzer. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, on the
first day of the meeting of this Congress—namely, on the lOth day of
November, 1903—I introduced a bill to provide for Territorial gov-
ernment for the District of Alaska. The bill was referred to and is

now pending before this committee.
This bill has been approved by a great majority of the people of

Alaska and is what they want—Territorial government. That is, sir,

what the people up there want, and that is what they ought to have.
It is right, and it is American. Alaska is just as much entitled to
Territorial government to-day as Arizona or New Mexico. If we fol-

low the precedents of the past we can not withhold this boon from the
people of Alaska. They are fairly entitled to it.

In the light of all precedents and the experience of the past their

population warrants it. For the benefit of those who know not, I

insert a table which shows the population of 12 different States and
Territories about the time they were given representation. Many of
them had a representative for some time before the enumeration had
been made which brought forth these figures. Probably at the time
of their receiving Delegate privileges this population did not average
3,000 whites in each Territory, and they had very little but agricul-

tural matters to look after, with no comparison in commercial affairs

to Alaska to-day.
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In 1890 the census of Alaska showed a population of 32,052. The
census report for 1900 gives the population of Alaska as 63,592. When
we consider the vast diiEcultj? attendant upon the full and correct

enumeration of population in thickley settled and more accessible

districts, and how frequent! j' the statement is made even in large cities

that the census enumerators failed to properly enumerate and return
a considerable per cent of the population, then how much more likely

is it that in a district like Alaska, a vast expanse of territory with
wideljr scattered towns, settlements, and mining camps, isolated and
separated, without railroad and telegraphic communications—how
much more likely is it, 1 sa^^ that where conditions like these exist

that the census enumeration has not been full and complete ?

I submit, in view of the foregoing, that it is not an extravagant

'

estimate to place the present population of the Territorj^ of Alaska at

100,000
' people, and this population will undoubtedly increase in a

greater ratio during the next few j^ears than it has in the past.

The number of white people were less than 5,000 in 1890, with a
very large jjortion of the remainder Indians and mixed. This great
increase during the last ten years has not been caused by the births of
natives. The Indian is rapidly passing away, so that the majority of
the present population of 63,592 are beyond question whites who have
emigrated from the States. These persons dominate the Territor_v,
and in a short time, through the evolution of nature, the native Indian
will have become a tradition.

Now, Mr. Chairman, by way of comparison, let me cite 5^ou a few
cases. In the record of Territorial organizations we find that Nebraska,
embracing all the district of country lying between the Missouri Eiver
and the Rocky Mountains and extending from the iOth degree of lati-

tude to ,the boundary line between the United States and Canada, was
made a Territory in 1854, with a population too insignificant to be
mentioned in the report of the preceding census, if, indeed, it were
ascertainable. Yet we find that six years later it had attained a popu-
lation of only 28,841—less than half that of Alaska in 1900. The
Territory of Dakota, embracing what are now the States of North and
South Dakota, was organized in 1861, having for two years previous
maintained a provisional government of her own, although she was
credited by the census of 1860 with a population of only 4,837, which,
owing to the unsettled state of the country induced by the great civil
war during that decade, increased to the extent of only 9,544 in the
next succeeding ten years.
The capital was established at Yankton, in the extreme southeastern

end of what is now the State of South Dakota, distant from the most
remote settlements little, if any, less than 700 miles. There were no
railroads or wagon roads, and the means of communication, except
between Missouri River points, were not only more primitive than is

now the case in Alaska, but at the same time far more expensive and
dangerous. The country was a vast wilderness of treeless prairie, arid
plains, and "bad lands," which, but for the building of subsidized rail-
roads in advance of settlement, would never have become the home of
any considerable number of white men. It was not then known to
possess any of the great natural resources of which Alaska can now
truthfully boast, and had the little handful of hardy pioneers who set
up a government of their own in advance of Territorial organization
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been subjected to the operation of a policy similar to that which long
ago obtained in the government of Alaska, and is still in vogue, it is

not improbable that what are now two great and prosperous States of
the Union would have remained to this daj'^, figuratively speaking, a
wilderness.

And so, sir, with manj^ if not all, of the Territories when they were
first organized. The facts and the figures conclusively prove that

Alaska is more entitled now to Territorial government than any of the
Territories organized in the years gone by west of the Mississippi

River. Why should we deprive the citizens of Alaska of Territorial

government? Is there a man here that can give any answer, except
the logical answer that Alaska should become a Territory with all the

rights of a Territory?
Mr. Chairman, the district of Alaska is a vast domain lying in the

extreme northwestern corner of the North American continent, on
Bering Sea and the North Pacific. It comprises an area of about
577,390 statute square miles, with a seacoast of 26,000 miles, or nearly

two and one-half times the seacoast of the balance of the United States.

The district was acquired by purchase by the United States from Rus-
sia for 17,200,000, and the boundaries as laid down in the treaty of

cession of March 30, 1867, are: "Commencing from the southernmost
point of the island called 'Prince of Wales Island,' which point lies in

the parallel of 54° 40' north latitude, and between the one hundred
and thirty-first and one hundred and thirty-third degrees of west longi-

tude (meridian of Greenwich), the said line shall ascend to the north

along the channel called Portland Canal as far as the point of the con-

tinent where it strikes the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude; from
this last-mentioned point the line of demarcation shall follow the sum-
mit of the mountains situated parallel to the coast as far as the point

of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first degree of west longi-

tude (of the same meridian), and finally from the said point of inter-

section the said meridian line of the one hundred and forty-first degree

in its prolongation as far as the Fi'ozen Ocean.
" With reference to the line of demarcation laid down in the preced-

ing article it is understood, first, that the island called ' Prince of

Wales Island' shall belong wholly to Russia (now, by cession, to the

United States); second, that whenever the summit of the mountains

which extend in a direction parallel to the coast from the fifty-sixth

degree of north latitude to the point of intersection of the one hundred

and forty-first degree of west longitude shall prove to be at the dis-

tance of more than 10 marine leag-ues from the ocean, the limit

between the British possessions and the line of coast which is to belong

to Russia as above mentioned (that is to say, the limit of the posses-

sions ceded by this convention) shall be formed by a line parallel to

the winding of the coast, and which shall never exceed the distance of

10 marine leagues therefrom. The western limits, within which the

territories and dominion conveyed are contained, passes through a

point in Bering Straits on the parallel of 65 degrees 30 minutes north

latitude, and its intersection by the meridian which passes midway

between the island of Krusenstern, or Ignalook, and the island of

Ratmanofi[, or Noonarbook, and proceeds due north, without limita-

tion, into the same frozen ocean. The same western limitation,

beginning at the same initial point, proceeds thence in a course nearly
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southwest through Bering Straits and Bering Sea, so as to pass mid-

way between the northwest point of the island of St. Lawrence and

the southeast point of Cape Choukotski, to the meridian of 172 west

longitude; thence from the intersection of that meri4_ian, in a south-

westerly direction, so as to pass midway between the island of Attou

and the Copper Island of the Kormandorski couplet or group in the

North Pacific Ocean, to the meridian of 193 degrees west longitude,

so as to include in the territory conveyed the whole of the Aleutian

Islands east of the meridian."

This is the vast domain of land ceded to the United States from

Russia by the treaty in 1867, and the American people will never con-

sent to give up an inch , of it to any other country. It is ours and it

must always be ours.

When this country in 1867 paid Russia $7,200,000 in gold com for

the Territory of Alaska, a great outcry arose over the shameful extrava-

gance of the Government. We had purchased, it was allegedby these

fault-finders, a barren waste of snow and ice, an arctic region inca-

pable of cultivation, whose only treasure was the seals that might be

killed along its coast. The Administration had squandered the money
of the people, and shrewd Russia was laughing in her sleeve over our

simplicity!

It is possible that Russia did laugh in her sleeve over the simplicity

that she imagined she had discovered, but it is certain that by this

time she has changed her laugh to a sigh over the results of her own
shortsightedness, for Alaska is recognized to-day as one of the most
important gold-producing lands in the world. Her mines are the

mecca of armies of prospectors, who go there to search for the precious

ore that is the foundation of the money systems of the commercial
world. She has returned to us in gold ore alone a thousand times

more than we paid Russia for her possession, and the sources of her

golden treasure have as yet scarcely been scratched.

But it is not only in mineral wealth that Alaska promises to be a

valuable territory. That claim alone would be ample justification for

the purchase of the arctic land, but she has other claims to add to this.

Had anybody predicted, when the negotiation for her sale was con-

ducted, that she could ever assume to be an agricultural country, he
would have been regarded as a fit subject for treatment in a lunatic

asylum. But we are progressing in knowledge. The Agricultural
Department has been investigating, and it now announces that certain

crops can be raised in Alaska at a good profit, and that great herds of

cattle will thrive in her friendly climate.

Thus the purchase of Alaska promises to be one of the wisest things
ever accomplished by our Government.
The great speech of Charles Sumner, delivered in the United States

Senate in favor of the purchase of Alaska, in the light of to-day reads
like a marvelous prophecy. Alaska ceased years ago to be called
" Seward's foil}'." No amount of money could buy it from us to-day,

and ultimately it will make three great States of the Union—and no
doubt they will becalled "Alaska," " Seward," and " Sumner." What
a monument Alaska is to-day to the wisdom and far-sighted states-

manship of Charles Sumner and William H. Seward!
In my opinion, fortified by the judgment of the great majority of

the population of the district of Alaska, whose best men have not
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only recommended it, but have urged it as an absolute necessity at
this time, I submit that the Congress should no longer delay the right
of these people to Territorial government.

It is a tenet of our American creed that proper elective representa-
tion is the heritage of our citizenship. Whatever may have been the
needs and the requirements of the limitations of Alaska in the past, I
think the time has now arrived when it is not only feasible for its

inhabitants to elect and have Delegate representation in the House of
Representatives, but that its absolute necessity makes it a matter of
right which we should heed by speedy action.

Alaska is a district whose prospects, resources, and commercial and
political importance have heretofore been almost wholly unappreciated
by most people. Even now, in the period of Alaska's marvelous
development, the first thought of many persons is that a Delegate
would be a doubtful experiment and an unnecessary expense, when,
in fact, of all our outlying Territories, Alaska is the one whose needs
in this respect are paramount. Its isolation, distance, and peculiar
surroundings as to climate, soil, resources, business, and trade condi-

tions, as well as population, render it impossible for Congress to fully

recognize its wants and exigencies.

Alaska has an area of over 577,000 square miles. It would cover one-
sixth of the territory of the United States proper. Its resources are
simply wonderful, with its mines of gold, silver, copper, and coal, its

mighty forests of merohantabletimber, its rich wealth of fur-bearing ani-

mals, its enormous fisheries of seal, whale, salmon, cod, and halibut, and
its already great and commanding commercial and political importance.
And then, in connection with all this, comes the voice of a resistless

and increasing flow of the most manlj^ virile, and hardy people in the
world, who say, "Give us the protection of an interested and sympa-
thetic government and we will not only support ourselves, but we will

return direct into the United States Treasury revenues many times

multiplying the amount of her investment by purchase."

At this point the expense of an election and the salary of a Delegate
might well be considered. This country is a large territory of the

primeval ruggedriess of nature, unmitigated in part with long stretches

of snow and ice and a scattered population. There may be incon-

veniences in an election on the frontier to which we are not accustomed,

but that is the daily incident of their lives. Tenacity of purpose and
power of endurance are the two essential qualities that took them there.

They have great interests to be looked after, and they say, "We want
a man at Washington who knows us, our country, and our business to

represent us and our interests."

It will be of some inconvenience and expense, but they are asking

the privilege to incur whatever inconvenience it may be to hold an

election. After that the only question for us to consider is: Is it rea-

sonable and practicable? Those who seem to be most competent to

judge sav it is. As to the expense, they pay it. That is all there is

to that.
' While discussing this phase of the subject I desire to insert

a statement from the Treasury Department showing the revenues and

expenditures of the government of Alaska for the fiscal year 1900.

This shows a balance in favor of the Treasury in the splendid figures

of $282,950, out of which to pay the expense of an election every

two years.



Statement of revenues and expenditures in Alaska, fiscal year 1900.

EEVENUES.

Customs $57, 623. 62

Public lands 2,376.32

Taxonfeal skins 224,476.47

Rent of Fox Islands 1,200.00
License fees 157,234.94

Total 442,911.35

EXPENDITUKES.

Expenses of Territorial government $28, 655. 98
Salaries of agents at seal fisheries 11, 473. 41
Expenses, office of marshal, etc 17, 969. 90
PubUc buildings 475. 39
Refuge station. Point Barrow 106. 67
Alaskan boundary survey 500. 00
Education of children 32, 970. 62
Education of Indians 4, 364. 30
Protecting fisheries 5, 512. 47
Expenses of steamer Albatross 9, 830. 93
Supplies for native inhabitants 19, 100. 38
Building for United States courts 722. 76
Reindeer for Alaska 12, 746. 68
Expenses, office of surveyor-general 4, 800. 00
Maps of Alaska 18. 50
Survey of the Yukon River 9, 780. 69
Relief of people in mining regions 932. 48

Total 159,961.16

But, aside from the question of expense, why should they not have
Territorial government at this time ? In the first place, there is a large
and ever-increasing body of the best kind of American citizens in
Alaska—pioneers who are willing to forego the ease and luxury of
life in the States to develop that great country. The best blood of a
nation flows in the veins of its pioneers. They are the advance guard of
progress. They have opened up in Alaska a mine of wealth that the
world never dreamed of. They have made Alaska commercially great,
and for a decade have felt the need and practicabilit}'- of a Delegate,,
and have been asking it from our hands for years. " To-day, with a
population doubled since the last census was taken and material finan-
cial interests increased in a still greater ratio, they ask you for this,

legislation.

The bill under consideration gives the people of Alaska the right of
self-government, to vote for and to elect a Delegate from Alaska to the
House of Representatives who shall have the same rights and the same
privileges in this body as a Delegate from any of the other Territories
in the United States. Alaska is entitled to that. No one can deny it.

Her people should be heard on this floor, and the Alaskans want to be
heard here by some one of their own selection—competent to speak
for them. Some one vested with authority who will be responsible
to them for what he says on the floor of this House regarding Alaskan
matters, and who will be responsible to Congress as well. No one
familiar with the facts can doubt that Alaska is entitled to Delegate
representation. It is a fundamental principle of our theory of gov-
ernment that none of our citizens shall be taxed without iust represen-
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for years and years without representation and without having a voice
in their own internal affairs.

Mr. Chairman, I have been to Alaska several times. I know some-
thing about that vast domain. I know something about the sentiments
of the people who live there, and I stand here and declare, with the
confident knowledge that I can not be successfully contradicted, that
the people of Alaska—the people who have gone there, and who have
lived there for years, and who are bona fide res^idents of Alaska, and
intend to stay there during the rest of their lives^I know what they
want, and I declare here that they want not only a representative in
Congress, but they want Territorial government. They want the
right that every other Territory in the Union has—the right to make
their own laws, to levy their own taxes, to regulate their own internal
affairs, and to spend the money gathered bj^ the tax collector for their

own use, for their own schools, for their own charitable institutions,

for their own municipal affairs, and for their own peace and happiness.
This is not asking too much in m}"- opinion. It seems to me it is only
fair and just and proper and right. Alaska has a population at the
present time upward of 100,000 bona fide residents. It is true they
are scattered over a vast domain of territory. But it is also true that
they are an honest, brave, sober, manly. God-fearing people, who are

of our kin, and who ought to be treated as American citizens.

I know what the people of Alaska want. They demand Territorial

government, and, knowing the facts as I do, I unhesitatingly say, and
I defy successful refutation, that under all the circumstances Alaska
is now, and long has been, entitled to Territorial government, and
Congress ought to give it to the Alaskans without any more delay.

Alaska is an anomaly in our sisterhood of States and Territories. It

has been said here that Alaska is a Territory because a justice of the

United States Supreme Court, writing an opinion about it, character-

ized it as such. No doubt it is a part of the territorj'^ of the United
States, and perhaps that is what the distinguished jurist meant. Others
here declare that Alaska is only a district, and I am inclined to concur
in that view. If Alaska was a Territor}^ in the Union, it would have
all the rights of a Territory. It is not a Territory in the sense that

Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma are Territories. It ought to be
a Territory of our Government just the same as those other Territories

and have all the rights and all the privileges that those Territories

possess to-day; and the Alaskans will never be satisfied—jnever be con-

tented—in my opinion, with any law that does not give them all the

rights those other Territories possess.

A Delegate from an unorganized Territory would be not only a

departure from all former precedent, but in the case of Alaska might be

much more productive of evil than of beneficial results. In the absence

of any form of local government, it may be impossible for a Delegate

to properly represent the will and the wishes of the people, because of

a lack of knowledge in the premises. I know that the people of Alaska

are, in every point of view, abundantly capable of maintaining a local

form of government, such as has always heretofore been accorded the

Territories of the United States, and I deprecate the idea of further

burdening the Congress with purely local legislation, as would, pre-

sumably, be the duty of a Delegate to press upon the attention or this

body in the absence of Territorial organization. In my opinion, such
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legislation can safely be intrusted to the people of Alaska themselves,

and in my judgment, instead of the bill providing a Delegate for the

unorganized Territory, or district, of Alaska, an organic act should be

passed according to her people the measure of self-government to

which they are justly entitled, and which has never heretofore, except

in the case of Alaska, been withheld from any considerable body of

American citizens engaged in the settlement of a new district.

Looking at the question in the light of the past, and by way of coim-

parison with other • portions of our country that have been made
Territories in our Union, 1 believe that Alaska is more entitled to-day

to Territorial government than seven-tenths of the other Territories

that were organized. I am opposed, as a matter of right, and of jus-

tice, and of principle, to taxing the Alaskan people, gathering the

taxes by a Federal tax collector, and, instead of giving the taxes to

the people of Alaska for their own local purposes, depositing the

money in the Federal Treasury and trying to govern Alaska from the

Treasury Department or by the Congress, when nine-tenths of the men
in Congress know absolutely nothing about thfe people up there, nor

the country, either.

Mr. Chairman, something has been said here regarding the impos-

sibility of holding an election in Alaska under this bill, should it

become a law, and that its provisions would open the door to frauds on

the ballot box. In my opinion, that conclusion is assumed, farfetched,

and without justification. If this bill should become a law in its pres-

ent state the election of a Delegate in Congress from Alaska would be

just as honestlj^ conducted as the election for a Representative in Con-

gress in any State. And the Delegate elected would be, no doubt, in

the estimation of the Alaskans, or in the estimation of a majority of

them, the most competent man they could find to send here to repre-

sent them, to get their rights, and to give Congress the information

desired regarding legislation.

I have spoken of Alaskan resources in general terms as a reason for

her recognition. Her mines of gold, silver, coal, and copper, already

known to be great, are considered by many practically inexhaustible.

She has the largest stamp mill in the world at Treadwell and bids fair

to become the greatest gold-producing country on earth. The rapid

development of the gold and silver mining industry of Alaska during
the past four years is shown b}' the fact that the production has

advanced from about $3,000,000 in 1896 to about $7,000,000 in 1900.

This will increase rather than diminish. At present the value of the

precious metals lies chiefly in the gold placers of Nome and the interior

regions. In the Nome region some 5,000 square miles are known to

carry auriferous gravels, while in theYukon Basin the area of auriferous
gravels is probably several times as large. But it it; not all placer

mining. Governor Brady says that quartz mining is the kind in which
Alaska will be preeminent in the near future and that even now it is

afi'ording the finest illustration that the world knows of profitable

working of low-grade ore.

In the coast region of southeastern Alaska mining for gold, copper,
and silver has been going on for a number of years. The develop-
ment of this industry has been especially rapid since 1898, and it

promises to become one of the most important mining districts of the
country. The discovery of copper deposits in Alaska was made only
three years ago, and hence the development is comparatively insig-
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nificant, though there are three districts iu which valuable copper ores
have been found. Mining has only been done in the one lying on the
coast, and maiiy tons of copper ore have been shipped from the Ter-
ritory. The investigations of the past two years have shown, how-
ever, that there are unquestionably vast undeveloped copper deposits
in at least three districts of Alaska. The coal of Alaska embraces
lignites, bituminous coal, and some anthracite. The lignites are the
most widely distributed of the three and are the ones that have been
largely prospected. Coal has been found in nearly every part of the
district, both on the coast and in the interior. It has been mined at
probably 100 different localities, but up to the present time only for
local consumption, and the aggregate output, of which there are no
authentic data available, would not amount to more than a few thou-
sand tons a year. The coal is so widely distributed in the district that
it must be regarded as one of its most important resources. It is a
conservative estimate to place the area occupied by the coal-bearing
rocks at 100,000 square miles. Accurate statements can not be made
asto the figures of the fish industry for the year 1900, but it can be
said that it has been continually growing and is still in its infancy.
More than one hundred varieties of food fish inhabit the Alaskan
waters. The annual output of salmon alone will amount to more than
19,000,000 at this time. The Territory alone can feed the fish-eating
woild.
Now, gentlemen, on the 27th day of October, 1903,. a nonpartisan

convention was held at Juneau, Alaska. That convention, called to
take action on Territorial government, unanimously passed resolutions
in favor of Territorial government, and appointed a committee to pre-
pare a memorial to the Congress—which was sent to me, and 1 will
now read it, together with a letter from former governor of Alaska,
Hon. A. E. Swineford.

Ketchikan, Alaska, January S5, 1904.
Hon. William Sulzek,

Washington, D. C.

Bear Sib: In behalf of the committee appointed in pursuant to resolutions adopted
by the nonpartisan conyention at Juneau, I herewith forward memorial to Congress,
of which I desire that you will make such us6 as to you may seem meet and proper.
I can only hope that the paper will commend itself to you as worthy of presentation,
and that it may be of assistance to you in the passage of your bill.

Yours, very truly,

A. P. SWINEFOED.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C:
The undersigned respectfully begs leave to represent to your honorable bodies that

at a representative nonpartisan convention of the people of Alaska, held at Juneau
on the 27th day of October, 1903, resolutions in favor of a Territorial form of gov-
ernment for the district were unanimously adopted, and a committee consisting of

A. P. Swineford, of Ketchikan; John W. Troy, of Skagway; Thomas Marquam, of

Haines; E. C. Barnes, of Rampart, and John B. Denny, of Juneau, was appointed,

with instructions to prepare alid transmit to the Congress a respectful memorial expres-

sive of the sense of the convention, and embodying therein the reasons why, in its

opinion, the passage of an act providing a Territorial form of government for Alaska
would be for the best good of all concerned.

This committee, in view of the fact that a Republican district convention held at

the same place a week later for the purpose of choosing delegates to the Republican
national convention, though split in twain on questions pertaining to temporary and
permanent organization, likewise and without a dissenting voice declared itself in

favor of Territorial organization, and considering the further fact that a subcommittee
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of the Senate Committee on Territories had but lately concluded a tour of the dis-

trict for the purpose of investigating existing conditions and recommending proper

and necessary legislation for the district, on conferring together concluded, out ot

respect for the honorable and distinguished gentlemen of the subcommittee, to await

their report before proceeding to the discharge of the duty enjoined upon them by

the convention, and have accordingly done so.
^ j i

This committee now begs leave to represent that the two conventions referred to

as having unanimously declared in favor of a Territorial form of government were

in all respects representative of the people of Alaska, and that their membership m
personnel would gain rather than lose in comparison with an equal number of dele-

gates called together in anv given section of any of the States or organized Terri-

tories. It has every reason' to believe, indeed is absolutely certain, that when the

Democratic district convention meets to choose delegates to the national convention

of that party it will with equal unanimity voice the declaration of the others in

favor of Territorial organization. It therefore believes itself justified in assertmg,

and it does here and now assert without fear of successful contradiction, that an

overwhelming majoritv of the people of Alaska, irrespective of former party affilia-

tions, are not only dissatisfied with the present anomalous form of government with

which they are provided, but most heartily desire that the district shall be erected

into a Terrriory in accordance with long-established precedent.

The earnest desire of the people of Alaska having thus been made manifest, your

memorialists fail to discover any good and sufficient reason why it should not be

granted. Certainly there can be no objection on the grounds of right or of justice.

The right of local self-government is inherent in the American people, and the peo-

ple of Alaska are nothing if not loyally, patriotically American. They are, more-

over, not more American in spirit than in enterprise, and your memorialists believe

and confidently assert that they are better qualified in every respect to successfully

exercise the right of local self-government than were the people of any other section

of the Union when they made similar demand upon the Congress for Territorial

recognition. Whatever their number, a large majority of them are American-born
citizens of the several States and Territories, and in their case, politically speaking,

no process of assimilation is necessary, as in the case of the other noncontiguous
territory of the United States. They are to all intents and purposes Americans, true

and loyal, and the only question is whether they shall be accorded the rights never
heretofore withheld from any fragment of American territory or fraction of American
people.
Your memorialists can not and do not believe that the failure of the Senate sub-

committee to recommend a Territorial form of government for Alaska could have
been prompted by other than a desire to promote the welfare of the Alaskan people,

for the reason, if there be no other than that, its report makes no denial of the right

of this people to the measure of relief a Territorial form of government will afford.

It must be, therefore, that the disinclination of the Senate committee to recommend
an enactment, the right and justice of which is not denied, must be based upon other
objections which the committee deem insuperable. If we are permitted to judge
from the report itself, as given in the press dispatches, the committee bases its objec-

tion on insufficiency of population and presumed impracticability of embracing so

large a district of country in a single Territorial organization.
With air due respect, your memorialists aver, whatever may be the number of

permanent white residents in Alaska, the white and native population of the district

is little, if any, less than 100,000. Of the undeveloped resources of the country, its

present wealth-producing capacity and its great promise for the future, your memo-
rialists need do no more than refer to the report of the Senate committee for any
desired information, though they can not forbear to invite comparison in that regard
with the record of any other heretofore unorganized territory of the United States.

But if we concede as wholly true the statement of the Senate committee that the
number of permanent white residents does not exceed 20,000, and the inference that
by reason of that fact a Territorial form of government would be impracticable, your
memorialists beg leave to respectfully submit that in the light of the history of Ter-
ritorial organizations, compared with present existing conditions in Alaska, the
objection, if made, is one worthy of little consideration. The history of Territorial
organizations shows that very few of the Territories had nearly so large a population
as that credited to Alaska by the Senate committee at the time of their organization,
and but two or three at the most to which the objection of impracticability might
not have been urged with much greater force than in the present case. Oregon, at
the time far more remote from the seat of government than Alaska now is, with
means of communication in no wise to be compared with those which have already
obtained in Alaska, and embracing a superficial area nearly as great, was created a
Territory with a population of only about 13,000; Washington was made a Territory
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with a population of less than 5,000, Dakota with a population about the same, and
in case of none of the Territories heretofore organized was the mere question of prac-
ticability allowed to weigh in the balance against the right of their people to govern
and control their own local and domestic affairs.

Your memorilists therefore respectfully submit that no good and substantial reason
can be advanced why Alaska should not be made a Territory in accordance with
precedent as old as the Government itself. On the contrary, every consideration of
right and of justice demands it. The district has a larger population than had any of
the Territories of the United States at the time of their organization. Its developed
wealth and resources, its trade and commerce, are infinitely greater than were those
of any of the Territories in their incipiency, and in most cases for a long time after

their organization. Instead of a burden of expense to the Government, your memo-
rialists need but refer to the report of the Senate subcommittee in proof of the asser-

tion that she has been and is now a source of national profit. Her people are in large
majority wide-awake, energetic Americans, loyal and patriotic, abundantly capable
of an intelligent exercise of the right of local self-government, and as such fully

deserving the recognition they now seek at the hands of Congress.
The conditions are such as to render the successful administration of a Territorial

form of government more practicable than was the case in many of the Territories

now become great States, and your memorialists honestly believe at less expense both
to the General Government and the people of the district as well. Indeed, your
memorialists aver that the people of Alaska are now paying into the National
Treasury, in the form of license taxation, oflScial fees, etc., an annual amount of

money doubly sufficient to cover the cost of a Territorial form of government econom-
ically administered, including the expense of as many county and township organiza-

tions as would be necessary and expedient.
Your memorialists beg le^ve to further respectfully represent that the present form

of government set over Alaska, in form and in administration, is one that no self-

respecting American community should be expected to endure without protest. It

Is one in which the people have practically no voice "whatever, either in the making
or administration of the laws by which they are governed. It is a government of

law enacted by strangers, administered by strangers, and in large measure for the
benefit of strangers, and has become well-nigh intolerable. The officials, except the

few municipal officers in the incorporated towns, are all appointive, and the so-called

"government" is one of official "graft," pure and simple.

Your memorialists, with all due respect, venture to suggest that the Congress, how-
ever kindly disposed, can not, with the manifold questions of grave national impor-
tance constantly demanding its earnest consideration, legislate intelligently for

Alaska on matters of purely local concern. As well, and with even more justice and
propriety, might a legislature exercise the power of making the ordinances for the

towns and cities of a State as for the Congress to undertake the enactment of suitable

and satisfactory local laws for Alaska. Laws intended to meet the exigencies of

peculiar conditions can best be made by those intimately acquainted with those con-

ditions, and this is especially true in the case of Alaska, because of her remoteness

from the seat of government to which she is now compelled to look for all her legis-

lative requirements.
Your memorialists believe, and a large majority of the people of Alaska and those

of the Pacific States as well believe, that a Territorial form of government is essential

to the more rapid settlement and development of that great country of incomparable

natural resources. They have so expressed themselves by resolutions unanimously

adopted by the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress in which all the great States

west of the Mississippi River were represented, at its session held in Seattle last

summer, and by two representative conventions held in Juneau in October and
November last. They ask nothing more than that Alaska shall be accorded the

same liberal treatment heretofore accorded to every other fraction of the American

people engaged in the settlement and development of more or less remote sections of

country, however sparselv populated. With them the question is not what Congress

shall do for them in the way of local legislation, but that Congress shall put them in

a position to do something for themselves. They feel themselves abundantly able

and capable, from every point of view, to successfully administer a government of

their own.
Alaska is no longer an infant. Eemove the swaddling clothes m which she is

bound and she will step forth a young giant, who will not only speedily achieve a

destiny which will astonish the world, but add untold millions to the wealth of the

nation.
, ^

Very respectfully, A. P. Swinefobd,
Chairman.

Ketchikan, Alaska, Jaimary 25, 1904-
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I wish to also read in connection with this matter some newspaper
interviews and editorials. I read now from an editorial in the Phila-

delphia Inquirer:

A DELEGATE PEOM ALASKA.

The proposition to give Alaska a Delegate in Congress is before the Senate. Why-
there should be so much hesitation in facing the issue is not comprehensible. Why
shouldn't Alaska have a Delegate?

It is a far-away Territory and not easily reached, it is true, but for that very reason
it ought to be in a position to make its wants known. The Delegate would not have
a vote in the House. He would be there simply to look after the interests of Alaska,

to advise with the committees, to make speeches if he saw fit.

Surely the Union would be in no very great danger from a voteless representative

of seal fisheries and gold mines. Many years will elapse before Alaska is admitted
as a State. The fear of statehood need not bother anyone. It won't be hastened to

any appreciable extent by granting the Territory a Delegate to speak for it.

[From Washington Post, May i, 1902.1

SEEKS AID FOR ALASKA—POKMEE OFFICIAL HERE TO URGE MORE LEGISLATION—EX-COL-
LECTOR J. W. IVEY ARRIVES IN WASHINGTON TO IMPRESS UPON PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS
NEEDS OP PEOPLE OF NORTHWESTERN POSSESSION—DECLARES COUNTRY HAS BEEN
SHAMEFULLY TREATED.

Mr. J. W. Ivey, who was appointed collector of customs of Alaska by President
McKinley, and who, upon a number of occasions, has taken an active part in the
struggles of the Alaskan settlers, came to Washington on a mission relative to the
development of the great northwestern possessions of the United States. At the
request of numerous bodies of miners and residents of Alaska, Mr. Ivey has made
the long journey across the continent in order to lay before Congress and the
departments having control of the affairs of Alaska the urgent needs of the district

for legislation that will aid in the progress and prosperity of that Territory.
Speaking last night of his aim in coming here, and of the general situation in Alaska

to-day, he said:

"I am here to see the President and two committees of Congress in the interest of
legislation for Alaska, which has not been as well treated as Russia treats her colonies.
The United States Government has done those things it should not have done and
has left undone those things it should have done. We are taxed without representa-
tion, and it is the first time in our history that the people of an outlying district have
paid a tax into' the Treasury of the United States.

"charges of NEGLECT.

' 'Alaska has been shamefully and cruelly neglected. The feeling among the people
is fast becoming a settled conviction that the tremendous intellecthal forces of this
nation are producing thought in advance of their representatives in Congress. Mem-
bers of Congress do not seem to apply business principles to the conduct of public
affairs and seem to be lacking in the power of concentration.. They should give us
less talk and more action; less time-taking bickerings over petty and more unim-
portant things.

"This nation is not bounded on the west by the Mississippi, nor does it stop where
the waters of the Pacific lash the shores of California, Oregon, and Washington.
Thirty-five years ago we purchased Alaska from Russia for the sum of $7,200,000.
Russia practically made us a present of it. It is a country nearly one-third as large
as the United States, having to-day within its borders over 75,000 intelligent, rugged,
patriotic pioneers, the flower of the young manhood of the common people of the
country.
"Alaska is rich in gold, silver, copper, iron, and other metals, as well as furs, tim-

ber, and fisheries. It also has large coal resources. Portions of the country are
adapted to agriculture, and its possibilities for stock raising are vast. It is a country
of inestimablevalue far beyond the dream of the people of the States. Great ships,
carrying passengers and freights, are leaving Pacific coast ports every day for Alaska,
and they return with millions of our gold and other products. And yet the country
has scarcely begun.
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"SEVERELY ARRAIGNS CONGRESS.

"What does the ordinary Senator or Representative know about Alaska? It is

their duty to know all about it. They still languidly refer to it as the land of the
'midnight sun,' the 'homeof the glacier and the polar bear;' but they have no intel-

ligent appreciation of its extent and territory, its value, or the rapidity with which
it is being settled and developed by the sturdy men of the West, who are blazing the
trees and cutting the trails for civilization. They are building railroads, opening
and working mines by the hundreds, navigating great rivers—in short, carving out
an empire. For thirty-five long years Alaska has been waiting for some recognition
from Congress and the Departments, and she is still waiting. Now and then a Senator
or Congressman will visit Alaska as a summer tourist and' pledge the people what
they will do when they return to Washington. But their promises are still unful-
filled. Is Congress too unwieldy a body to handle the whole country? I read that
it is talking of buying more territory, but it had better demonstrate its ability to

properly govern that which it already has before buying more. Congress has no
time now for a great country like Alaska, which lies at its very door.

"If the days of Congressmen are wholly occupied over the Philippines, which are
not worth one-tenth as much to us as Alaska, and over other questions, let them cut

out a social party or midnight dinner and give Alaska an evening session. Let them
call up and pass the bill now pending which provides for a Delegate to Congress
from Alaska. . We would then have an authorized representative here who would
present our needs and necessities and look after the interests of that vast district,

and he would be a very busy man. The justice of this demand is surely apparent to
everyone.
"Our only means of being heard now is to go to Seattle, a thousand miles away,

and get their Chamber of Commerce to pass resolutions in our interest and forward
them to their Representatives in Congress, asking their intercession for us. The
Delegate bill should be passed immediately. It is the same old cry every year,
' more important matters to attend to.' If they can not attend to an empire like

Alaska, now in its formative period, needing attention and retarded in its growth for

the lack of it, they had better resign and go home and allow their places to be filled

by men who will attend to it.

"should be represented.

" In addition to giving us a Delegate to Congress, the oppressive features of the

license-tax law should be repealed. The United Statesland laws should be extended

in full to Alaska, and the mining laws should be amended, among other things, so as

to deny the right to locate mining property by power of attorney. The fishing laws

are sadly in need of overhauling, and should be attended to without delay or the

mdustry will be destroyed. An appropriation of ?25,000 or ^30,000 should be made
for the immediate construction of six or seven light-houses in aid of navigation and
for the protection of human life and property. Within the past four years two
marine disasters have occurred with great loss of life at places where there should

have been light-houses. Is not this criminal neglect? Why don't Congress and the

Departments cut through this red tape and delay and attend to the pubUc business?

The President has recently requested Congress to enact a law for the preservation of

game in Alaska. Such a law is necessary, but we are in far greater need of a few

light-houses for the preservation of human life.

" The Valdez wagon road, now half completed from the ocean to the Yukon River,

the abandonment of which has been recommended by an inpracticable army officer,

should be completed at once by the Government. The Government offices should

be removed from Sitka to Juneau at once, xhe former place being out of the line of

trade and commerce. Alaska should have home rule, and the Federal appointments

should be made from citizens of the district who are known to the people and are

familiar with the conditions existing there. The bar association, and people gen-

erally recently asked that an attorney of many years' residencem Alaska be appomted

to a vacant judgship. He is honest, fearless, and able, yet their request has been

unheeded, and an unknown quantity is to be sent into their midst. Among the great

pioneers of Alaska are men fit to stand on the floors of senates or to command armies,

but they have none to speak for them here. The corporations doing business m
Alaska send lobbyists to Washington, and they sometimes get protection, but the

real producers of Alaska, the miners, have no champion, and are mute witnesses of

injustice neglect, and wrong. I maintain that this is not the way to run a gov-

ernment If the people of Alaska could vote they would not be treated this way."*******
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[Prom the Mining Journal, January 3, 1903.]

FACTS AND FIGTJKBS.

There are still those who present the weak and altogether untenable argument that

a Territorial form of government would be impracticable in Alaska because of its com-

parative small and widely scattered population, on the one hand, and the alleged

burdensome taxation it would Involve on the other. To such arguments, were the

question not of such vital importance to the future welfare of Alaska, the Mining
Journal might be content with the mere counter assertion of the fact that a Territorial

form of government in Alaska is not nearly so impracticable of operation as was the

case in some of the Territories at the time of their organization, and that the cost to

the people would not necessarily be more than half as much as they are now paying
for a government in which they have no voice.

But assertion is not argument and the Mining Journal's assertion would be no
better than any other, if not supported and backed by facts and figures which are

undeniable. A few such facts and figures in connection with the history of Terri-

torial organizations are here quoted to show not only that Alaska to-day stands cred-

ited with a larger population than any Territory of the Unilied States hadat the tirue

of its organization, but that the impracticability of Territorial administration in

Alaska is not nearly so great as it was in the case of some others.

Arkansas was organized in 1819, with a population of 14,273, including slaves.

Florida, organized in 1823, with a population of 18,385 whites and 15,501 slaves.

Illinois, organized 1809, with a total population of 12,282.

Indiaila, organized in 1800, population 4,875.

Iowa, organized in 1838, population 22,859.

Kansas, organized in 1854, practically without population. At the time of the pre-

ceding decennial census (1850) the country was a wilderness—practically without
population other than Indians.

Louisiana, organized in 1804; population 34,311 whites and about the same number
of slaves.

Michigan, organized in 1805; population five years later, 4,762. The Territory of

Michigan, with capital at Detroit, embraced all of the present great States of" Michi-
gan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, the Dakotas, and a part of Montana. Some of the
settlements were much farther remote from the Territorial capital than would be
any in Alaska from any town likely to be made the seat of government, while the
means of travel and communication were as nothing compared with those of Alaska.
Even as late as 1870 legislators from some parts of the State were obliged to travel a
distance of 800 miles, part of the way through three other States, to reach the
capital.

Minnesota, organized in 1849; population, 6,077. This Territory also had a very
large superficial area, over which there were practically no means of travel and com-
munication other than by trail and canoe. So also of the Dakotas, Oregon, and
Washington.

Mississippi, organized in 1789; population, 5,176 whites and 3,671 negroes.
Missouri, organized in 1812; white population, 17,227.
Montana, organized in 1864 with a population estimated at 60,000 in 1868, but

which was shown by the census of 1870 to be only 20,595.
Nebraska, organized in 1854; population in 1860, 38,841.
Nevada, organized in 1861; population, census 1860, 6,867, and not yet equal to

that of Alaska.

_
Oregon, organized in 1848; population 1850, 13,294. Of the great size of this Ter-

ritory at the time of its organization the lack of means of travel and communication
many people still living have personal knowledge. In the early days of the Terri-
tory the people living east of the mountains and on Puget Sound were more remote
from the Territorial capital, as distance is now measured, than are those of the
far northern sections of Alaska distant from Juneau, Sitka, Valdez, or Skagway.

Wisconsin, organized in 1836, population in 1840, 30,945. This was another terri-
tory of large superficial area, and! in which the difficulties and hardships of travel to
and from the seat of government, including distances, were even greater than they
would now be in Alaska.

Arizona, organized in 1863, pupulation by preceding census, 6,482 white people
and 26,642 Indians, about one-half of the latter being citizens and more than half
the whites being Mexicans.

Colorado, organized in 1861, population 34,277.
Dakota; now two States of the Union, organized in 1861, with a total population of

4,837. Here too the means of travel and communication were far more scant, more
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difficult and dangerous, than are those of Alaska, while at the same time the Terri-
tory could boast absolutely nothing in the way of developed resources.

Idaho" organized in 1863, population by census of 1870, 14,999.
New Mexico, organized in 1850, population 61,547, composed mostly of domesti-

cated nomad Indians, with an intermixture of Mexicans, Spaniards, and a few
Americans.
Utah, organized in 1850, population 11,380.
Washington, organized in 1853, population by census of 1860, 11,594. Prior to the

advent of railroads, the impracticability of Territorial government applied, as many
still hving -will testify, with even more force than can now be argued in the case of
Alaska.
Wyoming, organized in 1868, population in 1870, 9,118.
The Mining Jom-nal took occasion a week or two since to call down one of the

more voluble opponents of Territorial organization who assumed to tell in advance of
the wrongs and burdens the people would at once proceed to inflict upon them-
selves if accorded the right of self-government. Among the evils which obstructed
his prophetic vision was a multitude of officials the governor would, without let or
hindrance, immediately proceed to appoint, and the .burden of debt a Territorial
legislature must of necessity at once incur in order to set the machinery of a local
government in motion. There is, perhaps, no better way of forecasting the probable
action of a legislature representative of a more than ordinarily intelligent people
than that of judging of the future by the past. In the cases of the few more lately
organized Territories it will be found that the records do not justify the fear of evils

to come indulged by the anti-Territorial pessimists.
As the Mining Journal has suggested, the officials of a Territory other than those

provided by the organic act to be appointed by the President would be such as the
legislature would provide, to be appointed by the governor with the advice and con-
sent of the Territorial council. The records show that Arizona succeeded in v^orry-
ing along for some years with a treasurer and auditor with salaries of $650 each; Col-
orado had an auditor, treasurer, adjutant-general, and superintendent of public
instruction whose salaries combined amounted to $2,300 annually; Dakota got along
with an auditor, who does not appear to have received any pay, a treasurer with a
yearly salary of |75, a superintendent of public instruction who received $3 per day,
and an attorney-general whose salary was $250 and fees—in 1867 the total disburse-
ments to Territorial officers was $357.75; Idaho had a salary list of a treasurer who
received a percentage, a comptroller who received a salary of $2,000, and a superin-
tendent of public instruction at $1,600; the Territorial salary list of Montana embraced
a treasurer with salary of $700 and fees, auditor at $700, attorney-general $200 and
fees, secretary board of agriculture $700, superintendent of public instruction $700.

Washington, managed to get along with a treasurer with fees only, an auditor with a
salary of $500 and fees, in addition to which there was a prosecuting attorney for

each of the three judicial districts, elected by the people, each of whom waa paid a
salary of $200 and fees. Why should more be required for the honest and efficient

administration of a Territorial government in Alaska?
Then when we come to inquire as to the cost of administering a Territorial form of

government, what do we find? The Mining Journal has before it the statements of

the treasurers of several of the Territories in 1867-68, and they not only fail to justify,

but on the other hand are such as to wholly refute any real or fancied fear of exces-

sive taxation. The statement of the Colorado treasurer shows the total expenditures
for the fiscal year 1867 to have been as follows:

Legislative fund $12, 238. 47

General contingent fund 2, 830. 47

Colorado agricultural society 500. 00

Territorial officers 2,551.09

Military debt 4,388.10

Adjutant-general's special fund 1, 396. 60

Miscellaneous 2, 043. 88

Total 24,948.61

As elsewhere stated in the foregoing, the total expenses of Dakota in 1867 was for

salaries of Territorial officers, which amounted to just $357.75, leaving a balance of

$28.74 in the treasury.

In Idaho the total receipts in 1867 were $56,968.52, which, together with the sum
of $7,090.74 on hand at the beginning of the year, made a total of $64,059.26, from

which the total expenditures, amounting to $58,005.76, were paid, leaving a balance

of $6,053.50 on hand.
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In Montana the same year the revenues collected from all sources amounted to

$56,620.50 and the expenditures to $56,346.10, itemized as follows:

Salaries Territorial officers , , $875. 00

Transportation 500. 00

Apportionment to Government 400. 00

Commissions 889. 73

Territorial warrants , 53, 231. 37

Miscellaneous 450. 00

The total valuation of all jjroperty in that year was $6,308,118.

Now, why can not that which has been done in other Territories be done in Alaska?
Assuming, for the sake of the argument, that a Territorial form of government would
be more expensive in Alaska than it was in either Idaho or Montana, then what fol-

lows? Double the figures quoted, if you please, and then it will be found that a Ter-

ritorial government would not cost the people one-half as much as they are now
paying in license taxes alone, to say nothing of the fees that go into the pockets of

the regiment of oflBcials set over them.

WILL GLADLY BEAR BURDEN.

Every little road house and trading post along the trails running up the creeks of
the lower river country are taxed, but receive no benefit whatever in return. All
the trails are made at the private or volmiteer expense of the miners, and aside
from the recording offices, which are maintained by those fees paid in for the record-
ing of claims and transfers, there is very little to connect the American Yukon miner
with his Government. But just across the border, in the Yukon territory, there is

no creek upon which fair pay has been struck that is not connected with navigable
water by a good wagon road. From a civic standpoint the Yukon territory is pro-
gressing in every way, while the American Yukon is hampered in coming to the
front because all improvements that are usually made by the Government are done
by the volunteer and joint efforts of miners and prospectors.
The people of that country are not only taxed without representation, but the

taxes that are wrested from them are sequestered and they are not allowed to make
laws whereby they may tax themselves.
They would gladly bear the burden of paying for some of the communal appur-

tenances of civilization if they were allowed to do so.—Skagway Alaskan.

In its advocacy of a Territorial form of government for Alaska the Mining Jour
nal's arguments have been directed not so much to the Congress, by whom the ques-
tion must ultimately be determined, as to the people of Alaska themselves, to whose
authoritatively expressed wishes in the premises the Congress may reasonably be
expected to accord fair and favorable consideration. It has believed, and still
beUeves, the question one which should be fairly and honestly considered by the
people, to the end that Congress may be authoritatively advised as to their wishes
through the medium of a convention in which all the people may be represented,
and through which the Congress may be memorialized in such a manner as to dispel
all doubt on its part as to what the people as a whole really want. They can
expect no good to come from the divided, and for the most part ill advised, counsels
of the self-constituted "representatives" who worry and nag the members of Con-
gress at each and every succeeding session of that body, nor do they deserve that any
good should come to them from that source so long as they hold aloof from the dis-
cussion and, so far as they may be able, final determination of questions of vital
import to themselves. A general representative convention would be a good thing
even at this particular junction, if for no other purpose than to authoritatively call
off the new brood of self-designated "representatives" at Washington, between the
divided counsels of whom Alaska is more than likely to get the worst of it.
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[From Washington Post, December 8.]

ALASKA ASKS ACTION—UKGENT NEEDS TOO LONG NEGLECTED BY CONGRESS—DEVELOP-
MENT OP TEKKITOEY—POPULATION OP 100,000 STUKDY, PATHIOTIC CITIZENS WHOSE
PETITIONS IN THE PAST HAVE BEEN PEHSISTENTLY OVERLOOKED—BHOKEN-DOWN POLI-
TICIANS SENT TO PILL THE OFFICES AND ADMINISTER LAWS.

Mr. J. W. Ivey is in Washington representing Alaska. He is sent here by mass-
meetings held all over the Territory, by chambers of commerce, city councils, and
by petitions from Nome to Skagway. He is perhaps the best-informed man on Alaska
in that region. When seen by the Post reporter last evening, Mr. Ivey said:

"This is my second visit to Washington within a year in the interest of legislation

for Alaska. Legislation for that country has gone over from year to year upon the
plea that Congress has had more important business to attend to. It is high time
for the Government to wake up and begin to realize the importance of their vast
holdings in the far north. President Roosevelt has made himself even more popu-
lar than before with the people of Alaska and the Pacific Northwest on account of

the strong recommendations contained in his recent message to Congress in behalf of

our neglected people. The citizens of Alaska cherished the hope that the President

would not forget them in his message; nor has that hope been in vain. Out West
we claim the President as a western man. He knows more about the great West
and has done more for it than any former President.

"Alaska is only second in importance to the great Louisiana purchase. It contains

nearly 600,000 square miles of territory. Its present population will not vary much
from 100,000 people. Its climate in the interior is similar to that of Montana, while
along its coast line for 3,000 miles it is very much the same as your climate here

in the District of Columbia. Our resources are almost as diversified as in the

States. Mining will always be our greatest source of wealth. The whole country is

gold bearing, both quartz and placer. In five more years the output of gold will

astonish the country. Copper has been discovered in larger quantities than in any
other place in the world. It is also rich in silver, tin, marble, oil, coal, iron, tim-

ber, furs, and fisheries. The product of the fisheries alone for the past year is esti-

mated at a value of about $7,000,000, equal to the amount we paid Pussia for Alaska.

"patriotic and LAW-ABIDING PEOPLE.

"That country is as permanent as any Commonwealth in the Union. We have
large and well-ordered towns, with electric lights, waterworks, fire departments,

chambers of commerce, and city councils. Our business buildings, hotels, churches,

and schoolhouses would be a credit to almost any community in the States, and we
have hundreds of school children. Alaska will sustain a population of many millions

of people, and has a larger population to-daj; than any of the Western States had
when they became Territories. The population of Alaska is composed of the best

brain and brawn of the country; they are a superior people—the drones don't go

there—and they are as law abiding and patriotic as in any section of the United

States. These brav« and rugged men and women are engaged in the building of an

empire, and I believe they are building wiser than they know. To longer deny these

people a voice in their own affairs would be little short of an outrage. Their voices

should be heard at Washington regarding the conduct of their owq affairs. They
are fast becoming sullen and angry at the treatment they have received. Their

requests and petitions have been slighted and ignored, while the counsels of men
high in position at Washington have been accepted on Alaskan matters.

"At the same time it is known in Alaska that these same high officials have been

connected in business with carpetbaggers who have gone to Alaska for purposes

of exploitation. Alaska has been the dumping ground for broken-down politicians

and the weak and unfortunate relatives of those who have had a "pull " at Wash-

ington. In the name of decency and common sense, let there be an end to it.

Federal judges have been appointed for Alaska who would not have made a good

justice of the peace at a four-corners. The very first case a judge might be called

upon to try is more than likely to be a mining case involving millions of dollars.

Without a single exception the two judges who were appointed from the bar of

Alaska some years ago were the most able men we have had upon the bench and

gave-the best satisfaction. It is certainly time for Alaska to have a day in Congress;

there can be no more important legislation before it than that pertaining to Alaska.

Its treatment and neglect will soon become a national scandal. Alaska is no longer

Seward's ice chest; it is Seward's monument. Give us the few simple laws we are

asking for, and we will hasten on to statehood. The child will soon become a giant.

It will always be worth far more in net profits than the Philippines.

t g a—04 2
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" SHOULD HAVE DELEGATE TO CONGEBSS.

"Oar first great need in Alaska is a Delega:te to Congress, to be elected by tlie

people. We will then have a repre'sentive on the floor of Congress to make recom-

mendations in our behalf and to attend to the public business in the Departments.

The Delegate bill now pending in Congress should be passed immediately, and there

should not be a dissenting vote. We now have taxation without representation, as

we pay about $400,000 annually into the Treasury of the United States, something
unprecedented in the history of our country.

" We also need an adequate system of land laws, so that we may be able to secure a
title to our homes. Does this request strike anyone as being unreasonable? Suppose
you were denied that right down here; would you not have open rebellion? Con-
gress gave us a land bill providing for 80 acres some three years ago, but no one
would waste his life upon it; and, besides, they made no provision for surveys, which
made it inoperative. We were given land offices without land laws, and we were
also given the luxury of a high-priced agricultural expert and expert stations, which
we needed about as much as a wagon needs the fifth wheel, especially before the
land laws were in operation. Will Congress pass a land bill for us after it is recom-
mended by the committees? While the actual settler has been unable to secure a
homestead, land grabbers from the East have purchased soldiers' additional scrip at

Washington and have located many of the strategic points in Alaska.
For years our people have been asking for a few cheap light-houses for the pro-

tection of life and property. Congress appropriated over §400,000 at the last session
for this purpose, but the Light-House Board say they can not build them for lack of

funds. The Board proposes to build light-houses at a cost of from $40,000 to |125,000
each. So we have to go without light-houses indefinitely. Light-houses costing
from $7,000 to $10,000 each is all we have been asking for. We will agree to take
$100,000 of the $427,000 appropriated and build all the light-houses we need. There
is a very ugly look to this light-house question, especially when, in all probability,
it will be found that these high-priced light-houses were built in the wrong places,
like the expensive custom-house the Government built at the entrance to Alaska
sometime ago, and which is now being used by the owls and bats."*******

I now read an editorial from the Dail}" Alaskan, of Skagway, Alaska,
dated March 7, 1904, written bj' John W. Troy, the editor, and one of
the ablest and best-informed men in Alaska to-day:

WASTING TIME.

The Committee on Territories in the National House of Eepresentatives has agreed
to recommend for passage the bill of Representative Cushman providing for a Dele-
gate in Congress for Alaska. The action is a foolish expenditure of energy. It is

foolish for two reasons. In the first place there is absolutely no chance of its ever
•becoming a law, because it could not pass the Senate. For the present session at least
the fate of Alaskan legislation, so for as the Senate is concerned, is in the hands of a
pair of New England Senators who do not think the people of Alaska are even quali-
fied to elect a proper Representative in Congress. But more than that, the bill would
please nobody. It is not wanted by Alaskans.
The people of this district are on record clearly and unequivocally in favor of a full

Territorial government, with a legislature of their own. They want to make and
execute their own laws. Last fall there were three conventions held at Nome—one
Democratic and two Republican. All declared for Territorial government. Two of
those conventions sent delegates to a Republican convention at Juneau. This con-
vention, at which were representatives from all sections of Alaska, split in' two parts
over personal poKtics, and selected two delegations to the national convention, but

,
both factions declared for Territorial government by unanimous votes.

,
Both the RepubUcan and the Democratic district conventions of 1900 declared for

Territorial government. A nonpartisan convention held at Juneau in last October
declared in favor of Territorial government. In fact, the people of Alaska have by
every method given them asked: for Territorial government. They want that, and
not the bastard proposition proposed by the Congressman from Tacoma.

If the National House of Representatives desires to set itself right with the people
of Alaska it will pass the bill introduced by Representative William Sulzer, of New
York, which provides for Territorial government. Mr. Sulzer has spent more time
}n Alaska than has any member of either branch of Congress. He has associated
with the people of the district. The National House of Representatives would do
well to follow his leadership in Alaskan matters.



-a.jrosrmTUi4i.AL ou V iiRNMENT FOB ALASKA. 19

If tbe House of . ReipresentatiYes would pass the Sulzer bill it would do something
really worth while. It would place itself on record as. being willing to grant the
people of Alaska that which they want, and in the event of the failure of the bill in
the Senate the odium of denying to American citizens the right of self-government
would rest upon that branch of Congress only.

I also read from the Mining Journal, March 19, 1904:

Of all the bills affecting the weUare of Alaska now pending before Congress,
there is not a single proposed measure, aside from the bill of Representative Sulzer
providing for a Territorial form of government for the district, which will not, if

passed, tend to further restrict the rights and liberties of the Alaskan people. In
this latter view of the case no exception is made of Senator Nelson's bill providing
for the election of a Delegate, for the reason that outside the incorporated towns not
only the first but all subsequent elections must be held in precincts established by
the several judges, who also appoint the inspectors; in fact, provides for an election
which will be exclusively under the control of judges already charged with extra-
judicial powers wholly autocratic.

Aside from that, a Delegate without popular home government, including a repre-
sentative legislative assembly through which such Delegate could be made acquainted
with the legitimate needs and wants of the district as a whole, would be worse than
no representation at all in the Congress, and therefore is not to be desired, A Dele-
gate from an organized Territory is of comparatively httle benefit at the best, and one
from Alaska under the present political status would only tend to further complicate
a wholly undesirable situation.

In the absence of the advice and suggestions of a legislative assembly authorita-

tively voicing the wishes of the people, intelligent and satisfactory representation in

Congress by a Delegate will be utterly impossible, and he who accepts an election

imder the Nelson bill, should it become a law, will be very apt to reap more curses

than the number of dollars fixed as a compensation for the services he is expected to

render.. Alaska can better afford to defer the doubtful representation proposed by
Mr. Nelson until they are accorded that of the kind which should come hand in hand
with popular home government, by means of which Delegate representation can be
held in .some degree responsible to the people rather than to the judicial triumvirate

by which they are now ruled.

Let me say, gentlemen, that I could read you articles and editorials

along similar lines all day, but I think it unnecessary. The people

of Alaska are practically of one mind in favor of Territorial govern-

ment. There is no doubt about this, and no man can visit Alaska
without being deeply impressed with the unanimity of the demand.
Alaska is a wonderful country. No words can adequately describe it.

It is the poor man's and the rich man's and the sportsman's paradise.

It is a wonderland. The time, in my judgment, is at hand when this,

vast territory will be developed by American genius, American capi-

tal, and American enterprise, and take my word for it, there will be

no more prosperous section in all this progressive land for American
brawn and American brain. Alaska is the place for the new settler

—

for the hustkr—for the man who wants to go ahead and get on.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, let me saj^ again in conclusion, the one boon
the good people in Alaska demand is Territorial government. Alaska

wants this; Alaska must have it; Alaska with her population of nearly

100,000 people; Alaska with her splendid and invigorating climate;

Alaska with her beautiful scenery, her magnificent distances, her tow-

ering snow-capped mountains, her majestic rivers, her fertile fields,

her great industries of fish and furs and timber and agricultural possi-

bilities; Alaska with her immense wealth in gold and copper and sil-

ver and lead and iron and coal—mineral wealth beyond the dreams of

the most imaginative person in the world; Alaska with her brave and

loyal and God-fearing and patriotic American citzens; Alaska with

her churches and schools, her splendid institutions, her towns and vil-

lages; Alaska under the blue dome of the Union sky and in the shadow
n-P iha mirlnio-bt, .«nn- Alaska. With her inoomDarable e-Iaciers. with her
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great harbors and innumerable lakes and countless cascades; Alaska,

in the name of all these and more, in the name of this generation and

the glory of our institutions, I ask why you should not have the right

of home rule, of local self-government, and all the rights of the

Territories ?

Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to attach and print with my statement a

copy of my bill for Territorial government for Alaska.

The Chairman. There being no objection, it is ordered.

[H. R. 30, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session.]

A BILL to create the Territory of Alaslia and to provide for the government of the same.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Untied States of America

in Congress assembled, That all that part of the Territory of the United States ceded to the

United States by Russia by the treaty of March thirtieth, eighteen hundred and sixty-

seven, and known as Alaska, is hereby created into a temporary government, by the

name of the Territory of Alaska: Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall

be construed to inhibit the Government of the United States from dividing said Ter-

ritory or changing its boundaries in such manner and at such times as Congress shall

deem convenient and proper: Provided further, That nothing in this act contained

shall be construed to impair the rights of property holders, as provided for by said

treaty of March thirtieth, eighteen hundred and sixty-seven, between the United
States and Russia, or to make any regulations respecting uncivilized Indian tribes,

their lands, property, or otherwise, which it would have been competent for the

Government to make if this act had never been passed.

Seo. 2. That the executive power and authority in and over said Territory of Alaska
shall be vested in a governor, to be appointed by the President, by and with the

advice and consent of the Senate, who shall hold his office for four years, and until his

successor shall be appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed by the President

of the United States. The governor shall reside within said Territory, and shall be
commander in chief of the militia and superintendent of Indian affairs thereof; he
may grant pardons and respites for offenses against the laws of said Territory, and
reprieve for offenses against the laws of the United States until the decision of the
President of the United States can be made known thereon; he shall commission all

oflBcers who shall be appointed to office under the laws of said Territory, and shall

take care that the laws be faithfully executed.
Sec. 3. That there shall be a secretary of said Territory, to be appointed by the

President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall reside

therein, and shallfhold his office for four years unless sooner removed by the Presi-

dent of the United States; he shall record and preserve all laws and proceedings of

the legislative assembly hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and proceedings of

the governor in his executive department; he shall transmit one copy of the laws
and journals of the legislative assembly within thirty days after the end of each
session, and one copy of the executive proceedings and official correspondence semi-
annually, on the first days of January and July in each year, to the President of the
United States, and two copies of the laws to the President of the Senate and to the
Speaker of the House of Representatives for the use of Congress; and in case of

the death, removal, resignation, or absence of the governor from the Territory, the
secretary shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to execute and perform
all the powers and duties of the governor during such vacancy or absence or until
another governor shall be duly appointed and qualified to fill such vacancy.

Sec. 4. That the legislative power and authority of said Territory shall be vested
in the governor and the legislative assembly. The legislative assembly shall consist
of a senate and house of representatives; the senate shall consist of seven members,
having the qualifications of voters as hereinafter prescribed, whose term of service
shall continue two years; the house of representatives shall, at its first session, con-
sist of twenty-one members, possessing the same qualifications as prescribed for the
members of the senate, and whose term of service shall continue one year; the num-
ber of representatives may be increased by the legislative assembly from time to
time in proportion to the increase of qualified voters, and the senate in like manner.
An apportionment shall be made as nearly equal as practicable among the several
counties or districts for the election of the senators and representatives, giving to
each section of the Territory representation in the ratio of its qualified voters as
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nearly as may be; a;nd the members of the senate and of the house of representatives
shall reside therein and be inhabitants of the district or county or counties for which
they may be elected, respectively; and the first election shall be held at such time
and places and be conducted in such manner, both as to the persons who shall super-
intend such election and the returns thereof, as the governor shall appoint and
direct; and he shall at the same time declare the number of members of the senate
and house of representatives to which each of the counties or districts shall be entitled
under this act. The persons having the highest number of legal votes in each of

said council districts for members of the senate shall be declared by the governor
to be duly elected to the senate and the persons having the highest number of legal
votes for the house of representatives shall be declared by the governor to be duly
elected members of said house: Provided, That in case two or more persons voted
for shall have an equal number of votes, and in case a vacancy shall otherwise
occur in either branch of the legislative assembly, the governor shall order a new
election; and the persons thus elected to the legislative assembly shall meet at such
place and on such day as the governor shall appoint; but thereafter the time, place,

and manner of holding and conducting all elections by the people, and the appor-
tioning of the representation in the several counties or districts to the senate and
house of representatives, according to the number of qualified voiers, shall be pre-

scribed by law, as well as the day of the commencement of the regular sessions of

the legislative assembly: Provided, That no session in any one year shall exceed the
term of sixty days, except the first session, which may continue ninety days.

Sec. 5. That every free white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years
who shall have been an actual resident of said Territory at the time of the passage of

this act shall be entitled to vote at the first election and shall be eligible to any office

within the said Territory, but the qualifications of voters and of holding office at all

subsequent elections shall be such as shall be prescribed by the legislative assembly.
Sec. 6. That the legislative power of the Territory shall extend to all rightful sub-

jects of legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United States and the pro-

visions of this act; but no law shall be passed interfering with the primary disposal

of the soil. No tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United States, nor
shall the lands or other property of nonresidents be taxed higher than the lands or

other property of residents. Every bill which shall have passed the senate and
house of representatives of the said Territory shall, before it becomes a law, be pre-

sented to the governor of the Territory. If he approves, he shall sign it; but if not,

he shall return it; with his objections, to the house in which it originated, who shall

enter the objections at large upon their journal and proceed to reconsider it. If,

after such reconsideration, two-thirds of that house shall agree to pass the bill, it

shall be sent, together with the objections, to the other house, by which it shall

likewise be reconsidered; and if approved by two-thirds of that house it shall become
a law; but in all such cases the votes of both houses shall be determined by yeas and
nays, to be entered on the journal of each house, respectively. If any bill shall not

be returned by the governor within ten days, Sunday excepted, after it shall have
been presented to him, the same shall be a law in like manner as if he had signed it,

unless the assembly, by adjournment, prevents its return, in which case it shall not

be a law.

Sec. 7. That all township, district, and county officers not herein otherwise pro-

vided for shall be appointed or elected, as the case may be, in such manner as shall

be provided by the governor and legislative assembly of the Territory of Alaska. The
governor shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the senate,

appoint all officers not herein otherwise provided for, and in the first instance the

governor alone may appoint all said officers, who shall hold their offices until the

end of the first session of the legislative assembly, and shall lay off the necessary

districts for members of the senate and house of representatives and all other officers.

Sec. 8. That no member of the legislative assembly shall hold or be be appointed

to any office which shall have been created, or the salary or emoluments of which
shall have been increased, while he was a member during th^ term for which he was
elected, and for one year after the expiration of such term; but this restriction shall

not be apphcable to members of the first legislative assembly; and no person holding

a commission or appointment under the United States, except postmasters, shall be

a member of the legislative assembly, or shall hold any office under the government

of such Territory.

Sec. 9. That the judicial power of said Territory shall be vested m a supreme

court, district courts, probate courts, and in justices of the peace. The supreme

court shall consist of a chief justice and four associate justices, any three of whom
shall constitute a quorum, and who shall hold a term at the seat of government of
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said Territory annually; and they shall hold their offices- during the period of eight

years, and until their successors shall be appointed and qualified. The said Territory

shall be divided into three judicial districts, and a district court shall be held m each

of said districts by one of the justices of the supreme, court, at such times and places,

as may be prescribed by law; and the said judges shall, after their appointment,

respectively, reside in the district which shall be assigned them. The jurisdiction

of the several courts herein provided for, both the appellate and original, and that,

of the probate courts and of justices of the peace, shall be limited by law: Provided,.

That justices of the peace shall not have jurisdiction of any matter in controversy,

when the title of boundaries of lands may be in dispute, or where the debt or sum
claimed shall exceed two hundred dollars; and the said supreme court and district,

courts, respectively, shall possess equity as well as common law jurisdiction. Each
district court, or the judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who shall keep his office

at the place where the court may be held. Writs of error, bills of exceptions, and
appeals shall be allowed in all cases from the final decisions of said district courts' to,

the supreme court under such regulations as maybe prescribed by law. The supreme

court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its own clerk, and every clerk shall hold,

his office at the pleasure of the court for which he shall have been appointed. Writs,

of error and appeals from the final decision of said supreme court shall be allowed

and may be taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same, manner
and under the same regulations as from the circuit courts of the United States, where,

the value of the property or amount in controversy, to be ascertained by the oath or,

affirmation of either party or other competent witnesses, shall exceed one thousand

dollars, except that a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to the Supreme Court

of the United States from the decision of the supreme court created by this act, or

of any judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, or of any judge
thereof, upon any writs of habeas corpus involving the question of personal freedom.

And each of the said district courts shall have and exercise the same jurisdiction in

all cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the United States as is vested in

the circuit and district courts of the United States; and the first six days of every

term of said courts, or so, much thereof as shall be necessary, shall be appropriated to,

the trial of causesarising under the said Constitution and laws; and writsof error and
appeals in all such cases shall be made to. the supreme court of such Territory, the

same as in other cases. The said clerk shall receive in all such cases the same fees,

which the clerks of the district courts of the Territories of the United States now
receive for similar services.

Sec. 10. That there shall be appointed three attorneys for said Territory, one for

each judicial district, who shall continue in office four years and until their successors

shall be appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed by the President of the
United States, and who shall receive the same fees and salary as the attorneys for,

the United States for the present district of Alaska. There shall also be three mar^
shals for the Territory appointed, one for each judicial district, who shall hold their

offices for four years and until their successors shall be appointed and qualified, unless
sooner removed by the President of the United States, and who shall execute all

processes issuing from, the said court when exercising their jurisdiction as, circuit and
district courts of the United States. They shall perform the duties, be subject to,

the same regulations and penalties, and be entitled to the same fees and salary as the
marshals for the district of Alaska received prior to this enactment. Thereshall also
be appointed one surveyor-general for said Territory, who shall continue in office,

four years and until his successor shall be appointed and qualified, unless sooner'
removed by the President of the United States, and who shall receive a salary of

four thousand dollars per annum. Said surveyor-general shall hold his office at the
seat of government of said Territory.

Sec. 11. That the governor, secretary, chief justice and associate justices, attorneys,
marshals, and surveyor-general shall be appointed by the President of the United
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The governor and secre-
tary, to be appointed as aforesaid, shall, before they act as such, respectively, take an
oath or affirmation before the district judge or some justice of the peace in the limits
of said Territory duly authorized to administer oaths and affirmations by the laws now
enforced therein, or before the Chief Justice or some associate justice of the Supreme
Court of the United States, to support the Constitution of the United States and faiths
fully to discharge the duties of their respective offices, which said oaths when so taken
shall be certified by the person by whom the same shall have been taken, and such
certificates shall be received and recorded by the said secretary among the executive-
proceedings; and the chief justice and associate justices and all civil officers in said
Territory, before they act as such, shall take a like oath or affirmation before the said
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governor or secretary, or some judge or justice of the peace of the Territory who may be
'duly commissioned and qualified, which said path or afflrmation shall be certified and
transmitted by the person taking the same to' the secretary, to be by him recorded as
aforesaid; >and afterwards the like oath or affirmation shall be taken, certified, and
recorded in such manner and form as may be prescribed by law. The governor shall
receive an annual salary the same as that heretofore paid to the governor of the district
of Alaska; the chief justice and associate justices shall receive an annual salary the same
as now provided by law for the Federal judges in Alaska; the secretary shall receive an
amnual salary of three thousand five hundred dollars. The said salaries shall be paid
quarter-yearly from the dates of the respective appointments at the Treasury of the
United States, but no payment shall be made until said officers shall have entered
upon the duties of their respective appointments. The members of the legislative
assembly shall be entitled to receive ten dollars each per day during their attendance
at the session thereof, and one dollar each for every' twenty miles traveled in going
to and returning from said sessions, estimated according to the nearest traveled
route; and a chief clerk, one assistant clerk, one engrossing clerk, one enrolling
clerk, a sergeant-at-arms, and doorkeeper may be chosen for each house; and the
chief clerk shall receive ten dollars per day and the said other ofiicers five dollars
per day during the session of the legislative assembly, but no other officer shall be
paid by the United States: Prodded, That there shall be but one session of the legis-

lative assembly annually, unless on an extraordinary occasion the governor shall
think proper to call the legislative assembly together. There shall be appropriated
annually the usual sum, to be expended by the governor, to defraj' the contingent
expenses of the Territory, including the salary of the clerk of the executive depart-
ment; and there shall also be appropriated annually a sufficient sum to be expended
by the secretary of the Territory, and upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary
of the Treasury of the United States, to defray the expenses of the legislative assem-
bly, the .printing of the laws, and other incidental expenses; and the governor and
secretary of the treasury shall, in the disbursement of all moneys intrusted to them,
be governed soley by the instructions of the Secretary of the' Treasury of the United
States, and shall semiannually account to said Secretary for the manner in which the
aforesaid moneys shall have been expended; and no expenditures shall be made by
said legislative assembly for objects not specially authorized by acts of Congress
making the appropriations, nor beyond the sums thus appropriated for such objects.

Sec. 12. That the legislative assembly of the Territory of Alaska shall hold its first

session at such time and place, in said Territory, as the governor thereof shall

appoint and direct, and at said first session, or as soon thereafter as they shall deem
expedient, the governor and legislative assembly shall proceed to locate and estab-.

lish a seat of government for said Territory at such place as they may deem most
eligible: Provided, That the seat of government fixed by the governor and legislative

assembly shall not be at any time changed except by an act of the said assembly
duly passed, and which shall be approved, after due notice, at the first general elec-

tion thereafter by a majority of the legal votes cast on that question.

Seo. 13. That a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United States, to

serve for the term of two years, who shall be a citizen of the United States, may be
elected by the voters qualified to elect members of the legislative assembly, who shall

be entitled to the sarae rights and privileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the

Delegates from the several other Territories of the United States to the said House of

Eepresentatives; but the Delegate first elected shall hold his seat only during the

term of the Congress to which he shall be elected; the first election shall be held at

such time and places and be conducted in such manner as the governor shall appoint

and direct, and at all subsequent elections the times, places, and manner of holding

the elections shall be prescribed by law. The person having the greatest number of

legal votes shall be declared by the governor to be duly elected, and a certificate

thereof shall be given accordingly. That the Constitution and laws of the United

States which are not locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect within

the said Territory of Alaska as elsewhere.

Sec. 14. That when the lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed, under the

direction of the Government of the United States, preparatory to bringing the same
into market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six in each township in said Terri-

tory shall be, and the same are hereby, reserved -for the purpose of being applied to

schools in said Territory and in the States and Territories hereafter to be erected out

of the same.
Sec. 15. That until otherwise provided by law the governor of said Territory may

define the judicial districts of said Territory and assign the said judges who may be

appointed for said Territory to the several districts, and also appoint the time and
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places for holding courts in the several counties or districts in each of said judicial

districts by proclamation to be issued by him; but the legislative assembly, at their

first or any subsequent session, may organize, alter, or modify such judicial districts

and assign the judges and alter the times and places of holding the courts as to them
shall seem proper and convenient.

Sec. 16. That all officers to be appointed by the President of the United States, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, for the Territory of Alaska who, by
virtue of the provisions of any law now existing, or which may be enacted by Oon-
grees, are required to give security for moneys that may be intrusted with them for
disbursements shall give such security at such time and in such manner as the Secre-
tary of the Treasury may prescribe.

Sec. 17. That this act shall take effect immediately.



"In my judgment, no man in this country ought to be compelled

to work more than eight hours a day."

{From speech in favor of Eigfit-Hour Bill.)

EXTRACTS FROM SPEECHES

.OF.

WM. SULZER
Member of Congress from New York City, in the House

of Representatives during the 54th, 55th

56th and 57th Congresses.

Compiled from tfie Congressional Record.

"I stand for the rights of the toilers, and will do all in my power

to advance their interests."

{Pfom speech, in favor of Labor Arbitration Bill.)

THE RECORD SPEAKS FOR ITSELF.



The Record Shows Mr. Sulzer is Opposed to Trusts, Monopolies

and Plutocracy.

"To-day the great trusts of the country are practically supreme. Many of them
are so intrenched in power that they are to all intents and purposes above the law
and no longer amenable to legislative action. The crying evil of the times is the

power and the sway of the trusts. They endanger not only our free,.,ingtitutions

but our free men. The battle cry of the Democratic party should be, The trusts

must go
!'

"To-day about 200 trusts control, wholly, or in large part, every conceivable pro-

duct and industry of the country.

"These gigantic combinations constitute, in my judgment, the greatest menace at

the present time to our democratic institutions. They control the supply, monopolize

the product, and dictate the price of every necessary of life. They force out of le-

gitimate employment thousands upon thousands of honest toilers. They enhance

prices, reduce wages, and write the terms of their own contracts. They destroy com-
petition, paralyze opportunity, assassinate labor, and hold the consumers of our
country in their monopolistic grasp. They levy tribute on every man, woman and
child in the Republic. They blight the poor man's home, darken the

hearthside of his children, cloud the star of legitimate hope, and destroy equal op-

portunity. They control legislation, escape taxatio-, and evade the just burdens of

government, while their agents construct and maintain tariffs to suit their selfish

ends and greedy purposes. They imperil trade, stagnate industry, regulate foreign

and interstate commerce, declare quarterly dividends on watered stocks arid make
fortunes every year out of the people. Their tyrannical power, rapid growth, and
centralization of wealth are the marvel of recent times and the saddest commentary
on our legislative history. Prior to the Civil War there was not a trust in the coun-
try, except the United States Bank trust, which Jackson killed.

"They practically own, run and control the Government to-day, and defy suc-
cessful prosecution for violation of law. If their power of centralization is not
speedily checked, and they go on for another quarter of a century like they have in

the past few years, I believe our free institutions will be destroyed, and instead of
a government of the people, by- the people, and for the people, we will have a gov-
ernment of the trusts, by the trusts, and for the trusts."—From the Congression?!
Record June 5, 1900.

He Favors Electing United States Senators by a Direct Vote of the People.

"The right to elect United States Senators by a direct vote of the people is a
step in advance and in the right direction. I hope it will speedily be brought about.
It is the right kind of reform, and I hope it will be succeeded by others, until this

Government becomes indeed the greatest; the best, and the freest government the

world has ever seen, where the will of the people shall be the supreme law of the
land.

_(.' 'c ".

"I favor this change in the Consfitution, as F*" '

1 every other that will restore the
Government to the control of the peorile. ^ ,-• oprthe people, in fact as well as in

theory, to rule this great republic and the ggle anc;nt to be directly responsible and
immediately responsive to their will •

.^.^ i, that th way, as Abraham Lincoln .said,

will the republic live and the Goverr jSffiu' -pair." pie never perish from the earth.''

"I am opposd to delegating away the rights of the people, and where they have
been delegated I would restore them to the people."



"I am a Democrat of the Jefferson school. I trust the people, and I believe in

the people. I believe with him that governments derive their just powers from tlie

consent of the governed. In this matter under discussion I want to restore to the
people the right now delegated to the legislatures by the framers of the Constitution,
so that the Senate as well as this House will be directly responsible to the people,
and the Government become more and more a pure democracy, where brains, fitness,

honesty, ability, experience, 'and capacity, and not wealth alone, shall be the true
qualifications for the upper branch of the Federal Legislature."

"In my judgment the people can and ought to be trusted. If the people cannot be
trusted, then free government is a failure and our institutions are doomed."

See Congressional Record 55th Congress, 2d Session.*****
Mr, Sulzer is Now, Always Has Been, and Always W^ill Be, the Friend

of the Wage Earners>

From speech in favor of the Bight Hour Law.

45 * * * *

"I-n my judgment, no man in this country ought to be compelled to work more
than eight hours a day." *****
"We want fewer idle men and more work in this country.''

41 * * * *

"I want to say that I am a friend of the wage-earner. I want to see, and I hope

the day is not far distant when we all shall see, an eight-hour law all over the land

and rigidly enforced in every State, every city, every town, and every village in the

country. I believe it will be beneficial to the laborer, advantageous to the commu-
nity in which he lives, and for the best interest of the Government. Too long hours

make the wage-earner a poor workman. Shorter hours, in my opinion, will pro-

duce better results." *****
"I am and always have been an advocate of shorter hours for a legal-working'day.

The history of the past teaches us that every reduction in the hours constituting a

day's work has resulted beneficially/*****
"These reductions in the hours of labor have decreased intemperance, increased

knowledge, made better homes, happier and better clothed wives and children,

brighter and more prosperous firesides, and in every way benefitted the social rela-

tions, promoted happiness and contentment, and improved the moral, economical,

and financial condition of the producing masses of our land."

See Congressional Record, 55th .gress, 2d Session.

-at \. .'a,
,

\roughbE^
Mr. present^' '^'•Xation,

arsfel^ ,

"Protection has nothing lD dL ^^^- pjice of labor. Capital buys labor a^

cheaply as it can. Wages are rt^gU'- . uy the' inexorable law of supply and demand

W ' 3



Whenever you find two employers looking for one workman wages will be high, and

whenever you find two workmen looking for one employer wages will be low."

"The Democratic party stands for a fair, just, and equitable revenue system, a

tariflf for revenue that will support the Government, economically administered, with

equal justice to all and favoritism to none, having a jealous care for our farmers

and toilers."

See Congressional Record, S4th Congress, 2d Session.

Mr. Sulzer Against Special Legislation.

"We should legislate for the best interests of the whole country, and not for the

interests of any one section of the country, or for the advantage of the trusts, the

monopolies, the syndicates, and the manufacturers."

From speech in Congress, March 31, 1897. See Record of Congress.

Mr. Sulzer Stands for the People.*****
"In the conflict which is now on I want to see the people win and the Government

of the republic restored to them, to be wisely, honestly, and economically adminis-
tere3, not for the advantage of the few, but for the benefit of all."

^

,

*****
See Record^^ Congress, 2d Session.

^^'**^^ *****
"The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the robbery of the many

during the past quarter of a century has been simply enormous, and the facts and'

figures are appalling. Three-quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be
concentrated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, and the number
of persons constituting that minority grows smaller and smaller every year. The
legislative schemes which have been most favored for checking this growing central-

ization of wealth are generally the most delusive and the most impotent.*****
Fromspeech in Congress, February 18, 1898.

Mr, Sulzer Sounds a Note of Warning.

"My sympathies are all with the poor, the (fippJ-'essed, and the unfortunate. My
heart goes out to those who toil and struggle ancl hil. I know in the long race of
life's tempestuous battle only the few win^ that th'e many lose heart, become discour-
aged, and give up the fight in hopeless de§^air."

**!(,**
'''' V '

'

From speech in Congress, February 18, 1898. ,
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He Speaks for the Volunteers.

"I believe in the citizen soldiery of our land. I take a deep interest in their wel-
fare, and in so far as I can I shall always maintain their rights. The history of our
country in time of war demonstrates that there are no better soldiers. They are
brave, patriotic and intelligent. They come from the professions, from the work-
shops, from the counting rooms, from the mills, from the mines, and from the fields.

There are no better fighters than those who come from the volunteer forces of the

people. These volunteers constitute the great patriotic army of our country. They
are no hirelings, no mercenaries ; they fight for the defense of home and country,

for principle and glory, for liberty and the rights of man. In time of peace, they
follow their usual trades, professions and occupations. They do not menace our
liberties or the stability of our free institutions. In time of war they constitute

an army of intelligent, well-drilled soldiers as large as any army in the world. In a
republic like ours a great standing army in time of peace is useless, expensive and
dangerous. In time of trouble we should and we must rely upon the volunteer forces

of the country." * * *

From speech on Volunteers in House of Representatives, April 7, 1898.

* * if * *

Opposed to the Banking Trust.

"I am opposed to the Government delegating away its powers to the national

banks. In my judgment they already possess entirely too much power. They are

doing precisely to-day, only to a greater extent, what the United States Bank did in

the days of Andrew Jackson. The right to coin and issue money is one of the great-

est prerogatives of the Republic and one of the highest attributes of its sovereignty.

It should not be delegated, transferred, assigned, or set over to any national bank,

to any trust, or to any monopoly. We should resist the encroachments of national

banks on the liberties of the people with the same zeal and the ' i-caz courage that

Andrew Jackson resisted the audacious claims of the United St' , Bank in his day.

And when the national banks impudently declare that the Gov ^nent should go out

of the banking business, we should answer that the banks sh' ^ and must go out of

tne governing business. ,.

"In Jackson's day there was only one Nick Biddle. To-day there is a Nick Biddle

in every national bank in the land.

See Congressional Record, June 5, 1900.*****
The Record Shows Mr. Sulzer is the Friend of the Plain People, and

Stands for Equal Rights to AH, Special Privileges to None.

Prom speech in favor of Labor Arbitration Bill.

"I shall vote for any bill that will, in my judgment, benefit, as I believe this bill

will, the labor organizations throughout the United States.

"The labor organizations represented here by their delegates favor this bill and

want it to pass. I am guided largely by their wishes, for I have always found them

honest, intelligent, fearless, and efiicient.
.

"I believe they know what they want, and I thmk we should accede to their wishes

in this matter. They hope and believe this bill will do some good."

5



"There is one thing this bjll does that I lilce, and that is, it recognizes by law fo""

the first time, I beHeve, organized labor and its rights."

"Let me say, what many of you know, that I am now, always have been, and aK
ways will be a friend of organized labor. I stand for the rights of the toilers, tne

workers and the masses, and in my humble way will always do all m my power to

advance their interests and protect their privileges."

"If you really want to do something for the working people in this country, why-

do you not take up and pass the labor-commission bill, the eight-hour law, the bill

to tax out of existence the sweating shops, the bill to prevent prison-made goods

from being sold outside of the State in which they are made, and several other bills

demanded by organized labor all over the country and really in their interest and

for their benefit ?" *****
See Congressional Record, 55th Congress, 3d Session.*****

A Friend of the Letter Carriers.*****
'How poorly, how miserably the letter carriers are paid! Under the present law

they do not, and can not, earn enough, no matter how long they have been in the

service of the Government or how many hours a day they labor, to keep body and
soul together. And what do they get ? A mere pittance a month that is not enough
to economically support one man. It is a disgrace, a crying shame. Many of these

letter carriers have wives and children—little homes—and these wives and childr^i
in many cases are to-day in want.*****
"These men are the most efficient, the hardest worked in. all the country's servk,

and the poorest paid. The letter carriers of the land are compelled to toil day i'

and day out—in sunshine and in storm, in winter and in summer, in all kinds ot

weather—sometimes eighteen hours out of the twenty-four, and taking all other em-
ployes in the various departments of the Federal Government as a basis for com-
parison, it can not be denied that the letter carriers render the most and the hardest
work for the smallest remuneration. Let us be just to these honest, hard-working
faithful men." *****
See Congressional Record, February 19, 1902.*****

Compelled the Continued Lighting of Liberty Light.

"On the I St day of March, this year, by order of the Light-House Board, Liberty
light, on Bedloe's Island, in the Harbor of New York, was extinguished. Just why
the Light-House Board issued that order I know not, and no oae whom I have
talked to about it has been able to give to me a satisfactory explanation. In my opin-
ion there is no good reason for that order. The light from Liberty's torch should
not be put out. It is essential to commerce, but more than that, it represents a pa-
triotic sentiment that should never be extinguished.

6



"The great statue of Liberty Enlightening the World was unveiled on the 28th
'*'y of, October, 1886. It was a splendid gift from the Republic of France to the Re-

'tiblic of the United States. It was intended to be a bond of sympathy, of fraternal

feeling, of undying memories, of lasting friendship, of eternal good will between
the two great Republics. It meant sympathy for republics and republican institutions

all over the world. It glorified liberty, fortified freedom, and emphasized the rights

of man. It was to be and it ever should be a great beacon light of democracy, dis-

pelling the darkness of tyranny and welcoming to our hospitable shojes the.oppressed

of every land. It was Bartholdi's apotheosis of liberty; a gift from the greatest

Republic in Europe to the greatest Republic in all the world.

"Its light should shine for all the ages. It should never go out while liberty lives

in the breast of man. It links the past with the present, and should be prophetic of

the future."

See Congressional Record, April i, 1902.

*****
He Favors the Republic— Against Empire.

* ^ 4t * *

"In the contest which is now on between the Republic and the empire, I take my
stand with the people against empire and in favor of the perpetuity of the Republic.

Ours is the great republic, the beacon light of the world, the refuge of the oppressed

of every clime, the home for the downtrodden of every land, and it is incumbent

r
sacred and imperative duty on those who are here and enjoying the inestimable

ings of our free institutions to see to it that the Government of Jefferson, of

Kson, and of Lincoln does not perish from the earth."

See Congressional Record, 'February 23, 1900.

*****
Always the Friend of Cuba.

"Let me reiterate what I have frequently said before on this floor, that I am now,

always have been, and always will be a friend of Cuba and of the Cubans. The

record will show that ever since I have been a member of this House I have done

all in my power for the Cuban people. I am glad the bright day is not far distafit

when the Cuban republic will take her place among the nations of the earth. May

success, happiness, prosperty, and domestic tranquility abide with her hereafter for-

ever, is my fervent prayer.

"The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our sacred obliga-

tions to Cuba. We must grant her the freedom and the independence promised.

We must launch this young republic of Cuba on the ocean of nations and say to all

the world, Cuba is free and independent. We must say to every nation. She is our

7



creation—a daughter of the great republic—and any interference with her will be

an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States.

"But that is not all. We must now grant her immediate trade relief. In a com-

mercial way she is at our mercy. That is not her fault—it is our fault. Congress

has made it practically impossible for Cuba to market her products in other coun-

tries; they must be sold here, and they cannot be sold in this country at present

except at a ruinous loss, unless our tariff law is repealed or modified. This must be

done at once—it should have been done months ago. If it is not speedily done I

predict that conditions in Cuba will soon be worse than they ever were before. The
situation is serious and admits of no further delay. The people want Congress to act.

"Ihe Republican party is responsible for the deplorable commercial condition now
existing in Cuba. The Republican party, wedded to its high protective-tariff policy,

would apparently rather witness the starvation of the Cubans than consent to reduce

to a slight degree for Cuba its present system of outrageous tariff taxes. Wh'at a

spectacle of commercial selfishness, monopolistic greed, and political shortsighted-

ness the Republican party presents to-day! We have been in session here since the

first Monday of last December, and nothing has been done to afford relief to the

Cubans.

See Congressional Record, March 27, 1902.

The Record tells

the Story,



IN FAVOR OF THE AMERICAN NAVY.

SPEECH

HON.WM. SULZER,
OF NEW YORK,

\

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

February 20, 1905.

WASHINGTON.
1905.
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SPEECH

HON. WM. SULZEll.

Mr. SULZER said

:

Mr. Chatemax. I am no^y, always have been, and always ex-

pect to be a friend of the American Navy. It is tbe strongest

arm of our national defense in time of war, and tbe best guar-

anty of our lasting peace. It is national insurance, and every

dollar spent for tbe Navy is economy in tlie long run.

To my surprise, tbe gentlemen who have spoken in this de-

bate against these two battle ships alluded to the remote possi-

bility that it may impede tbe bill appropriating money for tbe

construction of public buildings. In my opinion, that idea or

suggestion is unsound and untenable. What is the use of us ap-

propriating money to construct public buildings in our large

seacoast cities if we do not ai^propriate money to continue the

construction of the navy to protect these buildings in ease of

war? Let me remind these gentlemen that in 1812 there were

public buildings in the United States, but a foreign fleet came to

oui- shores and many of these public buildings were destroyed

and this very Capitol burned to the ground because the Amer-

ican people did not have a: navy to protect its public buildings

and repel foreign invasion. [Applause.]

As a friend of the American Navy, voicing, as I believe, the

mature and deliberate judgment of my constituents and a great

majority of the citizens of New York, I am in favor of the pro-

vision in this bill for the construction of two more battle ships.

I do not believe there is an intelligent man in the country who

has looked into this matter and has studied the tnie situation

that would be opposed to the appropriation for th(.'se two new

battle ships. I do not understand how a Representative from
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New York City, or from any other great city ob our Atlantic,

Gulf, or Pacific coasts can vote against these two battle ships or

can oppose the juclicious increase of the American Navy. We
know how the people of Nev/ York and other seaport towns felt

at the beginning of the Spanish-American war. I know what

the feeling of the people of New York City was when a Spanish

war vessel crossed the Atlantic and anchored in New York Bay

just before war was declared against Spain.

There are no politics in the Navy or in continuing its effi-

ciency. It is a nonpartisan question, and every true American,,

no matter what his opinion may be regarding the Army, is

in favor of increasing our Navy until we have one of the strong-

est and one of the best navies in the world. To strike out of

this hill one of these battle ships would be naval retrogression.

It would be a step backwards in our naval policy. The Ameri-

can Navy is growing. I want to see it continue to grow until

we have a navy second to none in the world.. It will be money

well spent in the end, and it will be economy, in the right direc-

tion. The American people, in my .iudgment, do not want to

stop the growth of their Navy. I believe the Members of this

House by adhering to the provisions in this bill for two new

battle ships will only meet the just expectations of their con-

stituents. [Applause.]

The American people take a just pride in their Navy. They

have every reason to be proud of it, to be proud of its past, to be

proud of it now, and to be proud of its future. The Navy is one

of America's greatest institutions—a bulwark of defense, a

mighty engine of offense—and should be liberally supported by

the Congress of the United States for all its wants by generous

appropriations.

Every dollar spent on the Na^-y is just so much money ex-

liended for insurance. A better investment could not be made.

AVe must all stand by and for the Navy.

The most unthinking individual in the country realizes how
important it is for the Government to have a strong, a great,

and a mighty navy. We have a larger and more vulnerable

seaboard than any other country in the world. We will soon, I
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believe, have a great mereliant maiine. Wo liave great cities

of immense wealth, of costly buildings, of commerce, and of

property, the value of which is incaJeulable, all along our sea-

coasts. They must and should be all protected, and th&y can

not be better protected, better safeguarded than by a modern,

a commensurate, a powerful, and an efficient navy. [Applause.]

I shall vote for these two additional battle ships. I have

never voted to cripple the Navy and I hope I never shall. I

am in favor of increasing the power, the strength, the tonnage,

and the efficiency of the American Navy. I know how nervous

the merchants in Now York felt when a Spanish war vessel

crossed the Atlantic and anchored in New York Bay Just before

war was declared against Spain. The people of my city are

now, ever have been, and, in my judgment, ever will be, in favor

of doing everything in their power to keep up the efBciency and

continue the gradual increase of the Navy. The American Navy

is gi'owing. V\'e ongUt to do nothing to stop that growth.

Mr. MADDOX rose.

Mr. SULZER. I regret, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield to the

gentleman now ; I have only five minutes. We ought to do

nothing, I say, to stop that growth, and I hope that the gentle-

man from Georgia [Mr. JIadbox] will, when the time comes,

vote in favor of these two more battle ships. [Applause.]

We do not want to take a step backward. Our polic-y in

naval matters should be progress—forward along well-defined

and legitimate lines. The war now going on between Russia

and Japan demonstrates the helplessness of a country whose

navy is at the bottom of the sea. Have we so soon forgotten

the lessons of the Spanish-American war? Have we forgotten

what Dewey did at Manila and what Schley did at Santiago?

[Applause.]

Mr. iXADDOX. I say, hold on. [Laughter.]

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman

Mr. SULZER. Well, I will yield to the gentleman for just

one question.
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Mr. JIADDOX. I only want to ask the gentleman how many

battle ships he is in favor of?

Mr. SULZER. Two now. That is what I said—that is what

this naval bill says.

Mr. MADDOX. Go ahead, then ; I am with you. [Laughter.]

Mr. SULZER. I am glad to know the gentleman from Geor-

gia is with me, and I trust all the Members on this side of the

House will be with me. I do not understand, I can not compre-

hend, how any Member of this House, realizing our groat coast

line, our interests on the Atlantic and the Pacific, realizing the

wealth of our cities situated upon our shores, can possibly ob-

ject to the building of two more battle ships and ojjpose the

continuance of an increase of the Navy by voting to strike out

the provision in this bill for two more battle ships.

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a few words in conclusion. I shall

vote in favor of the construction of two more battle ships as pro-

vided in this bill, because we need a great navy to protect our

commerce on the high seas and to vindicate American citizen-

ship and all that it stands for in every port and in every laud in

the world. I believe in the Navy. I stand for the Navy, and

while I am in Congress I will always do all that I can for the

Navy—for the men on deck, for the men below, and for the men

behind the guns. All honor and all glory to the American sail-

ors, to the American Navy, and to their patriotic, their heroic,

and their splendid achievements. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expii'ed.
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I arraign Russia before the bar of civilization

for great crimes against a common humanity.

^*Call the Toll of the earth's iUtt^trions dead and <it least one na/tne

in every five tvill be the innnortal tiame of a diHthiffuisliad- 'Jeiv who
has stamped his indelible impress on the brightest pages of the world's

history.''

SPEECH

HON. WM. SULZER,
OF NE^AT YORK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

December 18, 1905.
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HON. WM. SULZEE.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, on the 11th day of this month

(December, 1905) I introduced the following resolution, which
I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read.
The Clerk read as follows :

Whereas the people of the United States, animated by the sympathy
of a common humanity, view with deep sorrow, heartfelt commiser-
ation, and poignant regret the deplorable condition of the people In
Russia, and especially condemn and exceedingly deplore the cruel out-
rages, the unspeakable brutalities, and the unwarranted and wholesale
assassinations of Russia's Jewish citizens ; and
Whereas it is solemnly alleged, and there is a widespread and prevalent

feeling throughout the world that it Is true, that these terrible crimes,
these brutal atrocities, and these willful murders of the .Tews in Russia
are connived at by the Russian Government, and have been incited by
the Russian ruling classes, and are instigated directly or indirectly by
high officials in Russia for political purposes, and have continued for
a long time in all parts of Russia to such an extent that they have
aroused the sympathies and shocked the moral sensibilities of the
civilized world : Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States,
voicing the humanitarian sentiments of the American people, deplores
the terrible crimes, the brutal outrages, and the uncalled-for and
wanton murders of the Jews in Russia, and hereby condemns and de-
nounces these awful outrages, these shocking assassinations, and these
appalling atrocities as great international crimes against a common
humanity that must be stopped, and stopped quickly, by the Russian
Government ; otherwise Russia, in the opinion of mankind, will and
must stand indicted before the judgment bar of the world as beyond
the pale of its civilization.

ilr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that resolution expresses my
sentiments in regard to the terrible crimes against the Jews
in Russia ; and, if I mistake not, it expresses the sentiments
of most of the Members of this House of Representatives, and
the heartfelt and sympathetic opinion of the humane and
liberty-loving citizens of our country, who are shocked and
grieved and outraged by the inhuman barbarities and appalling
atrocities which have been going on for the past two years in

Russia. During this short time, I am reliably informed by
those most competent to testify, that more than 100,000 help-

less Jews—men and women and children—absolutely defense-

less and guilty of no wrong, have been cruelly, inhumanly,
pitilessly, and barbarously murdered and butchered to make
a Russian holiday. There has been nothing like it in all the
history of the world, not even during the horrors of the
Dark Ages, and humanity to-day stands aghast, stunned and
grieved and horrified. It is simply impossible to describe the
outrages on the Jews in Russia. Whole communities have
been destroyed by fire and sword. No calamity of such mag-
nitude has ever befallen Israel. All the horrors of the -Inquisi-
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tion, all the persecutions of the Middle Ages pale into insig-

nificance in comparison with these stupendous crimes and ap-

palling atrocities. The terrible bloody work is too frightful to

contemplate ; and yet we only know but a fragment of the

awful truth. What a spectacle Russia presents at the dawn
of the twentieth century

!

Mr. Chairman, I feel deeply on this question. Only a few
weeks ago 125,000 Jewish people, at the least calculation,

relatives of the thousands and thousands of murdered Jews in

Russia, marched through the streets in my Congressional dis-

trict, clothed in somber black and crape, in a great mourning
funeral procession for the martyred dead in Israel. It was
one of the most impressive, one of the most striking, and one
of the most pathetic scenes in all the history of the city of New
York. Sadness and misery were written on every face. By-
standers took off their hats, bowed their heads in sympathy,
and shed tears of sorrow. Nothing like it ever occurred be-

fore—Israel weeping and mourning for her dead—and I hope
nothing like it will ever occur again in this land or any
other.

But the murders go on. A veritable reign of terror exists.

The black hand of ignorant fanaticism, race hatred, and re-

ligious bigotry has been raised throughout Russia against the
law-abiding, peaceable, and defenseless Jews, and the barbaric
work of rapine, plunder, outrage, and assassination continues
and increases until even the heartless and hardened and super-
stitious Cossack is sickened by the bloody and ruthless scenes.

Thousands and thousands of helpless men, women, and children
are being slaughtered before the very eyes of civilization, and
not a power lifts its voice in protest or raises a hand in condem-
nation. The facts—such as we get—are blood curdling and the
numbers of the dead are appalling. Nothing like it ever oc-

curred before in all the annals of time. It is a big, blood-red
page in human history—a gigantic crime against a common
humanity—and Russia must be forced to stop it. How, do you
ask? I answer, How were the butcheries in Armenia stopped?
How 'were the cruelties in Cuba ended? What did the powers
do in China? Russia can, if Russia wants to do it, end these
atrocities in a day. They must be stopped. The red reign of
the Romanoffs must end. We can not look on longer without
taking some decisive action. These crimes are great interna-
tional crimes. The victims appeal to mankind, to the brother-
hood of men, to the justice of the world. The massacres of
Lodz and Odessa and Kishineff cry out to high heaven, and the
time has come when the civilized world must tell Russia in no
uncertain tones that these wholesale crimes against the Jews
must cease, now and forever, or the civilization of this day will
stand disgraced in the eyes of future generations. [Applause.]
Now, sir, I stand in my place on this floor, and charge on my

responsibility as a Member of Congress, that it is solemnly al-

leged, and not denied, and there is a widespread and prevalent
feeling throughout the world that it is true, that these terrible
crimes of rapine and pillage and devastation, that these brutal
atrocities, and that these monstrous murders of the helpless
Jews in Russia, are secretly connived at by the Russian Govern-
ment ; that they have been incited by the Russian ruling
classes—the grand dukes—and that they are instigated, directly
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or indirectly, by Mgh officials In Russia tor Tellglous and politi-
cal purposes. What a feaiful indictment of Russia! Is it

true? We will tnow some day. It is not for me to say now,
however, whether these fearful charges implicating the Rus-
sian Government -n-ith direct responsibility for these atrocities
on the Jews in Iier dominions are true or not, impartial history,
sooner or latei-, will reveal the truth and the whole truth, and
I leave that awful charge to unerring Time. But I do stand
hei'e to-day and I do say that any nation that will permit, or
that does permit, or that has permitted, these terrible assassina-
tions to go on and continue, and mates no effort to check them,
deserves the condemnation of the civilized vrorld ; and that we,
the representatives of the Amei'ican people, have the right, tme
to our traditions, vciiclng the sentiments of our constituencies
and a common humanity, to cry out against these wholesale and
-willful crimes against a persecuted race, and denonnce these
harbarous outrages upon the Jews, and to notify Russia that,
in our opinion, unless she stops, and stops immediately, these
assassinations of the Jews, slie will place herself, in the judg-
ment of mankind, beyond the pale of civilization. That is the
position I take now, and that is the position this House should
take, and we should take it at once.

Mr. Chairman, I arraign Knssla before the bar of civilization
for great crimes against a common humanity. The Russian
Government is responsible for these outrages on the Jews.
She can not avoid the awful and tremendous responsibility.

I believe that Russia comld stop these murders if Russia
wanted to stop them. These great crimes, sir, against an op-
pressed race, on account of race, are not local crimes ; they go
beyond State lines i they are great international erinaes ; tfhey

aire butcheries of innocent men and women and children, and
in the eyes of the Master these innocent victims are our brothers
and our sisters, and we would be false to ourselves, to all that
we revere and hold dear, and to every dictate of humanity, if

we did not denonnce and cry 'Out against them with all the ve-

hemence of our righteous Anaerican indignation. If we do not,

ours •will be the shaane and ours the blame. We can not evade
our responsibility by asking "Am I my brother's keeper?"

Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman, I know It is said by those who speak
for the Administration that our Government can do nothing-;

t^at the President and the -Secretary of State can not act and
ihave no power, according to international law, to intervene or

to interfere in the internal afBairs of Russia. That may or may
not be true, but one thing is certain—^^it has been done in Tur-
key and in Cuba and in China ; and another thing is sure, amd
that is, that -we, the Representatives in Congress of the American
people, have the right to raise our Toiee in protest against the
plundering and tihie massacre, week in and week lout, of thon-

sands and thousands of poor, helpless, defenseless men, women,
and children in Russia. We can do that. Let us "do it We
aided the Greeks in their heroic struggle ; we sympathized witla

the Irish in their aspirations ; we interfered when the Turks
massacred the Chrdstians in Armenia, and we intervened wiifeh

force of arms to aid the Cubans.
Why should we refrain trom aiding the Jew in Russia? I

say, in my judgment, it is 'Our duty and the duty 'Of the Gov-
ernment to oondeiaan and denonnce itliese Jewish atrocities and
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to protest against these unspeakable crimes against the Jewish

people in Russia in words that can not be misunderstood, and

I believe that if we do, that if we pass this resolution, that It

will have the desired result and effectively put a stop to the

Russian Jewish outrages, atrocities, and massacres. That right

we have ; let us exercise it. It will be a declaration to Russia,

to the Czar, and to the grand dukes, who are directly or indi-

rectly responsible for these crimes, that the American people

and the House of Representatives of the United States sympa-
thize with the Russian Jews the same as we would with any
other outraged and downtrodden and oppressed people, and
that we are opposed to these race crimes and that the ruthless

extermination of the Jews in Russia must cease. If this is

all we can do, let us do it, and do it quickly ; and I believe

that if we do our protest, our condemnation, and our denuncia-

tion will be heard in St. Petersburg and that the Russian Gov-
ernment will quickly see to it that the wholesale butchery of

Jewish communities is stopped. We can not ignore these crimes

against humanity. We can not escape our duty and our re-

sponsibility. These innocent victims are our brothers and our
sisters—mankind throughout the world are one. A great and
continuing crime against one race is the concern of all the

other races. Can anyone who believes in the Fatherhood of

God and the brotherhood of man successfully deny it?

For mankina are one in spirit, and one instinct bears along,
Round the earth's electric circle, the swift flash of right or wrong ;

Whether conscious or unconscious, yet humanity's vast frame
'i'hrough its ocean-sundered fibers feels the gush of joy or shame

—

In the gain or loss of one race all the rest have equal claim.

[Applause.]
Mr. Chairman, I have said that we do not know one-half of

the truth regarding the terrible crimes against the Jews in

Russia. The facts at present are unobtainable. Russia sup-
presses them. In the dying throes of their official power, the
cruel and heartless rulers of Russia have sense enough to pre-

clude the world from knowing the awful truth of the unprece-
dented barbarities that are taking place within their domin-
ions. To their credit be it said that they have decency enough
to be ashamed to let the light of publicity beat on their cruel

infamies and their infamous butcheries. But murder will out,

and sooner or later the bright light of investigation, searching
for truth, will beat upon them more fiercely than ever. Then,
and not till then, will the awful calamity of the Jews in Russia
be known, and when it is known I predict the revelation will

be the most frightful in the annals of time, and the blackest
page in all history.

Mr. Chairman, my heart goes out to the ravished and plun-
dered and oppressed Jews in Russia. I grieve with those who
grieve for the dead. I sympathize with the living and the ter-

ror stricken. I have enlisted with all my soul in their cause,
and in Congress and out of Congress I shall do all that I can to
aid them to ameliorate their condition. I am not a bigot. I
care naught for creed. I have no race prejudice. I stand for
humanity, and a man is a man, for all that, to me. I have
struggled all my life to help those who needed help, to do some-
thing to better the conditions of the poor and the humble, to
aid oppressed humanity in every land and in every clime, and
to raise the lowly and downtrodden to a higher plane and push
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them forward a step further in the grand march of human prog-
ress. I shall continue my work along my own lines. I shall
never turn back. I know my duty to my fellow-man, and it

makes no difference to me whether he lives in the Orient or the
Occident—whether he be Jew or gentile. In the battle for the
right I can not go far wrong. There Is nothing right but justice.
I appeal for justice for the Jew, and I say to all the world that
these outrages on the Jews in Russia must stop. I tell you that
we can do our share to stop them. This resolution I offer is

only a beginning. Let us pass it. Let us condemn and
denounce the massacres of the helpless Jews in Russia, and
that will accomplish something ; and then let us hold a mon-
ster demonstration of protest—here in the capital of the Re-
public ; here in the shadow of the White House—and demand,
in the name of the American people and a common humanity,
that official America, in a diplomatic way, serve notice on
official Russia that the murders of the Jews in Russia must
cease, and that will accomplish much more, and I believe effec-

tually put a stop to these atrocities and devastations. A word
from the President will go far to realize the object desired. A
note of warning from the Secretary of State will have a most
salutary effect. All the world applauded Theodore Roosevelt in

using. his good offices to bring about peace between Russia and
Japan. We ask him now to use his good offices as President of
the great Republic to bring peace to the harassed and maligned
and outraged and persecuted Jew in Russia. He can do it if

he will ; and if he does, sorrowing humanity will place him on a
higher pedestal, and a great race of grateful people will forever
call him blessed.

Mr. Chairman, let me say to this House that I have the honor
to represent In the heart of the city of New York one of the
largest Jewish constituencies in the United States, and most of

these people, or their parents, have come to our shores from
Russia and southeastern Europe, and I want to say here, know-
ing them as I do, living among them, believing in them as I do,

and respecting them as I do, that there are no better, no more
loyal, and no more patriotic citizens in the United States. They
are honest, sober, thrifty, industrious, liberty loving, and intel-

ligent. They have come to our free land to escape the ostra-

cism and the persecution of governments like Russia, and taking
advantage of the opportunities vouchsafed them here, by fru-

gality and industry, by perseverance and sobriety, by hope and
tenacity of purpose, they have forged rapidly to the front in

every line of endeavor, and they are to-day as good citizens as

any other class of people in all our country. [Applause.] If

anyone here will go over to the densely populated great Bast
Side of New York, where I live, and where these people live, and
where there are more people to the block than in any other like

space on earth, he will be convinced of all I say regarding

the Jew, and he will find among the throngs of school children

in the public schools that the Jewish boys and the Jewish girls

are among the brightest, the neatest, the aptest, the smartest,

and the most intelligent. I know well these people ; they know
me, and have always been my friends ; and I would be false to

myself, false to my convictions, and false to every impulse of

my nature, if I did not sympathize with them and do my best to
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comfort and aid them in the day of their greatest sadness and
affliction and calamity. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, just a word of truth for the Jew and I will con-
clude. It is, however, unnecessary for me, or any other man, to

eulogize the intrepid sons and the virtuous daughters of Israel.

The Jew needs no eulogy. All he asks is justice. All he de-

mands is equal opportunity and equality hefore the law. The
record of his race from the dawn of time down to the present
day is the history of the march of humanity along the highways
of progress and the avenues of civilization. In all ages of the
world the ostracized and persecuted Jew has done his «hare for
his fellow-man, for enlightenment, for liberty, for freedom, for
progress, and for civilization—and he has done it aU in the face
of intense adverse circumstances. In science and in art, in lit-

erature aiid philanthropy, the Jew, in all lands and in all times,
has written his name high in the temple of human fame. In
statesmanship and diplomacy, in law and in medicine, in ethics
and philosophy, in research and discovery, the greatness of the
Jew is and ever has been unchallenged. In commerce and in
trade, in industry and husbandry, overcoming forces that would
deter another, he has held his own in the vanguard of progress.
Persecuted for thousands of years he has surmounted all obsta-
cles ; shunned for centuries he has kept in the very front of
the higher and the better civilization. In trial and in triumph,
in tempest and in sunshine, in war and in peace, on land and
sea, in all eras and in all places, the Jewish race has written
its enduring name and its eternal fame all over the pages of
human history. Civilization owes much to the Jew ; Christi-
anity owes more. Neither debt can ever be paid. Destroy
what Israel has done for the human race and you leave a void
that can not be filled—an abyss which can not be bridged. Call
the roll of the earth's illustrious dead and at least one name an
every five will be the immortal name of a distinguished Jew
who has stamped his indelible impress on the brightest pages of
the world's history. [Prolonged applause.]
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The Constitution Must Not be Destroyed-
We Won't Give Up the Ship.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.
The House being In Committee of the Whole House on the state of

the Union, and having under consideration the resolution (H. Res. 42)
for the distrihution of the President's message

—

Mr. SULZER said

:

Mr. Chaieman : A few days ago I introduced into tliis House
tlie following resolution, which I now send to the Clerk's desk
and ask to have read.
The Clerk read as follows :

Whereas it has heen published in the newspaper press of the country,
and is now generally believed, that the Secretary of the Navy has
recommended and contemplates the breaking up and the absolute de-
struction of the last vestige of one of the most famous historical relics
of the United States, namely, the frigate Constitution, lovingly, pa-
triotically, and popularly Itnown as Old Ironsides ; and

Whereas the patriotic people of the country regard such contem-
plated destruction of Old Ironsides with the most profound sorrow
and regret, and as an irreparable loss, because Old Ironsides can never
be replaced and her like can never be looked upon again if once totally
destroyed ; and they believe that if only one of her planks remains it

should be sacredly saved and preserved as an historic relic : Therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be. and he is hei'eby,
respectfully requested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to
send to the House of Representatives as soon as possible all Informa-
tion upon the subject of the contemplated destruction of the frigate
Constitution, popularly known as Old Ironsides, and in the meantime
to await such further action as the Congress may deem proper to take
to prevent such destruction ; and be it further

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby respect-
fully and earnestly requested to promptly intervene and recommend
such measures as shall secure the permanent preservation of all that
now remains of the frigate Constitution as one of the most sacred
historical relics remaining to the people of the United States.

Mr. SULZEp. Mr. Chairman, that is a patriotic resolution
and it speaks for itself. I am in favor of it, and I believe it

should pass this House without delay. It was introduced by me
for the purpose of getting definite information and finding out,

through the Secretary of the Navy, as soon as possible, just
when, and how, and where, and why the Secretary of the Nav.y
proposed, intended, or contemplated the destruction of the
frigate Constitution, popularly known to the American people
as " Old Ironsides," and what authority, if any, he has in the
premises to destroy this historical relic of the American Navy.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield

to the gentleman from Pennsylvania?
Mr. SULZER. Certainly.

Mr. DALZELL. Do I understand that it is offered as a reso-

lution to be passed on by the committee?
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Mr. SULZER. Not at all. It has just been read by the Clerk
for the purpose of giving the House notice of what I am going
to talk about.

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, all right.

Mr. SULZER. I introduced the resolution for the purpose of
getting information from the Secretary of the Navy about the
frigate Constitution and her proposed destruction. It is priv-

ileged under the rules and will come up ere long in the regular
way. We do not know just how the old Constitution is to be
shot to death, but if it is going to happen, I think the House is

entitled to have this information from the Secretary of the
Navy.

Mr. DALZELL. All right.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the patriotic people of the
country were very much surprised a short time ago when they
read in the public prints that the Secretary of the Navy pro-
posed to destroy " Old Ironsides," the flagship of Hull and
Preble, of Baiubrldge, aild of gallant Charles Stewart, the grand-
father of Charles Stewart Parnell. The Secretary said, if the
reports in the newspapers are correct, and I doubt not they are,

that this old frigate, the Constitution, now lying at Charlestown
Navy-Yard, in Boston Harbor, was of no earthly use, and the
best thing that could be done with her was to tow her out to sea
and make her a target for American naval gunners to shoot to

pieces. Think of it! Imagine, if you can, this official vandal-
ism ! It shocked public sentiment. It aroused American pa-
triotism. I can hardly believe it to be true, but if it is true I

trust the Secretary of the Navy has heard the indignant remon-
strance and the patriotic protest which has rolled into Washing-
ton from every part of the country, and that he will do nothing
further in the matter. His action has aroused the spirit of the
nation. The American people will never consent to the wanton
destruction of the frigate Constitution ; and. In fact, sir, I doubt
if the Secretary of the Navy has any authority to order her
demolition. She belongs to the people of the United States, and
they will never sell her or give her up ; and the Secretary has no
more right to destroy her than he has to order the destruction
of this Capitol. I think that the Congress has something to say
about what shall be done or not done with the people's property,
and I hope the Secretary will refrain from further action in the
premises until this Congress can act in the matter. Her fate is

m our hands. She can not be shot and sunk without our con-
sent. We must stop this sacrilege. The venerable old frigate
Constitution should not be destroyed. She is sacred to the Amer-
ican people, and as long as one of her timbers remains she
should never be demolished. She was launched in the harbor
of Boston in 1797. Her story on the sea is American history,
and time can not dim her greatness nor sully her glory. She
belongs to Boston, and there let her rest in peace with the Stars
and Stripes floating from her masthead until she shall crumble
and rot away and be no more. [Applause.]
Once before, j\lr. Chairman—a long time ago, away back in

1830—a certain former Secretary of the Navy also proposed the
destruction of " Old Ironsides." Is the present Secretary of the
Navy familiar with that incident? Does he remember what then
happened? Has he forgotten the storm of protests, the white
heat of popular indignation, that aroused the people and stirred

6397



tlie very depths of American patriotism ? The people then saved
tiie Constitution and the storm of outraged popular sentiment
subsided; but at its height there came a flash of poetie light-
ning, the inspiration of Oliver Wendell Holmes, vcho vrrote this
poem on " Old Ironsides :

"

Ay, tear her tattered ensign down!
Long has it waved on high,

And many an eye has danced to see
That tanner in the sky.

Beneath it rung the battle shout
And burst the cannon's roar

—

Ttre meteor of the ocean air
ShaB sweep the clouds no more.

BPer deck, once red with heroes' blood,
Where kneit the vanquished foe,

When winds were hurrying o'er the flood
And waves were white below.

No more shall feel the victor's tread
Or know the conquered knee

—

Tlie harpies of the shore shall pluck
The eagle of the sea r

Oh, better that her shattered hulk
Should sink beneath the wave

;

Her thunders shook the mighty deep,
And there should be heii grave

;

Nail to the ma&t her holy flag.

Set every threadbare sail.

And give her to the god of storms.
The IrghtnJiiLg and the gale

!

[Applause.]
That gem, sir, from the pen of dear old Doctor Holmes did

much In the long ago to save the day and preserve intact " Old
Ironsides." As; I sat here to-day thinking about the contem-
plated action of our present Secretary my memory went back
to that other time. It seem.e(J like history repeating itself,

and I wondered If our Naval Secretarj'—poor benighted man

—

had ever read that patriotic poem by one of America's most
gifted authors. But no matter ; suffice it now for me to say
that from that day in the distant past down to the present
more practical time no sacrilegious hand has ever been raised
to strike a blow against "Old Ironsides." [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, this may be a practical age, but American
sentiment is not dead, and it is well that there is enough left

to arouse the people in protest against destroying in a most un-
patriotic way the gallant old ship Constitution. If only a

sentimental value is left of all her greatness, it is enough to

save her, and it is a very beautiful sentiment, and one alto-

gether creditable to the hearts of the American people. This
sentiment fights our battles, wins our victories, and preserves

our liberties. Sentiment—deep-rooted, patriotic sentiment—is

the progressive life of e^'ery people, and I trust the day will

never come in our land when it will slumber so soundly that an
unsympathetic act af vandalism can not arouse it to protest

and action and indfgnatlcai. The doom of the Republic will be
knelled when American sentiment dies. So, sir, I say that for

sentimental and patriotic reasons the frigate Constitution must
not be destroyed. No act of vandalism must ever profane " Old
Ironsides." Her glorious ensign must never be hauled down.
She is the most valuable relic historically, and the most price-

less possession to-^y, in the American Navy. No wonder the

patriotie people of New England, anoA elsewhese, were grieved
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and shocked when they learned that the Secretary of the Navy,
in the most matter-of-fact way, intended to have this historic

old ship of war towed out to sea and shot at for a target

—

shot to death with American gunpowder and by the Navy she
made possible and did so much to embellish. But it shall never
haijpen—perish the thought—because I believe I voice the pa-
triotic feelings of all true Americans everywhere when I say
we shall never give up the ship—we shall never destroy " Old
Ironsides.'" [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I am a friend of the Secretary of the Navy.
I have no disposition to harshly criticise that distinguished offi-

cial. I think in this matter that he has been, to say the least,

indiscreet, and has mistaken the patriotic sentiments which ani-

mate the American people, especially when some object of their

reverence is assailed. Hence I believe it is only necessary for us
to suggest to him that we are opposed to the destruction of this

good old ship in order to preserve her as a counnon heritage for

future generations. And that is for us to do—our work and our
duty. Let us then meet the expectations of the people of our
country, and put into the naval appropriation bill a provision
that will carry a small annual appropriation for the care and
the maintenance of this venerable old ship Constitution, and
that will end the doubts as to her future most effectually for all

time to come.
And now, sir, I want to read another poem anent this mattei".

After I had introduced the resolution just read by the Clerk,
my dear old friend, the good gray poet of Washington, a son of
old Kentucky, and as gallant, as warm-hearted, and as lovable
a man as ever lived—Col. John A. Joyce—inspired by the sub-
ject as his prototype, Oliver Wendell Holmes, was on a former
and similar occasion, dashed off the following poem and sent it

to me to read when this matter came up for discussion. I take
great pleasure in reading it

:

Spare, oil, spare, the Constitution;
Grand old battle ship of ours.

Let it live in song and story,
Festooned with the fairest flowers.

Leave it as an object lesson
To. the children of this land,

Teaching loyalty and valor,
Lessons they must understand.

Hull and Prebel, Bainbridge, Stewart,
Fired thy guns In battle roar,

Slaughtered Albion's bravest sailors

—

Sunk and drove them from our shora.

Congress true and patriotic
Will not let thy glory die

;

But be " target " for all praising
Like the stars in yonder sky.

Once you fought on stormy ocean,
" Target " for the tyrant foe

;

Must " Old Ironsides " be shattered,
Friendless in its age and woe?

No ! Let It shine In Boston Harbor,
Down the ages, by the sea

;

Veteran of our naval glory

—

Emblem of our liberty !

[Loud applause.]
Mr. Chairman, all honor to Colonel Joyce. He is now, and

always has been, a true poet. and a pure patriot. And now a
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few words more, and I am done. I want to say, in conclusion,
that I am a friend of the American Navy. I glory In Its bril-

liant and illustrious achievements. In every war and on every
sea its valor and its heroism have illumined the pages of Ameri-
can history. There is no blot on its heraldic shield. The
patriotic soul of every school boy in America has been flred by
the valor, the bravery, and the glory of our naval heroes. Their
motto is, and was, and ever will be, " Don't give up the ship ;

"

and we, the Representatives of the American peopK in Congress,
reechoing that heroic and patriotic sentiment, send greetings to

our constituencies, and notice to the Secretary of the Navy, that
we won't give up the ship ; that we won't sacrifice " Old
Ironsides ;

" that we won't destroy the Constitution—the oldest
and the grandest and the proudest ship that ever nailed her
colors to the mast in all the glorious history of the American
Navy. [Prolonged applause.]
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WM. SULZEE
SPECIAL IMMIGBANT INSPECTOK MARCUS BEAUN.

Mr. SULZBR. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs from the further consideration of a
privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk and ask
to have read and adopted.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that

the Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from the fur-

ther consideration of the following resolution, which the Clerk
will report
The Clerk read as follows

:

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, respect-
fully requested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to send to
the House of Representatives, at his earliest convenience, all letters,

correspondence, dispatches, information, and documents, or copies of
the same, between the Government of the United States and the Austro-
Hungarian monarchy regarding, affecting, and relating to the arrest,
detention, fine, and imprisonment of .

Special Immigrant Inspector
Marcus B;aun by the Hungarian Government, or its agents. In Buda-
pest, Hungary, in the month of May, 1905.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Xew Xork.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker
Mr. STJLZER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from

Pennsylvania such time as he desires.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that the
motion is not debatable except by unanimous consent.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there should be no objection to

the resolution ; it is now privileged.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to

make a statement for the benefit of the House.
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman will be

heard.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would simply
state for the Information of the House that the State Depart-
ment has no objection to the passage of this resolution, although
it does not advise it, as the correspondence relates to the question

of Mr. Braun being persona non grata to the Austrian Govern-
ment, the correspondence having taken place between that Gov-
ernment and ours. The State Department, of its own volition,

does not wish to publish this correspondence, as Mr. Braun is

or Is believed to be in the employ of another department of the
Government, so that naturally the State Department, of Its own
volition, would not desire to give out the correspondence; but
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so far as the public interests are concerned, If Mr. Braun and
his friends desire it, it has no objection to furnishing the

correspondence.
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I should like

to ask the gentleman from New York a question.

Mr. SULZER. Certainly.

The SPEAKER. This can only proceed by unanimous con-

sent.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent

to ask the gentleman the question for my information.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will this bring the pub-
lication of the Braun reports on the state of the immigration

agencies in foreign countries?
Mr. SULZER. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman

from Massachusetts that the resolution calling for the Braun
reports on immigration passed the House last week, and I under-

stand the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is going to send
those reports to the House this week. This is a difCerent resolu-

tion, and I want to say just a few words about it at this time.

This resolution calls for all the papers now on file in the
State Department relative to the arrest, detention, and fine by
the Austro-Hungarian Government of Mr. Marcus Braun, an
American citizen and the special immigrant inspector of the
United States. The facts in the case very briefly are as fol-

lows:
On the afternoon of May 8, 1905, Marcus Braun, then a guest

of the Hotel Hungaria, in the city of Budapest, Hungary, saw
one of the state detectives of the Royal Hungarian Government,
by the name of Hugo Kalmar, taking out and reading Mr.
Braun's personal and oflBcial letters. The detective was just in

the act of reading a letter written by Dr. Frank Dyer Chester,
United States consul-general at Budapest, to Mr. Braun relat-

ing to emigration matters in Hungary, which Mr. Braun was
at the time officially Investigating on behalf of the United
States Government.
Many weeks before, let me say, Mr. Braun had complained to

the United States consul-general at Budapest; to the Hon. Bel-
lamy Storer, United States ambassador at Vienna, and also to
the Commissioner-General of Immigration of the United States,
that his mail, both official and private, was tampered with, but
up to that time he was under the impression that the spoliation
of his letters was caused by the post-office department of the
Kingdom of Hungary, but when he caught Detective Kalmar
red-handed in the act he had positive evidence that the opening
of his mail was caused direct by the Hungarian Government.

Mr. Braun recognized in the person of this detective the man
who for weeks prior to this incident had followed him on all the
trips he was making in the capacity of United States immigrant
Inspector throughout that country, and when he caught this de-
tective in the act of rifling his letters he gave expression to his
indignation and denounced the act as outrageous, and imme-
diately telegraphed to the United States ambassador at Vienna
and to his superiors at Washington for protection and inter-
vention.
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The day following, namely, on the 9th day of May, Mr. Braun
was servfed with a summons to appear before the police cap-
taincy of the fourth district of the city of Budapest, on May 10,
to answer a charge of insulting a royal Hungarian ofBclal.
Consul-general Chester went with Mr. Braun to the chief of
police, Mr. Bela Rudnay, to demand an explanation, and he
also called on the councilor of the ministry of interior. Dr.
Alexander Selley, and at both places they practically admitted
that Mr. Braun was considered by them as a private person for
the purpose of possibly detecting him in some offense against
the Hungarian emigration law and to make his further stay
impossible in that country as an American inspector of immigra-
tion.

The evidence secured by Mr. Braun and Consul-General Ches-
ter showed conclusively that the reason for this action by the
Hungarian Government was that Mr. Braun's reports of 1904
had hurt the feelings of several prominent officials in the Adrea
Steamship Company, which is a concern subsidized by the Hun-
garian Government, in which many of the highest oflBcials of
the Kingdom of Hungary are shareholders. At the beginning
both the ministry of interior and the police department, includ-
ing Detective Kalmar, denied the fact that they had qpened Mr.
Braun's mail or followed him around, but when they were con-
fronted with the evidence in Mr. Braun's possession they made a
brazen stand and said: "Well, we had a perfect right to do
that. What are you going to do about it?"
By direct order of Prime Minister Tisza the police department

Issued official statements to the press against Mr. Braun, aad
paid the expenses for printing and circulating a pamphlet which
was sold openly all over the Kingdom, which pamphlet contained
all kinds of false charges against the honor and integrity of
Mr. Braun.
The Hungarian Government did all this in spite of the fact

that in 1897, at the time when Mr. Braun became a citizen of
the United States, they had issued, upon his petition, official

documents discharging him from all. further allegiance to. the
Hungarian Kingdom, and then gave him a certificate from the
civil and military authorities certifying that Mr. Braun had an
absolutely clean record. More particularly, one document from
the royal criminal court signed by the presiding justice and ad-
dressed to the mayor of the city of Budapest, when the latter,

as prescribed by law, inquired whether or not there was any-
thing pending against Mr. Braun, who had demanded a certifi-

cate of discharge from the country of his nativity. The docu-
ment in question when translated reads as follows:

[Royal criminal court of Justice, Budapest, No. 63722, 1897.]

To the honorable Mayor's Offlce of the Capital and Residence City of
Budapest, Budapest:

To your inquiry in the matter of Marcus Braun, No. 25609, and
dated July 4, 1897, I have the honor to inform you with official respect
that there is no criminal procedure against the individual in question
under way at this court, and that no sentence has been brought wlilch
should be executed upon him.

Budapest, September 16, 1897.
ZsiTVAT, Presiding Justice.
Doctor Salzbe^ oXerk.

And another document issued by the Royal Hungarian min-
istry of interior, and also addressed to the mayor, which, trans-

lated, reads as follows : •

6462



6

[Eoyal Hungarian ministry of the iriterloir, No. 12370T, 1898.]

To the Mayor of thi Capital ana, Residence City of Budapest':

Marcus Braun, who was botn in 1865, resident of New York, la. In

the meaning of Article I of the State's Treaty incorporated in Law
XLIII of the year 1871, to be considered as a citizen of the United
States of America. Whereof I inform the honorable mayor, returning
the documents sent with your report. No. 38413, of October 15th of

the current year, as well as the petitioner's certificate of citizenship,

for further proper action and calling upon you to communicate my
above declaration as so6n as possible to the petitioner, attaching his

documents.
Budapest, December 3, 1898.
For the minister :

JAKABFFT, State Secretary.

Mr. Braun, on the 10th day of May, was fined against his pro-

tests, at the captaincy of the fourth district, Budapest, 50

crowns, about $10 in our money, which he had to pay Imme-
diately. He remained in Budapest until the 26th of May, and
during that time he supplied the ambassador In Vienna with all

the necessary evidence as to the outrageous treatment to which
he had been subjected, and then suddenly received orders from
his superiors in Washington to quit the Austro-Hungarian Mon-
archy and proceed elsewhere in pursuance to his instructions to

investigate conditions governing emigration from other coun-

tries.

Not knovring how his cause had been disposed of and finding

that through the great publicity that was given to his case all

over Burofie he could not do justice to his mission because he
had been charged in the public prints by the Government of

AuStro-Hungary with serious criminal offenses, Mr. Braun ^e^

turned to the United States and demanded an investigation and
that justice be done him in the case, which thus far has been
denied to him in all respects.

Now, a few words in conclusion. I want to say that Mr.
Braun lives in my district. I know him well, and I can testify

that he is an able, industrious, intelligent, and affable man.
He has been an efficient official of this Government for several

years and has won the esteem of his official superiors. He is

a friend of President Roosevelt, who reposes in him the most
implicit confidence. The charges filed against him secretly in

the State Department by the Austro-Hungarian Government are
absolutely false, and that Government knows the charges to be
false. A great wrong and a great injustice has been done Mr.
Braun by Austria. We should have all the facts in this case.

Mr. Braun demands that all the papers in this matter secretly
filed in the State Department by the Austro-Hungarian Gov-
ernment be given the fullest publicity so that the truth shall

be known, and in order that Mr. Braun may be vindicaited and
seek such redress in the premises as may be jUst and proper
this resolution should be adopted, and I hope the Secretary of
State will comply with it speedily and send us all the papers
in this case as soon as possible. I can not understand why
there should be any secrecy about these papers, unless it is to
shield guilty officials in Austro-Hungary or screen derelict offi-

cials here. But the truth in this case will prevail sooner or
later, and we shall, I believe, ere long know all the facts in
this contemptible conspiracy and outrageous trespass on the
rights and the dignity of a well-knowri and popular American
citizen and a high and distinguished official of the United States.
[Applause.]
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the House agreeing to
the motion of the gentleman from New York to discharge the
committee.
The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.
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THE RAILROAD RATE BILL

AXD THE

GOVERNMENT REGULATION OF INTERSTATE
COMMON CARRIERS.

Jost and reasonable railway rates ani Government regulation of interstate

commerce tiansportat'on conipaiiiis is cne of the mo:t important questions now
before tte American people.

It will never be stttled nntil it is settled ri^fht.

Tbe highways of commerce, tte avenues of industry, and the byways of trade

must be open to all; and every shipper and every producer must be treated exactly

alike—no midnight tariffs, no rebates, no discriminations, and no favoritism.

I am with the people in this fight. It is either Government regulation now or

Government ownership hereafter. Let the railways take their choice.

The railroads must be the servants of the people, not their masters.

SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER,
OF NEW YORK,

EJ THE

HOUSE OF REPRESEXTATIVES.

Tuesday, February 6, 1906.
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SPEECH
OF

HON. WILLIAM SULZER.
Tbe House being in tlie Committee of tlie Wbcle House on tlie state

of tlie Union and having under consideration tiie bill (H. H. 12987) to
amend an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved Feb-
ruary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge tbe
powers of tbe Interstate Commerce Commission

—

Mr. SULZER said:
Mr. Chaieman : It was not my intention to spealc during the

general debate on tbe pending measure, because I did not expect
to get the time. However, by the courtesy of my friend from
Georgia [Mr. Adamson], and quite unexpectedlj', and I miglit

say quite unpreparedly, I am afforded at this inopportune time
the privilege of having my say on this all-important subject—

a

matter of much moment to all the people of the laud, and
affecting more or less intimately every section of our country

—

the question of the fixing of railway rates and the regulation of
railroad and other transportation companies doing an inter-

state-commerce business in the United States.

I thank my friend from Georgia for his kindness in yielding

to me his time, and I grasp the opportunity to use some of it,

because I realize that if I did not take advantage of it now, I

might not get a chance to speak to-morrow, when the debate on
the bill will close ; and I know by sad experience in this House
that when the bill is to be read and is open for amendment, the
day after to-morrow, there will be little or no debate permitted
by those having this measure in charge. The bill, I am in-

formed, is going to be rushed through the House—railroaded, as
it were—regardless of its defects and its omissions and its

incompleteness, and all amendments that Members desire to

offer to strengthen the measure are to be quickly voted down,
and the bill just as it came from the committee passed on to the

tendei;. mercies of the sacrific Senate.

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, this matter of just and reason-

able railroad rates and the governmental regulation of trans-

portation companies doing an Interstate-commerce business is

one of the most important questions now before the American
people. It is a live question, and no matter what we do now,

or say now, you know and I know that it is here to stay until

it is settled and settled right ; and the problem never will be

solved, and the issue will never down, until it is solved and
settled for the best interest of all the people, ajid not in the in-

terest of the selfish few.

I have given much careful study to this great siTbject. I

know something about it. As a legislator trying my best to do

my duty as I see it to all the people, I have given, and will con-
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tinue to give, my very best efforts to help in tbe solution of tlie

many problems we are called upon in tbese matters to determine,

and tliey sbould be solved and determined by us in a spirit of

fairness and equality and equity to all concerned. The bigh-

vi-ays of commerce, tbe avenues of industry, tbe byways of

trr<de must be open to all ; and every shipper and every pro-

ducer must be treated exactly alike—no midnight tariffs, no re-

bates, no discriminations, and no favoritism. Equal rights to all

and special privileges to none must be our watchword. [Ap-

plause.]
Now, sir, we all realize, I believe, that the great interstate-

transportation agencies of our country are here to stay. They
are essential to^the business of the country. They can not be
dispensed with nor (Jpstroyed. They are as fixed in our commer-
cial life as the hours of the day, and as immutable in our in-

dustrial existence as the medium of exchange. Their mileage,

and their equipment, and their wealth, and their power, and
their influence will not diminish, but will increase more and
more as the years come and go. They will continue to domi-
nate the people if the people do not take action to control and
to regulate them. The people of the country are aroused on
this question. They will keep up the fight until it is won.
You can beat the people to-day, you can deceive the people to-

morrow, but the contest between right and wrong will go on, and
sooner or later the people will win. I am with the people in

this fight. It is either Government regulation now, or Govern-
ment ownership hereafter—take your choice. [Applause.] As
the President said on this subject in his message to the Congress
in December, 1904, the Government must in increasing degree
supervise and regulate the workings of the railways engaged in

interstate commerce, and such increased supervision is the only
alternative to an increase of the present evils on the one hand
or a still more radical policy on the other.

I read not long ago, Mr. Chairman, that more than 80 per
cent of the enormous railroad mileage which to-day gridirons
the United States has been constructed since the civil war.
We have over 215,000 miles of main railroad tracks, and the
giant spider is still spreading its web of steel in every and all

directions. And when we take into consideration the second,
third, and fourth tracks, and sidings and terminals, the total
foots up to nearly 300,000 miles of steel railroad tracks. Just
think of that! Sufficient to go twelve times around the earth,
or make a journey to the moon, if such a thing were possible,
and have miles and miles to spare. We are indeed the greatest
railroad country on earth, and will continue to be for a century
to come. And if we pause to consider these marvelous figures
and facts we must be impressed with the consciousness of the
far-reaching power and effect of the railway influence in every
line of human industry, and if we stop to analyze the volume of
traffic handled we can not fail to realize how greatly the rail-
way systems of our country enter into every phase of modern
life.

In 1S04 the railroads carried 038,000,000 tons of freight. In
1004 the figures more than doubled and reached the enormous
total of 1,309,000,000 tons, with aggregate traffic earnings
amounting to the enormous total of ,fl,977,C38,713. Last year
they did a largely increased business, and the figures for 1906



will greatly exceed those of last year. In 1895 the rocords
show that 527,421,000 passengers were carried; in 1904 the
figures increased to 715,419,000, and when the reports for last
year are at hand a much larger increase will be evident. Tlie
figures are bewildering and the facts as startling as they are
astonishing ; and the end is not yet.

To transport this vast number of passengers and gigantic
amount of freight, including all varieties of foodstuffs, there
were utilized 47,000 engines, 40,000 passenger cars, and 1,760,000
freight cars. In the operation of this great network of rail-

ways more than 1,250,000 men are directly employed, of which
52,000 are engine drivers, 55,000 firemen, 40,000 conductors, and
106,000 trainmen.
Of course, I know figures are usually uninteresting; but

these figures are alive with hiiman interest and full of flesh and
' blood activity, because they have to do not only with men and
measures, but also with our national commercial life and our
fundamental political and industrial institutions, which should
safeguard the interests of all the people—but more often do-
not—and the home life, and the very existence of every man
who works for a livelihood and earns his bread in the sweat of
his face. [Applause.]
The rapid growth of our interstate common-carrier systems

during the past quarter of a century has been simply marvel-
ous, and the tremendous power they wield to-day in the intimate
political and social and economic life of the country is truly
inconceivable. The average man who rides on a railroad train
in comfort and in luxury to a distant point has little conception
of how the railway affects even the most intimate details of his
existence. It is the power that dictates political conventions
and makes nominations ; that seats its well-paid lawyers in the
courts of justice ; that rules legislatures ; that subsidizes the
press ; that dominates the National Congress, and that compels
all of us, who must eat to maintain life, to pay the price for
food which the big transportation interests fix directly or indi-

rectly.

From a systematic investigation of existing conditions and a
careful examination of governmental statistics, I fearlessly as-

sert that the time is now at hand when the Government must
take decisive action to regulate the great railways and great
public transportation utilities of the country doing an inter-

state-commerce business, or they will ere long absolutely own
and control the Government, and, through their great tentacles

stretching out in every direction, they will be able to strangle
competition, crush commercial endeavor, paralyze individual
industrialism, and create the trust of all trusts and the monopoly
of all monopolies.
These giant public utility transportation companies, travers-

ing as they do every part of our national domain, are so vital

a part of our complex industrial and economical and political

life that their influence affects all things which go to make up
our existence from day to day. I believe the people are just
awakening to the consciousness of the real facts and the true
situation, and in the study of the problem of the cost of living

are finding out for themselves what recent economic writers
have shown conclusively, and that is how the control and the

power and the operation of railroads in this country overshadow
every other factor of human existence.
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And so, sir, knowing wtiAt I do about the facts and the condi-

tions, and feeling as I do on this subject, I welcome remedial
legislation, and shall favor any bill that will correct the abuses
and remedy the evils incident to the subject-matter now under
consideration. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I have carefully listened to the several clever

speeches which have been delivered during the consideration of
this measure. These brilliant forensic efforts, however, have
failed, to my mind, to greatly illumine the subject or to impart
to us very much valuable information. The time consumed In

this debate, nevertheless, may not have been altogether wasted.
Far from it ; but it does seem to me strange that no two
Members who have discussed the bill agree as to just what
it means and as to just what it will do. In justice to myself
I want to say that I do_not agree with all that has been said
in favor of the pending bill, and neither do I concur in all that
has been said against the bill. We all appear to agree that
the measure under consideration is not a perfect bill, intended
to remedy every evil incident to the subject-matter. I do not
think that even its distinguished author, for whose abilities in

these matters I have great admiration, will seriously assert
such a claim. Take this bill all in all, and the best that can
be claimed for it, in my judgment, is that it is only a feeble
effort to correct, in a doubtful way and to a limited degree,
long-standing and patent and glaring abuses. Will the bill in

its present shape even do this? I indulge the hope that it will

to some extent, and if it does It will accomplish something

;

and believing that it will do some good, that it will remedy some
evils, that it will correct some abuses, I shall vote for the bill

;

because with all Its faults, with all its doubts, with all its omis-
sions, with all its defects, I sincerely hope, and I want to hon-
estly believe, that it is a step in the right direction—a legislative
advance—a Congressional stride forward along right lines for
the benefit of the many against the selfish interests of the few.
[Applause.]
Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, there are some things about

this bill that I do not like, and that I would change if I could
have my way. I trust I will be forgiven by the sponsors of
the bill if I indulge in a few criticisms of the measure, and, by
way of suggestion, point out some glaring defects that should
be cured by amendment to make the legislation more effective.
The bill is a long one, but not a very comprehensive measure.
It is an amendment to the interstate-commerce act, and- pur-
ports to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission. The committee reporting the bill generously admit
that in its preparation they were aided by the study of all the
bills introduced by Members on this subject, and I want to say
that I introduced at the beginning of this session what I be-
lieve to be a bill in the right direction, a bill that I seriously
believe if enacted into law would, to a very great extent, ef-
fectually put a stop to railroad rebates and transportation dis-
criminations. It is a short bill and a simple bill and a compl-e-
hensive bill. I do not know what consideration it received
from the committee reporting the bill before us, but I do know
that if it were a part of the law not a transportation com-
pany in the land would dare violate its provisions, because if it
did the doors of a felon's jail would open to receive the ofh-
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cials of tbe company granting the rebate or discrimination, as
well as tlie shipper receiving the gratuity and the favoritism.
I have no vanity in the matter. I am seeking results for the
best interests of all the people.

I do not claim perfection for my bill, like some of the zealous
advocates of the pending bill claim for the measure now before
us ; but I do claim that my bill, to say the least, will go very far
toward the serious solution of the many problems confronting
us, and, in my opinion, have a beneficial tendency to correct
present interstate transportation abuses. I believe that one of
the greatest evils complained about in all these matters is the
rebate abuse, by which an unjust discrimination is made be-
tween shippers and a rebate given back to one shipper, or to
several shippers, which all the others must contribute to by pay-
ing an exorbitant rate.
This bill, sir, which I introduced (H. R. 8414) to amend the

interstate-commerce act, and which is referred to in the report
of the committee, would, in my opinion, effectually put a stop to
rebates by making the rebate, if one is given, the maximum
rate—that is to say, the rate paid minus the rebate would stand
as the highest -rate. If this bill were a law I am satisfied that
no railroad or other transportation comijany could give a rebate
without the fact being quickly found out by some shipper who
was discriminated against, and just as soon as the fact of the re-

bate was established the Commission would fix the rate charged
minus the rebate as the maximum rate. I believe if some pro-
vision of that kind were put in the bill now under consideration
with a criminal penalty clause for its violation, it would effec-

tually do away with rebates ; but I would go further in this mat-
ter and make it a felony for any official connected with a rail-

road company, or other transportation system, doing an inter-

state commerce business, to grant a rebate, or for any shipper
over the line to receive a rebate. If this were the law I am sat-

isfied there would be no more rebates and that the evil would
cease for all time to come . [Applause.]
We should make the punishment fit the crime, and if we do I

believe there will be no more railroad rebates. Put in the bill

a provision making the giving or the receiving of a rebate a
criminal offense, punishable by a long term of imprisonment, and
I say to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and
to the Members of this House, and I say to the country, that
there would not be a railroad or interstate transportation com-
pany that would give a rebate, and no shipper would dare re-

ceive a rebate for love or money. [Applause.] You will never

stop this iniquitous system of rebate favoritism and discrimina-

tion until you point to the prison doors. If this bill were in-

tended to carry out the recommendations of the President it

would contain a provision of this kind and the problem, so far

as secret rebates are concerned, would be solved, and you never

'again would hear a shipper complain about a railroad or any
other great public-utility transportation company doing an inter-

state-commerce business giving a secret rebate. [Applause.]

But here we have the unanimous report, the concentrated wis-

dom, of all" the members of the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, and after laboring industriously for a year

[laughter] they bring forth this remarkable document [laugh-

ter], this bill of twenty-six long pages of uncertain phrases,

6551



that a Philadelpllia lawyer can not comprehenci [laugliter], and
wbicli, I undertake to say, if placed on tbe statute books in Its

.

present shape and ultimately held to be constitutional, will not
accomplish the purpose desired by the people of the country
who have been complaining for the last quarter of a centuiy
against these unjust and unreasonable rates, these railroad
favoritisms, and these interstate transportation discriminations.

[Applause.]
I can demonstrate it, I think, in a very few words. If the

gentlemen interested vi'ill glance at page 11 of this bill, section

15, they will find there what may aptly be termed the weak link

in the chain of this measure. [Langhter.] On page 11, line 5,

section 15, the bill prescribes the procedure of the Commission
to fix and establish " a fair and just and reasonable rate."

Then follows this significant language

:

" That such oz'der shall go into effect thirty days after notice

to the carrier, and shall remain in force and be observed by the
carrier unless "—mark the language. Here is what I believe to

be the little joker in this bill [laughter]
—

" unless the same shall

be suspended or modified or set aside by the Commission, or
suspended or modified or set aside by a court of competent juris-

diction." Here is the committee's little black man. [Laughter.]
This is the African in the railroad wood pile. [Laughter.] Can,
these words be misunderstood? I think not. I believe the
railroads of the land and their lawyers are aware of their sig-

nificance. I believe they know the import of this section, and I

want to submit in all candor [laughter] to the railroad lawyers
of the country how they interpret these words in the last line,

to wit :
" Or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent

jurisdiction? " They know now what these words mean. I
think I know what they mean, but the people who want railroad-
rate legislation will find out later what they mean. [Laughter
and applause.]
The word " suspended," if I am not mistaken, is used in this

section of the bill advisedly, and it was put in there to baffle

the efforts of those most anxious to accomplish something for
the relief of the shippers of the country from unjust railroad
rates and discriminations. I am aware that the word " sus-
pended " has a well-known definition. [Laughter.] I am in-
clined to believe, however, that some of us just now fail to
grasp the real significance of the word [laughter] ; but if this
bill becomes a law in its present shape those now crying at the
doors of Congress for relief against railroad extortion will soon
find out the fatality and the significance of the word " sus-
pended." [Laughter.] Then some of us will be "suspended"
by our trusting constituents. [Laughter.] The whole object
sought by this remedial legislation may " hang " on this omi-
nous word " suspended." [Laughter and applause.] And when
the poor and injured shipper complains to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission created by this bill, consisting of seven
members hereafter to be appointed for a term of seven years,
at an annual salary of ."flO,000—and I can imagine the struggle
of the railroads to get just the right kind of men on this new
commission—when the shipper makes his complaint, and the
Commission fixes the rate—that is to say, makes its order es-
tablishing a fair and just and reasonable rate—I can see in my
mind's eye the temporary joy of the shipper, until the railroad
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lawyer rushes into court and during the thirty days allowed
gets an injunction " suspending " the order of the Commission,
and then what is the poor shipper to do? Why, go on paying
the old railroad rate just the same as before. That is the way
it will be done. [Applause.]

Let us, for the sake of argument, assume a case and follow it

to its logical end. This bill In its present shape becomes a law.
The new Commission, we will assume, has been appointed and a
shipper who has been discriminated against for years, or who has
been injured by rebates, who has been getting poorer and poorer
while some other favored shipper, who has been profiting by his

misfortunes, is getting richer and richer, makes complaint before
the Commission and establishes that the rate he is paying is

unjust. The Commission, on all the testimony adduced, is satis-

fied his complaint is justified and thereupon makes an order
fixing a just and reasonable rate. That order will not go into
effect for thirty days, and before it can go into effect—that is,

during the thirty days, if the order is not satisfactory to the
railroad company—the railroad lawyer will go into a court of
" competent jurisdiction " and get an injunction " suspending "

the order. Then the shipper will have to pay the old extor-

tionate rate, and if he wants to fight the matter he must hire an
experienced lawyer to carry the case up on appeal, and before
the court of last resort adjudicates the matter between the rail-

road company and the shipper to see whether an injustice has
been done or not, the shipper's business will be " suspended

"

[laughter] or in the hands of a receiver, and unless the shipper
is a well-to-do and a shrewd and a sagaciovis and a pertinacious
business man he will be " suspended " ere the final judgment of

the case in the United States Supreme Court. [Great laughter
and applause.]
With all due respect to the erudite authors and distinguished

sponsors of the pending bill, I am inclined to think that this

provision can be materially changed for the better by an amend-
ment i shall suggest. If the bill becomes a law in its present

shape, I am afraid it will accomplish very little of lasting bene-

fit to the shippers and producers of the country, and will have
a tendency to cause endless delay, and interminable litigation,

and perhaps be the means of defeating the very object desired

and sought to be accomplished. I am in earnest about this mat-

ter. I want to be fair. I do not want to create discord. I have

no desire to find fault. I shall not be captious in my criticism

of the pending bill. I am in favor of it, but I want to make
it effectual—I want to make it really reach the evils involved

and permanently cure them in the speediest possible way. [Ap-

plause.]

I am with the people in this railroad fight for justice. I

have great personal regard for the distinguished chairman of

the committee reporting this bill, but I would be false to my-
self and to this great cause if I did not honestly say that I

believe that he and all the members of the committee could

have presented to this House, under all the circumstances, a very

much better bill, and I trust I will be pardoned if I am im-

pelled by my sense of duty, and my conception o( the' gravity of

the situation, and the importance of the subject-matter, to

point out in the kindliest way some of the serious defects, some

of the glaring errors, and what I consider after all the vital

weakness of the pending measure. [Applatise.]
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Hence, Sir. Chairman, I regret to say that I can not and I

do not altogether agree with some of my colleagues who are
congratulating themselves, and the committee, on the unanimity
of the report in favor of this measure, and that the bill in its

present shape is going to pass the House by a practically unani-
mous vote. It is true that the bill comes before the House with
a most harmonious report ; but a unanimous report from a
committee on an important piece of legislation like this against
great centralized corporate interests is not an evidence to my
mind that the bill is a perfect measure and a complete remedy
for existing evils. As an old and experienced legislator, having
served for some time In two capitals, it is my opinion that in a
great many instances where the report of a committee is

unanimous in favor of a bill, especially a bill of such great
magnitude as the one under consideration, v/hich affects so
many intrenched and powerful interests and which has met
with so much opposition lieretofore from the very interests
affected—I say that the unanimity is susceptible to the con-
struction that the bill is so drawn that somebody is going to
be fooled. I do not know whether it will be those who want
this legislation or those who do not want it, but I am inclined
to think, that if this bill becomes a law in its present shape, that
those who want it will be, to say the least, disappointed.

I believe that if the great interstate transportation companies
were opposed to this bill their power and their influence would be
so far-reaching that there would be a great deal more opposition
to the bill than at present is evident. It is a fair assumption
to believe that if the railroads of this country were opposed to
this bill the measure would not meet with a practically unani-
mous vote in the House of Representatives. I do not want to
go into details. It is unnecessary for me to elaborate the propo-
sition. I have no desire to be a carping critic. Far be it from
me to disturb the placid waters existing at present in this body.
Of course I assume that the great transportation companies of
the country have felt for some time that the demands of the
people for the enforcement of the laws, for the abolition of re-
bates, and for more just and reasonable railway rates would
have to be acceded to sooner or later, and perhaps they are
willing to accept this weak and doubtful, measure rather than
run the risk of further arousing public indignation and the
enactment of more drastic legislation to curb the power of these
great interstate transportation companies.
Everyone familiar with the subject is aware of the fact that

for years there have been secret rebates and unlawful discrimi-
nations by railroad companies and other transportation corpora-
tions to favored shippers. These discriminations and these fa-
voritisms are criminal and must be stopped, and if the laws on
the statute book now are not strong enough to put a stop to
them, then we must make new laws rigid enough to put an end
to them in this country forever. Whether this bill will stop
them or not I do not now undertake to say, but I do hope that
the bill will be materially amended ere it becomes a law, with
the object of more effectually stopping them. I know of no
greater injustice to the producers of our country than to have a
transportation company give a rebate to one shipper at the ex-
pense of all the others. There should be no favoritism ; the rate
should be the same for all shippers and for all producers ; equal
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rates, equal rights, and egnal opportunities for nil should be the
rule. But we know the history of the past, and we do linow of
many cases where one shipper has been favored at the expense
of all the other shippers until the favored shipper controlled the
product or the industry, drove out of business every competitor,
and ultimately secured a complete monopoly.

If you will read the testimony which has been adduced ffl

several investigations heretofore held at the instance of the
Government you will readily comprehend the truth of this propo-
sition. But I do not care at this time to go into details or to be
too critical. I am an optimist and not a pessimist ; I hope for
the best; and I trust the bill will be materially amended and
become a law and accomplish some good. I shall do my best
to improve the bill by amendments, if they will be permitted

;

but I can not refrain now from telling what I actually believe
and to voice my convictions and say that the bill in its present
shape is not satisfactory to the real friends of Federal regula-
tion. It is a good deal of a malieshlft ; it is weak ; it is apolo-
getic, and the railroads are not opposing it. That puts me on
Inquiry. The unanimity with which it is going through this
House also lends color to the suspicion that the railway inter-
ests of the country see no danger in its wishy-washy provisions.

It looks to me as if the fight for a square deal from the rail-

roads is far from won, and the friends of rate reform and gov-
ernmental regulation of interstate transportation companies
must keep up the fight and fight harder than ever. [Applause.]

It is apparent to me that if this bill were intended to compel
the railroads to live up to the law now on the statute books, if

it were a bill to force the transportation companies to give fair

and just and reasonable rates to every producer and to every
shipper, you would find these halls filled with railroad lawyers
and transportation lobbyists protesting against the passage of
the bill ; and I am frank to say that the bill would not meet
with so very little opposition. But I have not heard of a rail-

road protesting against the passage of this bill. I have yet to

learn of a transportation company sending to the House objec-

tions to the enactment of this legislation ; and I have not seen
nor heard of a single railroad lawyer who has been sent here to

argue against the progress of the bill ; and so, as I say, I am
inclined to be doubtful as to the effectiveness of the remedy pro-

posed in the pending measure. [Applause.]
Mr. GROSVEXOR. Mr. Chairman
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Xork yield

to the gentleman from Ohio?
Mr. SULZER. Tes ; I always yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would the gentleman from New York
know a lobbyist when he saw one?

Mr. SULZER. Well, that depends. There are lobbyists and
loihyists, and I do not pretend to be very familiar with either

class; but I think I do know a few railroad lawyers when I

see them. [Laughter.] I have been a practitioner of the law

in an humble way for a number of years, but fehave never been

retained by any of the great interstate-commerce railroads and
corporations. I have been retained, however, now and then by

a few honest and sensible clients [laughter] to institute suits

against railroads and other interstate-commerce corporations,

and my clients will inform those desirous of knowledge conceru-
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lEg the matter that I have generally succeecled in securing for
them a speedy trial, justice, aud a square deal. As a legislator

my sympathies have always been with the under dog, with the
poor and the oppressed, with the toiler and the bread winner ; aud
whenever an injustice was committed by some powerful cor-

poration against the weak and the helpless I have been on the
latter's side ; and as a lawyer my field of professional endeavor
has been along the lines of helping the poor and the humble
and the distressed ; and I suppose I am so constituted that I will

continue to do so all the rest of my life, to the loss no doubt of
my bank account, but with the approval of my conscience. [Ap-
plauise.]

I could have been a railroad lawyer had I desired to enter
that field of human activity ; in fact, I have received one or two
offers in my time to devote my energies to that branch of the
law. I recollect a very flattering offer made to me a few years
ago of $25,000 a year ; but I never was very anxious to make
money, with me money is a secondary consideration ; and I

have preferred to pursue the even tenor of the simple life, to
work out my professional salvation in my own vray and my
political career along my own lines. [Laughter.] I work
pretty hard here in the Halls of Congress, day in and day out,
week in and week out, trying to do the right thing for my
constituents and the square thing for the good of the people
generally throughout the country. I am content with my work

;

I rather like it. I would not exchange places with any of the
opulent members of " the system." I have cast my lot along
the pleasant sunshiny highways of humanity ;

' but sometimes it

seems to me that almost every man in the land who has a griev-
ance, or thinks he has a grievance, comes to me to set things
right and to secure him justice. I spend a great deal of valu-
able time investigating some of these complaints, and it takes
much labor to do so conscientiously ; but whenever I find a case
that is really and truly a worthy cause I do not fear or hesitate
to take up the burden of the fight and do the best I can. This
may be altruistic, and I know that often my efforts are unap-
preciated, derided, misconstrued, and futile, but I suppose,
nevertheless, that I will go on doing so to the end of my time.
[Applause.]

I know tLat tte world, that the great hig world,
From the pauper up to the king,

Has a different tale from the tale I tell,
And a different song to sing

;

But for me, I care not a single flg
If they say I'm wrong or I'm right,

For I'll always go in, it I go in at all.
For the under dog in the fight.

[Applause.]
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to give credit in this debate to

whom credit is due. I want to say that I have been an interested
listener to several of the excellent and eloquent speeches which
have been delivered for and against this measure, not only an
attentive and interested listener, but I have been edified, in-
structed, and highly entertained. I listened with great interest,
as I always do, to my genial friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sib-
ley]. He ridiculed the bill and arraigned its effectiveness, and
I was much amused by the serious earnestness of his incisive
aud epigrammatic and eloquent remarks. The gentleman nearly



13

convinced me that I ought to vote against the bill of my dis-

tinguished and erudite friend from the classic fields of Iowa.
[Laughter.] I was greatly interested and listened with rapture to

the studied periods of my always eloquent and distinguished
friend, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Littlefield] . He seemed
to prove to his own satisfaction the inability of the iieople to
govern themselves. [Laughter.] His argument was an indict-

ment of free institutions—an arraignment of the power of public
opinion. [Applause.] I can not follow the gentleman from
Maine. I believe in the people. I trust the people. I know the
people are capable of self-government. [Applause.] I was much
impressed with the beautiful diction and the eloquent words of

the scholarly gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoCall],
who has given a great deal of study and consideration to every
phase of this whole subject ; and if I did not know a little about
it myself, I think I would be inclined to take his pessimistic

view of the results that will follow if this- bill should become a
law in its present shape. [Laughter.] With these three emi-
nent statesmen against the bill, I began to ponder whether I

could conscientiously give it my vote and my support. [Laugh-
ter.] I always try to be right, but I know I am not infallible,

and I concluded to wait—to hold my peace—to content my soul

In patience—until I could listen to the wisdom and the dulcet
voice of my dear old friend and philosopher the learned and
experienced gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Geosvekob] ; and lo ! ho
began to speak ; and to my amazement I heard him call the hill

a fake—just think of it—a fake! [Laughter.] Is it any won-
der we are bewildered? [Laughter.]

But, then, it is only fair for me to say that although I do not

often agree with the gentleman from Ohio regarding the merits

of proposed legislation, I do, in this instance, however, agree

substantially with him regarding the significance of the omis-

sion in this bill of express cars and palace ears and sleeping

cars. I do not know of any good reason why these railway

cars should be carefully omitted from the grasp of the provi-

sions of this bill, but perhaps we shall be enlightened about this

later on by some of the speakers for the bill. [Laughter.] I

think these palace and sleepaig and express cars should be

amenable to the plan and the scope and the possibilities of this

bill, and I would amend the bill to bring them within its provi-

sions, together with all the other private cars and car lines

of the country. The private-ear line system is one of the most

iniquitous frauds in the transportation business and should

be wiped out. I am with the gentleman from Ohio on these

propositions. I shall be glad to vote with him to put all these

cars under the provisions of this bill. I commend the gentle-

man from Ohio, and I assure him I shall vote for his proposed

amendment •

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield

to the gentleman from Ohio?
Mr. SULZBR. Certainly.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not state that I would offer any

such amendment as that.

Mr. SULZER. I thought that is what the gentleman wanted

to do. If I remember correctly, the gentleman was complaining

because he could not
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I pointed* out the care that had been

taken hi the drafting of the bill. But my amendment is a mat-

ter of very much more importance, in my judgment. That is

the one relating to the commingling of the corporation that pro-

duces the goods that are shipped on the railroad and the corpo-

ration that handles the railroad.

Mr. SULZER. Very good ; I am with the gentleman on that

proposition, too. [Laughter.] But I understood the gentleman
from Ohio to complain about the omission from, the provisions

of this bill of palace, sleeping, and express cars, and I concur
with the gentleman and justify his complaint, and think it is a
mistake that these cars, doing an interstate-commerce business,

should be omitted from the provisions of the measure we have
before us. They should be included in this bill, and the gentle-

man from Ohio was quite right in what he said in this connec-
tion. But he went further and complained most bitterly that
the House was going to stand by the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce and pass this bill just as it is now,
just as it came from the committee, without the crossing of a
" t " or the dotting of an " i," and vote down every amendment
that will be offered by any Member to strengthen the bill and
make it a more perfect measure. [Laughter.]

I was astonished when I heard the gentleman make this com-
plaint. It was a, great surprise to me to hear him protest
about the majority standing by its own committee. I am mak-
ing no complaint, because I know it is useless, and I am not
surprised that the majority will stand by the bill of the com-
mittee and vote down all amendments. I ara surprised, how-
ever, that we are granted the poor privilege—for the sake of

the record—of offering amendments at all to make the bill

better, more perfect, more complete, and more effectual. I am
surprised that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce did not go to the Committee on Rules of the House
and have that committee, of which the gentleman from Ohio
is an active member, bring in a rule, as it usually does, mak-
ing this bill a special order and precluding a Member from
offering an amendment, allowing him only the right to do
one thing, and that is to vote for the bill or to vote against
it. So the gentleman from Ohio complains that he is only
allowed to offer an amendment with the knowledge that it

is understood and agreed between the majority and the mem-
bers of the committee that all amendments are to be voted
down ; and that the bill is to be railroaded through the House
just as it came from the committee. [Applause.]

It is some consolation, however, to me to know that the
gentleman from Ohio realizes once in a while that Republican
chickens come home to roost. [Laughter.] But I inferred the
gentleman as a last resort intended to vote for the bill. So
shall I ; but I do so with reluctance and many misgivings, and
only because I know that it is not the best bill, but the one bill

that the real and sincere friends of railroad-rate reform and
governmental regulation of interstate common carriers can get
for the people at the present time. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I have earnestl.y studied the various bills

which have been introduced thus far in this Congress regard-
ing railway-rate legislation and the regulation of interstate
commerce transi)ortation companies, and briefly referred to by
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name and number at tbe beginning of tlie report of the Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce Committee whieli accompanies the
bill now under consideration. It will be of considerable in-

terest, in my opinion, for tbe industrious JMembers of the House
to get these respective bills and read each and eveiy one of
them carefully.

One of the best of these bills, in my judgment, is the measure
introduced by my friend and colleague, Mr. Heaest, H. R. 4G9,
entitled "A bill to increase the powers of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission and to expedite the final decision of cases
arising under the act to regulate commerce by creating an inter-

state commerce court" This is a brief and simple bill, but a
very comprehenslTe measure, and goes further to correct these
abuses and remedy these evils than any of the bills which have
heretofore been introduced, and if Mr. Hearst's bill were a law
I believe that it would effectually stop the abuses we are seek-

ing to prevent. I am sorry the bill can not be brought before

the House and voted for on its merits. It has many excellent

features, and it seems to me that there are many provisions in

it which the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
could to much advantage have incorporated into the bill which
they reported, and if they had done so they would have made the

bill now before us a very much stronger, and a very much better,

and a Very much more comprehensive measure in every respect

;

and one about whose constitutionality there could be absolutely

no question.

There is to my mind no doubt about the effectiveness and the

constitutionality of Mr. He^^est's bill, and there would be no
question about the constitutionality of the bill now under con-

sideration if the provision regarding the fixing of the rates by
the Interstate Commerce Commission and the creation of the

court to review the orders of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion were taken from Mr. Heabst's bill and embodied in the bill

of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. I think it

is a matter of regret that this was not done. I go further and
say I think it was a mistake that the Hearst bill was not re-

ported to the House instead of the committee bill. There

should be no politics in this matter. There should be no ri-

valry and no personal vanity. We ought to all strive to accom-

plish the results so earnestly desired by the people of this

country. This is one of the great questions of the day, afCeet-

in" every man, woman, and child in the land, and we should

all rise superior to petty politics and personal gloi-y and try

to accomplish results; and if that had been done I believe

the Hearst bill would now be under consideration instead

of the pending bill; or, at all events, that many of the pro-

visions of Mr. Heaest's bill would have been put into the

bill now presented to the House, and that would have made
the bill before us a very much stronger, a very much better, and

a very much more comprehensive measure in every way, so far

as the solution of these problems are concerned, and there

would have been no question of doubt as to its constitutionality.

I believe, and I assert, that if Jlr. Hearst's bill were substi-

tuted for the committee bill now under consideration we would

be a °-reat deal further advanced in the progress we are making

to fix* just and reasonable railway rates and to regulate traus-

portation companies doing an interstate-commerce business.
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Mr. Hearst's bill meets the demands of the people, and means
what it says and says what it means. Every friend of genuine
railway rate reform and for the regulation of Interstate trans-
portation corporations knov,'s what Mr. Hearst's bill will do, but
no two members of the Committee on Intersta.te Commerce can
agree as to just what the bill reported unanimously from that
committee, and now before us, will accomplish if enacted into
law. [Applause.]
Mr. Chairman, let me say again that I do not think this bill

is a perfect bill by any means, and I believe it can be made a
very much more effective measure if it were amended filong cer-

tain indicated lines. When the bill is open for amendment I

shall offer several amendments to perfect and strengthen the
bill, which I hope will be adopted.

I shall offer an amendment to the bill in line 15 on page 10,

after the word " any," by inserting the words " relation of rates
or," so that this section of the bill will read :

" Or that any rela-

tion of rates or regulations or practices whatsoever of such car-
rier." And in line 23, on the same page, after the word " what,"
I shall offer an amendment to insert the words " relation of rates
or." This proposed amendment has been suggested by my
friend and colleague, Mr. Heaest, and we deem it quite vital
to the effectiveness of the measure. This bill absolutely ignores
differentials and relations of rates. As the bill is now drawn
a rate over one line to a given point may be just and reason-
able,, and a higher rate over the same line by a different route,
or over another line, to another point may be also just and
reasonable, and this would be an unjust discrimination that
would work a great injury in favor of one city or locality as
against another city or locality, and that could not be remedied
by this bill if it were a law.
For instance, let us assume that the Commission should

hold that the rate, we will say, from Chicago to Philadelphia
of $1 per ton is just and reasonable, and a rate of $1.10 per
ton from Chicago to New York over the same line, or a differ-
ent line for that matter, may also he held by the Commission
to be just and reasonable; and, of course, if the rates stood, as
I have assumed, the traffic and the commerce would to a very
large extent be diverted from the city of New York to the city
of Philadelphia on account of the difference or discrimination
in the relation of the rate; and this would apply to any other
section of the country with equal or greater force. Thus, Phila-
delphia woulfl be benefited at the expense of New York by au
imjust discrimination, and New York would be powerless, un-
der the terms of this bill, to remedy the injustice. The bill
gives the Commission no power to fix a differential rate. Within
recent years I am informed that nearly 1,000 complaints of
unjust discriminations have been filed with the Interstate
Commerce Commission, and at least seven-tenths of all these
complaints have grown out of this system of the relation of
rates.

As this bill stands to-day this evil would be perpetuated and
could not be corrected by the Commission even if the Commis-
sion wanted to do so. I think this is a serious defect in the
bill, and it ought to be corrected by this amendment.
Then, on page 11, in line 6, of the bill 1 shall move the amend-

ment heretofore referred to by striking out "thirty days after
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notice to tlie carrier " and insert the word. " immediately " in
lieu thereof ; and in line 8 to strilje out the words " be sus-
pended ;

" and in line 9 to strike out the words " be suspended
or " and insert in lieu thereof the words " or modified ;

" and
also strilve out the words, in the same line, " competent jurisdic-
tion " and insert in lieu thereof the words " last resort ;

" so
that that ijortion of this section will read as follows

:

Such order

—

That is, the order of the Interstate Commerce Commission
fixing the rate

—

shall go into effect immediately^

Instead of, as now provided in the bill, " thirty days after
notice to the carrier "

—

and shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier, unless the
same shall be modified or set aside by the Commission, or modified or
set aside by the court of last resort.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment goes to the very core of the
whole matter. I have given considerable study to the bill,

and I believe that the weakest part of the pending measure is

in this very provision, and a bill, like a chain, is no stronger
than its weakest link. If this amendment suggested by me is

adopted, the order of the Interstate Commerce Commission fix-

ing the rate would take effect immediately and remain in full

force and effect until modified or set aside by the Commission
or the court of last resort. This amendment is squarely in

line, and on all fours, with the recommendations of the Presi-

dent in his message a year ago last December. He was right

then ; and I say now that any other relief will be futile. As I

understand it, we are legislating to remedy evils, not to encour-
age abuses and entail endless litigation ; but under the terms
of the pending bill the rate will not take effect until thirty

days after notice to the carrier. I claim and I say that it

ought to take effect immediately and remain in full force and
effect unless modified or set aside by the Commission or modi-
fied or set aside by the court of last resort. [Applause.]
Under the terms of the present bill, as I have pointed out, if

the Commission makes an order fixing a rate it does not go
into effect until " thirty days after notice to the carrier," and
then it can be suspended, modified, or set aside by any court

of competent jurisdiction.

Now, what' does this mean? What will be its effect? As I

read it, and as I understand it, the effect will be that when the

Interstate Commerce Commission on the complaint of some in-

jured shipper makes an order fixing a just and reasonable rate,

in place, of an unjust and an unreasonable rate, the transporta-

tion company will have thirty days in which to prepare a case

and go into a court of competent jurisdiction and get an injunc-

tion suspending the operation of the order theretofore made by
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the old rate will go

on until the matter is finally adjudicated by the United States

Supreme Court ; and this may take years and years, and in

the meantime the shipper is being mulcted in the old unreason-

able railroad rates and put to the expense of retaining lawyers,

getting witnesses, and preparing an expensive law case that will

take, perhaps, until the millenium to settle; thus causing, in

my opinion, an endless delay and an useless amount of ex-
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pensive litigation, and all at the expense of the injured shipper:

and if lie is a poor man lie can not afford to incur the expense

of this litigation. This bill then will give him no relief. This
is one of the jokers in the bill ; one of the bad features for the

people, one of the .good features for the transportation com-
panies. It is the protection afforded the railroads. It is one
of the reasons why, in my judgment, the railroads are not
opposed to this bill. They can litigate these orders of the Com-
mission until doomsday.

I shall offer the amendment I refer to at the proper time, and
then we shall see if this bill is for the railroads or the people.

The adoption or rejection of this amendment will determine
the matter. In my opinion, to a very great extent. I am with
the people in this fight, and I want to see placed on the statute

books ere this session of Congress adjourns an effectual law that
will accomplish in this matter what the people now demand.
I think it will be a sad mistake if we attempt in a superficial

way to temporize with this question. You may fool some of
the people to-day, but you can not fool all the people to-morrow,
and I predict that if we do not meet this question at this time
in a square and broad and manly way the people will rebuke ns,

and rise up in their might and wrath and send here Representa-
tives who will carry out their wishes and who will do the square
thing, and who will write upon the statute books more stringent
and more radical laws not only for Government rate making and
Government regulation, but for Government , control and Gov-
ernment ownership of the great public transportation utilities

doing an interstate-commerce business. Mark what I say, it

will be one relief or the other, one thing or the other, one
remedy or the other. Take your choice—Government regula-
tion now or Goverimient ownership liereafter. [Applause.]
Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say that another amendment

which I shall offer at the jiroper time and seek to have incor-
porated in the pending measure is the following, which I send
to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read.
The Clerk read as follows

:

That every common carrier by railroad subject to the provisions of
this act shall be liable to any of its employees who are engaged in the
transportation ol such persons or property, or, in the case of his death,
to his personal representative or lieirs at law, for all damages which
may result from the negligence or mismanagement of any of Its offi-
cers, agents, or employees, or 'by reason of any defect or insufflcieucy
in its cars, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways, or
worlcs.
That in all actions hereafter brought against any such common car-

rier by railroad to recover damages for personal injuries to an em-
ployee, or where such injuries have resulted in his death, the fact that
the employee may have been guilty of contributory negligence shall not
bar a recovery where his contributory negligence was slight in com-
parison to that of the employer.
That no contract of employment, insurance, relief benefit, or indem-

iiity for injury or death entered into by or on behalf of any employee,
nor the acceptance of any such Insurance, relief benefit, or indemnity
by the person entitled thereto, shall constitute any bar or defense to
any action brought to recover damages for personal injuries to or death
of such employee ; Provided, however, That upon the trial of such action
against any such common carrier by railroad the defendant may set
off therein any sum it has contril)uted toward any such .insurance, re-
lief benefit, or indemnity that may have been paid to the injured em-
ployee, or, in case of bis death, to his heirs at law.
That nothing in this act shall be held to limit the duty of common

carriers by railroads or impair the rights of, their employees under the
safety-appliance act of March -, 1803, as amended April 1, 180C, and
March 2. 1003.
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Mr. SULZER. This amendment, Mr. Cliairman, speaks for
itself, and is offered by me in good faitli in tlie name of the
hundreds of thousands of railway employees of the United
States. Under existing law an employee of a railroad company
can not recover damages for injuries sustained in the line of
his duty by reason of the negligence of the railroad or the care-

lessness of a fellow-workman. This amendment makes a rail-

road company or a common carrier liable to the employee, and
in case of his death to his heirs at law, in damages for the
negligence or mismanagement of any of its officers, agents, or
employees, or by reason of any defect or insufficiency in its

cars, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways, or
works. This amendment is not new. It is similar to a number
of employers' liability bills which have been introduced in

every Congress for the past twenty years. It has been indorsed
and recommended by the Industrial Commission and by some of

the ablest thinkers and jurists and writers in the country. The
best thought to-day in the civilized world favors this change in

the law applicable to common carriers, and several States in the
Union have recently adopted it.

This amendment is the one act of legislation above all others
that the railroad employees of this country demand, and which
they have tried to secure from Congress for the last quarter of
a centui-y. In justice to these deserving and heroic men, who
daily risk their lives and their limbs in hazardous occupations, it

ought to be the law of the land ; and if it were I unhesitatingly
assert that there would be fewer railroad accidents and less

loss of life by reason of them every year in the United States.

The amendment is a just measure in the interest of a most
worthy and industrious and reliable class of faithful and intelli-

gent workmen. They are entitled to it as a matter of right

and in the name of justice. A railroad company, in my judg-
ment, should be held responsible in damages to its employees
for its own carelessness and for the negligence of any of its

officers or agents, or by reason of any defect or insufficiency in

its cars, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways,
or works. I hope that when I offer this amendment to the
pending bill when it is before the House and open to amend-
ment—and I give notice now that I certainly shall offer it

—

that it will be accepted and adopted ; and I know if it is

adopted it will he but an act of common justice to the great

army of reliable and industrious workmen of the great trans-

portation companies, and a safeguard against accident and in-

jury to the people generally who ride on the railroads of our

countiy.
JIake the railroads responsible in damages to their employees

and take my word for it the railroads will see to it that very

few accidents happen. [Applause.] If you will look over the

statistics of the country, you will find that the number of rail-

road accidents evei-y year is increasing, the loss of life appall-

ing, and the list of the injured up in the hundred thousand

column. Thousands of people are killed every year by railroad

accidents, and tens of thousands are injured and maimed for

life through the gross negligence of these interstate-commerce

transportation corporations, but on account of this antiquated

and unjust and discriminatory law there is no liability to the

railroads. I say this old English, antique, fellow-servant doc-
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feme, as fiiiplieJ to the negligence of moclern railroads, is emi-
nently unjust, and every fair-minded lawyer wlio lias ever tried

a damage suit will tell you the same thing. [Applause.] It is

so ridiculous that sixteen foreign states in Europe do not now
recognize it, and a majority of our own States in recent years
have either abolished or modified it to a great degree. Even
autocratic Russia in this regard protects her industrial railroad
workers. But our own Government has yet to enact the first

line of this kind of desirable legislation demanded by the vast
army of patriotic and self-sacrificing railroad employees who
are daily giving up their lives and their limbs to the negligence
of the transportation corporations of our country.
Railroad companies by virtue of their interstate character are

brought directly under the control of Congress, and therefore it

is necessary from a legal standpoint for Congress to enact this

law. Several State legislatures have recently met and passed
such laws, but the Republicans in this House—and they have
had control of the Hou.se for over ten years—have assiduously
prevented the passage of this bill ; and its enactment seems to

bo as far off, if not farther, tlian It was ten years ago. It

seems the railroads have more influence here than the people.
But it is said by some of- the Republican Members who repre-

sent districts in which these railroad employees reside that they
are in favor of this legislation and would be glad to vote for it

if they could only get a chance to do so. They say the Judi-
ciary Committee, to which the bill has been referred, will not
report it and give them an opportunity to vote for it. This, I

say, is the merest subterfuge and no answer to the appeal of
these e^Trnest employees for relief. The Republicans can vote
the day after to-morrow for this amendment when I offer it,

and if it goes out on a point of order, they can vote for a rule
to make the amendment germane to the bill. Did they not vote
for a rale the other day to abrogate the eight-hour labor law
in the Isthmian Canal Zone? Then let them vote to adopt this
amendment or for a rule to make it germane to this bill. The
Republicans in this House can no longer evade the issue and
their responsibility. Now is the time for them to show their
colors. Now is the time for them to be counted for or against
this just and humane measure. [Applause.] The Repub-
licans in this House are responsible for the failure for the last
ten years to pass this bill, and I do not think the intelligent
railroad men of the country, who are asking for this just and
humane law, will longer permit the Republicans to deceive them
regarding their failure to keep their promise made over and
over again to enact this bill into law.

Sir, since 1896 the Republican party has practically .promised
the railroad workmen of the country this legislation, but it has
absolutely failed to live up to its promise and enact the law.
They have ordered several similar bills, to the amendment I
have just proposed, to be killed in the Judiciary Committee.
The itepublicans have been in absolute power for the past ten
years in all branches of the Government, and I charge that they
have failed and neglected to carry out this promise, or any
other promise, lieretofore made to the toiler.? and the working
people of the country. Their pledges to the working people
have not been redeemed. They will not be redeemed. In pass-
ing laws for the workers of the land the Republican party is
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long on promise and sbort on performance. An ounce of per-
formance is wortli a ton of promise. I am now, always have
been, and always will be a friend of the railroad employees of
this country, and I sincerely believe that the amendment I pvo-
pose in their interest, and which is all they ask, is not only
just, but it is humane, and it should be granted to them. [Ap-
plause.] These faithful employees devote the best years of
their lives to the service of large industrial corporations doing
an interstate-commerce transportation business, and v.-hen they
are injured in the line of their duty through the negligence of
the corporation, or the carelessness of a fellow-employee, they
should have the right under the law to recover damages the
same as any passenger traveling for hire on the railroad. I

say as a lawyer and as a legislator that any other rule is con-
trary to the spirit of the age. [Applause.]
The wisdom and the justice and the humanity of such a law

should be apparent to all, and there is no better time than the
present and no better way than the one I suggest to* place this
just law on the statute books. If the Republicans mean to do
what they promised, they will accept my amendment and put it

in this bill ; if they were simply fooling the railway working
people when they promised to pass this measure, they will

object to it and rule it out. We shall see ere long how sincere
these promising Republicans are. I believe the amendment will

be germane to the pending legislation ; but if it is not, I put the
Republicans on notice now, and I suggest that the Repxxblicau
organization of the House bring in a special rule providing that
this proposed amendment in behalf of the railroad employees
be made germane to his bill. The Republican organization of
the House brought in a special rule the other day to put an
amendment on the urgent deficiency approiwiation bill suspend-
ing the eight-hour law in the Isthmian Canal Zone. If you can
do it in that case, you can do it in this case. Be fair and be
honest now with these deserving people. Here is the oppor-

tunity to prove your sincerity. The other day the amendment
abrogating the eight-hour law was made germane to an appro-

priation bill quick enough when you wanted to do it, and the

eight-hour law was ruthlessly " suspended " without giving the

labor representatives an opportunity to be heard before a com-
mittee of this House. [Applause.]

If the Republicans are sincere in regard to their promises to

the employees of the great railroad organizations of this country

they will put the amendment proposed by me, and just read by
the Clerk, into this railroad bill enlarging the powers of the

Interstate Commerce Commission. It appropriately belongs in

this bill. Be honest and do it. The Republican party has

promised the railroad working people this law, and I am ofCerijog

it now as an amendment to this bill, and in my opinion it prop-

erly belongs in this bill, to see whether or not the Republicans in-

tend to keep faith with the toilers, and to live up to their promise

to the working people on the railroads of the United States. If

the Republicans are sincere in what they have promised to these

industrious working people they will vote to adopt this amend-

ment, but if they simply made that promise to catch the votes of

these railway employees then this amendment will not be per-

mitted to go into this bill, but will be stricken out when I offer

it, by some Republican raising the point of order ; and if the
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point of order is sustained by the -Republican Chairman of this

committee on the ground that it is not germane to the bill, then I

ask again that the Committee on Rules bring in a special order

providing that this amendment be made germane to this bill so

that every Member can vote on it. [Applause.]

Let us have a record vote and find out the truth. I believe

I can safely say that every Democrat on this side of the House
will vote for it. If the amendment is not incorporated into

this bill it will be because the Republicans do not, want it in-

corporated into the bill ; it will be becaiTse the Republicans are

insincere and have been fooling the thousands and thousands
of working men employed by the great railroads and interstate

transportation companies of the country.
I shall olfer this amendment in good time, and I shall put

to the test the sincerity of the Republicans in this House who
promise the working people so much in every political cam-
paign, and who give them so little after the campaign is over
and they get back into full power in the legislative branch of

the Government. I want to prove by this amendment to the

Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, to the Brotherhood of

Railway Engineers and Firemen, and to the Brotherhood of

Railway Employees who are their true friends and who are

their real enemies in the Halls of Congress, and the record

that will be made when this amendment is offered by me to

this bill will be a light to guide railway employees in the
future when they come to exercise that greatest of all Amer-
ican privileges—the elective franchise. [Api)lause.]

Mr. Chairman, at this time I desire to refer to another matter
which I deem of some importance in connection with this pend-
ing legislation in regard to railway rates, and to give notice that
when the pending bill is before the House for amendment, it is

my intention to offer as an amendment my bill, now before the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of this House,
entitled "A bill to create the Department of Transportation,"
which I now send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows :

A bill to create the Department of Transportation.

Be it enacted, etc.. That there shall be at the seat ot Government an
executive department to be known as the Department of Transporta-
tion, and a Secretary of Transportation, who shall be a Cabinet officer
and the head thereof, who shall be appointed by the President, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall receive a
salary of If8,000 per annum, and whose term and tenure of office shall
be like that of the heads of the other Executive Departments ; and sec-
tion 158 of the Itevised Statutes is hereby amended to include such
Department of Transportation, and the provisions of title 4 of the
Revised Statiites, including all amendments thereto, are hereby made
applicable to said Department.

Sec. 2. That there shall be in said Department a First Assistant Sec-
retary of Transportation, to be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall receive a salary of
$0,000 per annum. He shall have charge of all matters in the Depart-
ment of Transportation relating to steam and electric railways, and
shall perform such other duties as shall be prescribed by the Secretary
or required by law.

There shall be in the said Department a Second Assistant Secretary
of Transportation, to be appointed by the Pi-esident, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, who shall receive a salary of $5,000
per annum ; and he shall have charge of all matters in the Department
of Transportation relating to telegraph lines.

There shall be tn the said Department of Transportation a Third As-
sistant Secretary of Transportation, to be appointed by the President
of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
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WHO shall receive a salary of .fo.OOO per annum ; and he shall have
charge of all matters in the Department of Transportation relating to
telephone lines.

There shall be in the said Department of Transportation a Fourth
Assistant Secretary of Transportation, to he appointed hy the President
of the United States, hy and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
who shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum ; and he shall have
charge of all matters in the Department of Transportation relating to
waterways and similar lines of transportation thereon.

There shall he in the said Department of Transportation a Fifth As-
sistant Secretary of Transportation, to he appointed hy the President
of the United States, hy and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
who shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum ; and he shall have
charge of all matters of the Department of Transportation relating
to pipe lines.

There shall be in the said Department of Transportation a Sixth As-
sistant Secretary of Transportation, who shall he appointed hy the
President of the United States, hy and with the advice and consent of
the Senate, who shall receive a salary of ,1>5,000 a year ; and he shall
have charge of all matters in the Department of Transportation relating
to the express business.
There shall be one chief clerk, and a disbursing cleric, and such other

clerical assistance as may from time to time be authorized by Congress
in each of the said assistant secretaries' departments; and the Auditor
for the State and other Departments shall receive all accounts accruing
in, or relative to, the Department of Transportation and examine the
same and thereafter certify the balance and transmit the accounts, with
the vouchers and certiflcate, to the Comptroller of the Treasury for his
decision thereon.

Sec. 3. That it shall he the province and duty of said Department of
Transportation to inspect, examine, and regulate, as may be prescribed
hy law, all corporations engaged in interstate or foreign commerce as
common carriers, or owners or operators of transportation highway.-^

;

and to this end it shall be vested with jurisdiction and control of the
departments, bureaus, offices, and branches of the public service herein-
after specified, and with such other powers and duties as may he pre-
scribed by law.

Sec. 4. That the following-named, offices, bureaus, divisions, and
branches of the public service, now and heretofore under the jurisdic-
tion of the Department of Commerce and Labor, and all that appertains
to the same, Isnown as the Life-Saviug Service, the Light-House Board,
and the Light-I-Iouse Service, the Marine-Hospital Service, the Steamboat-
Inspection Service, the Bureau of Navigation, and the United States
Shipping Commissioner, and the same are hereby transferred from the
Department of Commerce and Labor to the Department of Transporta-
tion, and the same shall hereafter remain under the jurisdiction and
supervision of the last-named Department ; and that the Secretary of
Transportation shall have complete control of the work of gathering
and distributing statistical information naturally relating to tlie sub-
jects confined to his Department ; and to this end said Secretary shall
have power to employ any or either of said bureaus, and to rearran.go
such statistical work and to distribute or consolidate the same, as may
he deemed desirable in the public interest ; and the said Secretary shall
also have authority to call upon other departments of the Government
for statistical data and results obtained by them ; and the Secretary of
Transportation shall collate, arrange, and publish sucli statistical in-

formation so obtained in such manner as may to him seem wise.
Sec. 5. That there shall be in the Department of Transportation six

bureaus, to be called the Bureaus of Transportation Corporations, and
a chief of each of said bureaus, who shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to serve under
each of the six assistant secretaries of the Department of Transporta-
tion, and who shall receive a salary of .$4,000 per annum. There shall
also he in each of said bureaus one chief clerk and one auditor and
such number of examiners as may be needed to carry out the purposes
of this act; said auditors and examiners shall be expert accountants
and shall he paid a salary to he fixed by law and necessary expenses.
There shall also be such other clerical assistants as may from time to
time be authorized by Congi'ess. It shall ,be tlie province and duty
of said Bureaus of Transportation Corporation's, under the direction
of the Secretary of Transportation, to inspect, examine, and regulate
all corporations engaged in interstate and foreign commerce as common
carriers, or owners or operators of transportation liighways, by gathej-
ing, compiling, publishing, and supplying all available and useful in-

formation concerning such corporations, including the m.iuner in which
their business is conducted, and by such other methods and means aa
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may te prescribed by tbe Secretary of Ti-anaportatioii, or provifled
by law.

Every corporation Koverned by this act shall malie annual reports
in writing to the auditor, and such reports sliall in all cases include :

(a) Capital autliorized and issued, the ajnount paid up in cash or
otherwise, with a statement of the method of payment where it is not
in cash.

(b) Debts, including details as to the amounts thereof, aad security
Siven therefor, if any.

(c) Ohlig'Jitions due from officers, which shall be separately stated.
(d) A statement of assets and the method of valuing the same,

whether at cost price, by appraisal, or otherwise, and of th« allowance
made for depreciation. Small items of personal property included in
the plant may be descrit)ed by the term *' sundries " or like general
term.

(e) Gross earnings for the period covered by the report, all de-
ductions necessary for interest, taxes, and expenses of ail sorts, the
surplus available for dividends, and dividends actually declared.

(f ) Increase of assets -since the last statement, with a showing in
wl^at w^ay such increase has been secured.

(g) TJie names and addresses of all stockholders, with the number
of shares held by each at the date of the report.

(h) The amount of stock disposed of and the amount of property
taken for stock sold since the last report, with all facts necessary to
show the result of the transaction.

(i) A statement showing that the corporation in question has not,
during the period covered by tlie said report, received or given any
rebates, drawbacks, special rates, or other discriminating advantages,
or preferences by money payments or otherwise, from or to any rail-
road, pipe line, water carrier, or other transportation company or
paid to any shipper any such payments ; or if any such have been
received or given, stating to whom, from whom, on what account, aud
in what manner they were so received or given, with all other details
necessary for the full understanding of the transaction or- transac-
tions.

(j) The names and addresses of all officers, location of transfer or
registry offices, wherever located. '

(k) A statement that the corporation has not fixed prices or done
any other act with a view to restricting trade or driving any com-
petitor out of business.

(I) A statement that the corporation is or is not a party to any con-
tract, combination, or conspiracy in the form of a trust orotherwise, in
restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or Territories
or with foreign nations.

(m) It shall be the duty of the auditor of each Bureau of Transpor-
tation Corporations to prescribe the form of the reports before men-
tioned, lie may, in his discretion, require additional reports at any
time, upon reasonable notice, whenever he may see fit. But his deter-
mination shall he prima facie proof that the notice given is reasonable.
He may also require supplemental reports whenever, in his .iudgment,

the report rendered is in any particular or particulars insuIQcient, eva-
sive, or ambiguous.
He may prescribe rules so as to avoid undue detail in making the

reports, but no detail of the business of the corporation shjill be consid-
ered private so as to be exempt from the examination of the auditor
whenever he may demand report thereon.
He shall make public in bis reports, which shall be issued annually,

all the information contained in the reports so made to him. When a
report has been made by a corporation and, with all supplemental and
additional reports required by the auditor, shall have been approvedby
him, the corporation making such report or reports shall puhlish the
same in some newspaper nearest to its principal place of business, after
the usual custom In such cases, with the auditor's minutes of approval,
and shall file with the auditor proof of sucli publication by the pub-
lisher's certificate.

Sj3C. 6. That if any corporation shall fail to make a report when re-
quired, either by the terms of this act or when required by the auditor,
as herein provided, said corporation shall be fined not less than one-
twentieth of 1 per cent of its last annual gross earnings for each of-
fense. Every week of failure after such reasonable written demand
has been made by the auditor shall constitute a separate and distinct
offense. In case also of failure, each of the directors of the said cor-
poration shall be ineligible for the yeai' succeeding the next annual
meeting to hold either directorship or any other office in the said cor-
poration ; hut any director shall be exempt from said penalty upon mak-
ing a statement under oath that he has individually made such a report
to the best of his ability from the facts at his disposal.
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.If such report is false in any material respect the officer making same
shall he guilty of perjury and the corporation shall he fmed not less
than ten thousand nor more than fifty thousand dollars, and each false
statement in any material matter shall constitute a separate offense.
All fines and penalties Imposed hy this act shall he recovered or en-
forced in any court of competent jurisdiction.

Sec 7. That it shall he the duty of tlie examiners, under the direc-
tion of the auditor, to make examinations of any corporation governed
hy this act.
Any of said examiners presenting his official credentials shall he

furnished by the ofQcers of the corporation with every facility for com-
plete and full examination, not only of the books, hut all of the prop-
erty, records, or papers of the corporation, which may be necessai'.v, in
the Judgment of the examiner, for a complete knowledge of the affairs
of the concern.

Such examinations shall not be at fixed periods, but shall he at such
times as the auditor shall fix and without notice.

Examiners shall have the power to examine under oath all officers

or employees of the corporation, or any other persons having any knowl-
edge of its affairs, and to send for, demand, and inspect hooks, papers,
and any other matter of evidence whatever which is in the possessio-i
or control of the said corporation.

For the purpose of this act examiners shall have power to require,
hy subpoena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses, and the i3ro-

duction of all hooks, papers, contracts, agreements, and documents re-

lating to any matter under investigation.
Such attendance of witnesses anii the production of such documen-

tary evidence may be required from any place in the United States at
any designated place of hearing, and in case of disobedience to a sub-
poena the examiner may invoke the aid of any court of the United States
in requiring the attendance.
And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the juris-

diction of which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy
or refusal of any witness to obey a subpoena issued to any corporation
subject to the provisions of this act, or other person, issue an order
requiring such corporation or other person to appear before said ex-
aminer (and produce books and papers if so ordered) and give evidence
touching the matter in question ; and any failure to obey such order
of the court may be punished by such court as and for a contempt
thereof. The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to
incriminate the person giving such evidence or testimony shall not
excuse such pei-son from' testifying; but such testimony shall not be
used against such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding.

The auditor shall also have all the authority of an examiner in any
case wherein he chooses himself to act.

No examiner shall be assigned to examine any corporation who is

himself interested in the business thereof, or of any competing con-

cern, or who has relatives who are so interested.

It shall be unlawful for an examiner to divulge private business ex-

cept hy his report to the auditor. But such report, or the substance
thereof, shall he open to public inspection.
Bach examiner shall follow the rules, regulations, and directions

which the auditor may from time to time lay down or communicate to

him as to the method of examination, the form of report, the matters

to be covered by the said examination, and all matters pertaining to

his duties. ^ , ,, , i,, 4.,.

Said examinations and reports shall always cover, among others, the

following questions and matters

;

^ ^, ^ -,

(a) Has the said corporation, or any ofncer thereof, during period

covered by the examination and report, given or received any rebates,

drawbacks special rates, or other discriminations, advantages, prefer-

ences, hy money payments, or otherwise, to or from any raih-oad, pipe

line, water carrier, or other transportation company, or person engaged

in interstate commerce, or from any manufacturer or vender of, any
supplies or materials purchased hy or for said corporation.

(I1) If there have been such preferences when they were received or

eiven. fi-om whom or to whom, on what account and in what manner,

Sivin^ all details necessary to a full understanding of the transaction.

(cf Is the said corporation of any of its officers a member of any

combination having, seeking, or intending to secure a monopoly of any

commodity other tllan such monopohes as are legally granted by pat-

ents or otherwise?
. 1 j •..

(d) Has the said corporation any such monoiioly or does it use

methods tending to secure such monopoly? , ^ ^.

(e) Has It made any eonti-acts or agreements tending to secure an;?

such monopoly to itself or any other concern, whether owned by an

individual or individuals, a corporation, or some combination of indi-

TTi/lnsila nr cnrnoi-atlons ?
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(f ) Is such corporation, or any of its officers, a party to any cou-

tract asreement, comljination, or conspiracy, in tlie form of a trust oi-

otlierwise, in restraint of trade or commerce among tlie several States

or witli foreign nations? „ , ^ ^ -j.

(s) Has the corporation, or any of its officers, purchased or does it

Jiold the stocij of any other corporation for the purpose of controlling-

Said reports of the examiners shall he prima facie evidence as to

their truth, and may he introduced in evidence in all courts to prove

the facts therein set forth. Copies certified hy the Auditor shall be

admissible with like effect and under the same circumstances as the

'
The' word "corporation," wherever used in this act, shall he deemed

to include companies and associations existing or authorized hy the

laws of the United States, the laws of any State or 'ierritory, or the

laws of any foreign country. ,, ' ,, ^ 4.1

Sec 8 That the Secretary of Transportation shall annually, at the-

close of each fiscal year, make a report in writing to the Congi-ess,

giving an account of all money received and dishursed hy nim ana his

Department, and describing the work done hy the Department m in-

specting, examining, and regulating, as prescribed hy law, all corpora-

tions engaged in interstate and foreign commerce ; in the ownership,.

or operation, of any of the foregoing-described transportation highways
or lines of transportation or engaged as common carriers in mterSLate

or foreign commerce, and making such recommendations as he shall

deem necessary for the effective performance of the duties and purposes

of the Department. He shall also, from time to time, make such
special investigations and reports as he may be required to do hy the

President, or by either House of Congress, or which he himself may
deem necessary and urgent.

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of Transportation shall have charge of

the building or premises occupied by or appropriated to and for the

Department of Transportation, of the library, furniture, fixtures,

records, and other property appertaining to it, or hereafter required for

use in its business ; and he shall be allowed to expend for periodicals

and the purposes of the library and for the rental of appropriate quar-
ters for the accommodation of the Department of Transportation within
tlie District of Columbia, and for all other incidental expenses such
sums as Congress may provide from time to time : Provided, hoioevcr.
That where any oflJce, bureau, or branch of the public service trans-
ferred to the Department of Transportation by this act is occupyinj;
rented buildings or premises it may still continue to do so until other
suitable quarters are provided for its use : And provided further, That
all officers, clerks, and employees now employed in any of the bureaus,
oflices, departments, or branches of the public service referred to in
this act transferred to the Department of Transportation are each and
all hereby transferred to said Department at their present grades and
salaries except where otherwise provided : And provided further. That
all laws prescribing the work and defining the duties of the several
bureaus, offices, departments, or branches of .the public service by this
act transferred to and made a part of the Department of Transportation
shall, so far as the same are not in conflict with the provisions of this
act, remain in force and effect until provided by law.

Sec. 10. That all power and authority heretofore possessed or exer-
cised by the head of any Executive Department over any bureau, office,

branch, or division of the public service by this act transferred to the
Department of Transportation, or any business arising therefrom or
appertaining thereto, whether of an appellate or advisory character, or
otherwise, shall hereafter be vested in and exercised by the head of the
said Department of Transportation. And all acts or parts of acts
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed.

All branches of the work of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
except such as relates to the work of said Commission in examining
into and regulating rates and classification of rates for transportation,
are hereby transferred to. the Department of Transportation. But
nothing in this act shall be construed as in any way abandoning any of
the powers over interstate commerce and interstate carriers conferred
by the interstate commerce act.

Sec. 11. That it shall be the duty of the Department of Transporta-
tion to especially see to it that all the laws regulating common carriers
and interstate transportation highways are strictly 'enforced and that
all violations of the same are promptly punished accordin.g to law.
And said Department of Transportation shall execute promptly the en-
forcement of all orders and decisions of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission affecting rates, classifications, and so forth.

6551



27

Sec. 12. That all salcl transportation corporations, and their stock-
holders, officers, directors, and agents, are hereby reonired to report
annually to the Department of Transportation within" ten days alter
each Congressional and Presidential election all sums of money con-
tributed directly or indirectly by them to the committees, candidates, or
campaign funds of the separate political parties engaged in said
elections.

Sec. 13. That a person, to be designated by the Secretary of State,
shall be appointed to formulate, under his direction, for the instruction
of consular olBcers, the requests of the Secretary of Transportation,
and to prepare from the dispatches of consular officers for transmission
to the Secretary of Transportation such information as appertains to
the work of the Department of Transportation ; and such person shall
he the chief of such bureau, with a salary of $4,000 a year, and be
furnished with such clerical assistance as may be deemed necessary
by the Secretary of State.

Sec. 14. That this act shall take effect immediately.

Mr. SULZER. llr. Ciiairman, tbe bill just read by tbe Clerk,
introduced by me, to create tbe Department of Transportation, is

a most comprehensive measure, dealing in a logical way antTa
practicable manner witb this great interstate-commerce transpor-
tation problem. The measure provides for particular officials in

tbe new department to investigate, report on, and regulate steam
and electric railways, telegraphs, telephones, waterway traiiic,

pipe lines, and the express business. Powers are conferred on
the department to obtain full information not only as to rates

and other traffic arrangements, but as to the genuine capital em-
ployed, the resources and liabilities, earnings, dividends, etc.

;

and penalties, rather more severe than those usually made for

the tender discipline of lawless corporations, are fixed, such as
heavy fines and ineligibility of directors to retain their office

when tbey have made false reports or defied the officials seek-

ing information. Tbe purpose of thp bill is not to interfere

witb tbe work of the Interstate Commerce Commission in ex-

amining into and regulating rates, but to assist in the work
of compelling tbe transportation companies to obey tbe law,

as all others are expected to do ; and if this bill were placed on
the statute books, I feel confident it would help very much, and
go very far to solve some of tbe intricate questions presented by
these powerful interstate transportation systems.

I believe, sir, that if a simple bill were prepared and en-

acted into law, making tbe giving or receiving of a rebate a fel-

ony, and the power conferred on tbe Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, where rates were unjust and unreasonable, to fix just

and reasonable rates and maintain tbe same, unless modified

or set aside by the court of last resort, and my bill, which has

just been read by tbe Clerk, placed by its side on the statute

books, that the cause of the people would triumph, that the

Government would control tbe situation, and be able to fix

the rates and regulate tbe great interstate transportation sys-

tems of our country, instead of the great interstate transporta-

tion companies controlling and dominating tbe Government.

[Applause.]
I have given much time and careful study to tbe problems

which we have been debating here for tbe past week, and

which are and have been live questions before the people of

this country for tbe past ten or fifteen years; and I believe

that if we had a Department of Transportation to regulate the

railroads and tbe transportation companies of the country, as

provided in my bill, and to see to it that they did not violate

esal
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the law, and if they did violate the law that the penalties of

existing laws were speedily enforced against them, I believe

that most of the problems would be solved and the question at

issue settled in justice to all and with injury to none.

This bill of mine, sir, to create the Department of Transpor-
tation has been approved in editorials by some of the leading

American newspapers. It has met with most favorable com-
ment by many of the leading political writers and philosoph-

ical thinkers and railway economists of the land ; and I believe

that sooner or later this bill of mine, or some measure of a
similar character, will be enacted into law by the Congress of
the United States. It is the first attempt that has ever been
made in this country to deal with this interstate-transportation

problem in a scientific manner and a practicable business way.
And just in this connection I want to have read a letter from
the American Anti-Trust League, a well-known nonpartisan
organization of earnest and determined and patriotic and lib-

erty-loving Americans, who have done and are doing most
effective work for reform, for good government, for the. enforce-
ment of the laws against the criminal trusts, for honest and
just and equal, laws, and for every righteous struggle in the
cause of the plain people, and who are organized for influ-

ential worlv in every State in the Union. I ask the Clerk to
read to the House the following letter.

The Clerk read as follows

:

M. L. Lockwood, national president ; H. B. Martin, national secvs-
tai-y ; C. T. Bride, national treasurer ; W. B. Fleming, national finan-
cial secretary ; William M. Morgan, national recording secretary.

National executive committee.—M. L. Lockwood (cliairman), Pennsyl-
vania; I-I. B. Martin (secretary), New York; F. S. Monnett, Obio

;

P. E. Dowe, New York ; F. J. Van Vorhis, Indiana ; W. T. LaFoUette,
South Daliota ; James Barrett, Georgia; William Prentiss, Illinois;
C. T. Bride, District of Columbia ; H. J. Scluilteis, District of Colum-
bia ; W. B. Fleming, Kentucky ; W. A. L. Eiegel, New York.

Capt. Charles Campbell, general organizer, New York.
" Salus populi suprema est lex."

The American Anti-Teust Le.4GDE.
National Office^ 1220 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,

Washingtoiij D. C, January W, 1906.

Deae Sir : The national executive committee of the American Anti-
Trust League believing that the prompt and thorough enforcement of
the laws governing the great transportation corporations now in con-
trol of the transportation business of the nation is of most vital im-
portance to the whole people, and believing, after a careful examination
of its ijiain features, that H. R. 8453, the bill creating a department of
transportation, introduced by Congressman William Sulzee, of New
York, is a much needed and effective step toward securing the proper
enforcement of the laws regulating transportation, we hereby heartily
indorse the said bill and urge upon Congress that it be enacted into
law at the present session for the following reasons :

First. Because at the present time there is no proper provision for
the enforcement of the laws governiug the vast transportation business
of the United States.

Second. Because II. R. 8453 provides for a thoroughly competent de-
partment of the Government, charged with the sole duty of securing an
effective enforcement of the laws and regulations governing the trans-
portation industry.

Third. The creating of such an executive department of transporta-
tion, clothed with the comprehensive supervisory and regulative powers
provided in Con.gressman Sulzee's bill, will act as a powerful prevent-
ive of many violations of the law and will secure prompt punishment
of the great corporate offenders who now seem to be beyond the reach
of the law.

Fourth. Such a department of transportation, as provided in H. U.
84o3, will secure full publicity in the workings of the transportation
corporations, and thus prevent those numerous violations of the laws,which are only made possible because of their secrecy.
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Fiftb. The secret rebates and discrimiDafions of the carriers which
have built np the great criminal trusts will be prevented by the provi-
sions embodied in Mr. Sulzee's bill. »

Sixth. The Interstate Commerce Commisaion being relieved of the
enormous details of the executive duty of attemptipg to enforce the
laws, will be able to much more ettectiveiy perform its proper function
of regulating rates, classifications, etc.

Seventh. The defiance, both ojien and secret, of the laws by the great
transportation corporations, which has become a national, scandal and
an intolerable abuse, can be easily put a stop to by the provisions for
policing the railroad corporations and other transportation companies
embodied in the Sulzer bill.

Eighth. H. R. 8453 also provides an effective check upon the great
evils connected with the corrupt influence in elections, of the enormous
contributions to the campaign funds of favored political parties and
candidates whirh now prevails.

Ninth. H. E. S453 greatly simplifies the work of government regula-
tion and enforcement of existing laws relating to this vast transporta-
tion business by providing what we should always be extremely careful
to maintain, viz, the complete separation of the legislative and execu-
tive branches of our government machinery.

For these reasons, and others that will readily commend themselves
to all who cai-efuUy consider the provisions of the Department of
Transportation bill (H. E. 84D3), we request all friends of the pro-
posed law to use their influence through commercial and indu'strial
organizations, through the press, and with their Congressmen and Sena-
tors, to secure the passage of the bill at the present session of Congress.

National ExEcnTivE Committee
American Antitkdst League.

H. B. MaetiNj national Secretary.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, tbat letter from the American
Anti-Trust League of the United States, indorsing my bill to
create the Department of Transportation, speaks for itself. It

is a bugle call in no uncertain tones to every friend of govern-
mental regulation of interstate transportation corporations to
favor and aid in the enactment of the legislation proposed in
my bill, and needs from me no further comment.

It is only jnst for me to say, however, that I hare received
numerous letters from all over the country in favor of this bill

to create the Department of Transportation to regulate the great
interstate transporation companies of the country and to be able
to see to it that they obey the law and do no injury to the people.

I have taken this opportunity to put the bill in the Recoed as a
part of my speech to give notice to the Members of the House
that I shall offer it as an amendment to the pending bill when
the bill is open for amendment ; and to get my measur^, with all

that It means, bef(jfe the people generally of the country, so that
those who are really interested in this great transportation
question can read it for themselves, in connection with the mat-
ters now under discussion, and can study its features and their

application to the problems we are endeavoring to solve ; and I

believe that those who look deeply and carefully into the sub-

ject and who truly and earnestly desire to accomplish some-
thing of a permanent character to compel the railways and other
interstate transportation corporations, including the steam-
boats, the telegraph, the telephone, the express, and the pipe

line companies, to obey the law of the land, will agree with me,
that this proposed legislation, embodied in this bill introduced

by me,' goes further than any other plan heretofore conceived to

treat all the matters involved in this discussion in a practical

business way and in a comprehensive governmental manner.
[Applause.]

I shall do my best, Mr. Chairman, in Congress and out of Con-
gress, to make this bill a law. I do not say it is perfect. I know
in the first instance that no proposed constructive legislation is
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absolutely perfect ; but I do claim that it is i^racticable, that it is

comprehensive, that it is constitutional, and that it will go further
in every way than any other plan thus far proposed to effectu-

ally check the evils which have grown up during the last

twenty-five years in connection with our interstate transpoi'ta-

tion corporations, and do more than any other thing thus far
suggested to remedy all the interstate transportation evils so-

bitterly complained of, at the present time, by the people of
the United States. I shall welcome letters of approval, or sug-
gestions and criticisms concerning this bill, from any and every
citizen of our country who will take the trouble to study this

broad and complete measure and the time to write me his views
concerning it.

If it is claimed that the enactment of this bill into law would
create additional offices and more expense to the Government,
I answer, that if the people can get the right kind of men to
occupy these offices, created in this bill, the gain will be the
people's gain ; and so far as the expense is concerned it will be
infinitesimal in comparison with the importance of the data and
statistics which will be procured, and the magnitude of the
work which can be accomplished all along the line of the peo-
ple's desires and demands. I say, and those who have studied
this subject sufficiently to speak intelligently about it I think
will agree with me, that the real solution of the problems pre-
sented in connection with the evils growing out of abuses by
great interstate transportation systems is publicity and the rigid
and prompt enforcement of the law, and this can only be done
and accomplished by Government regulation and Government
supervision of these interstate transportation corporations. It
is just as practicable from a business view, and a governmental
standpoint, as the supervision and the regulation by the Gov-
ernment of the national banks, and I say just as necessary. The
railroads must be the servants of the people—not their masters.
This bill is in the interest of the toilers of our land, the ship-

pers and producers of our country, and the people generally.
If there be any genuine opposition to this legislation it comes
from the interstate transportation systems that are violating
the law, and dread publicity, and fear exposure, and speedy
punishmeitf through the agencies created by this bill for gov-
ernmental supervision and regulation. I say.the bill is a good
bill, a just bill, a comprehensive bill, and a feasible construc-
tive scheme of practical legislation along proper and intelligent
lines to eradicate intrenched wrongs that are to-day oppressing
the people and doing a great injustice to the citizens of this
country. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, legislative reforms are things of slow growth.
It takes years of agitation to create sufficient public opinion
to write a new law upon the statute books in the interest of
all the people. But how different concerning the wishes of the
selfish few. A great trust battening on the people's credulity,
or a great monopoly fattening on special privilege and nurtured
by political favoritism, can come to the halls of Congress and
pass a bill for its own selfish interests and greedy purposes
during the lifetime of a single session. , It takes, however, a
long time for the people to win ; but the truth will and must
eventually prevail if one man dare assert it every day. So the
truth of this proposition will win in the end.
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Now, Mr. Chairman, as I bave said, I sliall offer tliis bill of
mine as an amendment to the pending measure .when the bill is

open for amendment in the House. I believe my bill is germane
to the proposition we are at present discussing and will not be
subject to a point of order, but whether it is or not, I want to
give notice now that I am in earnest in my contention for the
enactment into law of this bill, and I shall keep up the fight

week in and weelc out until the matter is properly presented to
the House and an opportunity given for discussion and a vote
taken upon it on its merits. The vast extent of the interstate
transportation problem and the pressing and urgent importance
of legislative remedies to correct existing evils tb all the people
of the United States are ample warrant for Congress to give
this question the deepest investigation and the fullest consid-
eration. There are many bills now before Congress affecting
this question, some good, some bad, some indifferent, but no one
of the bills, iu my opinion, is a complete solution of all the
questions involved in the problem. Hence the disijosition on
the part of some of the Republican leaders, which must be mani-
fest to all, to rush through some plainly imperfect bill, to rail-

road to the Senate some defective measure, and then attempt to

'

wash their hands of all further responsibility in the matter, as
was done in the last Congress with the Esch-Townseud bill, is a
procedure that should not commend itself to the Members of
this House, and I know will not be approved by the people.

I do not claim that my bill is a panacea for all the evils

growing out of the interstate transportation problem. But I

do assert that my bill proposes to settle, and settle right and
for a long time to come, a most important phase of this ab-

struse and intricate question, and to do It in a thorough, prompt,
practical, effective, and businesslike way, by publicity, and by
the enforcement of the laws of our country affecting every com-
pany and corporation doing an interstate-commerce transporta-

tion business. This will include all railways, all steamboats,

all express companies, all pipe lines, all telephone lines, and all

telegraph lines, and the Government will be able to make in-

vestigations, secure the information, collect the data, and effectu-

ally deal with the questions involved through the instrumen-

talities created in this bill in an intelligent way and a compre-

hensive manner. [Applause.]

If this bill becomes a law the Government will be in a posi-

tion to have in its power the agency to gather data, ascertain

facts, get information, make investigations, enforce its orders,

and prevent evils and wrongs by the strjct and speedy execu-

tion of the laws now on the statute books, and if those laws are

not sufficient to stop the evils complained of by the people, then

the Government can recommend to Congress the enactment of

additional laws to effectually eradicate every evil in connec-

tion with the interstate transportation problem.

Sir. Chairman, in studying this great question I am satisfied

that three things are absolutely necessary to be done, at the

present time, to effectually deal with the problems arising from
the abuses of these interstate transportation systems.

First, there must be a body like the Interstate Commerce
Commission, clothed with the right and authority to make just,

fair, and reasonable rates in place of unjust, unfair, and un^
reasonable rates, and have these rates take effect immediately,
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and remain in full force and effect until modified or set aside by
the Commission-; or modified or set aside by the court of last

resort. This is an administrative function and should be the

sole and only power under the constitutional limitatious of our
Government conferred on the Interstate Commerce Commission.

Second. There must be a body clothed with authority to deter-

mine controversies, review the orders of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, and interpret the laws of Congress governing
and regulating transportation. This is a judicial function, and
should properly be vested in the courts of our country.

Third. There should be an executive department in the Na-
tional Government, with a Cabinet ofllcer at its head, charged
with the responsibility and the sole duty of the prompt and
thorough enforcement of the laws of the United States concern-
ing companies and corporations doing an interstate-commerce
business. My bill creates this department. This is an execu-
tive function, and belongs to the executive branch of the Govern-
ment ; and these three functions should always be kept separate
and distinct.

Now, sir, I think I have stated the proposition broadly and
briefiy. I have drawn my bill to create such a department in the
executive branch of the Government, for the effective and speedy
enforcement of the laws governing every company, and every cor-

poration, and every common carrier doing an interstate-commerce
business. My plan is in line with the true principles of our in-

stitutions from the days of the fathers down to the present
time, and when it is adopted by Congress, and it must be adopted
sooner or later, it will provide the quickest agency for the
proper and speedy execution of the laws against flagrant viola-

tions of our statutes ; and, to my mind, after mature reflection

and careful consideration I believe it will prove an effectual

remedy for the principal evils we are trying to check and to

stop ; and for once and for all time eradicate from the body
politic and our system of government the lawless abuses of the
great and the powerful interstate-transportation companies of
our country. [Loud applause.]
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OF TIME AND SPACE.

By Wm. Sulzer
Former Governor of New York.

Our word time comes from the old Saxon
word tima. It is not related to the Latin word
tempus.

Time is a measurement from one event to

another event. It is the distance of duration
from one period to another period.

What we call time is measured by successive
intervals. The astronomical information for this

statement is the rotation of the earth, which,
from remotest antiquity, has been employed as
a measurement. Astronomers use what they
call sidereal time, and regulate their chronom-
eters accordingly. Many ancient people mea-
sured time by the moon—called lunar time. Now
the countries of the world use solar time, which
means the successive returns of the sun to the
meridian ; but neither lunar time, nor solar time,

was ever an accurate measurement. The Mayan
people fixed their time by the transit of Venus,
which was the most accurate calendar of any
people in the history of the world.

More than 7,000 years ago the wise men of

India saw four planets in conjunction. So far

as they knew this had never happened before.

It was a marvelous sight. They called it the

"Caliyoga." Then they decreed that it should
constitute the year one, and that every 600
years thereafter a Hindu god, or sacred person,

should be born. This reckoning was subse-

quently adopted by other people in the East, but

most of them changed the number of years to

suit their own views, history, or tribal tradi-

tions. Astronomers now Tsnow that these four

planets are in conjunction every 28,000 years.

When the Roman Senate decreed Augustus
Caesar god, and made his person sacred, they

adopted a new calendar, and made his birthday

the year one—Anno Domini. They also named
our days and months. Their calendar, however,








