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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I was aware of what the gen-
tleman from Minnesota——

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word, as the gentleman’s time has
beenextended. Two prominent gentlemen in Minneapolisabouta
year or so ago took with them a mechanical engineer to Germany,
and they spent some gix or eight months over in Germany investi-
gating thisverything. The gentleman said to me thathe thought
they could make briguettes successfully if they conld get the Ger-
man machinery, but that the duty on the machinery was so high
it would be impossible to do it, and so they are going to under-
take, and have undertaken, to make plans and specifications for
the machinery here in the United States. They are now being
prepared for the building, first, of the machines to manufacture
the briquettes from lignite, and then for making them without
any binder at all.

I do not see any necessity, as this is being done by private par-
ties, for this appropriation. I think all the investigation the
Government could make is being now made by those to whom I
have allnded and by others who I know are very largely inter-
ested in the development of this country.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the Geological
Survey does not agree with the gentleman in- the last utterance.
The machinery will be at St. Liouis, the lignite will be there, the
various binding materials proposed will be there, and they wish
to illustrate as an object lesson to the entire people, if they can,
how to manufacture these briquettes, a substitute for the more
expensive fuel. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the House
concur in the Senate amendment 47.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, of course the motion of
the gentleman from Mississippi has precedence over a motion to
nonconcur, but after this matter has been discusged we would
like to have the House pass upon the merits of the case, because
we shall feel that the conferees of the House are bound by the
action of the House. As to our informal nonconcurrence here in
other amendments, where there has been no discussion, naturally
the conferees will not feel bound; but where the matter has been
discussed and the House has passed upon it the confereces will
feel bound to carry out their instructions. Therefore I hope the
committee, in voting for this, will understand that they are pass-
ing upon the merits of it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend tfo dis-
cuss this amendment, but since the gentleman from Indiana has
made the announcement that the conferees will feel bound by it
I feel it my duty to say a few words in favor of the adoption of
the amendment. We are engaged in the United States in mining
domestic coal, and we have to some extent developed a foreign
coal trade. 'We are supplying ships from foreign ports with coal.
The coal trade of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Alabama is
attempting to get into the South American market in competi-
tion with European coal fields. We have a great many different
varieties of coal in this country, from anthracite down to soft
bituminous coal and lignite. Our coals are not known like the
European coals. Outside of a very few coals in this country, one
or two in Pennsylvania and a few in West Virginia, we have no
coal that is so well known in the world to-day that you might
denominate as a standard coal in the markets of the world. Now,
when you are dealing with a foreign country and foreign ships
you must have some standard, so that you can know what they
are, how much fixed carbon there isinthe coal, how much volatile
matter there is, so that the captains of the ships may, in order
to safely land that coal aboard their ships, determine whether there
is any danger of explosion or sefting their ships on fire by reason
of the volatile matter contained in the coal. Therefore I think it
is wise for the best interests of the country that thiz amendment
should be adopted.

The foreign coals in all the great countries have had numerous
tests. The foreign competitors in the coal trade have had their
coal tested, and they are standard coals known to the shippers
and known to the consumers, and when we go into the market
with a new coal we have got to have something that can stand
behind it. It will be of great benefit to us in the foreign markets
to have the United States Government apply a test to the various
coals of this counfry on which we can rely and which we can give
to the foregn purchaser and the foreign shipper, showing exactly
what he is buying from an official test by the United States Gov-
ernment, For that reason I think it is wise that we should adopt
this amendment. I think that the expenditure is the least that
we can make to have the test properly made, and as the chairman
of the committee has announced that the conferees will feel bound
by this vote in conference, I hope the House will adopt the propo-
sition.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know
that we have standard tables containing all these things that are
credited throughout the world as much as are the tables of life
insurance companies?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. There is no standard test of coal to-day

that is satisfactory. The naval board has a test by which they
are buying certain coal.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The business interests have tables,
and so do the coal operators.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Only business concerns; and one tests
coal by one method and one by another process, so that they are
not standard.

1\!1[1-. ROBINSON of Indiana, They have gone into standard
tables,

Mr. UNDERWOQOD. There are no standard tables on this
question that are official. :

They arenot by the United States,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.
I know.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Where are these tables, by whom are
they made, and how do they become standard?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Any man knows who is dealing
in coal that there are tables giving the heating qualities, the
amount of carbon, etc.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course there are standard tables
showing what ought to be in a standard coal, but where are the
officials of this Government that publish a standard statement
showing what are standard coals?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Why, there are those tables, I

say.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Name them.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh, I am not an expert on the
matter, but I have referred to those tables and experts have told
me about them. I will give the gentleman the statements
about it.

Roper is a standard authority, and Haswell and Hawkins. Our
Government has its Bureau of Standards furnishing authority,
and the Navy Department for years has not been in darkness but
has the light, as we all have, of its expert tests of coal, and another
authority is Chief Engineer Isherwood. The books and tables
are all available. Babcock, Wilcox & Co., of New York and
London, under the head of steam, its generation and use, in their
book of 1897, give us the *‘ Table of American coal,”’ as follows:

Theoretical value.

s Percent Pounds
State. Kind of coal. of ash. | In heat |of water

units, | evapo-

rated.
Anthracite. -2 - ] 3.49 14.199 14.70
TSR e S S e e 6.13 13.535 14,01
slEaa=l (e o e g S e ey 2.90 14.221 14.72
Cannel. xcsducs 15.02 13.143 13.60
.| Connellsville ... 6.50 13.368 13.84
---| Semibituminou 10.70 13,155 13.62
...| Btone’sgas___.. 5.00 14,021 14.51
---| Youghiogheny - = 5.60 14. 265 14.76
HBreWnTsri s g e 9.50 . 324 12.75
Cokin 2.7 | 14.391 14.89
Canne 2.00 15.198 16.76
e [ 14.80 | 18.360 13.84
Lignite _ 7.00 9. 326 9.65
Tlinois - Bureau County = 5.20 13.025 13,48
T e ek S Mercer County -.....o..... 5.60 | 18.123 13.58
Do_ Montauk ._.__ = 5.50 12.659 13.10
Indiana Block.... 2.50 13.588 14.88
D Cokin 5.66 14.146 14.64
Dor: Cannel __ 6.00 13. 097 13.56
Maryland .. -—-| Cumberland ..o 13.88 12.226 12.65
Arkansas .........- Lignite __.___.... 5.00 9.215 9,54
Colorado . e (72 = 9.25 13,562 14.04
DG ----do = 4,50 13. 866 14.35
Texas ... --do - 4.50 12.962 13.41
Washington ........|-..-- do ... = 3.40 11. 551 11.96
Pennsylvania_.____. Peatrolotm .:coudisassiivas jawsvbusies . 746 2147

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any
lengthy statement in regard to this matter after what has been
said, but in so far as my State has a coal area greater than that
of the State of Pennsylvania and much of it undeveloped, and
that the trouble in developing some of that area has been due to
the fact that the public at large has not had accurate information
as to the value of those coals, I am very desirous of seeing the
House concur in the Senate amendment. The gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. RoBinsoN] made his objection on the basis that ths
large coal-mine operators had ample money to have all the tests
made that were necessary. He overlooked the fact that under
this provision a man who has virgin coal lands and has not the
capital sufficient to have a test made, nor the machinery, and the
place where a test can be made, would have a place where he
could have the test made, the accuracy of which will be accepted
by the world at large.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And without expense to him.

Mr. SHERLEY. And without expense to him. other than the
transportation of his coal to St. Louis. Not only is that true. but,
as has been said by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
wooD], there is this situation existing to-day. Take a sample of
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coal to any man whom yon desire to interest in the development of
coal lands and tell him that what you have is a coking coal, and he
immediat=ly wants to know what proof there is of that fact. He
is not wiling to accept a private analveis, and you are brought
up immediately with the statement that unless you have some
proof to show that this coal 1s of fine coking quality, equal fo the
Connellgville coal, which makes a standard coke, you have ex-
ceedingly great difficulty in getting him interested at all.

Now, the Connellsville coke is an old established coke, but there
is ccal in my State superior to the Connellsville coal which to-
day is undeveloped because there has been no method by which
its value could be brought to the attention of people desiring
to invest in and develop coal lands; and for the paltry sum that
is carried in this appropriation fo forego fhe opportunity that
this presents to exploit the coal areas of America seems to me to
be carrying econemy to an absurd point. I hope the House will
vote in favor of concurring in the Senate amendment,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Honse
will concur in this Senate amendment. Inmy own State, a few
years ago, the State legislature, at considerable expense, sent its
State geologists to Glermany for the purpese of endeavoring to
agcerfain whether or not semibituminous or lignite coal, found
in abundance in Texas, could be manufactured advantageously
into coal briguettes. In that State, and I suppose the same is
true of many other States, there is quite a large territory under-
lain with lignite and semibituminous ceals, which at present can
nof be used because it air-slacks and becomes coal dust, AsI
understand the proposition stated in this Senate amendment, the
German manufacturers of briquette machinery propose to bring
their machinery to St. Louis, so that any locality in the United
States having this guality of coal—which coal is now valueless
and useless—can ship a carload or more of it to St. Louis and have
it tested in this German-made briguette machinery, and it can
there be ascertained whether or not, by the purchase of such ma-
chinery, the locality shipping the coal can put in a plant of its
own, 80 as to manufacture its coal info briguettes snccessfully
at the mines. Therefore I hope that this amendment will be
concmrred in.  No appropriation, in my judgment, would better
subserve the interests of the entire people of the United States.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Thisis not an expenditure;
this is an investment.

Mz, STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly, and an excellent invest-
ment, and, in my judgment, no better investment could be made
by the people of the United States.

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, insome of the States of the
Northwest the surface is underlain by very large deposits of lig-
nite. Now, this Tignite is not of uniform guality, and it issought
to determine to what extent it can be nsed tg;mﬁtably tor house-
hold purpoeses, for manufacturing, and for the purpose of raising
water to irrigate arid lands. While some of it in certain locali-
ties can be profitably used, it still remains to be determined to
what depth one must go to get the best guality, such as can be
used most profitably in all these tines,

Now, these Northwestern States lie midway between the an-
thracite ficlds of the Hast, the bituminous fields of the Central
West, and the coal fields of the further West, and coal there
brings a higher price—the cost of all kinds is greater than in
almost any other part of the country. Amndthe bulk of this lig-
mnite is g0 great as it is found in its matural condition that the
freightage on it is excessive—that is to say, it can not be carried
beyond certain narrow lines to be sold at a price which will en-
able the people to use it to advantage. So that while the anthra-
cite coal may have certain standards, and while the bituminons
coal may have certain standards, as has been suggested here,
there is great mecessity for experimental efforts with the lignite
obtained in these fields to determine to what extent and within
what radius it can be profitably used.

And, further, there is a great necessity for experiment on this
lignite to determine whether or not it can be profitably put in the
form of briqiuettes 50 as to make its use more diversified and more
extensive, Itis of great importance to the people of the IMiddle
‘West, so to speak, that these experiments should be made, and
the experiments will be beneficial to the whole country. I trust
that my amendment may be adopted.

Mr, HEMENWAY. I ask fora vote.

The CHATEMAN. The gquestion is on the mofion of the gen-
fleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witriams] that the committee
recommend concurrence in amendment No. 47,

The motion was agreed to. 3

My. HEMENWAY. MMr. Chairman, for fear that we may have
overlooked some one amendment in this bill I ask unanimous con-
gent that any amendment which hag been overlooked be noncon-
curredin. I exclude, of course, from this request the amendment
in regaxd to the St. Louis fair.

Mr. OLMSTED. What amendment
pect may have been overlooked?

does the genﬁleman sus-

Mr. HEMENWAY. In running over this bill we may have
phgsged some total which needed correction, or something of that

The CHATIRMAN. The Chairwillinform the gentleman from
Indiana that he is assured by the Clerk that no amendment has
been overlooked. i

Mr. HEMENWAY, If the Clerk is verysure of that—if all
the totals are correct—of course it is all right. )

The CHATRMAN. The Chair, when he makes his veport to
the House, will so report.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, there is only one
amendment now pending, T believe—amendment No. 10. T ask
that that amendment be reported.

Amendment No. 10 was read, as follows:

Louisiana Purchase Exposition: Forthe purpose of furtheraidinginthepay- '
ment of the eost of the-construction, campletion, and epening of the Louisi-
ana Purchase Exposition, at the city of 8t. Liouis, on or before April 80, 1904,

,600,000; saidsum to paid to the Lonisiana Purchase Exposition Company on |
the requestof the president of said company, and in amountsas follows: One |
million dollars upon the -%)assa_gaof thisact, 1,000,000 during the month of Feb-
rum]:i. $1.000,000 during the menth of Mareh, $1,000,000 during the month of
April, and 860000 during the month of May, 1904: Provided, That of said
sums, $100,000 shall be paid by said Louisiana Purchase Txposition Compan:
to, or on the order of, the boardef lady mmﬁers of said exposition for sac
pu_:époses-as said beardof lady managers shall approve and at such times as
said board of lady managers shall request the same.

That to insure the application of all said moneys to the ﬁm'poses for which |
thesame isappropriated, the Secretary of the Treasury shallappointasuitable
person or persons whose duty it shall be to supervise the disbursementof the |
same when paid, as herein provided, and to malke a full and complete report
thereof tohim as he may require: Provided further, That the amount hereby
appropriated when paid to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company, as |
herein provided, shall constitute an indebiedness of the said company to the
Government.of the United States and shall be repaid by said company to the
Treasury of the United States, That for the purpose of protecting tEe-Gov—
ernment and insuring the repayment of said sum of $4,600,000, the Govern-
ment shall have a first lien upon the gross receipts of said expoesition com-
pany from all paid admissions to the grounds of said expesition and from all
moneysreceived from concessions, That before any part of this appropria- |
tion is paid, ag hereinbefore provided, the said Lonisiana Purchase Exposition
Company sim]lpxea‘l_z{e. to the satisfaction of the Becretary of the Treasury,
an instrument in writing giving and securing to the Government a first lien
upon its said gross receipts, and said exposition company shall at the same |
time guarantee to the Government, under suitable penalties, that the said

oss Teceipts are then entirely free from liens, m es, or other incum-

ces, and fhat it will not pledge or in any way ineumber or dispose of
said receipts so as to injure or affect the right of the Government to first re-
cc%vc(a] therefrom the amount to be returned to the Treasury, as herein pro-
vided.

The said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company shall repay into the
Treasury of the United States the said sum of $4,600,000, as follows: On the
16th day of June, 1904, said Louisiana Purchase osition Company shall ve-
port to the Secretary of the Treasury in detail the total amount of all said
gross receipts received by said company from June 1 to June 15, both inclu-
sive, and 40 per cent of such receip\?s shall then be paid by daid company to
the Secretary of the Treasury as a part payment for the tosaid company
herein provided for, and after that and during the inuance of said expo-
sition & lilee report in detail shall be made on the Ist day of each month and
upon the 15th day of aaeh.monﬁl:sqﬁaapd in the same manner 40 per cent of the
gross receipts of said company shall be paid to the Seeretary of the Treas-
ury,as before provided, until the entire amount of 4,600,000 shall have been

aid to the BSecretary of the Treasury in satisfaction of said loan: Provided

‘wriher, That if at any time after said exposition company has received the
amount hereby appropriated it makes default in the applicationor in there-
payment of said sum, or any part thereof, as herein required, then, and in
thatcase, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to supervise
the eollection and talke possession of all said gross receipts and continue such
supervision and possession until the full sum of said 4,600,000 has been col-
lected and repaid into the Treasury of the United States, as herein provided.

In accepting the amount hereby appropriated the said Lonisiana Purchase
Txposition Company shall be taken and held to agree o all the termsand
conditions 'u%on which the same is made and upon which the same is to be
repaid into the Treasur, ovided, t range cattle

of the United States: P &
and balter-brele cattle from all sections of the United States, whetherabove
or bolow the guarantine line established by the Becretary of Agriculture,
may be exhibited at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition under such regula-
tions as may be preseribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to offer an amendment to the Senate
amendment; and I will state that I am directed to do so by the
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

The amendment of Mr, TAWNEY was read, as follows:

Strike out, after the word ‘‘shall,” in line 11, page 5, of the engrossed copy
of the Senate amendments (line 6, page 12, of the prmi;ed copy), down to and
including the word “loan,” in line 21 of said engrossed copy (line 16 of the
printed copy), and insert the following:

“At the same time be paid to the Secretary of the Treasnry and there-
after, during said exposition, and until said sum of §4,600,000 shall have been
fully paid as herein provided, a like detailed report of said gross receipts shall
be made by said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company on the Ist and 15th
day of each month, and in the same manner and at the same time 40 per cent
of said gross receipts ghall be paid by said company to said Secretary of the
Treasury: Provided, That from and the 1st day of July, 1904, and until
the said sum of $4,600,000 shall have been fully paid, the said payments on the
15th and 1st day of each and every month of 40 per centof sald gross receipts
shall not be less than $500,000.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing on this amend-
ment to the Senate amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. TawNey]| what is the difference between his amendment |
andthe present text of the bill as it comes from the Senate? From :
the reading I could not catch precisely the difference. :

Mr. TAWNEY. T had supposed that the general discussionon |
this proposition would come on a motion to concur in the Senate
amendment -as amended. The difference between this amend-

i
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ment and the Senate amendment relates entirely to the repay-
ment of the amounnt which it is proposed to loan to the exposition
company. Under the Senate amendment the exposition com-
pany would be required to pay to the Government 40 per cent of
their gross receipts, and if at the closing of the exposition the 40
per cent should be found insufficient to pay the entire indebted-
ness of §4,600,000, then the Government would have to come in
with other creditors and participate in the distribution of what-
ever remaining assets there might be,

The proposition I have submitted requires the company to pay
not less than $500,000 on the 15th of July, a like sum on the 1st of
Angust, and so on until the $4,600,000 has been repaid. Now,
the Government is to receive 40 per cent of the gross receipts
during the month of May and the month of June. It is reason-
able to suppose that 40 per cent will at least take care of the
$600,000if the subsequent months will enable them to pay $1,000,-
000, so that $4,000,000 will have been paid by the 1st of Novem-
ber, thirty days before the closing of the exposition—that is, if
the amendment which I propose is adopted.

Mr. BARTLETT. The amendment of the gentleman, I think,
applies to the wrong line in the bill. Probably the gentleman
prepared it as an amendment to this print, and the amendment
is being made to the House bill. I merely wanted to call the at-
tention of the gentleman tothat so that he could get it technically
correct as to the lins to which it applies. ,

Mr. TAWNEY, Mr. Chairman, I prepared the amendment to
the House print of the urgent deficiency bill, as the Senate amend-
ments are numbered. Ifison page 12 where I propose the amend-
ment, after the word *‘ shall,” in line 6.

Mr. BARTLETT. I think your amendment read to line 16.

Mr. TAWNEY. Line 6, down to and including the word
“lpan,” in line 16, striking out all of that and substituting what
I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. It simply makes definite and cer-
tainkthe amount that is to be paid, beginning July 15, every two
weeks.

Mr. PAYNE. When is the first payment to be made?

Mr. TAWNEY. The first payment is to be made on the 15th
of June, and the second payment on the 1st of July.

Mr. MADDOX., Mr. i , I should like to hear from my
friend from Minnesota seriously on the proposition of the Gov-
ernment ever being paid back a centif we make this loan.

Mr. TAWNEY. en the amendment is agreed to, I shall
move to concur in this amendment, and will endeavor to address
myself to the merits of the proposition. I understood from gen-
tlemen around me that they had no objection to this amendment,
inasmuch as it was adding a further security, or making definite
and certain the fact that the Government would receive this
money out of the receipts of the ex%osition.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman
from Minnesota a question.

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

Mr. SULZER. I desire to know if the commissioners of the
exposition favor his amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY. They are in favor of it.

Mr. SULZER. Then I shall favor it and vote for it.
to do all I can to make this great exposition a success.

Mr. G}?I;LETT of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a
guestion

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Am I mistaken in supposing
that the House committee provided that all of the gross gate re-
ceipts should be devoted to the repayment of this loan, instead of
40 per cent? I understood that was the House proposition. Am
I mistaken in that?

Mr. TAWNEY. TheHousecommittee preparedandsubmitted,
at the request of one member of the subcommittee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate, the amendment which is printed here at the
beginning of page 1 of the hearings before the Committes on
Industrial Arts and Expositions.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Did you offer that as an
amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY. No, but it amounts to that, The Senate
amendment requires the repayment of this fund at the rate of 40
per cent of the gross receipts from paid admissions and from con-
cessions semimonthly, The amendment which the House com-
mittee prepared provided for a lien npon the gross receipts from
all paid admissions, and then required the payment of not less
than $500,000 gemimonthly, beginning on the 1st of July.

The Senate changed that—and the change was made at the
instance of the committee, not at the request of the exposition
company—and provided that if at any time the gate receipts were
not sufficient the Secretary of the Treasury should supervise the
collection of the gross receipts. They provided what they thought
would be sufficient for the collection of the money. They gave
to the Government a lien upon the gross receipts from paid ad-
missions and from concessions, but requiring the repayment of

I want

the loan at the rate of 40 per cent of the gross receipts semi-
monthly, and the making of a detailed statement of the total
receipts from all sonrees.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then, as I understand, the
amendment that you drew was less favorable to the exposition
than this Senate amendment?

Mr. TAWNEY. I think so.

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. You do not offer that now?

Mr. TAWNEY, Theamendmentwhich Ihaveoffered amounts
to practically the same thing, because in the amendment origi-
nally proposed by the House committee they were required to pay
not less than $500,000, beginning on the 1st of July; but this
makes the first payment on the 15th of June, so that the payment
on the 15th of June and the payment on the 1st of July will equal
what under the House amendment would have been the 1st of
July payment.

In the amendment the House committee now proposes that
after July 1 the payments shall not be less than $500,000; so that
if 40 per cent does not equal $500,000, then in that case they will
be obliged to pay the balance of the §500,000 out of the 60 per
cent. Now, I will say that that must be done every two weeks,
and, under the amendment I have offered, by the the 1st of No-
vember the entire amount will be paid, and if there is default in
the making of any of these payments the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is authorized and directed under this provision to take pos
seasion of the gate receipts, to collect the receipts, and to appl
them to the payment of this indebtedness.

In order that there may be no question as to whether the ex-
position has agreed to this proposition and is thereby bound by
it, there is an additional provision that in accepting this loan the
expogition company shall be taken and held to agree to the con-
ditions upon which the appropriation is made, and upon the terms
and conditions mpon which this indebtedness is fo be repaid to
the United States.

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman allow me to agk him a
question?

Mr, TAWNEY, I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BURLESON. As I understand the gentleman, the Com-
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, of which the distin-
guished gentleman is chairman, has passed on the Senate amend-
ment and given its approval to every part of the Senate amend-
ment with the exception of the amendment the gentleman offers,
including that portion of the Senate amendment which provides
for the exhibition of range and halter-broke cattle above and be-
low the fever line.

Mr. TAWNEY. Every other part of the Senate amendment,
including that part referred to by the gentleman, is agreed to by
the committee. The amendment I have just offered relates only
to the repayment of the money.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it the honest opinion of the gentle-
man that if this loan shall be made the money will be returned to
the Treasury of the United States? s

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the honest opinion of the chairman of
the committee, and I think of even those few members of the
committee who are opposed to the proposition, that it will be
repaid.

1];11'. CRUMPACKER. Iam very glad to hear that.

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And that judgment is based
upon the experience of Chicago. It will be conceded by every-
body who knows anything of what has been done at St. Louis in
the matter of buildings and grounds that it far surpasses the ex-
position at Chicago, and it is believed that because we are in a
more prosperous period than we were in 1803, when the Chicago
exposition was held, the attendance will be very much greater
than at Chicago and the receipts necessarily larger.

At Chieago the number of paid admissions was over 21,000,000.
The receipts from Ea.id admissions were almost $11,000,000, and in
addition to that there were other receipts received by the Chi-
cago Exposition that made the receipts between $16,000,000 and
$17,000,000.

To secure the repayment of this loan the Government of the
United States has a first lien, not only declared by this act, but the
act itself provides that before a dollar of this meney shall be paid to
the exposition company the exposition company must enter into
and execute an instrument in writing, giving to the Government
of the United States an express lien tipon its gate receipts and re-
ceipts from concessions. and in addition to that it must guaran-
tee that they will not dispose of or in any way incumber those
receipts 80 as to interfere with the return of the money to the
United States.

Mr. HEPBURN. I would Iike to ask the gentleman what be-

—

came of the nearly $17,000,000 of gross receipts of the Chicago

TExposition?

Mr, TAWNEY. Five millionsof it went to pay the bonds that
were issued as a first lien upon the gate receipts. The balance of
it went to pay the expenses and debts of that exposition, and be-
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information of the committee I will read the condition upon
which that appropriation was made, The gentleman from Towa
and others will recollect that in the first session of the Fifty-sixth
Congress, Congress enacted a law stating that when St. Louis or
the exposition management had raised to the satisfaction of the
Secretary of the Treasury the sum of $10,000,000, that then the
Government would appropriate $3,000,000 to aid in building and
carrying on the exposition.

In the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which con-
vened in December, 1900, the people from St. Louis came on here
with a certificate to the effect that they had raised this sum of
$10,000,000. The city of St. Louis voted $5,000,000, and the citizens
of St. Louis and other parts of the Louisiana purchase territory
had contributed five millions more. The mayor and the city
officials certified to these facts. But that was not sufficient for
the Secretary of the Treasury. He wanted to know whether the
contributions were valid, whether the parties making them were
able to fulfill and carry out the contribution contracts, and there-
fore he had the gentleman in charge of the subtreasury and the
United States district attorney in St. Louis go over all the evi-
dence, both as to the legality of the action of the city council
and as to the validity of these contracts and as to the financial
responsibility of the men who had subscribed to this fund. He
then certified to the Fifty-sixth Congress, and that is the reason
for the language with which this section begins:

SEc. 19. That whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has certified, under
datoe of February 6, 1901, that the Lousiana Purchase Exposition Company
has presented to him proof to his satisfaction that it has raised §10,000,000 for
and on account of inaugurating and carrying forward an exposition at the
city of 8t. Louis, Mo., in the yeax 1903, to celebrate the one hundredth anni-
versary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory; therefore, there isher'eb
al;ljpruprinted out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate
the sum of 5,000,000 to aid in carrying forward such exposition, to pay the
salaries of the members and secretary of the national Commission herein
authorized, and such other necessary expenses as may be incurred by said
commission in the discharge of its duties in connection with said exposition;
and to discharge all other obligations incurred by the Government on ac-
count of said exposition, except for the erection of its own buildings and the
making and care of its own exhibits at said exposition.

That the money hereby aBprOﬂriated shall be disbursed under the direc-
tion of the said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company under rules and
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and upon
vouchers to be approved by him: Provided, That, except for the payment of
the salaries and expenses of the National Commigsion, no part of said appro-
priation shall become available until the sum of §10,000,000 shall have been
expended by said company on account of said exposition to the satisfaction
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That all sums expended
by the Government on account of gaid exposition, including the salaries and
expenses of said National Commission, except for the erection of its own build-
ings and the making and care of its own exhibits at said exposition, shall be
limited to and paid out of the appropriation of $5,000,000 herein provided for
such purpose.

Now, under that provision the expense of the National Commis-
gion was paid. The salaries of nine National Commissioners were
paid out of this appropriation of $5,000,000, as well as the salary
of the secretary of the Commission. Then there is a provision
allowing $10,000 annually for contingent expenses, for office
rent, and for other incidental expenses connected with the busi-
ness of the National Commission. All of thathas come out. The
life of the Commission extends, I think, from March, 1901, to the
1gt of July, 1905, The nine commissioners are paid each at the
rate of §5,000 a year, and the gentleman can estimate about how
much will be necessary to expend for that item out of the §5,000,-
000, none of which goes to the construction of the exposition or
to its opening or to its operation.

If my memory serves me right, these amounts aggregate in the
neighborhood of $249,000 or $250,000. That comes out of that
$5,000,000 appropriation. In addition to that the governor-gen-
eral of the Philippines, now Mr. Secretary of War Taft, when he
was here in 1901, proposed to the Lounisiana Purchase Exposition
Company that if they would pay out of their treasury $100,000
the Philippine government would appropriate $500,000 to defray
the expense of that magnificent Philippine exhibit, which will
excel, perhaps, any other exhibit in the exposition. Subsequent
to that came the rinderpest and the plague. Governor Taft then
notified the exposition company that they could mot raise the
€500,000 and asked the company for a further contribution from
its treasury of $100,000, and the Louisiana Purchase Exposition
Company appropriated that additional sum, making in all
$200,000, which goes to help make the Philippine exhibit. Of
that there has been taken out now, I think, $164,000, and that
which remains must come out of the $5,000,000 appropriation.

In addition to that, the Fifty-seventh Congress authorized the
payment of $250,000 of this.$5,000,000 in souvenir gold coins of
$1 each. On one side was the head of McKinley and on the
gide of another set of these coing is the head of Jefferson. That
$250,000 in gold coin has been turned over to the exposition man-
agement. At that time there were no gold dollar coins to be had
anywhere, and it was the judgment of everybody that that coin
would sell readily for not less than §3. The price was fixed at §3,
and they have not been able up to the pregent time to dispose of more
than §14,000 of them at that price, but having entered into a con-

tract with those that did purchase at $3 each that they would sell
for no less, they are not disposing of them for any less, and can
ont do so. That $236,000 is available as collateral, but that is all
they are worth at the present time, unless they want to pay them
out for labor or on contracts.

As a matter of fact, it will be seen that for the purpose of con-
structing the exposition and opening the same the exposition
company hag received about $4,250,000. Now, the Government
expressly excepted, in the act making the original appropriation,
the expenss of building its own building and of making its own
exhibit, and in the Fifty-seventh Congress we appropriated money
for the erection of the building and for the purpose of defraying
the expense of the Government exhibit. In addition to that we
also appropriated $40,000 for an Indian exhibit. We appropriated
§50,000 to aid the Territory of Alaska in making its exhibit. We
appropriated $25,000 to aid the people of the Indian Territory in
making their exhibit. So that the total amount or total cost of
the Government building and the Government exhibit, including
these appropriations for Territories, amounts, if my memory
gerves me right, to a sum between $1,400,000 and $1,500,000. That
will ajnswe1- the question of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep-
BURN].

Mr. PAYNE. That is in addition to the §5,000,000?

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

Mr. HEPBURN. Iunderstand the gentleman tosay that there
was no pledge, no obligation for the return of this $5,000,000 or
any part of it. 'Was it not always discussed here as a loan, and
did not every advocate of that appropriation speak of it in that
way?

1&1‘. TAWNEY. I will read the section——

Mr. HEPBURN, I ask the gentleman. He was here at the
time and is absolutely familiar with the circumstances.

Mr. TAWNEY. This is the condition, to be exact, upon which
the appropriation was made, and the gentleman can call it a loan
or he can call it an absolute appropriation.. This is the condition
upon which the appropriation was made—viz, that if there was
one dollar of net receipts, the Government of the Unifed States
would gct 33% per cent of that dollar, the city of St. Liouis would
get 831 per cent, and the contributors to the $5,000,000 fund would
get the other 33} per cent. Section 20 provides that there shall
be repaid into the Treasury of the United States the same pro-
portionate amount of the dollar given by the United States as
shall be repaid to either the Loui8iana Purchase Exposition Com-
pany or the city of St. Louis, provided that this section shall not
be taken or construed to give the United States a right to share
in the proceeds of said exposition beyond the actual amount appro-
priated to aid in carrying forward said exposition.

Mr. DALZELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Was
it not also expressly understood at that time that that $5,000,000
gift of the Government to the exposition was all that the Gov-
ernment was to be called upon to give? Was not that expressly
stated on this floor?

Mr. TAWNEY. It was—not in that language.

Mr. DALZELL. In substance, wasnot the pledge made on the
floor of the House that if that sum of $5,000,000 was given to the
exposition the Government would never be called upon to con-
tribute another dollar; and was there not a provision put in the
law excluding the idea that the United States should ever be
called upon to contribute anything more?

Mr. TAWNEY. Idonotknow of any such provision in the act.

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I will call the gentleman’s attention to
the language, if he will allow me, in order to avoid any trouble
on this subject, for we all recollect that Congress has had some
considerable experience in this industry that has grown up in the
United States—of having expositions. We recollect how we had
to pay out $500,000 to pay the debts of the Buffalo Exposition
upon the ground——

Mr, TAWNEY, What is the gentleman’s question? [Laugh-
t

er.
MTL DALZELL. Allright. I want tocall the gentleman’s at-
tention to this provision in the act:

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of
the United States—

Mr. TAWNEY. I was coming to that.

Mr. DALZELL (continuing to read):
direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor for any claim for
aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury of the United
States, in settlement or liquidation of any debts or obligations created by
said Commission.

Mr. TAWNEY. I am glad that the gentleman has called my
attention——

Mr. DALZELL. I will ask the gentleman now, just for the
purpose of getting his views on the subject, whether or not he
does not consider this application now made to Congress for this
additional aid to be a violation of the pledge made on the floor of
the House and in the act itself?
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information of the committee I will read the condition upon
which that appropriation was made. The gentleman from Towa
and others will recollect that in the first session of the Fifty-sixth
Congress, Congress enacted a law stating that when St. Louis or
the exposition management had raised to the satisfaction of the
Secretary of the Treasury the sum of $10,000,000, that then the
Government would appropriate $5,000,000 to aid in building and
carrying on the exposition.

In the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which con-
vened in December, 1900, the people from St. Louis came on here
with a certificate to the effect that they had raised this sum of
$10,600,000. The city of 8t. Louis voted $5,000,000, and the citizens
of St. Louis and other parts of the Louisiana purchase territory
had contributed five millions more, The mayor and the city
officials certified to these facts. But that was not sufficient for
the Secretary of the Treasury. He wanted to know whether the
contributions were valid, whether the parties making them were
able to fulfill and carry out the contribution contracts, and there-
fore he had the gentleman in charge of the subtreasury and the
United States district attorney in St. Louis go over all the evi-
dence, both as to the legality of the action of the city council
and as to the validity of these contracts and as to the financial
responsgibility of the men who had subscribed to this fund. He
then certified to the Fifty-sixth Congress, and that is the reason
for the language with which this section begins:

Spc. 19, That whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has certified, under
dato of February 6, 1901, that the Lousiana Purchase Exposition Company
has presented to him proof to his satisfaction that it has raised $10,000,000 for
and on account of inaugurating and carrying forward an exposition at the
city of St. Louis, Mo., in the year 1903, to celebrate the one hundredth anni-
versary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory; therefore, thereishereby
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated
the sum of §5,000,000 to aid in carrying forward such exposition, I’;o pay the
salaries of the members and secretary of the national Commission herein
authorized, and such other necessary expenses as may be incurred by said
commission in the discharge of its duties in connection with said exposition;
and to discharge all other obligations incurred by the Government on ac-
count of said exposition, except for the erection of its own buildings and the
ma.kin% and care of its own exhibits at said exposition.

That the money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed under the direc-
tion of the said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company under rules and
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and upon
vouchers to be approved by him: Provided, That, except for the payment of
the salaries and expenses of the National Commission, no part of said appro-
priation shall become available until the sum of §10,000,000 shall have been
expended by said company on account of said exposition to the satisfaction
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That all sums expended
by the Government on account of gaid exposition, including the salaries and
expenses of said National Commission, except for the erection of its own build-
ings and the making and care of its own exhibits at said exposition, shall be
limited to and paid out of the appropriation of §5,000,000 herein provided for
such purpose.

Now, under that provision the expense of the National Commis-
gion waspaid. The salaries of nine National Commissioners were
paid out of this appropriation of §5,000,000, as well as the salary
of the secretary of the Commission. Then there is a provision
allowing $10,000 annually for contingent expenses, for office
rent, and for other incidental expenses connected with the busi-
ness of the National Commission. All of thathascome out. The
life of the Commission extends, I think, from March, 1901, to the
1st of July, 1905. The nine commissioners are paid each at the
rate of $5,000 a year, and the gentleman can estimate about how
much will be necessary to expend for that item out of the §5,000,-
000, none of which goes to the construction of the exposition or
to its opening or to its operation.

If my memory serves me right, these amounts aggregate in the
neighborhood of $249,000 or $250,000. That comes out of that
$5,000,000 appropriation. In addition to that the governor-gen-
eral of the Philippines, now Mr. Secretary of War Taft, when he
was here in 1901, proposed to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition
Company that if they would pay out of their treasury $100,000
the Philippine government would appropriate $500,000 to defray
the expense of that magnificent Philippine exhibit, which will
excel, perhaps, any other exhibit in the exposition. Subsequent
to that came the rinderpest and the plague. Governor Taft then
notified the exposition company that they could not raise the
$500,000 and asked the company for a further contribution from
its treasury of $100,000, and the Louisiana Purchase Exposition
Company appropriated that additional sum, making in all
$200,000, which goes to help make the Philippine exhibit. Of
that there has been taken out now, I think, $164,000, and that
which remains must come out of the $5,000,000 appropriation.

In addition to that, the Fifty-seventh Congress authorized the
payment of $230,000 of this .$5,000,000 in sonvenir gold coins of
$1 each. On one side was the head of McKinley and on the
side of another set of these coins is the head of Jefferson. That
$260,000 in gold coin has been turned over to the exposition man-
agement. At that time there were no gold dollar coins to be had
anywhere, and it was the judgment of everybody that that coin
wonld sell readily for not legs than $3. The price was fixed at §3,
and they have not been able up to the present time to dispose of more
than $14,000 of them at that price, but having entered into a con-

tract with those that did purchase at $3 each that they would sell
for no less, they are not digposing of them for any less, and can
ont do so. That $286,000 is available as collateral, but that is all
they are worth at the present time, unless they want to pay them
out for labor or on contracts.

As a matter of fact, it will be seen that for the purpose of con-
structing the exposition and opening the same the exposition
company has received about $4,250,000. Now, the Government
expressly excepted, in the act making the original appropriation,
the expens2 of building its own building and of making its own
exhibit, and in the Fifty-seventh Congress we appropriated money
for the erection of the building and for the purpose of defraying
the expense of the Government exhibit. In addition fo that we
also appropriated $40,000 for an Indian exhibit. We appropriated
$50,000 to aid the Territory of Alaska in making its exhibit. We
appropriated $25.000 to aid the people of the Indian Territory in
making their exhibit. So that the total amount or total cost of
the Government building and the Government exhibit, including
these appropriations for Territories, amounts, if my memory
serves me right, to a sum between $1,400,000 and $1,56060,000. That
will answer the question of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hup-
BURN].

Mr.] PAYNE. That isin addition to the $5,000,000?

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

Mr. HEPBURN. Iunderstand the gentleman tosay that there
was no pledge, no obligation for the return of this $5,000,000 or
any part of it. Was it not always discussed here as a loan, and
did not every advocate of that appropriation speak of it in that
way?

Mr. TAWNEY. I will read the section——

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask the gentleman. He was here at the
time and is absolutely familiar with the circumstances.

Mr. TAWNEY. Thisis the condition, to be exact, upon which
the appropriation was made, and the gentleman can call it a loan
or he can call it an absolute appropriation.. This is the condition
upon which the appropriation was made—viz, that if there was
one dollar of net receipts, the Government of the United States
would get 83+ per cent of that dollar, the city of St. Louis would
get 831 per cent, and the contributors to the $5,000,000 fund would
get the other 83% per cent. Section 20 provides that there shall
be repaid into the Treasury of the United States the same pro-
portionate amount of the dollar given by the United States as
shall be repaid to either the Lounifiana Purchase Exposition Com-
pany or the city of St. Louis, provided that this section shall not
be taken or construed to give the United States a right to share
in the proceeds of said exposition beyond the actual amount appro-
priated to aid in carrying forward said exposition.

Mr. DALZELL., Let me ask the gentleman a question. Was
it not also expressly understood at that time that that $5,000,000
gift of the Government to the exposition was all that the Gov-
ernment was to be called upon to give? Was not that expressly
stated on this floor?

Mr. TAWNEY. It was—mnot in that language.

Mr. DALZELL. In substance, wasnot the pledge made on the
floor of the House that if that sum of $5,000,000 was given to the
exposition the Government would never be called upon to con-
tribute another dollar: and was there not a provision put in the
law excluding the idea that the United States should ever be
called upon to contribute anything more?

Mr. TAWNEY. Idonotknow of any such provision in the act.

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I will call the gentleman’s attention to
the language, if he will allow me, in order to avoid any trouble
on this subject, for we all recollect that Congress has had some
considerable experience in this industry that has grown up in the
United States—of having expositions. We recollect how we had
to pay out $500,000 to pay the debts of the Buffalo Exposition
upon the ground——

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the gentleman’s question? [Laugh-

ter.]

Mr. DALZELL. Allright. I want tocall the gentleman’s at-
tention to this provision in the act:

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of
the United States—

Mr. TAWNEY. I was coming to that.

Mr. DALZELL (continuing to read):
direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor for any claim for
aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury of the United
States, In settlement or liguidation of any debts or obligations created by
said Commission.

Mr. TAWNEY, Iam glad that the gentleman has called my
attention——

Mr. DALZELL. I will ask the gentleman now, just for the
purpose of getting his views on the subject, whether or not he [
does not consider this application now made to Congress for this |
additional aid to be a violation of the pledge made on the floor of
the House and in the act itself?
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Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that I do not;
and I do not think the gentleman himself, good lawyer as he is,
would make any claim of that kind. He knows thig is not an
application for an additional appropriation, but merely for the
use of a certain amount of money on condition that it be repaid
and upon security that will insure its return.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If my colleague will allow me
a moment, I should like to ask him whether it is not estimated
that the 40 per cent here referred to will yield something like
gix and a half million dollars——

Mr. TAWNEY. Over eight million.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, While this loan amounts to
only four and one-half million.

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in answer to my colleague that the
estimate given to the committee—and I think the reasonableness
of it will appeal to any man who reads the hearings before our
committee—was that 40 per cent will amount to not less than
$8,000.000. Caleulated on the basis of the gross receipts at the
city of Chicago it would be over six million.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And your judgment is that
the attendance at St. Louis, by reason of its elimatie eonditions,
,  will be more nniform and steady, and therefore larger throughout

the period of the exposition?

Mr, TAWNEY. That is the judgment of the committee, and
there is another reason, too, for that judgment in addition to the
reagon stated by my colleague—the faet that there will be no cold
gpring or cold fall at St. Louis and that the exposition will con-
tinue until December 1. If you draw a circle around the eity of
St. Lonis, 500 miles in diameter, vou will find that you have a
much larger population, almost three times, certainly twice as
large a population as if you should draw a similar circle around
the city of Chicago, because to the north of Chicago you have noth-
ing but water or waste. The city of St. Louis has in the terri-
tory surrounding it a much larger population than the city of
Chicago in a corresponding expanse of territory. In addition to
that there is the enormous increase in population in the South-
western States and Territories since 1893, ‘

More than that, in 1893 the Southern States did not participate
to any great extent in the Chicago osition, and their people
did not attend to any great extent becaunse of the hard times then
prevailing. To-day that section of our country—happily for all
of us and for them—is in a more prosperous condition than it has
been for a great many years, if not ever before. So that there ig
every reason to believe that the attendance at St. Louis will be
much greater than it was at Chicago.

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. So that it would not reguire
40 per cent? The thing that the committee and the House are
concerned in is the certainty of the return of this money. Now,
referring to the experience in Chicago, I understand my eolleague
to asgert—and of course since he asserts it it must be so—that
Chicago was able not only to pay $5,000,000 of a loan—a larger
amount than this loan—but to return to the contributors 19 per
cent of their contributions. Now, the query is, If Chicago with
her attendance was able to pay $5,000,000 of a loan and 19 per eent
of the contributions, why will not this company be able to pay
four and one-half million dollars, since there is no further obliga-
tion to be paid by the stockholders?

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that anyone who
will take the trouble to go through the hearings and study the
proposition as to the population and attendance will agree that
the Government is secure, and I am sure there is not a man on
the committee who has studied this subject who is not =atis-
fied that the security is ample to insure the repayment of this
money. The objections made to the proposition are objections on
constitutional, not other, grounds.

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman state what the present in-
debtedness of the exposition company is, and how it is secured?

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not state the amount of the present in-
debtedness of the company. Of course they have outstanding
contracts on the buildings that are not quite completed, and build-
ings that have been completed but have not been accepted. Itis
estimated, however, by Governor Francis, who is at the head of
the exposition, and by Mr. Thompson, who is the treasurer and
chairman of the executive committee, that this $4,600,000 will pay
all of the cost of completing the exposition and the expense inci-
dent to the opening of the same and operating it until the gate
receipts are ample for that purpose. ]

_ Mr. FINLEY. Howis the indebtedness secured?

Mr. TAWNEY. The outstanding indebtedness of the company
is mot secured at all. There is no lien of any kind on any of the
property, and I am authorized to repeat what the chairman of the
exposition company said to the Senate committee. When they

oke about giving a lien upon the buildings, the reply was that
they would be perfectly willing to do it provided in case of de-
fault the Government would pay for removing the buildings.
Under its contract with the city of 8t. Louis that has donated the

use of the beautiful Forest Park of that city the exposition com-
pany must pay for the removal or must remove the buildings.

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that the gate receipts are not
mortgaged or liened at all.

Mr. TAWNEY. Notatall. Not only that, if the gentleman
will pardon me, but this amendment provides that before a dollar
of the money is paid to the expogition company that company
must enter into a written contract with the Government of the

United States not only securing this lean by an express lien which

can be filed there and which will meet the regunirements of the
local law, but they must also stipulate in that contract, under
suitable penalties, that they will not appropriate or use or divert
the receipts or encumber them in any way, by mortgage or other-
wise, 80 as to interfere in any way with the right of the Govern-
ment to receive the same in payment of its loan.

Mr. FINLEY. Then I believe you hold to the proposition that
the security iz ample?

Mr, TAWNEY. AsTIsaid before, I think the securityis ample.
There are only two conditions that might happen that would in-
terfere.

One would be the destruction of the exposition so that

there will be no receipts or a failure on the part of the Secretary |

of the Treasury te enforce the law.

Mr. FINLEY, I think the gentleman said something a mo-
ment ago in reference to the'gate receipts at Chicago. Now, no
loan was ever made by Congress to the Chicago Exposition on the
basis of gate receipts, I believe.

Mr, TAWNEY, No; therewas a direct appropriation in aid of
that exposition.

Mr. FINLE I understand the gentleman estimates that the
gate r%%eipts will approximate something like $20,000,000. Am I
COrrec

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the total receipts.

Mr. FINLEY. Now, would not the security be ample, so that
the exposition company could go to a trust company or bank and
make the loan of them?

Mr. TAWNEY. ' Ithink,if the gentleman will take the trouble
to look through these hearings, he will readily see why it is far
better, on account of finaneial conditions in certain quarters, for
the Grovernment to use $4,600,000 of the $158,000,000 now in the
banks, yielding the Government no income whatever, for the pur-
pose of completing and opening this exposition which it has
authorized—that it is better to take that $4,600,000 out of the sur-
plus and apply it to this purpose and use it for three months and
put it baek into the Treasury than it would be to jeopardize the
businegs interests of any of the commercial or great business cen-
ters of the country from which this money must otherwise be

drawn.
Mr. FINLEY. Even on that proposition can not the Secretary
of the Treasury designate the ba in St. Louis, and deposit

money there to the amount of §4,600,000 without Congress mak-

ing this loan?

Mr. TAWNEY. I presume he could,but it might subject him
to criticism on the ground that he was discriminating in fayor of
those banks as against others. The gentleman is aware, I sup-

oge, that the Secretary of the Treasury has made a call on all the
Ea.nks for this proposed loan and the amount to meet the Panama
Canal payments.

Mr. FINLEY. I am aware of that.

Mz. TAWNEY. Andamong others he has made a call on the
banks of St. Louis to the extent of three million.

Mr. FINLEY. Has he not funds with which he can continue
to make these deposits?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether there is sufficient sur-
plus to enable the loaning of public money to mational banks
without interest, which method of loaning the public money is
approved by some peoplewho seem very much opposed to loaning
the amount necessary to insure the success of the greatest expo-
sition the world will ever see—one, too, it has authorized and in-
vited the world to participate in making a grand success.

Mr, FINLEY. Inall cases where loans are made on national
bonds and ample security, United States bonds?

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. FINLEY. Imerely wanted to get the gentleman’s opinion
on this point.

Mr. TAWNEY. In the opinion of the committes the security
for the return of this money is ample.

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman any better reason for not
requiring the company to borrow the money from people who are
in the business of loaning money?

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to discuss the matter in full. I
was simply answering the gentleman’s question. I do not think
that any statement that I could make would be satisfactory to
the gentleman from New York in relation to this particular sub-
ject. Nor do I think the gentleman would think it reasonable or
a businesslike arrangement,.

Mr. PAYNE, It would be satisfactoryif a businesslike reason.
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Mr. TAWNEY. I started out fo diseuss the proposition, and
my time has all been talken up by answering questions in regard
to the details of the Senate amendment. .

Myr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me
to ask him a question?

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. For gome information, Of
course, there will be some debts against this concern. Is not
that true?

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, gir.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. -Can the gentleman tell me to
what extent?

Mr. TAWNEY. No,sir. Ianswered that a mementago. I
can not say to what extent there are ebligations. I do not know
u{mt there are any due and payable. I can not answer the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Please tell me what legal proc-
ess or resort can be had by which those debts already existing can
be postponed and the rightsof the Government substituted or pre-
ferred by reason of this act of Congress. Are the receipts of this
concern pledged for the debts at this time?

Mr. TAWNEY. In answer tothe gentleman, I will say that the
object of this loanis to pay those obligations, and under the terms
of this amendment it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury
to see that the money is applied to the purpose for which it is ap-
propriated. That will wipe out any indebtedness for construc-
tion or for labor and material.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Has it got asmuch as $4,600,-
000 indebtedness at this time?

Mr. TAWNEY. XNo, siv; it has not.
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then, why do you want
$4,600,000?

Mr. TAWNEY. The exposition is not completed, and there is
vet ninety days in which the necessary remaining construction
must be completed.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania.
that time it will be $4,600,000?

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentlemen in charge of the exposition
have told the chairman of the Senate committee and have teld
'he House comimittee that $4.500,000 would be sufficient to com-
vlete the exposition and would meet the obligations. So that the

Do you mean to say that at

“ongress of the United States might be satisfied that there was

[
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ample gecurity of getting the money back, and in order to insure
the application of the money to the purposes for which it is ap-
propriated, the Secretary of the Treasury is given jurisdiction
over the disbursements of this money, so that there is no possible
ground for fear of the Government losing by reason of any exist-
ing contract at this time or any contract that may exist in the
fature, because before the money is paid a lien is filed upon the
gross receipts of the exposition company.

Mr.LAWRENCE. lwouldlike toask the gentleman a question,
- Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. LAWRENCE. Has any effort been made to secure this
money from banking institutions, and have they not been able to
get it on account of the lack of security?

Mr, TAWNEY. Iam notableto answer the question.

Mr., LAWRENCE. The hearings before your committee do

" not disclose that?

Mr. BARTLETT. I have here the hearings on that question,

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman asked if that application had
been made for the loan elsewhere.

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, I have the answer fo that. M.
Thompson, the secretary, says that they never contemplated any
other way of raising the money except by pledging their receipts;
and Mr, Franecis said that they had not considered any other way
than applying to the Government.

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman from Massachusetts will
understand very well that to come to Congress for legislation of
this character and admit that application for aloan had been
made elsewhere and refused would be a very good reason why
Clongress should not make it, if private individuals were not will-

12 to make if.

Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word in conclusion. I will say
ihat under the terms of this amendment we now propose I want
th's committee to keep these facts in mind: First, the appropria-
{iom is made. Second, to insure the application of the money ap-
propriated to the purpose for which it is appropriated the Secre-
tary of the Treasury is given jurisdiction over the disbursements
of the money. Third, it is declared to be a lien on the gross re-
ceipts of the exposition, which at Chicago aggregated more than
$16,000,000, Fourth, before any of this money can be paid the ex-
position company must execute an instrument in writing securing
tothe Government of the United States alienand a gnaranty that
it will under no condition encumber this security so as to interfere
with the right of the Government to enforce the lien for the col-
lection of the debt. Then it is provided that this money shall be

repaid at the Treasury of the United States, beginning on the 15th
day of June, by filing a detailed statement of the gross receipts
and male a payment of 40 ?er cent of those gross receiptsto apply
on this lean. On the 1stof July the sameis to be done, and on the
15th of July not Tess than $500,000 must be paid, whether 40 per
cent of the gate receipts agtgregate thatamount or not, and there-
after on the 1st and 15th of every month until the 1st of Novem-
ber not legs than $500,000, when the full amount of the loan will

be paid.

Now, if the exposition company makes default in the applica-
tion of any of this money, or applies it to any purpose for :vﬁiich it
is not appropriated, that would eonstifute a default, declared soby
this act, and it would authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
take possession of the gates and collect the fetal receipts and
apply them fo the payment of this indebtedness. On the other
Eand, if they make default at any time in the re ent of this
money, the Secretary is anthorized, and it is made his duty, todo
the same thing. Then, in addition and as a double security, so
that there ean be no legal guestion about the exposition company
having agreed to this, we make ita condition precedent that they
shall agree to it, and in accepting this meney they are to be held
and construed to have agreed to all the conditions upon which tha
appropriation is made, and all the conditions npon which it is to
be returned to the Treasury of the United States.

Now, this propoesition to celebrate the one hundredth anniver-
gary of the purchase of the territory of Louisiana did not origi-
nate in the city of St. Louis. At a convention held in that city
in 1899, attended by representative men apfointed by the govern-
ors of the several States carved out of the Louisiana tervitory, it
was decided to commemorate that event, the first and greatest
international event in the history of the United States, by holding
an exposition, and the eity of St. Louis, being the metropolis of
that greab territory, was designated as the place. The people of
St. Louis and the people inhabiting the territory of the Louisiana
purchase have not started out on this proposition with any idea
of commercial advantage or commercial profit—none whatever.

They were actuated by a sense of duty, of patriotic duty, to the
forefathers of this country, tkrough whose sazacity and wisdom
it became possible for the Government of the United States to
acguire and possess this territory, thus making it also possible for
the Government of the United States to become in less than one
hundred years from the date of that purchase the greatest people
and one of the greatest governments on the face of the globe. I
think, Mr, Chairman, that the committee should not consider this
matter from the commercial standpoint in any sense.

We owe to ourselves the duty of malking thisexposition asgplen-
did success. We owe it because under the authority of Congress,
and by its express direction, the President of the Unifed States—
President MeKinley—has invited the nations of the world fo par-
ticipate in commemorating the acquisition of the territory of
Louisiana. They have accepted that invitation, and as an evi-
dence of the commanding respect of our nation among the nations
of the world let me say that every foreign government exhibiting
at 8t. Lonis has demanded more space both for its buildings and
its exhibits than was demanded at Chicago.

The foreign governments occupy 40 per cent more space at St.
Lonis to-day than they occupied at Chicage. There are ten more
foreign governments exhibiting there than exhibited at Chicago.
There are ten more States exhibiting there than exhibited at
Chicago. HEvery State in the Union except two is participating
in this exhibition, and almost all of them have erected magnifi-
cent State buildings, This increased foreign participation and
increased State participation in this exposition has carried the
cost of the exposition far beyond the amount originally estimated
as being necessary to eomplete and open the exposition.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may have five or ten minutes to complete his
remarks.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentlemen of the committee will under-
stand that I have been interrupted all the time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that
unanimous consent be given to the gentleman from Minnesota to
have ten minutes moretime. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mpr. Chairman, as a result of these applica-
tions for inereased space on the part of foreign govermments that
are now here upon our invitation and as our guests for the pur-
pose of taking part in the celebration of this great international
event—as a result, I say——

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We didn’t think it would be
g0 expensive when we invited them.

Mr. TAWNEY. That was a matter that Congress should have
considered before extending the invitation. When you extend an
invitation to a man to dine with you, you do not stop to measure
the expense after he has accepted the invitation, do you?




1744

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 8,

As a result of this increased demand for space the exposition
company was obliged to build three additional exhibition palaces
beyond the nmmber originally contemplated. They started out
with the idea that if they could equal Chicago they would be do-
ing well, and estimated the cost of reproducing an exhibition like
that of Chicago, and estimated that it would exceed $15,000,000.
To-day they have 120 acres under roof for exhibition purposes.
At Chicago they had 86 acres. To-day, at St. Louis, they have
incloged in the exhibition grounds 1,260 acres. At Chicago they
had 680 acres.

This space was demanded, and it was necessary fo provide for
it in order to supply the governments from different parts of the
world we had invited to participate in this exposition with the
amount of exhibit space which they required.

Now, they also had to sewer these extended grounds. Why,
gentlemen, [ have a statement here showing that almost $3,000,000
have been expended on these grounds, and you can not see where
a dollar of it has gone. It is all underground, placed there for
sewerage, water pipes to insure to the people attending this expo-
gition the mecessary sanitary and fire protection. An insurance
agent said to me only last week that they had provided the best
fire p;otection any exposition has ever had in the history of the
world.

Now, as a result of this increased cost they are here not asking
for an appropriation, but simply asking for the use of $4,600,000
for a period of about ninety days. The average length of time
would be about ninety days. They ask for it on security that, in
the judgment of the Senate and in the judgment of the House
committee that considered it, is ample to insure the repayment of
every dollar of the money we are asked to advance, and it is pro-
posed to give it to them under conditions that will compel the
return of every dollar of if, if there are any gate receipts at all
or if the gate receipts equal $4,600,000.

The Centennial Exposition had $1,500,000 given to them as a
loan, and, after paying all the indebtedness, every dollar of that
§1,500,000 was returned to the Treasurer of the United States. 1
feel absolutely confident that this exposition in every respect will
excel any exposition that the world has ever seen or ever will, I
believe that the attendance at this exposition will be far greater
than that at Chicago and, inasmuch as we have provided in this
amendment for the absolute refurn, and to prevent any misap-
propriation of these funds except the repayment of the loan, that
the Government of the United States will have every dollar of
this $4.600,000 in its Treasury before the Fifty-eighth Congress
convenes next December. [Applause.]

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BARTHOLDT, What is the parliamentary situation at
this time?

The CHATRMAN. A motion was made by the gentleman from
Minnesota to amend the Senate amendment, and that will be fol-
lowed by a motion to coneur.

Mr. BARTHOLDT., The motion to concur is pending?

The CHATRMAN. The motion to amend is pending, and that
will be followed by a motion to concur in the Senate amendment
with that amendment.

Mr. BARTHOLDT., No time limit has been fixed for debate?

The CHATIRMAN. No time limit has been fixed for debate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as far as the amendment
to this paragraph of the bill offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota is concerned, I believe it improves the text of the bill and
shall vote for hisamendment. Butafter the paragraph isamended
I intend to vote against the whole proposition. I am unable to
find any sufficient reason why the Government of the United
States should go into the business of loaning its money to a private
corporation. I have heard many distinguished gentlemen on the
floor of this House, and, if I am not mistaken, the distinguished
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEY] himself, abuse the
Populist party for their idea of going into partnership with the
United States Government.

Mr. COCHRAN. Willthe gentleman yield tome for a question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwould liketoaskthegentleman if he thinks
this is a private corporation?

Mr. UNDERWOQOD. I consider it a private corporation, al-
though it is indulging in an enterprise that is of interest to all the
people in the United States.

Mr. COCHRAN. It is not in any sense a private enterprise.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No more than a bank or a railroad com-
pany is a private enterprise if engaged in the business of the
country.

Mr. COCHRAN. Did the gentleman ever hear of a railroad or
a ?él.&lék that was doing business in which all the people are inter-
es

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I imagine a railroad is more or less of

interest to every man, woman, and child in the United States to
some extent.

Mr. COCHRAN. To what extent?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To the extent that it carries the mail of
these people and delivers their letters; but Ido not care to go into
that subject.

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman think that by going into
it deep enoungh he could make it appear that there is any private
interest to be served?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Well,Idonot knowaboutthat. Iunder-
stand there ig a private corporation organized and that there has
been stock subscribed. I do not understand that the company
was organized for the purpose of making profits, but if there are
any profits made after debts are paid I take it that the stockholders
who subscribe their money will reap those profits.

Mr. COCHRAN. One further question. Is it not customary
in many States for the publie to provide and pay the necessary
expenses, including sometimes deficits, to keep up State fair as-
sociations?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, possibly the public does, but it
does it out of the public property.

Mr. COCHRAN. Does not the public do that out of funds
raised by taxation?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not recall any institution—

Mr. COCHRAN. I will ask the gentleman if the State of Ala-
bama has not made such appropriations?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was going to state to the gentleman
that I do not recall any instance where the State of Alabama has
done so. It may have done so in times past that I know not of,
but of my own knowledge I know of no such thing.

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman think there is very much
difference in the aspect of this as a national enterprise and a State
fair association as a State enterprise?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say that I do.

Mr. COCHRAN. Is a State fair association a private enter-

Tise?
> Mr. UNDERWOOD. When it is organized by private corpora-
tions for private gain it is.

Mr. COCHRAN. And the gentleman says he does not think
the St. Louis Exposition was organized for private gains.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I do notimagine it was; but it is organ-
ized on that basis.

Mr. COCHRAN. Then the only thing the gentleman says
about this is that the incorporators of the World's Fair Associa-
tion incorporated under the laws as a private corporation?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unquestionably, and if they make a
profit the profits will go into their private pockets.

Mr. COCHRAN. Can the gentleman suggest any other way in
which these great public enterprises could be carried on?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I haveno desire todo that. I willleave
that to my friend from Missouri.

Mr. COCHRAN. Well, I think the gentleman ought to leave
it to somebody.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not contended that this corpora-
tion was organized as a private corporation to serve a private
purpose; but it is a private corporation. Isay thatwhen the Gov-
ernment of the United States attempts to go into partnership with
or to lend its money to a private corporation I draw no distinction
between that proposition and the proposition that was made by
the farmers of this country some ten or twelve years ago,in which
they advocated that the Government of the United States should
lend its money to them on their wheat and their corn and their
bales of cotton as collateral security.

I have heard distinguished gentlemen on that side of the floor
and on this inveigh against that proposition, and challenge its
constitutionality, challenge the governmental power to do such a
thing; but here, when we come to a corporation in which a vast
number of the people of the United States are interested, from
the point of public interest or in a pecuniary way, they seem to
lose sight and thought of that proposition entirely.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, Iwould like to inquire if the
gentleman regards this as an unconstitutional measure?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will say candidly that from my
point of view I do not think the Government of the United States
has the power to use money collected by taxation for the purpose
of making a loan to anybody.

Mr. COCHRAN. Has the Government of the United States
power to become a stockholder in a corporation?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think it has.
personal opinion.

Mr. COCHRAN. Doesthe gentleman regard the United States
as interested to the extent of the $5,000,000 in this property of the
exposition as it now stands?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iunderstand thatthe United States Gov-
ernment has given to this exposition $5,000,000.

That is my
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Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman notalso understand that
in the event that any portion of the liahility, including that
$5,000,000, is paid, it shounld be paid back——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not understand that the Gov-
ernment of the United States shall ever participate in the profits
to any extent in the world. The gentleman may be better in-
formed on that proposition than I am, but I understand that ont
of the profits the Government may get back its money, but it
will never participate in any profits of the concern. I can nofsee
the distinetion between these two cases—that iz, between the case
of lending the people of my district money on the pig iron that is
stacked in the yards, lending to a railroad company governmental
money to complete the building of a railroad, and lending this ex-
position money of the Government to carry on this exposition.

Therefore I think it improper—for myself, at least—to vote for
this paragraph. But aside from that, on the question whether
the Government of the United States is secure or not, I take is-
sue with the gentleman from Minnesota. I notice that in the
Senate hearings the president of this company was distinetly
asked how many people lived within a hundred miles of the city
of Chicago. He was asked to estimate whether the gate receipts
at 8t. Louis would equal those at Chicago. But he did notanswer
the question, although he was asked it more than once. Hesaid,
however, in response, after waiving a direct Téﬂy, that if you
wonld draw a circle aronnd Chicago having a radius of 500 miles
and a similar circle with a radius of 500 miles around St. Louis,
you would find a great many more people in the circle which in-
cloged 8t. Louis than in that which inclosed Chicago.

In the same way you might take some liftle interior town and
drawa circle around it with a radius of 1,000 miles, and you would
find more people within the radius of that cirele than you would
in a similar cirele around the city of New York, beeause in one
case your thousand-mile circle would extend into the Atlantic

Ocean.

‘We know as a matter of fact that these expositions are keptup
and paid for to a great extent by the people who live in the towns
or cities within which the expaosition is held or who live within a
radius of 100 miles of such town; that from the people living be-
vond such a radius the gate receipts are comparatively small.

Now, sir, we find that the total gate receipts at the Chicago
Exposition were only about $11,000,000—the entire gate receipts.
What have we pledged here as security for the loan itis proposed
“the Governmentshall make? The gate receipts of thisexposition.

Mr. TAWNEY. And the concession receipts.

Mr. UNDERWOOD., By the gentleman’s amendment, pro-
vided it is adopted——

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No; by the Senateamendment.

Mr. TAWNEY. The Government is to have a lien on the gross
gate receipts, from all paid admissions, and also on all concession
receipts: and the concession receipts on the basis of Chicago and
Buffalo wonld be from 40 to 44 per cent of the gate receipts.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. AsTunderstand the gentleman, then, the
Government of the United States is pledged 40 per cent of the
gate receipts to pay back this money, Now, the total gate re-
ceipts from the beginning of the Chicago Exposition down to its
cloge amounted to only $11,000,000. You propose to allow this
exposition to run for over two months—from April until June—
betore vou take one dollar of these gate receipts.

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, the gentleman must be fair. The expo-
sition ig not to be opened until the last day of April or the 1st of
May, so that the period which the gentleman speaks of as two
months would only be four weeks.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I understood the exposition was to
be opened in April; I did not get the exact date.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman will also remember that the
St. Louis fair is to run longer than the Chicago Exposition did.
It is to continue a month longer.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD. What I understand is that not the entire
gate receipts, but 40 per cent of the gate receipts, are to be paid,
beginning on the 1st of June, and you begin to take out this propor-
tion on the 15th of June. Youn throw out the month of May en-
tirely; you say that on this basis the Government will be repaid
for its loan. Now,you assume that the St. Lonis Exposition is to

.t the entire amounnt of gate receipts that Chicago did, with all
that immense city to draw from; and the total loan that you pro-
nose to make is $4,600,000. ;
© Mr. TAWNEY. I hope the gentleman intends to be fair in his
discussion of this question.

Mr. UONDERWOOD, I am trying to be so.

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I hope the gentleman will state the
facts. He has omitted to state that the lien is upon the conces-
sion receipts as well as the gate receipts, and the concession re-
ceipts will amount to 40 per cent of the gate receipts, and if the
gate receipts are $11,000,000 you have 40 per cent more to add to
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;hat. OTha total receipts at Chicago were between $16,000,000 and
17,000,000,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave not had an opportunity to study
the gentleman’s amendment as carefully as I could wish. It pro-
vides, as T understand, that the Government shall take charge of
the receipts and take out a certain portion and repay its loan.
Now, is there anything in this proposition that will allow the
Government to take all these concession receipts; and if not, what
security is there that the Government will be repaid?

Mr. TAWNEY. The language of the amendment is elear and
explicit. The Government, in the first place, has a lien by this
act and by this contract on the gross gate receipts and on the
gross concession receipts.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I recognize that.

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, then, on the basis of the receipts at
Chicago—assuming that the receipts at St. Louis are to be no
greater than they were at Chicago—the gross receipts from these
two sources would aggregate almost $17,000,000.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You mean 40 per cent.

Mr. TAWNEY. No. Imean that the gross reeceipts at Chi-
cago aggregated between $16,000,000 and $17,000,000. Now, if
the St. Louis Exposition receives no more than was received at
Chicago, the Government has as security for the repayment of
its loan 40 per cent of about $17,000,000.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In other words, $6,800,000.

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes,sir.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 8ix million eight hundred thousand dol-
lars, contingent on some 22,000,000 people passing through the
gates, !

Mr. TAWNEY., Let me call the attention of the gentleman t
another fact in connection with this proposition. In the event
that defaunl{is made in the payment of this money at any one of
the times specified in the act, then the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall assume control of the gates and take possession of all
the receipts upon which the Government has a lien.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was coming to that, and that was one
of the things——

Mr. BARTHOLDT,
the paragraph here.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already discovered it, I will say
to the gentleman.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman spoke of gate receipts.

* Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Alabama has admitted
that he is mistaken.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It saysthe gross receipts. The Secretary
of the Treasury shall take possession of the gross receipts from
all sources in case of default in the payment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam coming to what the gentleman has
just referred to—that the Government of the United States, pro-
vided there is default in the payment of $500,000, at any time,
until the amount pledged to the Government has been paid, may
take charge of the gate receipts. Well, now, what does that
mean? He takes charge of all the receipts of this exposition pro-
vided there is default., Now, if this theory about the fair work-
ing out and paying so much money is a mistake, and the Seere-
tary of the Treasury is compelled to take charge of these receipts,
what has he to do to get his money back? He has got to run that
expogition company, because if he does not pay the employees,
buy the material that is necessary to run it, pay the bands, pay
for the balloon ascensions, he will not get anybody there and
there will not be any money. In other words, by this amendment,
under a possible contingency, the Governmenf of the United
States is invited to go into partnership with a side show.

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman point out the part of it
that he refers to?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said that there is a provision in this
bill—

That if at any time after said exposition company has received the amount
hereby appropriated it makes default in the application or in the repayment
of said sum, or any part thereof, as herein required, then, and in that case,
the Becretary of the Treasury is_hereby authorized to supervise the collee-
tion and take possession of all said gross receipts and continue such supervi-
sion and possession until the full sum of said $4,600,000 has been collected and
repaid into the Treasury of the United States, as herein provided.

Mr. COCHRAN. Doesthat makethe Government inany sense
a part of the management of the exposition, except to take pos-
session of its gross receipts?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I just stated that if he takes possession
of all its gross receipts, and does nothing else, it will stop the ex-
position, because there will be nobody to pay the doorkeepers, to
pay the ticket sellers, to pay the dime-museum men.

Mr. COCHRAN. I understood you to say that we would go
into partnership with a side show. DBut did you say that the ex-
position would stop?

If the gentleman will permit me, I have
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Mr, UNDERWOOD. Begging the gentleman’s pardon, I said
that some time ago. I said that this provision would force the
Government, in case of a default, to take charge of the exposition
and run it in order to get its money back.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And then what would happen to
it when the public knew that it had been levied on?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all I desire to say now about
this matier, and I desire to yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BArT-
LETT] is recognized for forty minutes.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, Ido notknow that Icaunght
exactly the statement made by the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr, TAwNEY], the chairman of the Comnittee on Industrial Arts
and Expositions, as to the position of members on that committee.
I do not think he intended to say, if he did say so, that the mem-
bers of that commitiee were all in favor of this Senate amend-
ment. That is what I understood him to say.

Mr. TAWNEY. On,no; the gentleman misunderstood me. I
did not say so.

Mr, BARTLETT. I was informed the gentleman said that.

Mr. TAWNEY. I did nof say that.

Mr. BARTLETT. Itried tointerruptthegentleman,butfound
it was not his desire to be interrupted. .

Mr. TAWNEY. What I did say was that it was the judgment
of every member of the committee that the security would be
ample, and those who did object to it objected upon other
grounds than that the security would be amply sufficient. That
is what I intended to say.

Mr. BARTLETT. I knew the gentleman did not intend to say
that all the members of the committee favored this proposition.

Mr. TAWNEY. I knew the attitude of the gentleman from
Georgia and recognized it. 3

Mzr. BARTLETT. Mzr. Chairman, I am not in favor of this
proposition and can not vote for it. no matter how ample I may
think the security given is to protect the Government, nor can I
even accept the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota that
it was agreed that the security was ample. I donot think that
the proposed lien will be any greater security than the simple con-
tract of this exposition company to pay. I say I entertain views
different from my friend, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
TAwNEY |, Mr. Chairman, with reference to this proposition. I
was one of seventy-five Members when the roll was called in June,
1900, who in this House went upon record as against the proposi-
tion in its inception for the Government to aid this exposition by
giving it $5,000,000. I have not changed my views on this sub-
ject. I am still opposed to the policy of this Government ex-
pending the money of the people in aiding these expositions or

. shows of this character,

When the Government makes its own exhibit and erects the
buildings for such exhibit, that is as much as should be asked. I
shall not vote for anything more. I remember very well, being
then a member, as I am now, of the Committee on Industrial Arts
and Expositions, from whom the bill providing for the St. Louis
Louisiana Purchase Exposition originally came, when all the gen-
tlemen, one of whom is now president of this exposition and one
ig the treasurer, and a number of most elegant gentlemen, came
before us from all partsof the country,including the present Sec-
retary of the Treasury and governors of various States embraced
in territory comprising what is known as ‘ the Louisiana pur-
chase,”” and urged us to report the bill which finally was passed
March 38, 1901, It may have been well that the Congress enacted
that law.

I am not going to gainzay it now. But I know full well that
it was passed at the urgent solicitation of these gentlemen who
now are here asking for this loan; and when we were congidering
the proposition to grant this, the largest sum that had been given
toan exposition of this character, we were told that Missouri would
pay 510,000,000 before a dollar would be expended from the Gov-
ernment Treasury, and that they would not follow the example
of other exposition companies, which had in the past appealed to
Congress for more money; that with the $10,000,000 which wonld
be subseribed and paid in by St. Louiz and her people and the

5,000,000 which the United States Government was asked to
contribute, they would be amply able to inangurate and carry to
?a iucuessful end the great enterprise that was then being under-

en.

The act of Congress of March 3, 1901, to provide for holding
this exposition in the twenty-fourth section provided as follows:

That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to create any
liability of the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation
incurred nor for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or

the Treasury of the United States in support or liguidation of any debts or
obligations created by said Commission.

Doubtless this section was placed in the bill at the instance of

the friends of the measure to aid inits passage. Surely this should
estop the same gentlemen, who are now urging this Congress to
extend ‘‘ pecuniary assistance ’ to this exposition company. In

ood faith and conscience they should not now be heard to urge
its violation,

This company who are here asking for this loan of the people’s
money for the purpose of carrying on the enterprise of a private
corporation have made no effort to borrow money from the banks
or any other source. They came to Clongress in the first instance,

relying doubtless on the tact that the United States Treasury is

full, and upon the belief that this Congress in this age of alleged
progress and extravagant expenditure of the public money will
be more liberal and extravagant than any of the preceding Con-
g’l‘(fSSﬂS. 5

In confirmation of this I read from page 25 of the hearing be-
fore the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, on Feb-
ruary 1, 1904, -

Mr. (GARDNER, a member of that committee, asked Governor
Francis this question:

Suppose this does not meet with Congress’s approval, what are you going
to dr; en? You are going to borrow that money from private parties, I sup-
pose;

Mr. Franecis replied:

We have not considered that. I suppose that a few of us, comparatively
few, wonld have to raise this money by mortgaging our residences, or giving
personal collateral of some kind, and getting the money as fast as we can.

Mr, GARDNER. The gates won't shut?

Mr. Francis. Oh, no.

And Mr. Houser, a member of the committee from St. Louis
present to urge the committee to favor this proposition, said:

If it takes all our fortunes, the gates will not close.

And Mr, Thompson, a leading and well-known banker and
financier of St. Liouis, stated before that committee the following,
to be found on page 40 of the hearings:

The people living in St. Louis are anxious to have the gates opened, Even
parties who were shaking their heads at first are now enthusiastic, and there
is no question in the mind of anyone connected with the exposition that it
will be a grand success. Not only will it be a success as a show, but it will
be a commercial suceess. I do not want to guarantee that without a reason-
able compensation for so doing, because if T am going into the guarvanty
business I want a percentage, but parties who have looked the matter over
n.nd..I who have made estimates feel safe in saying that the original sub-

ripers——
= The CHATRMAN. Including the Government?

Mr. THOMPsON. Yes; including the Government and the city. Everybody=
who has estiinated earefully says that we will get baclk 50 per centof our out-
lay, and I think if you take the figures Governor Francis has given you this
morning and analyze them you will see whg that isreasonable, Iam satisfied
it is reasonable to estimate that we will have $7,500,000 over and above the
running expenses of the exposition. -

So that if this proposed contract with the Government is ample
gecurity and the prospeets are so flattering that this exposition
will be g0 great a financial success these gentlemen should be able
to easily borrow this money from the banks, who are legitimately
in the business of lending money. They should not he permitted
to borrow it from the Government of the United States, for it
ought not to engage in the banking business,

Thave another objection. I believe this kind of legislation is
viciousand should not be upheld. The original proposition to aid
in holding and contributing $5,000,000 thereto was put by the Sen-
ate npon an appropriation bill, as this one has been, passed the
Senate through *‘ Senatorial courtesy,’”’ and it was brought here
and carried through the House on a vote on a conference report,
had on an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill in
June, 1900——

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does my friend intend to convey the idea
that St. Louis has not made good her word in raising $10,000,0007

Mr. BARTLETT. No; and nobody who understands the Eng-
lish language could understand that I intended to convey any
such idea. I did not state it, nor insinuate if, because Governor
Francis, in the hearings before the committee on last Friday and
Saturday, made a statement showing that it had been done, and
it could not otherwise than have been done unless the Secretary
of the Treasury had violated the solemn provisions of the act un-
der which this exposition is being held, because that act required
them to be satisfied from evidence that every dollar of the
$10,000,000 had been subscribed by the people of St. Louis and
expended before the Secretary of the Treasuryshonld pay out any
of the §5,000,000 appropriated to this exposition; and I am sure
the Seecretary of the Treasury will comply with the law and that
he has complied with the law.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He has.

Mr, BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition is that
the Government shall loan money to this exposition company,
which is a private corporation incorporated and organized under
the laws of Missouri. It is the Louisiana Purchase Exposition

‘(‘
\
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Company. It has all the powers and all the attributes and all the
liabilities of a private corporation. It cansue and be sued; it can
ineur and collect debts. It is a private nundertaking aided by the
Government at the request and solicitation of the corporation.

It will not do to say that because the Government in 1900 au-
thorized the grant of and did give $5,000,000 to aid it in earrying
on its business that the Government became liable as a partner
and has now to contribute additional money that it might be in-
augurated and successfully carried on. The act referred to dis-
tinctly negatives any liability of the United States for the acts of
the corporation. These gentlemen came to Congress in 1900 and
urged the passage of the measure under which they proceeded,
as the hearings before our committee will show, and they came
from various States and from Missouri, urging us to grant them
this meney upon the condition contained in this bill of March 3,
1901, nrging us to aid them: and now, after we have given them
the money and they want more, they come back and say you inust
grant us relief because you authorized this whole exposition; be-
cause youn invited the nations of the world at our request you
must pay more n:oney.

This argument used by my friend the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. TAWNEY] was not used by the president of this expo-
gition, for when pressed to give us a reason why the Government
shonld aid them further because the United States had invited
foreign nations to participate, said (page 83 of the hearings):

T can not say that the Government has been responsible for the cost being
increasad over our estimates, except to the extent that it has aided us to in-

terest foreign couniries. : P e
Mr. Barrrorr, But, as T understand it, this invitation of the General

Government to foreign countries to participate in this exposition was about
the same as has been extended heretofors. In other words, the language of
tlfl% 3“11;:: ({:.bout the usual langnage; it is about the language used in the case
o Jr. Fiawers, Thatisso;

Bal I repeat, Mr. Chairman. that I am not in favor of this char-
acter of legislation npon appropriation bills. Irememberinrecent
years the Senate has time and time again addel to appropriation
bills. in violation of its own rules and in viclation of the rules of
this House, legislation of thischaracter as ** rviders’’ on such bills,
Why, we know the whole Philippine government bill was passed
as a rider on the army bill in 1901; and this very identical propo-
sition to inangurate and start this exposition, giving $5,000,000 to
it, originated in the Senate, by an amendment or a rider to the
sundry civil bill, in June, 1800.

If important legislation is thus to be enacted the power and in-
fluence of the popular branch of the legislative branch of the Gov-
ernment is seriously curtailed and virtually destroyed, and the
Senate will become the supreme legislative power. If, as is con-
tended by some Senators, the Senate can, without reference to the
House, affect the revenues of the Government by treaties, and can
also pass any sort of legislation by tacking it as a rider to neces-
gary appropriation bills, and the House submits. the power and
influence of the House is destroyed. For one I do not and shall
not approve such vicious practiee in legislation.

That bill had been referred to a committee appointed by the
House to specially consider it. These gentlemen who were advo-
cating it had been before that committee, and had urged the com-
mittee to report a bill favoring its passage. That committee did
not report a bill favoring its passage. That committee reported
a bill without any recommendation whatever, and because they
then were satisfied that the House would not——

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the gentleman not mistaken when he
says they came before the Appropriations Committee that made up
the deficiency bill and had a hearing, and we refused

Mr. BARTLETT. T didnotsay the Appropriations Committee.
If I said so I did not intend to do so.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. One other question.

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not believe my colleague would refuse
the appropiation of this money at any time.

Mz, LIVINGSTON. We had no hearing and did not pass
apon it. I simply desire to correct the gentleman.

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire to put my friend and col-
league in any position that he ought not to occupy. I meant to
say, aud I repeat, that these gentlemen came before a committee
to whom this bill, the act of March 3, 1903, had been referred by
this House, the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions,
over which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] pre-
sides and of which I happen to have been an humble member
since its organization.

They came before that committee with all the influence, with
all the eloguence, with all the power they could exert, and they
failed tosecure a favorable recommendation from that committee
for the passage of this bill; and when they found that could not
be done, they went to the Senate and by means of the exercise of
Senatorial courtesy, that alone exists in the United States Senate,
the Senator from Missouri put it upon the sundry civil appropria-

tion bill, and that is how this legislation originated for the Gov-
ernment to place its credit and its faith and promise to pay them
the $5.000.000 in the first instance.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is recognized
as a lawyer of ability, and I would like to submit to him this
query: Aside from the guestion of policy of the General Govern-
ment going into the exhibition business, does the gentleman be-
lieve that there is warrant under the Constitution of the United
States for the General Government to make this loan to a private
corporation?

Mr. BARTLETT. I donotknow any express restraint placed
upon the power of the Congress to donate, to give away, or throw
away the money of the people if they can find enough men in
Congress to vote it away. There are certain powers given to
Congress providing what they shall appropriate for—armies and
navies and post-offices and post-roads and the maintenance of the
General Government.

There is not in the Constitution of the United States any re-
straining power that says that the Congress can not appropriate
money to these expositions, or for such like purposes. I wish
there were. I do not believe it would even then restrain a good
many people from voting to sguander the public money, if they
desired to do so. 1 do not think the Constitution of the United
States stands in the way of this Government lending this money
to this association, if Congress sees fit to do so,

Mr. BURLESON. Right on that point, what power has Con-
gress to make any appropriation except for govermmental pur-

0ses?
X Mr. BARTLETT. T do notthink it ought to have the power.

Mr. BURLESON, Has it any such power?

Mr. BARTLETT. It oughtnottohaveit. The gentleman has
asked me what the provisions of the Constitution are in this re-
spect. I do not know of any that prohibit it. It would only be
arguing an inference to be drawn from the expressed commands
of the Constitution. There is no expressed inhibition upon Con-
gress from making any such appropriation as there are in the
constitution of my State, which prohibits them from making ap-
propriation except for certain specific purposes.

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman says he knows of no provi-
sion prohibiting it. Can he put his finger upon the provision of
the Constitution anthorizing it?

Mr. BARTLETT. Ican not; nobody can: but there are a great
many things for which money is expended not authorized ex-
pressly by the Constitution. T take it for granted that this Gov-
ernment was authorized to collect revenuss by taxation of the
people and to pay it out for governmental purposes anfl not for
expositions or for shows. I take it for granted, so far as I am con-
cerned. and that is my political faith, that the Government of the
United States. when it has more money in its coffers than it ought
to have or taxes are too high and unjust, ought to reduce the
rate of taxation or return the surplus back to the pockets of the
people whence it came.

Mr. BURLESON. I am in thorough zccord with the gentle-
man.

Mr. BARTLETT. Butas you asked meas alawyer,Iam under-
taking to give you my opinion as a lawyer.

Mr, BARTHOLDT, Mr, Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Missonri?

Mr. BARTLETT. Just for a question.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Canmy friend point his finger to the pro-
vision in the Constitution of the United States or in the laws of
the country which would authorize the Seeretary of the Treasury
to go into the open markets for the purpose of purchasing Gov-
ernment bonds at a higher premium merely for the purpose of
relieving the money stringency?

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to un-
dertake to say whether somse Secretaries of the Treasury have
gone into the markets and bought Government bonds or not. I
apprehend the Government has a right to create a debt and to
borrow money and issue bonds; and the Government has the same
right that every other creditor has to go into the market and pay
the bonds before they become dus, like I have, if my creditor
agrees to it, and the question is not at all pertinent, nor does it
suggest anything to a lawyer’s mind, in regard to the subject-
matter of discussion.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Butit isdone for the purpose of relieving
the money stringency, and here is an opportunity to do the same
thing to the extent of four million dollars and a half.

Mr. BARTLETT. Whatmoney stringency? Why, Mr. Chair-
man, I have here a statement of the banks in New York, pub-
lished weekly, and this is the statement of last Saturday from the
commercial papers. I also have here the statement of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, which shows that the banks are so far from
being without r2oney that they have $21,000,000 and over above
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their surplus reserve, showing that they have more money on
deposit, more money in their vaults, than they ever had before in
many years.

I have here an account where the Pennsylvania Railroad on
Friday last made arrangements to borrow $50,000,000 to carry on
improvements for the railroad, and I have not heard of a jar or
ripple in Wall street so far as money is concerned, unlessit hap-
pened this morning. The rate of interest has not gone up; there
has been no demand on the Secretary of the Treasury to supply a
contemplated deficiency of §50,000,000. Why, Mr. Chairman,
have we arrived at this stage in this great era of prosperity that
the national banks, with their hundreds of millions of dollars in
their vaults—on Saturday the surplus reserve in the New York
national banks was over $21,000,000—are to be shaken to their cen-
ters, and that business is to be disrupted and a panic coming in the
money market because the paltry sum of $4,600,000 is to be bor-
rowed in that market? 'What becomes of your vaunted prosperity,
what becomes of the talk about more money than you can use
and of the assertion that the vaults of the banks are full to over-
flowing, if we can not borrow that small amount of money?

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. BARTLETT. I would rathernot beinterrupted just now,
but I will yield to the gentleman for a question.

Mr. BAKER. If the money is loaned by the Government, will
it not be simply transferred from some bank into another bank?

Mr. BARTLETT. Thatisan A B C of finance which does not
necessarily require an answer.

Now, Mr. Chairman, before I leave this proposition I want to
state that this amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota is far better, in my judgment, than the original proposition
that came from the Senate. The Senate amendment is either
carefully or carelessly drawn, it is immaterial which. If the
gate receipts do not equal 40 per cent, then the Government could
get only 40 per cent of the gate receipts, and they might not at
any time be sufficient to pay this loan. TUnder the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota it provides that the
Government shall get the 40 per cent, but, at any rate, $500,000
semiweekly. The amendment offered by the gentlemian from
Minnesota was drawn at the request of the committee, and it is
carefully drawn, more so than the Senate amendment, for the
exposition company is required to repay the amount loaned
whether 40 per cent of its receipts suffice to do so or not.

But I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, when you come down to
the question of security, that this is any security or any lien by
the &ovemment on the grossreceipts. I mean by that, and every
lawyer will understand it, that as between a%ﬂ contesting credit-
ors of this Exposition and the Government the lien hereby pro-
vided for will not avail as against the creditors so as to give the
Government in a contest in the courts a superior lien upon its
receipts. I say that for the reason that when you mortgage some-
thing—and that is what this is, a mortgage—when you mortgage
something there must be something in existence. There must be
gsomething in preesenti. ‘A man ean not give that which he has
not** is the language of the law.

It will not do to say that it has been held that a railroad might
mortgage its income and after-acquired property and after-ac-
quired receipts; that because the courts have held that mortgages
on after-acquired property and after-acquired receipts of the rail-
road are subject to the mortgage that therefore thisis so. There
is this distinction: The railroad first mortgages the property out
of which the income grows, as if yon mortgaged the sheep and its
next year’s clip of wool; as if youmortgaged your own sheep and
not some one’s else; as if you mortgaged the orchard and income
of next year's crop of apples. But you can not mortgage the clip
of another’s sheep or a flock of sheep you are to purchase or the
apples in another’s orchard. It is because you own the land out
of which the apples grow and because you own the sheep upon
the backs of which the wool grows.

I read now from Jones on Chattel Mortgages, section 140, as fol-
lows, to sustain my statement:

One may make a valid mortga%e on a thing in which he has a potential in-
terest at the time, Thus, to use illustrations familiar since the time of Chief
Justice Hobart, “*Land is the mother and root of all fruits; therefore, he
who hath it may grant all the fruit that ma{&a.nrlse upon it after, and the
property shall pass as soon as the fruits are extant. A person may grant all
the tithe wool that he shall have in such a year, yet {)erha.ps he shall have
none, but a man can not grant what wool that he shall grow uﬁwon his sheep

ahiﬁ{:. he shall buy hereafter, for there he hath it neither actually nor poten-
Y.

"

If he owns land he may mortgage the erops that grow upon it, or if he
owns sheep he may mortgage the wool to grow upon them, for the mort-
agor having the present ownership of theland and sheep hasa present vested
right to the product, growth, or inerease of the property whenever it comes
into existence. He may, therefore, sell or mortgage na or expected
growth or inerease of his own property, but he can not sell or mortgage the
crops to be grown upon the land of another, or the wool to be grown upon
another’s sheep, or upon sheep he may buy hereafter; but the mere possi-
bility or expectancy of acquiring property, without any present interestin

it, is not the object of a mortgage or sale.

The fisherman may expect to eateh fish; but while they are in the sea un-
caught he can not make a valid sale or mortgage of them. The fact that he
owns a fishing ship and is about to proceed upon a fishing voyage gives him
no potential interest in the fish he may possib}jy catch.

In support of this the author cites the case of Lowe v. Pew.
(108 Mass., 847.)

I read from the case of Beall v. White (94 U, S. Rep., p. 382, 3d
headnote): :

It is only when no rule of law is infringed and the rights of third persons
are not prejudiced that courts of equity will in certain cases give etfect to
mortgages on subsequently acquired property.

The same proposition is sustained by Story’s Equity Jurispru-
dence (9th ed., sec. 1040) and by the cases of Dunham v. Railwa;
Co. (1 Wallace, p. 254) and United States v. New Orleans Rail-
road (12 Wallace, 362). . .

The case of Pinnock v. Coe (64 U. S. Rep., p. 117) sustains my
view of this lien. I read from pages 127 and 128 as follows:

This rule is founded on the maxim that *“ A person can not granta thl:ﬁ
which he has not: Ille non habet non dat,” and many authorities are referr
to at law to prove the proposition, and many more might have been added
from ecases in equity, for equity, no more than the law, can deny it; the thing
itself ;s an r:#%%s‘%t;giye e;f)t J%:gdnt gnmr?é:rgforg, be ngmittad ?mt w}icn-

g’l“ﬂ.ll (<
g\.re;on , In preaesenti, wlsl‘icl? does not belong to 4'.l:dx:u or hasgrc?%gn{rénﬁ:e% tgg
eed or mortgage, ns the case may be, is inoperative and void, and this either
in a court of Iaw or equity.

I refer also to three cases in 99 U. 8. Reports, to wit: Fosdick
v. Schall, page 235; Fosdick ». Car Company, page 256; and Hale
v. Frost, page 389, In these eases the court discusses the question
as to what a court of equity will do in a contest between cred-
itors and mortgagees who have a lien on after-acquired property
and income arising therefrom. These decisions, in my judgment,
would authorize the courts of the United States to hold in a con-
test between the United States and the creditors of this exposi-
tion company—in case such a contest should arise—that the United
States did not get any priority or precedence over the gate receipts
by reason of this act or any lien given in pursuance of this act.

Whatever may be the decisions of the State courtson this sub-
ject, though they may hold differently, the questions of law which
might arise under this act will be determined in the United States
courts, and in that case the rule aslaid down by the Supreme Court
of the United States will control. ~ Therefore I must dissent from
my distingnished friend when he says that all of us are agreed
that this lien would be sufficient. Ido not agree to that. I dis-
sented at the time it was proposed.

Perhaps I did not exactly dissent, but I made the suggestion, as
is shown in the copy of the hearings which I hold in my hand, to
Governor Francis, and asked him whether that had occurred to
him. Imade the suggestion in the committee room when we were
considering the proposition and I have given it some consideration.
T will read from the decision of the Supreme Court, to be found
in 64 United States Supreme Court Reports, in the case of Pen-
nock v. Coe, wherein the conrt says:

It may at once, therefore, be admitted, whenever a party undertakes by
deed or mOl'T[-]?;lgU to grant property, real or personal in preesenti, which does

not belong to him or has no existence, the deed or mortgage, as the case may

be, is inoperative and void, and this either in a court of law or equity.

I will follow that up by a suggestion from another case, as fol-
lows:

It is only where no rule of law is infringed and the rights of third persons
are not prejudiced that courts of equity will, in certain cases, give effect to
mortgages of subsequently acquired property.

I have here a half dozen or more cases upon that subject and
also some opinions from the law writers upon the subject, and I°
make bold to say here that if ever a contest comes between the
United States Government and other creditors as to the validity
of this lien, if it shall be made in pursuance of this act, that the
lien will he declared to be a nullity, because the exposition ecom-
pany has not got the receipts and can not tell what they will be.
It does not own the property npon which the lienis given. What
the receipts will be are mere possibilities of the future. depend-
ent upon every sort of circumstance. Whether these receipts shall
be five million or six million or ten million or twenty million
dollars, or more, no man can tell now.

If we shall pass this bill to-day and it be approved to-morrow,
and if the Secretary of the Treasury shall decide that there is
now no lien on the gate receipts—and there can be none under
the law—then when he accepts, as he is directed to do, and the
lien is delivered to him and he lends the money, and when the
exposition shall progress, if it shall progress, to the time when
this 40 per cent of the $5,000,000 is not paid and the Government
takes charge of these receipts, both gate and concession, and
there shall come a contest between the Government and the
laborer, or those who have furnished material, or those who have
loaned money to the exposition company in order to carry on this
exposition, it will be found that the Government must stand
upon the same plane as an ordinary creditor; having no more

51-12 APl
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right in the courts of the coantry than these gentlemen had in
these decisions 1 have guoted who had mortgages on the after-
acquired income of the debtor.

Whenever the United States Government abandonsits fanction
of government to engage in the business of lending money and
to become a competitor with private individuals in the money
market, in the banking business, it steps down at the same time
upon the same plane with the other money lenders and creditors
of the eountry. We have geen that illustrated in this country no
longer ago than last year, when vessels which were being built
for the Government were taken charge of by the courts, and the
question in the contest was as to whether the Government had a
right superior to that of other creditors. So that this lien,in my
judgment, is worth no more than thelien on a simple contract
undertaking of this expogition to pay the money of the Govern-
ment back in the event theyare called upon to do so.

Now, I have offered these suggestions and presented my view to
this committee as to the validity of this Hen. In my judgment
it is not worth the paper upon which the amendment is written,
so far as other creditors are concerned.and if such a contest
arises it will be ag between the Government and the other cred-
itors a simple contract debt.

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN, Doesthe gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT, Yes. i

Mr. ROBB. I desire to ask this question: In this case the law

itself creating the len is to be distinguished s between that and
a contraet between ordinary individuals, is it not?

Mr. BARTLETT. Why?

Mr. ROBB. Because the law itgelf authorizes the lien.
law malkes it a lien if we pass this amendment.

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the only reason that it counld be a
lien, and that is the only opposition to the view that I have sug-
gested.

Mr. ROBB. I have reference to the case from which the gen-
tleman cited. Those were cases of undertaking to create a lien
under a general law existing at the time, but here we have a law
making a specific transaction a lien.

Mr. BARTLETT. TUnder the common law and, so far as T
know, under the laws of all the different States, unless where
specified exceptions have been made authorizing a man, for in-
stance, to give a lien wpon crops, planted or to be grown, or
something of that kind, you ean not make a lien upon property
that is not in existence.

Mr. ROBB. But in a case where the law expressly provides
for a lien of this kind, would not the court sustain it? My point
is that in this case, by adepting this provision, we would author-
ize just this kind of a lien—would create a lien by the passage of
this law.

Mr. BARTLETT. I do notfthink that is the fact. AndIam
frank to say to my friend that the suggestion he has made pre-
sented ‘teelf to my mind when I was determining whether this
lien would be valid. The language of this d law does not;
create a lien; it simply says that the exposition company shall ex-
ecute a lien upon the gross receipts. But the Supreme Court of
the United States has said fregmently that the Congress of the
United States has no anthority or power to pass special legisla-
tion upon any given subject; in other words, you can not adopt
a provision of this kind in the form of special legislation apply-
ing in only one case.

In the ease of Ellis ». The Railway Company (165 U. 5.),as T
now recall, a recovery against a railroad company was had for
killing stock, and the statute of Texas provided fees amounting to
$10 might be recovered in addition to the value of the stock
destroved in suits againstrailroad companies. The reme Court;
gaid that such a law was mnconstitntional and void, because it
undertook to specify that the railroad companies and they alone
in the whole country would be subject to a recovery for attorneys’
fees. It was special legislation; it was in derogation of common
right and of the common law, and was therefore void.

1 therefore digpute the gentleman’s position, because I under-
take to say that any attempted legislation in derogation of the
common law and of common right, any proposed law which
would undertake to prevent a creditor from having the money of
his debtor applied to the payment of his debt can not stand in a
court of equity or a court of law. You can not establish a pref-
rence in this way in favor of some creditors againgt others. In
this way I undertake to dispose of the objection of my friend
from Missouri; and I think the court mmust sustain me in my
position.

Mr, Chairman, we have spent a great deal of money upon ex-
positions of this character. I have here and will place in the
REecorD a statement of the contributions by the Government to
chese expositions from 1876 down to the present time, not includ-
ing the present proposition. ‘

The

Aid or loans to-expositions and expenses of Government exhibits,
Centennial Exposition, Philadelphia, 1876 (repaid te the United
Stabesin 18TT). . oica $1,500,600.00
578

Government-exhibit - 378, 500,00
New Orleans Exposition, 1 1,359, 000, 00
overmment exhibib. . 300, 000, 00
Cincinnati Industrinl Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit. 10, 000, €0
Louisville SBouthern Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit..___. 10, 600, 00
Atlanta Exposition, 1805: Government exhibit and building_____ 200,000, 00
Nashville (Tenn.) Exposition, 1897: Government exhibit and
uilding e N s i oo it it o D0, 0D
Omaha Trans-M ssippi Exposition, 1888; Government exhibit
and building _____ e s e SR e e e 200, 000. 00
Philadelphia Exposition of American Products, etc 50, 0. 60
TPoledo Centennial Exposition__ . B, (K0, 60
Pan-American Exposition (Buffalo, N. X.) cccvrecsmnsnescsacacsnan B0, B, 00

S St e e e S T e BT TR
Appropriations for Worlds Columbian Exposition ... ________ 5 481, 835.57
MR o s e i e L LI IO 11, 010, 835. 67
Appropriations for the World's Columbian Erposition.
Government buildings: ¥
At padl 26, BR8-St = e s = Tr e A e $100,080.00
Act VOIS | e B VN SO TS S i e e 00, 036, 00
Expenses World’s Columbian Commission:
Act April 25, 1890 ___ , 000. 00
Act March 3, 1801 ... 58,500.00
Act August b, 1892 B 120, 000, 50
PRGN T L e M, 118, 185.00
407,685, 00
Board of Lady Managers, World's Columbian Commission:
ActMarch@AR0L - - . o o ooe e 000,
Act August b, 1892 _
ACE Marolld; B ot o v it i as v st o= i Sl A , 180
239,190, 00
'Expepi_xes Government board of control, World's Columbian Ex-
osition:
pAct e T Tl ) d e e OGS, Ll Sia 850,000. 00
Act August b, 1802 _________ 408, 250. 60
AGtNERER 8 TR0, o i v e v e = SRR e 150, 750. 00
909, 000, 00
‘World’'s Congress, World’s Columbian Exposition, act March 3,
R e e s e L S s 2.500.00
.
Admission of foreign goods, World's Columbian Expesition:
Act A 25,135‘31_"____"_,___".,___"______,,______,_“_______ 20, 000,00
6L L L e L e e S S I s i 20, 600. 00
46, 000,00
Aid to World's Columbian Exposition, Columbian half dollar, o
act August 5, 1892________ e e s ST o eSS 2,500, 000.00
L.oss on coinage of Colimmbian half dollar, act August 51882 ____ 50, 680. 00
Medels and diplomas, World’s Columbian Exposition, acts Au-
gust 5, 1892, and March 3, 1898____.____ Bas kR o e 103, 060. 60
Medals and diplomas, Werld’s Columbisn Exposition, ach Feb-
ruary 26, 1896 e : P TR 20, 600,00
" 123,600, 00
Distribution of medals and diplomag, resolution of Mareh13, 1896, 15,000,090
Expenses committes on awards (reimbursable), World's Colum-
hien Exposition, act March 8, 1898 . ________  5i0,880.00
Rent of building, division of awards, Bureau of Engraving and
i S actlckenury 30,0898 - . ... C.o oo 860.00
Acknowledgment _to foreign countries for F}ml'tiuip&t‘ian in
World’s Columbian Exposition, act August 15, 1804 ___________. 2,500.00
Synopsis of Department report, World's Columbian Exp
e o T T e S 250 8,500.00
A T S M R U8, 45
Compensation to George R. Davis, director-general of World's
(.‘ofu.mbiun Exposition, for final report, act February 26, 1866 . 18,006.10
Reimbursement to Thomas W. Palmer, president orld’'s

%élumhiun Commission, for final report, act of February 26,
.+!, 7 (R sy 0 L T e
Payment to Thomas W. Palmer, president, ete., topay outstand-
ing claims, deficiency actJune8, 1886 . _______ . __________
Payment to N. 1. Dawson for serviess rendered World’s Colum-
bian Commission, deficiency aet July 19, 1807 _____

RSNSOI - |

TR S SN , 381,

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman ought to add to those
amount that Georgia got.

Mr. BARTLETT. I havethathere, and itisadded in the state-
ment T made. In reply to the gentleman’s suggestion I will say
that Gleorgia did not get a dollarout of the Government, Andif
T had been a Member of the Houseat the time that appropriation
was made 1 should have voted against any proposition to give or
loan money to that exposition in1895. 'So long as my people give
me the right to represent them on this floor T will continue to
maintain the pesition that the Government has nothing to do with
this kind of business. :

The Atlanta Exposition got $§200,000. For what? For Govern-
ment exhibits and a Government building—not another cent—
and that was for an exposition in the great city of Atlanta, the
greatest and most progressive city in one of the greatest States
of the Union, if not the greatest. That appropriation did a great
deal of good. The Government has eontributed to other exposi-
tions over $11,000,000, and if this bill passes the sum will reach

the
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$22,000,000 so spent since 1876. If contributed $1,500,000 to the
Centennial exposition in 1876——

Mr. HERMANN. Does not the gentleman from Georgia be-
lieve that that one exposition at Atlanta, Ga., conferred ten thou-
gand times more benetfit upon the people than the amount of money
expended?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I do. 3

Referring to the Cotton States and International Exposition,
held in Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, that exposition did not receive one
dollar of gratuity or aid from the Government. The Govern-
ment simply put up its building and made a Government exhibit
at a cost of $200,000. No city of that size had ever before under-
taken go vast an enterprise which succeeded so magnificently.
To mse the language of a distingunished scholar and historian,
Prof. E. Benjamin Andrews:

Atlanta was the only city of its size in the world which had ever before
undertaken so vast an enterprise. With less than 100,000 inhabitants at the
time, 40 per cent of whom were negroes, it set on footand carrvied to comple-
tion, in dull business times, one year after the World’s Columbinn Exposi-
tion, an exposition which outdid the California Mid-Winter Fair of 1803 and
1894, the New Orleans Exposition of 1884, and even the Centennial, being
%imng the American expositions second only to the World’s Columbian at

‘hicago.

Never once did they call upon the Government, but the man-
agersof that exposition, with a public spirit and enterprise which
should commend itself to the eitizens of much larger cities, of more
wealth, who undertake such enterprises, repeatedly supplied out
of their own pockets deficienciesin the revenues, and no one ever
heard of their applying to the Government for a loan.

Mr. HERMANN. Then it was a good investment.

Mr. BARTLETT. It wasa good investment for the people of
Georgia, and if the Government had not placed its exhibits there
we would have had the exposition all the same and with the same
successful results.

Now, as to the appropriation for Charleston, 8. C., I voted
against that.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman must not forget
Elje proposed celebration in Oregon of the Lewis and Clark expe-

ition. 3

Mr. BARTLETT. T will cross that bridge when I come fo it.

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, as the suggestion is made by my col-
league, that Georgia did not receive a dollar from the Govern-
ment, nor ask a dollar asa loan or gratuity, either before or after
the exposition.

‘What did you do at Omaha? You gave Omaha $200,000 for an
exhibit, nothing more.

What did you do at Philadelphia? When this country desired
to celebrate the centennial of the Declaration of Independence
and the birth of this Republic at the place where clustered so
many historic memories, you only loaned that exposition $1,500,000,
and Philadelphia paid back every dollar of it. You contributed
$578.500 to a Governmment building exhibit at that great exposition,
and that isall you gave to the place where you celebrated the
birth of the independence of this our people. You contributed
$578,000, and you advanced $1.500,000 afterwards to aid her, and
ghe paid back every dollar of it. for which Philadelphia and her
people are entitled to great credif.

‘What have you done for St. Louis? You have given thatexpo-
sition £35,000,000 in cash, which is now expended, except some
$275,000. Provision has been made to expend mearly $1,000,000
for the Government exhibit——

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman was sure we
should get this money back he would favor the Government
loaning it to them, would he not?

Mr. BARTLETT. I would not.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, I thought the gentleman approved
what had been done.

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman misunderstood me, or I did
not make myself understood.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought the gentleman approved
what had been done at Philadelphia,

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not approve of lending money for that.
I said that the Congress in its utmost liberality, in the desire to
celebrate the greatest event that ever oceurred on this confinent
and probably the greatest event that ever occurred in the history
of the world, at the place where was born and where grew up
the life of the greatest people on the face of the earth, that gave
to the world its last, best hope for liberty and the preservation
of constitutional republican government—Congress, in its liber-
ality, expended $575,000.

Now. when you propose to celebrate another event—great, it is
true, in the history of this country—you have already given them
$5.900,000, and in addition to that you propose to go into the
business of making the Government a lender of money upon 2
gecurity which, in my judgment, is not valid as between this
Government and other creditors of this exposition. Where are
you to stop?

Some years ago there arose in this conntry what was known as
the ** Farmers' Alliance *’movement. Timeswerehardin 1890, I
believe that was under a Republican Administration, although I
do not desire to say anything in reference to hard times just now
at any time under any Administration. In 1890, when all the
products of the farm were lowin price, the farmers in my conntry
and the farmers in all the great West formed what was known as
the * Farmers’ Alliance,” and my good friend and colleague from
Georgia [ Mr, LiviNasTON] was one of the leaders of them.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. I askabout ten minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
ten minutes more.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not like to object
to the time of the gentleman being extended, but I have heard it
rumored that an effort to cut off this debate would be made in a
few minutes.

Mr, BARTLETT. Not by me.

My, PAYNE, If there is to be such an effort I should like to
have some one on this side of the House heard in opposition to
this proposition,

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not heard of any such thing.

Mr. BARTLETT. 1 want to state to the gentleman that I am
upon this committee, of which my friend from Minnesota [Mr.
Tawney] is the chairman.

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 ask, Mr. Chairman, that the time of the
gentleman from Georgia be extended ten minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time
of the gentleman from Georgia be extended ten minutes. Isthere
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I jokingly referred to
my good friend and colleague [Mr., LIVINGSTON].
that we are glad he was a member of that alliance. He did the
people of Georgia and the Democratic party of Georgia a great
gervice, both as a member of the Farmers® Alliance and as a mem-
ber of the Democratic party, and we are proud of him to-day that
while he was a Farmers’ Alliance man he continued to be, as he
now is, a strong, faithful Democrat.

They formed an association and they were anxious to have the
Government loan money to them upon their cotton, which isa
staple, advancing them one-half of its marketvalue as a loan at &

reasonable rate of interest. They proposed to have warechonses-

all over the country in which to put the cotton to secure the Gov-
ernment, It would have been as secure as any loan could have
been made. Cotton is always a staple. There never has heen a
time when it would not have brought one-half of the market price.

Mr, WM., ALDEN SMITH. It isa little higher to-day,

Mr. BARTLETT. If such a scheme was on_ foot to-day the
Government could afford to loan $50 a bale upon every bale of
cotton raised in the South, but those of us who were opposed to
that sort of governmental policy went before our people and
attacked the scheme as being one of paternalism and socialism
and as destructive of the true functions and province of govern-
ment.

And while the farmers of Geeorgia were hard pressed for money,
while they had to toil day in and day out, and many of them saw
their property go to the auction block to pay their debts, yet when

‘the proposition came up before them at the ballot box—true to

their counvictions, true to the great doctrines of government
tanght them by their fathers, true to the teachings of the founders
of this Republic and of the party to which they belonged—the
‘‘ subtreasury *’ plan and the politicans who upheld it, this un-
healthy growth, from wrong policies of government, fell beneath
the ballots of the sturdy yeomanry of Georgia and the South.

To-day we have not the farmer with his horny hand, his skin
sunburned and brown, asking the Government to loan him money.
Thank God in his Providence, He has prospered the farmer, and
his surplus profits swells the Treasury to-day with the excess of
exports over imports, unfil to-day you are more prosperous than
you ever were in your life, because the farmer has made the
greatest production of crops and is more prosperous than at any
time in our history. Upon his sturdy shoulders he has carried ns
to prosperity unbounded.

ut we have the farmers (?) of St. Louis, gentlemen, who ars

engaged in this exposition, asking us to make a loan of the people’s
money, without interest, to carry on the exposition they have un-
dertaken. 2

For one, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe the Government was
organized or intended to become a loaner of money to the people
to carry on their private business. I do not believe that we
are here to keep a pawnshop, in which to loan money upon any
kind of security. If so, I suggest that we should take down the
emblem of this Government that adorns yon mace of the sergeant-
at-arms and supplant it with the *‘ three balls pendant,’’ the sign
of a pawnbroker and money lender,

I want to say .

e et o
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Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I shall vote against this
proposition as I voted against the proposition in its inception to
contribute $5.000,000 to it.

Before I take my seat I desire to call attention to what the dis-
tinguished chairman of this Committee on Appropriations [Mr.
lfjl‘:ﬁMENWAY] said, opening his remarks upon this very identical

ill:

Mr. Chairman, before referring to the provisions of the bill which I bring
before the House, I want to call attention to the condition of the T'reasury o
the United States. - It is well in the aifairs of Government as well as private
affairs to take oceasionally an account of stock and see *where we are at.”

In view of different statements made by Members of this Congress in
which legislation is snggested nupon the ground that we have a large surplus
in the Treasury, I think it my duty to call the attention of the House and of
the country to a real problem that we are called upon tosolve. It is this:
How can we reduce the estimated expenses of the Government for the en-
suing fiscal year §42,000,0002

Then he goes on and gives his statement and proceeds further:

There should be no legislation passed reducing revenues, and this Congress
must exercise economy, not refusing any necessary item to meet the growing
expenses of this great country, but to strike from the estimates and from
the appropriation billsreported to this House every superfluous item. We
must keep within the revenues.

Then later on he told you what should be done in coming to the
assistance of the Treasury, that it might not show a deficit of
$42,000.000. Yet, regardless of this, you are here to take out of
the vaults of the Treasury—po in there from the taxation
of its people—$4,600.000 to aid in an expositicn to which you have
already contributed nearly $6,000,000.

I take it for granted when the gentleman made this statement
with reference to the Treasury when he reported this bill, that
the statement was correct, and when he made it it was not to
alarm you and alarm the country, but he told you you had neared
the danger line.

If you vote this appropriation, when the time comesyon will be
called upon to give it instead of their paying it back. Such has
been the history of such expositions; but whether it succeeds, as
I hoyie it will do—I hope it will be the greatest exposition that
the world ever saw—whether it succeeds or is a failure, they will
ask you for this money, will insist it should not be repaid.

For one I call upon those who believe as I do, that the people’s
money should be gpent for governmental purposes, to vote against
this appropriation, and following the suggestion of the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of this
House. I call upon you from that side not to walk beyond the
danger line, down over the precipice and into the abyss of a deficit,
and leave the Treasury where it must be replenished by the issu-
ance of bonds in times of peace.

The people have had enough of that. The policy or the party
that brings such a necessity about will receive, as it is entitled to
receive, the condemnation of the American people. [Applause on
the Demaocratic side. |

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether ornot
it is possible to conclude the general debate on the amendment
to-day; but I ask that general debate be closed at 5 o’clock.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan-
imous consent that all general debate on the amendment be closed
at 5 o'clock. Is there objection?

Mr. BURKETT. I object, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Chair will recog-
nize a member of the Committee on Appropriations favoring the
bill at this time, if there is any such gentleman who desires
recognition.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may be permit-
ted to add some data in addition to the statement that Ihave made
in connection with my remarks.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Rucorp, Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Nebraska.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BuTLER of Penngyl-
vania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message
from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested:

S. 8117. An act to expedite business in the district court of the
United States for the district of Oregon;

S. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to Linus S.
Ludington;

5. 2345, An act to amend the provisions of the naturalization
laws of the United States, and for other purposes;

S. 2515, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury tofix
the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports of
Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing
all laws inconsistent therewith;

8. 2608. An act to establish a life-saving station at or near the
entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon;

S. 8118, An act to amend the act approved February 18, 1895,
entitled *An act to amend an act entitled ‘An aet to amend the
laws relative to shipping commissioners,” approved Aungust 19,
1890, and for other purposes;”’

8. 1278. An act to provide for the erection of buildings for an
immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, Cal.;

8. 1587. An act to provide for the payment to the heirs of Da-
rius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished
to the United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians; and

8. 1607. An act granting to the State of Oregon certain lands to
be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and operating
thereon a fish hatchery.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upen
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Alfred H. Rogers, disazreed to by the House of Represent-
atives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. ScoTT, and Mr, TALIAFERRO as the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Abram H. Hunf, disagreed to by the House of Represent-
atives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. McCuMBER. Mr. ScorT, and Mr. TALTAFERRO as the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pea-
sion to Henry Christy, disagreed to by the House of Representa-
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the

| disagreeing votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed

Mr. McCuMeER, Mr. ScorT, and Mr, TALIAFERRO as the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of
pension to George W. Travis. disagreed to by the House of Rep-
resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. McCoMBER, Mr. ScorT, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted npon
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of
pension to Alonzo Dutch, disagreed to by the House of Repre-
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House of
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and had appointed Mr. McCuMBER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. TAL-
IAFERRO as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of
pension to George C. Sherman, disagreed to by the House of Rep-
resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on
the diagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. McCumBER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr, TALIAFERRO as the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendment to the Lill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of
pension to Alfred J. Judy, disagreed to by the House of Repre-
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on

| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
| pointed Mr. McCuMBER, Mr. ScorT, and Mz, TALIAFERRO as the

conferees on the part of the Senate.

AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE TO URGENT DETFICIENCY APPROPRIA-
TION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman,I yield tothe gentleman from
Towa such time as he may desire,

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this proposition is a very sim-
ple one, It isa bhold, bald, naked proposition for the Government
of the United States to loan to a corporation, without interest,
upon questionable security, $4.600,000. That is the proposition.
It comes to us from the other end of the Capitol. It comes to us
on an appropriation bill, in violation of the rules of that body,
and in violation of the rules of this House.

It comes to us in the same questionable form that the original
proposition didthat the gentleman now states was a gift—a prop-
osition that we did not understand four years ago—a gift of six
and one-quarter million dollars to this institution. It comes in
the same objectionable way—in violation of the rules of that
body, in violation of the rules of this.

Mr. TAWNEY, Waill the gentleman pardon ma

Mr. HEPBURN. It is part of the gentleman’s proposition for
this Government to invest more than $11,000,000 in this great ex-
position at St. Lonig—

Mr. TAWNEY. I do notknow whether the gentleman refers
to myself when he speaks of this coming or the statement having
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been made that §5.000,000 was a gift. T certainly made no state-
ment of that kind. I said an appropriation was made on the
terms of this section, which says the Gevernment of the United
States is to receive one-third of the receipts, and I would now, if
the gentleman will parden me, correct another statement. The
original bill anthorizing the exposition passed the House of Rep-
resentatives making a §5,000,000 appropriation for the purpose of
aiding and completing that exposition. It passed the Honse in
the form of a bill as a separate proposition, and then went to the
Senate, where it was amended by putting on the Charleston prop-
osition, and it was passed, too, by a two-thirds vote of this House,
not on an appropriation bill.

Mer. DALZELL. That bill was not passed in this House until,
after a previous session of Congress, an amendment was put on
the sundry civil appropriation bill, appropriating——

Mr. TAWNEY. Ibegthe gentleman’spardon; theamendment
@id not appropriate $5,000,000; it pledged §5.000.000.

Mr. DALZELL. Pledged it in the event of their raising $10,-
000,000.

Mr. PAYNE. That is what the gentleman from Towa stated.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am substantially correct in
the statement 1 have made, and 1 will stand by it. Mr. Chairman,
it is not my p'urgose to throw any obstacle in the way of thismag-
nificent spectacle we are to have in the city of 8t. Louis during
this year. With the general purpose had in view by the gentle-
men who have the matter in charge I have the fullest sympathy.

1 believe that every ten or fifteem years this Government could
well afford to expend a few million dollars in the edueational
processes that comethrough these great international expositions,
I also think that there is no eriticisin to be made upon the superb
management that the gentlemen who have this matter in charge
have exhibited. I approve of all that they have done. I even
approve of the nine somewhat belated, rheumatic statesmen who
constitute the Commission whose existence ig complained of by
the gentleman who made the opening address in faver of thir
propogition. He seems to feel that a grievance is had on the part
of himself and others that these gentlemen are permitted to draw
§50,000 a year in compensation for the ornamental features they
furnish to the great enterprise. [Langhter.] 1 want this to sue-
czed. Iwant this exposition to be the greatest that the world has
ever kmown; but I want the gentlemen who are to be largely the
beneficiaries to furnish this money. I want them to doas that
once rival of theirs, the emyire city at the foot of Lake Michigan,
that raised the $5,000,000 that was needed after all other re-
sources had been expended, and so I want the city of St. Louis to
emulate them in that respect. Itis pleading the baby act for gen-
tlemen to come here and talk about the conditions of the money
market as it affects the wealth of St. Lowis. The raising of this
$4.600,000 is a mere bagateclle to those men of stupendons wealth
who live in that city, and I want them, while they are having so
many of the great advantages of this enterprise, to pay their full
ghare of the expenditures. St. Louis ought to do this. $t. Louis
is a beneficiary far beyond the city of Chicago. There is no ques-
tion between the two. Here, in the first place, are $5.000,000 of
permanent improvements put upon the lands largely of St. Louis.
Five million dollars! ¥You will remember what the gentleman
from Minnesota told us a little while ago—that $3,000,000 had been
put on the grounds in sewerage and other permanent works-of
that character.

Mr. TAWNEY. The exposition——

Mr. HEPBURN. Thegentleman made a speech of more than
an hour in which he was explaining explanationg., I hope he will
not interrupt me

Mr. TAWNEY. I will agk the gentleman from Towa if he did
not deliberately interrupt me when he thought I had misstated
the facts? I think the gentleman oughtto yield.

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield. Did mot the gentleman from
Minnesota say that $3,000,000 had been permanently put there
mnderground?

Mr, TAWNEY. No; Idid not. Isaid thatalmost $3,000,000
had been expended and that nobody could see anything of it, be-
eause it was for sewerage and in water pipes and fire protection
and in the preparation of the ground. That is what I said.

Mr. HEPBURN. The statements of the gentleman ave so
much more certain after they are rednced to writing that I will

Tea;

Mr. TAWNEY, Does the gentleman from Towa think that
the exposition could be held on the grounds without sanitary ar-
rangements, sewerage, water piping, ete.? That amount has
been expended for that purpose.

Mr. HEPBURN. I will read from page 88 of the hearings he-
fore the gentleman’'s committee on the subject of the Liouisiana
Purchase Exposition:

The CRAIRMAN. Isce from the statement showin
date that there have been almost §3,000,600 exp=nde
underground?

Mr. Fraxcs, Yes; thatis true.

the eost of the fair to
there whieh has gone

There are three millions of dollars permanently planted on these
grounds. Now, there is a million and two hundred and fifty
thousand dollars that has been put in the permanent structure
known asthe* Art Building;”’ a million and one-quarter of dollars,
making four and one-quarter millions. Shall 1 give the gentle-
u:é%n ff?om Minnegota the page for that statement, or does he con-
cede it

Mr. TAWNEY. Ieoncede thata part of the Art Buildingisa
permanent stroecture. - !

Mr. HEPBURN. A million two hundred and fifty thousand
dollars! Then there is $750,000 for permanent structure put upon
thetcollege grounds of Washington University. Is not that cor-
rect?

Mr. TAWNEY. The exposition company pays $750,/000 for the
use of the Washington University building for a period of three
years, and the Washington University is obligated under their
contract to nse that money in grading and in ornamenting the
grounds which are within the exposition grounds.

Mr. HEPBURN, [Ixead from page 37, from the statement of
Governor Franeis:

Th ildi &l fare. of the
mpeﬁ??é%ﬁm-amn%uﬁ%ﬂ%%1 Wm?sﬁ?&%& for edu-
catienal purposes. -

That is uponthe groundsof the Washington University. There
are $5,000,000 of permanent improvements put upon the grounds
of St. Louis and of this educational institution, money of the
exposition, either the §5,000,000 raised by the cityor the $5,000,000
raised by the corporation or the $5.000,000 given by the General
Grovernment.

Mr. SHERMAN., Will the gent'eman from Iowa yicld for a
question?

Mr. HEPBURN. ¥es.

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman consider thata less wise
expenditure than to place the saame amount of money in buildings
widch will remain there for only a few months and then be re-
moved and be of no bhenefit to anyone?

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely net. I am making no criticism of
the board; no criticism. 1 have been unfortunate if the gentle-
man hag not understood me. I am approving of what these gen-
tlemen have done. Hereis $5.000,000 saved.not wasted; $5,000,000
saved to 8t. Louis, not wasted; and therefore Isay, ** Grentlemen of

St. Louis, you who are largely beneficiaries from the five millions

the Giovernment has already given to you. put your hands in your
poeket and take the bonds of this association for $4,600,000."

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentlemam from Towa yield?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. BART .DT. As one who knows the details of this
whole transaction, I should like to ask my friend from Iowa
whether he does not know that $10,000,000 has been expended,
raised by the city of %t. Louis and expended by the corporation,
before one dollar could be touched of the money appropriated by
the Government, and that the improvements of which he speaks
have all been from money appropriated by the cif

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield, be-

cause that is entirely impertinent to the argmment I am trying to
make. I am not sayingthat8t. Louis did not raise her §5,00),000;
1 am not saying that the corporation did not raise its $5.000.000,
They were compelled to before they could get $5.000.000 from
the United States. That is conceded. They did it. Now they
are getting it back. Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to eall atten-
ticn to the fact—and I do not criticise it at all; T am glad thatitis
true—I want to callattention to the fact that §40.000,000 will have
heen expended npon these works when the exposition opens. Am
I mot worvect in that statement, gentlemen? Forty million dol-
lars! Mr. Francis says, “ There will have been expended when
our gates open, gentlemen, $40,000,000. That will be aggre-
gate cost of the exposition.”
Oh, it will be magnificent; no doubt of that. T am glad that
they were such financiers that they might raise this stupendons
sum, and I am glad that they have it in their minds and hearts to
expend it in the education of the American people. Ttis a grand
S ise. This gentleman informs us further that of that
§40,000,000, $20,000,000 has been expended in labor. Fifty per
cent of all the costof that greatstructure, or series of structures—
seven hundred and odd buildings—islabor. Twenty millions of
dollars!

Is there any dispute about that, gentlemen? If thereis, T will
turn to the page where the statement has been authoritatively
made.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the gentleman
has asked the question, I will say that the president of the expo-
sition eompany did state to the committee that when the exposi-
tion was opened and the exhibits all installed there would have
been an expenditure of about §40,000.000 on the grounds. That
was his estimate. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I have
here a detailed statement of the expenditures, which I was to put

[}
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into the hearings, but neglected to do, and I want to call his at-
tention to the fact that that involves an expenditure of about
£4,000.000 by the commissionnaires for their buildings on the
grounds. It involves an expenditure of nine or ten millions of
dollars—

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I think it is hardly fair
for the gentleman to take up my time,

Mr. TAWNEY. Bautthe gentleman hasasked if that iscorrect.

Mr. HEPBURN. I am stating the faets. I do not care who
expendedit. It has beenexpended under directionsin thatlocality
for lahor. That is what I am trying to get at.

Mr. TAWNEY. And for the buildings of the exposition.

Mr. HEPBURN. I am trying to show that the people of St.
Louis—the laboring classes of St. Louis—have had $20,000,000
given to them through this great enterprise, That is what I am
trying to do.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Of the United States.

Mr. HEPBURN. No; not by the United States; but the United
States has done her full share, I say. Iam trying toshow thatthe
people of St. Louis have been largely the beneficiaries because of this
largess of the nations and the people, and that now something
ought to be done on their part in acknowledgment of it, viz, the
loaning—a little, petby, trivial thing on their part—of four and a
half millions of their wealth on what is ealled *‘ undoubted secur-
ity ’’ forsix or eightmonths. Mr. Chairman,notonly this,the labor-
ing classes of 8t. Lonis have not only had this vast amount of labor,
but they have had it nnder circnmstances that make more than
The city of St. Louis, instead of
strengthening the hands of these gentlemen who had charge of
this great work and relieving them from the oppressions and ex-
tortions of labor, have simply refused or neglected to do anything
and compelled these gentlemen to pay an excess of 25 per cent of
the prices of labor that they were paying when they began the
enterprise.

It has gone on to a limit of extortion almost inecredible. Car-
penters have been paid $4.40 for eight hours of work; plasterers,
from $5 to §7 for eight hours of work; electrical workers, $5; iron
workers, $4.40; common laborers, $2—all for eight hours’ work
each. Those are the prices that they have paid; an excess of 25
per cent, the president of the institution says, over the prices that
they paid when the enterprise was begun. Now, then, St. Louis
has had these five millions permanently placed in those grounds.
The people of St. Louis have had the labor coming from twenty
millions of expenditure. They have had this five millions of ex-
cess extorted from the Commission. The people of St. Louis
have had it. Onutsiders have had no participation in these extra
and extraordinary prices that seem willingly to have been paid.
Is it not true that under such circumstances 8t. Louis should do
something?

But this is not all. It is estimated that the attendance will be
vastly in excess of the attendance at the fair in the city of Chi-
cago. Think of the millions who were there! It is notat allim-
probable that five, six, possibly seven miilions of people will take
their way to the city of St. Louis between the 1st day of May and
the 1st day of December. All of these millions leave their dol-
lars there. Suppose there are but five millions, and suppose that
they are there long enough to expend 510 each. We would then
have the enormous sum of $50,000,000 which will go into the
coffers of the business men of that city, resultant from this fair.
Under those circumstances ought they to ask the people of the
United States, who the gentleman tells us have already given
them $3,000,000, to loan five millionsmore? Gentlemen talk about
this being returned. I do not believe it. It will be contrary to
the experience of the United States, save in one instance. Is it
fair for the patriotic people of Bt. Louis to ask that Democrats
especially should violate the Constitution of the United States and
make of the United States Government a money loaner?

Oh, I know that this is the age of progressive Democracy. They

rogress from the good old days of Jackson and of that time. A
P’\tﬂa while ago I saw the gentleman from Georgia, from the At-
lanta district [Mr. LiviNcsTON], a progressive Democrat, who
wrote the Ocala platform, which aunthorized the loan of green-
backs to the farmer upon a security of farm products. A pro-
gressive Democrat! Ah, he has progressed from Jackson’s time,
and he is progressing still. In that platform he did not gﬁpo&e
to loan money to any but the farmers. Now they are taking in
the corporations; the day of guod feeling has come. They have
noc}:l longer their knives and tomahawks out for the corporations.

, To.

Then they were willing to take security upon farm products—
a wagonloal of pumpkins. They have gone beyond that now.
They are willing to take as their security a mortgage on the gate
receipts of the show where the pumpkins may be exhibifed.
[Laughter.] If this is not progressive Demoeracy I would be
glad to know what it is. [Renewed laughter.]

I am glad to know that there are gentlemen on the other sideof

the House who refuse to stifle their convictions with regavd to th
Constitution in order to accommodate their friends. * What i
the Constitution between friends?’’ That comes from New York
Tt does not affect the gentleman from Georgia. I take it. as I 1i
tened to him and to whathehad to say in reprobation of this pro:
titution of our powers.

I remember not a great many years ago when good Democrats
would not vote for a grant of land for a corporation to aid in the
construction of a railway, although the alternate seetions that
they did not grant were te reimburse the General Government
through the double minimum price that wascharged for them.

They thought then that the procceds of the sale of the public
lands were a part of the common trezsare, belinzing {o all the
people, to be used for governmental purposes. and enly for such
purposes. Now, the money of the people, the money that be-
longs to all the people—each man entitled to his full own:rship
of each individual dollar—that money can be taken from the
Treasury of the United States, not for governmental uses. not
to promote the general welfare, but in order to be loaned to a
corporation in order to carry out this enterprise.

Mr. BARTLETT, Without interest, tco.

Mr. HEPBURN. And the gentlemen say now—and I think it
is ** the unkindest cut of all **—** Oh, you are bound to do this: yon
have invited the crowned heads of Europe and all their subjects
to come here.” And the gentleman from Minnesota [z, Taw-
NEY] grows lachrymose in his fears that we are going to do dis-
credit to ourselves as hosts and fail in respect to our guests. Do
the gentlemen remember that the President of the United States
extended these invitations at the instance of these gentlemen who
are now using as a threat that very thing that they induced the
Government to do? 1 do not think there is kindliness in {hat.
That invitation came at the instance of these gentlemen. They
wereright. I do not criticise them for if; but { eriticise the wis-
dom and propriety of using that as an argument to extort further
millions from the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. TAWNEY, Will the gentleman pardon me a moment?

Mr. HEPBURN., Certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. The act authorizing this exposition expressly
anthorizes and directs the President of the United States to in-
vite foreign nations——

Mr. HEPBURN. Ceriainly it did; but at whose instance was
that put there?

o tiIr. TAWNEY. TItwasput there by the Congress of the United
.- - HESENS

Mr. HEPBURN. But at whose instance? At the instance of
the same gentlemen who inspired the whole act.

Mr. TAWNEY. The moment that you anthorize and provide
for an international exposition that necessarily implies invitations
to foreign nations.

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, according to the purpose for which the
gentleman uses this suggestion, it was in hostility to the purposes
of these gentlemen. They did not want these invitations to be
made. Oh,no! Theydid not want any obligations of hospitality
to be created, Oh, no! Isthat what you mean to say? Every-
body knows that every sentence in that law that is beneficial to
this institution was placed there at the instance of these gentle-
men—not at the instance of the Government. Whatever require-
ment there is, is made in the interest of that institution. And I
am not quarreling with that—mot at all. I am guarreling with
the specious character of the argument that the gentleman from
Minnesota sought to present to the House, .

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that no one will accuse me of hos-
tility to this great enterprise. I want to see it succeed. I know
it will sueceed. Iknow something about the purposes, something
of the ability of the men that are behind it. I know they intend
to make it a success. But while I bid them godspeed, while T am
full of hope for the splendor of their success, while I firmly be-
lieve that infinite benefit will come to the people of the United
States from this exposition, I think the people will cheerfully pay
their share as the Government has paid its share; and I want the
city of St. Louis to pay her full share in compensation for the
wonderful and special advantages which in the nature of things
are to come to her and her people and ean not be common to all of
us. [Loud applause.]

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]
proposed to close debate about this time. I am willing to take a
vote now, if he so desires.

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 asked unanimous consent to close debate,
and objection was made. I think that, having the affirmative of
the proposition, we have the right to close; and I do not think
that it can be done thisevening. A number of gentlemen wish to
speak in favor of the proposition; and I do not think I should be
justified in shutting them off.

Mzr. BURKETT. Then I reserve the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bur-
xerT] has twenty-six minutes remaining.
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FEBRU:

Mr. HEMENWAY., In yiew of the statement made by the
gentleman from Minnesota, I move that the committee now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee aceordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, CurRRIER, Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole. reported that the Committee of the Whole Honge on the
state of the Union had had under consideration the amendments
of the Senate to the urgent deficiency bill and had come to no res-
olution thereon.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees as indicated below:

S. 2345, An act to amend the provisions of the naturalization
laws of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

3. 1278, An act to provide for the erection of buildings for an
immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

5. 1537, An act to provide for the payment to the heirs of Darius
B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished to
the United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians—to the
Committee on Claims.

8. 1607. An act granting to the State of Oregon certain landsto
be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and operating thereon
a fish hatchery—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

S. 2698. An act to establish a life-saving station at or near the
entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

5. 2815, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix
the galaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports of

Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing all
%ﬁwa incousistent therewith—to the Committee on Ways and |
eans. ‘
8. 3117, An act to expedite business in the district court of the 1
United States for the district of Oregon—to the Committee on the |
Judiciary. X |
8. 8788, An act granting an increase of pension to Linus 8. |
Ludington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
COLUMEIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB.

The SPEAKER announced the appointment as directors of the
Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb Mr. FowLER of
New Jersey and Mr. S1Ms.

ADJOURNMENT,

And then, on motion of Mr. HEMENWAY (at 4 o’clock and 55

minutes p. m.), the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
fcllows:

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a copy
of a communication from the Chief of Ordnance, a report of tests
of iron and steel and other metals—to the Committee on Manu-
factures, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the conelusions of fact and law in the French
gpoliation cases relating to the schooner Acfive, Samuel Pote,
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French
spoliation cases relating to the brig Apolio, John Ring, master—to
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant elerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
John A, Chandler, administrator of estate of Garrett 8. Chandler,
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Anne C. Livingston against The United States—to the Committee
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed,

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Joseph T, Blanton, administrator of estate of Benjamin Blanton,
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of
Puyallup and other waterways of the harbor of Tacoma—to the

Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with
illustrations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whele
House, as follows:

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2009) for the relief of the es-
tate of Sven J. Johnson, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 736); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. THOMAS of Towa, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1058) for the relief of
Kirby Thomas, reported the same without amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 737); which gaid bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Jacob
Swigert, late deputy collector, seventh Kentucky district, reported
the same withont amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 738);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. B. 7718) for the re-
lief of the estate of Artemus BE. Gibson, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 789); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

M1r. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8256) directing the issns
of a check in lien of a lost check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, dis-
bursing clerk, in favor of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass., reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 740);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6937) for the reclief of the
heirs of Elizabeth Cushing, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No, 741); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 10511) for the re-
lief of the estate of Mary Keating, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 742); which said blii and re-
port were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committes, to which was referred the
bill of the House (T1. R. 8505) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus 1,
Hottenstein, deceased, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 743); which said bill and report were re-

| ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 255) for the relietf
of the Farmers and Mechanies’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 744); which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10585) for the relief of
the vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, Miss., Te-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
745): which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2517) granting an
increase of pension to Elijah Farr, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 748); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. s

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (3. 167) granting an inerease of pension to J.
Hudson Kibbe, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 749); which said bill and report were 1e-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to
Ella B. Gxeen, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 750); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 2527) granting an increags of pension to
Joseph Roberts, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 751); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 3166) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 752); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (8. 2577) granting an increase of pension to
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