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To be members of Board of Health for Franklin county

John G. Ruge, J. D. Rush and J. H. Lockwood.

To be members of Board of Health for Levy county:

James S. Bodiford and Jag. O. Andrews.

To be members of County Board of Health for Ora.nge
county :

Frank H. Caldwell and J. W. Hicks.

To be members of County Board of Health for St. J ohn’s
county :

Wm. T. Shine and A. L. Rogers.

To be members of County Board of Health for Kscambia
county : ’ ‘

Robt. W. Hargis; I. G. Renshaw and D. G. Brent.

To be members of the County Board of Health for Na.ssau
‘county:

J. L. Horsey, G. V. Hillyer and H. J. Baker.

To be members of the County Board of Health for Alachua
county :

R. A. Lanca,btel J. B. Mathcrson and H. F. Dutton.

To be County Comlmqqonel for (Gadsden county:

H. J. Davis, vice A..J. Rice.

To be County Commissioner for District 5, Brevard county =

C. E. Chaffee.

To be members of the Board of Health for Leon county :

L. D. Blocker, R. B. Carpenter and D. B. Meginnis, jr.

To be County Commissioners for Walton county :

Dr. A. McLean, H. P. Miller, A. R. Jones, J. H. Richbourg
and Samuel Rustan.

—
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WEDNESDAY, June 3, 1891

The Senate met pursuant to adjournment.

The President in the chair.

The roll was called and the followmg Senators answered to
thelr names:

Mr. President, Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Brett,
Broome, Byrant, Calbhoun, Coulter, Crosby, Drake, Ham-
mond, Johnson, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pnlonfr Rogers, Ros-
borough Smith of aOth Smith of 31st, Nummers S, Sweaungen,
Thomas, Wadsworth, Wall, Wilkinson, Wolfe and Yancey
—29, :

A quorum present.

Prayer by the Chaplain.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- -

TIVES.

The following message from the House of Representatives
was read :

Housk oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Tarranassex, Fra, June 2, 1891.

Honw. J. B. Browxg,
President of the Senate:

Sm—1 am directed by the House of Representatives to in-
form the Senate that the Iouse of Iepresentatives has
passed— '

Senate bill No. 9:

To be entitled an act to pno]ubxt the sale and (hbpoemg of

cigarettes, -smokettes and cigarette papel to persons under
eighteen years of age.
Very respecttully, .
Wi, Forsyru Byzum,
Chlet Clerk of the House of Rep1 esentatives.

Senate bill No. 9 referred to in the message was ordered en-
rolled. .
Also the following:

HoustE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
TALLAHASSEE, Fra., June 2 1891. .

Hox. J. B. Browrg,

" President of the Senate:
Sir—1I am directed by the House of Representatives to in-




“passed—
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form the Senate that the House of Representatives has:
passed—

Senate bill No. 187 : .

To be entitled an act to incorporate the Chipola and Chip-
pewa Lake Railroad Company. " ' '

Very respectiully,
o War. Forsyrr By~uw,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.

Senate bill No. 187 referred to in the message was ordered:
enrolled. )
Also the following :

House or REPRESENTATIVES,
.
Tarranasser, Fra., June 2, 1891. §
Hon. J. B. Brownz,

President of the Senate:

Str—T am directed by the House of Representatives to in--
form the Senate that the House of Representatives has.
passed—

Senate bill No. 209
) To b‘e entitled an act to extend the time for the construc--
tion of the -Alabama, Florida and Atlantic Railway, with.

“amendments thereto.

Very respecttully,
o X Wn. Forsvru By~uw,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.

Mo Ya.n_cey moved that the amendments of the House be-
concwired in;

. Which was agreed to, and the amendments were concnrred
in.

The bill with amendments was ordered enrolled.

Also the following :

Housk oF ReprEsENTATIVES,
N ,
) Tarranasser, Fra, June 2, 1801, |
Hon. J. B. Browx,

President of the Senate :

. Sie—J am directed by the House of Representatives to
mform the Senate that the House of Representatives has
House bhill No. 221: _ .
To be entitled an act concerning foreign building and loan
associations and assoclations of like character. :
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And respectfully request the concurrence of the Senate
thereto. '
‘ Very respectfully,
Wa. Forsyra Byxum,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.

House bill No.221 was read first time by its title only and
passed to its second reading under the rules, without reference.

Also the following :

Housn oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Tarranassek, Fra, June 2, 1891, §
Hoxn. J. B. BrowNLk,
President of the Senate:

Sie—1T am directed by the House of Representatives to in-
form the Senate that the House of Representatives has
Ppassed——

House bill No. 337 :

= To be entitled an act to provide for the leasing of prisoners
sentenced to the State prison,
* And respectfully request the concurrence of the Senate
thereto.
‘ Very respectfully,
‘ Wu. Forsyru ByNua,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.

House bill No. 337 was read first time by its title only and
passed to it second reading under the rules, without refer-

' ence.

Also the following:
House oF REPRESENTATIVES,
CParranassex, Fra., June 2, 1891. ;
Hox. .J. B. Browxz,
President of the Senate : :

Sik—T¥ am directed by the House of Representatives to in-
form the Senate that the House of Representatives has
passed— '

House bill No. 160 :

To be entitled an act making appropriations for the ex-
penses of the State government for nine months of the year
1891 and for the year 1892 and for-six months of the year
1R93. .

- And respectfully request the concurrence of the Senate
thereto. o
Very respectiully,

Wit Forsyre Bynuw,
. Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.
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-thereto. beg to state that they have given the matter entrusted
-to them the most careful study and thorough investigation,
and respectfully submit the following report ‘with accompany-
‘ing exhibits-as the result of their labors:

The resolution referred to is as follows:

Respectfully report that they have duly considered said bill

and recommend that it do pass. '
Very respectfully,
T. K. SweariNGEN,
Chairman of Committee.

Mr. Calhoun, chairman of the committee appointed under CONCURRENT RESOLUTION No. 10.
and in pursuance of House Concurrent Resolution No. 10, ‘
submitted the following report : [Exhibit T, on file in oftice of Secretary of State.]
Resolved by the House of Representatives, the Senate con-

SexATe CraMBRR,
CUrrng,

TALLAHASSER, Fra., June 2, 1891,

Hox. .J. B. Browx . . . -
§ PHOWXNE, WuEeRias, There is due from the United States to the

mtate of Florida, a large sum of money on account of expen-
-ditures of the State in the suppression of Indian hostilities,
and, .

Wukksas, The Congress of the United States has given
this matter consideration at various times without reimbursing
the State in any particnlar for said expenditures, and

Whireas, There exists a deficit of $185,000 in the revenue

“up to December 1, 1890, which the payment of the money so
due would more than cover, and

Whrnkas, There are outstanding warrants for services
reudered in the suppression of said hostilities which have not
been paid, owing to the failure of the Government of the
UTnited States to reimburse the State; Therefore, be it

Resolved, That a committee of seven, four from the House
and three on the part of the Senate, be appointed to take into
_consideration and investigate the claim of the State for reim-
bursement of expenditures incurred in the suppression of In-
dian hostilities, and also claims against the State;

Resolved, That such committee shall have power to send
for persons and papers, shall report the origin, condition of
the claim and the action taken by the Congress and of the
Senators and Representatives in the Congress from this State,
with reference thereto.

Immediately after the adoption of this resolution, your
. committee met and organized, and that the said committee
have held meetings almost daily in the investigation of this

matter contemplated wnder the resolution up to the time of
the making of this report, that. they have availed themselves
of all papers and Congressional records which were accessible
to them in the prosecution of this investigation, but have ex-
perienced considerable difficulty becaunse of the absence of

President of the ‘Senate :
Siz—Your Joint Committee to whom was referred—
House Concurrent Resolution No. 10, '
Beg leave to submit the accompanying report and. request
that the same be printed without the exhibits.
Very respectfully,
Brxr. P. Carunoun, Chairman.
D.H. Y avcey,
IFraxx CLank,
TrvizasTon VAXN,
Committee.

REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE TO INVES.
GATE THE INDIAN WAR CLATM OF FLORIDA.

_ I{epo.rt of the Joint Committee under Ilouse Concurren
}{es.olumm NQ. 10, to investigate the status of the Indian Wm
(laim of the State of Florida: i

Tavnansssue, Fra., June 3, 1891,

o the Honorable Jefferson B. Browne, President of the
Nenate !

S1i—The Committee under House Concurrent Resolution
No. 10, providing for the appointment of a joint committee of’
seven, four from the House and three from the Senate, to take
into consideration and investigate the claim of the State of
Florida for reimbursements of expenditures incurred in the
suppression of Indian hostilities, and to report the origin and
condition of the claim and the action taken by Congress and
and the Senators and Representatives in Congréss in reference-
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many volumes of Congressional records bearing upon, or pre-
sumed to bear upon, the mastter under investigation.

The account originated in a claim set up by the State for '

moneys expended in military operations for the defense of her
people during the Seminole war in the years 1855,
1856 and 1857. There were veasons why the general govern-
ment could not reimburse the Ntate for these expenditures
without the express authority of the Congress, and a bill was
introduced in the Senate by Mr. Yulee, then Senator from
Florida, March 31, 1860, during the session of the 36th Con-
gress, for the purpose of effecting a settlement. This bill was
referred to the Committee of Military Affairs of the Senate,
but no report was made upon it. Prior to this, during the
session of the 35th Congress, all the papers on file in the War
Department relating to the manner in which the troops em-
ployed by the State in these operations were called into ser-
vice, were sent to the House of Representatives through the
Hon. Geo. 8. Hawkins, then a Representative from Florida, and
on the 11th day of January, 1859, were referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and printed as House Kxecutive

Document No. 38, but it seems to have led to n0 further ac-

tion at that time. The war followed and the Congressional
records show no further action until the second session of the
46th Congress; joint resolutions were then introduced into
both houses of Congress directing the Secretary of War to in-
vestigate the matter and report the results. The Flouse resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on Claims, and the Senate
resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs, and reports
followed from both houses. The Senate report was offered by
the Senator from Kansas, Mr. Plumb. This report briefly
states the fact upon which the Claim rests and upon this state-
ment both houses pronounced their judgment and passed a
joint resolution in the shape which it recommended. (See re-
port of Mr. Pasco from the Committee on Claims to accom-
pany S. 3044, 51st Congress, first session.) [Exhibit V, on
file in oftice of Secretary of State.] .

In accordance with the requirements of the joint resolution
of Congress approved March 3d, 1381, the Secretary of War
nvestigated, audited and made report to Congress May 23,
1882, of the amount of the claim of the State of Florida for
expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities between
the 1st day of December 1855 and the 1st day of January,
1860. In this report the Secretary of War stated the claim of
the State to be $224,648.09. (See report No. 367, 50th Con-
gress, first session, of Mr. Dougherty from the Committee on
Claims to accompany H. R. 3255.) [Exhibit I1], on file in the
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Secretary of State’s office.] But your committee find upon
further investigation, that other and different accountings have
‘been made, based upon a larger and broader scope of account-
ing than that contemplated by the report of the Secretary of
War May 28, 1882, as to the amount due the State of Florida.
The Secretary of the Treasury, in a letter under date of De-
cember 16, 1889, in compliance with section 5 of the Deficiency
Act of March 2, 1889, states two methods of accounting and:
settlement of the mutual claims of the State of Florida and the
general government on account of Indian hostilities and other
claims of the State.

First, by computing interest on each side to Janumary 1,
1890, and there striking a balance, thus: ‘
Aggregate duethe State, $261,934 31
Interest thereon at 7 per cent.,

Jan. 1, 1858 to Jan. 1, 1890, 586,732 85
$348,667 16
Principal of bonds held by the

United States,

. Tuterest ffom Nov., 1873, to
which date interest had been
paid, to January 1, 1890,

$132,000 00

Balance, $567,954 50
2. By computing interest on the aggregate due the State to
include November 26, 1873 (to which date, inclusive, the in-
terest on the bonds held by the United States has been paid),
and striking a balance as of that date, viz.
_ Principal due the State, :
Interest at 7 per cent., January 1,
1858, to Nov. 26, 1873,
Deduct bonds held by the United .
States, 132,000 00

$261,934 31
$291,634 74

Leaving a balance due as interest, 159,634 74
$421,569 05

If Congress deems proper to allow nterest on the principal
($261,934.31) from November 21, 1873, to January 1, 1890, the
interes at 7 per cent. would be $295,098.10 ; or, at 6 per cent,,
$262,941.28. (See Executive Document No. 68, b1st Con-
gress, first session, letter of the Secretary of the Treasury.)

- As to the action taken by the Congress and of the Senators

. and Representatives in Congress from this State with reference
"-‘\ 4068 -
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to the Indian War Claim of the State, we submit the follow’-

ing summary taken from such Congressional records as have
been accessible to your committee :

(10.) January 26, 1882, 47th Congress, first session, page

9399, in the Senate Senator J. ones obtained nnanimous consent
of the Senate and introduced S. 2098, authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to settle the Indian War Claims of the
State of. Florida, which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs. :

(9.) March 3, 1883, 47th Congress, second session, page
3664, Senator Jones offered an amendment to settle this claim
on the basis of $92,648.09, but this amendment was not here
agreed to, it being lost on a point of order raised by Mr. Hale.

(6.) Index, 49th Congress, first session, shows Senator QCall
i the Senate introduced 1293 by request, and 1294, to settle
this claim, which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs and reported back adversely, also S. 1729 as a substi.
tute. (See Ex. VII on file in office of Secretary of State.)

(11.) June 8, 1886, 49th Congress, first session, page 5405,
in the Senate Senator Call moved reconsideration of S. 1729
which was to settle this claim on the basis of $92,648.09 in
order that he might offer an amendment, which was agreed to.

(13.) January 27, 1887, 49th Congress, second session, page
1086 in the House H. R. 3877 was under consideration, being
advocated by Representatives Dougherty and Davidson, and
the same was passed. : '

(14.) March 3, 1887, 49th Congress, second session, page
2655, in the Senate Senator Call moved to proceed to the con-
sideration of the bill to authorize the Secretary of the Tre
to pay this claim (H. R. 3877) which was objected to by Mr.
Hoar that the bill had been reported adversely. (See Ex. 1T,
Report No. 1962 Report of Senator Jones of Arkansas on file
in office of Secretary of State.) , o

(7.) Index, page 465, 50th Congress, first session, shows ., in
the Senate Senator Pasco introduced S. 746 to settle this claim,

~which went to the Committee on Claims, page 55,

(15.) January 25, 1589, 50th Congress, second session, page
1164, Senator Pasco in the Senate from the Committee on
Claims reported S. 746 with amendments, which was objected
to by Senator Jones of Arkansas, stating that he did not con-
cur in the report, reserving the right to present a minority re-
port when prepared. (See Ex. IV Report of Senator Pasco
No. 2482, 50th Congress, second session, on file in office of
Secretary of State.)

(16.) February 20, 1889, 50th Congress, second session,
page 2135, in the Senate Senator Pasco submits telegram from

asury -
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' i " Legislature of that
; vernor of Florida, stating that the Legislature of tha
gi;?it(j(;low in session had just ado%ti?d 12: unﬁn;u;gltsser:floll;lls;(:;
urging Florida Representatives at Washing (:;hat e B ired t
to secure the payment of this claim, stating et
im in an appropriation. bill and mpvgdt at the pap
%Ztrta]ir:}:g to the Cpgmtflittee on Appropriations, which was
aglti%d) t%ebruary 21, 1889, 50th Congress, secopd session,
palc(ge .2142, in the Senate Senator Cal_l aék_eg Enammﬁ}lsh cv(;Z;
sent of the Senate to allow conmderatlo‘n of S. (461, whic
objected to by Mr. Hoar.—Speech of Senator Call. 4 sossion
(16.) February 29, 1889, 50th Congress, secl(l)n » Lnex;;v |
page - 2324, in the Senate Se%atort Call sf,tgte%ig 2(1)1{_) je:ted xt
rder i he consideration of S. s oted
(l))] di\llro%ligzglifihwgzé Mr. Cockrell, Senator Call acquiescing
ugon condition that with the unanimous consent of the S{an%(t;e:},
the bill might be called up dfor consideration at the conclus
1 he calendar. - .
of gg};s%‘ggi—igg’t 28, 1889, 50th Congress, sec.oqd sessu;n,
page 2426, in the Senate Senator Call presented joint resoellﬁ’
tion of the Legislature of Florida, in relation to .ﬂle pa.ymthe
of this claim, and moved that inasmuch as a bill to _aa;; he
‘claim had been reported favorably from the COmH];I e o
Claims and was now on the Senate calenda_}', that tV ePp I())rf,
lay on the table, which was agreed to. (See Ezé. , t\‘(?lz e
No. 1530, report of Mr. Pasco on file in office of Secretary
S ongr d session
rnary 28, 1889, 50th Congress, second session,
pagglefs‘:l)zl?i‘::ti);uthz Senate Senator Call urged consideration gf |
S.746 at the conclusion of the consideration of pending amend-
ments of the inter-State commerce bill. . on, page ,
1, 1889; 50th Congress, second session, 5
25(()%‘)6.)inhtl;iﬁzcgeu,ate Se;aator Call pressed consideration of 8.
746 for which unanimous consent had been repeatedly given.
(16.) March 1, 1889, 50th Congress, second session, page
2531, in the Senate Senator Pasco submitted an amendment t(;
indlu:le the principal and interest of this claim in the g-ergan ﬁ
appropriation bill, same being supported by Senator Call,
i X 0. .
Wh(lf.l)l.)wge?}%::ﬁgrt 4, 1889, 51st Congress,‘ first session, page
96, in the Senate Senator Call iu't_rodl}ced S. 8 for the payment
of this claim, which was read by its title twice and referred to
i on Claims, : '
th?l(;gmﬁ;trt;he 10, 1890, 51st Congress, first session, page;
7 2068, in the Senate Senator Pasco mtro‘duﬁcﬁed 5. 3044 undﬁl
authority of an act, approved March 2, 1389, known as the
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deficiency appropriation act, for the settlement of this claim,
which was read twice and referred to the Committee o
Claims. ’
April 15, 1890, in the House Mr. Davidson introduced H.
R. 9547, which was read twice and referred to the Committee
on Claims. (See exhibit X on file in office of Secretary of
State.) ,
September 20, 1890, 51st Congress, first session, page 10,275,
S. 3044, was reported from the Committee on Claims in the
Senate, with amendments, the bill was passed over without pre-
--judice. (See Ex, IX Waile’s report to Governor Fleming,
March 11, 1891, on file in office of Secretary of State.)
February 17, 1891, recommitted to the committee of the
whole House on the State of the Union and ordered printed.
(See Ex. A, Mr. Laidlaw’s report No. 3839, 51st Congress,
second session. Also Mr. Waile’s report to Governor Fleming,
March 11, 1891, exhibit IX on file in office of Secretary of
State.) _
“ Your committee further report, that to throw such other
and further light upon the subject of their investigation as
might be afforded by the statements of the Hon. Wilkinson
Call and the Hon. Charles Dougherty, the said gentlemen be-
ing at hand and accesable to them, they requested the said
Wilkinson Call and Charles Dougherty to come before them

and make their respective statements in the premises, with .

which request the gentlemen named complied, which tes-
timony is hereto attached and made a part of this report. And
your committee upon investigation and examination of the
records and the testimony of Mr. Call and Mr. Dougherty,
deemed it unnecessary to take other testimony. :

Now, on this 11th day of May this committee met at 3:30
P. M., when the following proeeedings were had. Present,
Mr. Calboun, Chairman; Messrs. Clark, Yancey, Atkinson,
Vann and Borden. Hon. Chas. Dougherty here present was

introduced as a witness, who, being duly sworn, testities as
follows :

By Mr. Calhoun—Please state your name and occupation?
Mr. Dougherty—Charles Dongherty. Occupation a farmer, -

a member of the Legislature of the State of Florida, session
1891.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Will you please state whether or not.
you have represented the State of Florida in Congress? If -

so, when and at what time did you become a member ?

Mr. Dougherty—Yes, sir ; I became a member of the 49th
Congress. 'Was also a member of the 50th Congress.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Please state dates, if you recollect ?
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Mr. Dougherty—-I took my seat on the first Monday in De-
cember, 1885, and continued until the 4th of March,” 18%9.
Was elected in November, 1884. My term expired March
4th, 1589, '

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Please state who your colleagues from.
Florida were at this time ? o ’
Mr. Dougherty—The Hon. R. II. M. Davidson in the House
and Senators Call and Jones in the Senate. Towards the lat-
ter portion of my term Senator Jones was succeeded by Sena-
tor Pasco. _ ,
Q. By Mr. Calhoun—When you took your seat in Con-
gress, state what bills or measures, if any, were pending rela- -
tive, to the Indian War Claims of the State of Florida, in the
House or in the Senate ? :
Mr. Dougherty—When I first began to look into the mat-
ter, all that I could find of record was a bill in the Senate to
pay the State $92,000, to which the delegation, at least the-

- two Senators, had objected, Senators Jones and Call, particu- -

larly Senator Jones. I understood bis objection of record to
be that the $92,648 was not in satisfaction of the claim. .The"
bill was a Senate bill to pay the claim of the State of Florida.
The ccmmittee tok into consideration all the facts, and while
admitting the facts, illogically decided to pay $92,648.09, and no
more. The bill, as I remember it, stated no particular amount,
but the committee decided on £92,64%.09 as full settlement. My '
recolleciion is that this was the Committee on Military Affairs
of the Senate; either that or the Committee on Claims. T am
not clear as to which one it was.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—After becoming a member -of Con-
gress, state what steps you took, if any, in relation to the set-
tlement of the Indian War Claims of the State of Florida, and
who your colleagues were from time to time and your full con-
nection therewith, in narrative form, and also state further
what disposition was made of the Senate bill you found pend-’
ing when you took your seat? :

“Mr. Dougherty—When I got to Washington in the spring
of 1885, I went to the War Department to see the record, if
any, of these Indian War Claims. 1 washanded a letter-from
the Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, transmitting to the House of
Representatives a statement of the claim as appeared upon the.
books of that department. T found that a resolution had prior
to that time been passed, asking for such information. I think
that resolution was offered by Mr. Davidson of Florida in the

ouse and by Senator Jones in the Senate, but T will state
her® Mr. Chairman, that these matters cover so great a length
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of time that I speak from memory and cannot be positive as to
papers or dates, but will give as near as possible the general
outline.

Q. By Myr. Borden—Have you any papers, or do you know
of any papers or data that will establish the dates of these oc-
currences ?

Mr. Dougherty—The Congressional Records of the 47th,48th,
49th and 50th Congresses will give the history of the transac-
tion so far as I was connected with it; those of the 49th and

50th Congresses. (Mr. Dougherty here resumes hix narrative -

statement.) I called upon Senator Call and Representative
Davidson to have a talk with them with reference to these

claims ; in my conference with Col. Davidson I told him that -

I had ascertained from these letters transmitting the informa-

“tion to Congress as to the status of the claim, that it was in:

»existence; we talked the matter over but he seemed to have
little hope of its collection, I then talked with Senator Call
about the matter, but he gave me no more encouragement or
information than I bhad received from Col. Davidson. That
summer being frequently in Washington, being called there
with reference to appointments, gave some time to looking
this matter up further, and among the other gentlemen with
whom I talked was the Hon. David L. Yulee, who told me
about the matter from its inception, cited me to different
records, and upon this and the information which he gave me
together with"what was obtained from the State agent, Mr. S.
1. Wailes, I based the report upon which I brought the bill
from the Committee on Claims before the House; the bill
when reported went upon the calendar of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union, where all appro-
priation bills must go. This bill provided for the payment of
the claim to the State npon the basis of settlement suggested
by the Secretary of War, the bill was taken up and considered
without action. The next time I was enabled to get considera-
tion for it ; I think it passed the House. Report No. 308, 49th
_Congress, first session, Febraary 3rd, 1886, is the report upon
which the bill to pay the claim passed the House of Repre-
sentatives. . ’

# Q. By Mr. Atkinson—What was the amount of the claim
as stated in this bill which passed the House.

Mr. Dougherty——At that time the State would have re-
ceived under the terms of that bill about $500,000. (Al
Dougherty here resumes his narrative statement.) The bill
passed the House and went to the Senate and was referred to
the Committee on Claims ; this was House bill No. 8877. I
was notified by the Chairmam of the committee, Mr. Spooner,
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that the committee would, on the next morning, hear me iw
the Florida case; I went to Senator Call’s seat in the Senate,
and repeated to him what Senator Spooner had said to me.
The next morning I went to the Senate committee room on
Claims, was admitted, and made the same argument, or as
near as possible the same argument, beforé that committes,
that I had made before the Committee on Claims of the House.

. Q. By Mr. Vann—Do you remember the names and num-
ber of the committtee of the Senate at this time ?

Mr. Dougherty—All that I can recollect now were Messrs.
Spooner, Dolf, Hoar, Whitthorn and Jones of Arkansas.
(Mr. Dougherty here resumes his narrative statement.) The
committee made a divided report, the majority of the com-
mittee reporting adversly to the passage of the bill, Mr. Whit--
thorn, constituting the minority, gave his views as favorable to:
the passage of the bill.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—You say that you appeared before the-
‘Committee on Claims of the Senate and argued this bill .ask-
ing its passage, and that you used the same manner of argu-'
ment that you had before the Committee on Claims of the
House ; now will you please state at whose request you went
before this committee and who accompanied you, and whether
any one else argued this case with you before that committee ?

Mr. Dougherty—I had been asked by Governor Perry and

“the State agent, Mr. S. I. Wailes, to appear before the com-

mittee ; but when I made the argument there were no persons
in the committee room except the committee, its secretary and
myself, and as far as I know that was the only meeting of that
-committee to consider the Florida case, and if any presenta-
tion of the case was made other than that made by myself I
am not aware of it.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—State whether or not Governor Perry
or Mr. Wailes, or either of them, attended with you any meet-
ing of the Committee on Claims of the Senate at that time ?

Mr. Dougherty—They did not at this time or at any other -
time appear with me before that committee.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Did Governor Perry or Mr. Wailes ap-
pear before that committee at any other time within your .

knowledge before it made its report? S

Mr. Dougherty—Not to my knowledge.
Q. By Mr: Atkinson—Was Senator Call in Washington at.

-the time you appeared before this committee ?

Mr. Dougherty—He was, sir.

Q. By Mr. Borden—Was Senator Jones in Washington at:
the time you appeared before this Committee ?

Mr. Dougherty—He was not.
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Q. By Mr. Clark—You say, Mr. Dougherty, that this bill
which passed the House of Representatives would have paid,
had it become a law, to the people of Florida about $500,000.
‘Will you please state what you understood to be the principal
of the debt at that time due the people of Florida by the gov-
ernment on account of the Indian War Claim ?

Mr. Dougherty—The principal has never changed, the
principal debt is $224,648.09.

Q. By Mr. Clark—Then your bill or the bill that passed the
House of Representatives provided for the payment of the in-
terest on that principal ?

Mzr. Dougherty—It did, sir. . .

Q. By Mr. Clark—Did the general government hold any claim
agaiust the State of Florida that was contended to be a set-
off pro tanto against the claim of the State of Floida against
the general government ? _

* Mr. Dougherty—It did, sir.

Q. By Mr. Clark—Did that alleged indebtedness on. the part

of the State to the general government bear interest ?

Mr. Dougherty—A portion of it did. That alleged indebted-
- ness consisted of the $132,000 of the bonds of the State of Flori-
da hypothecated with the Indian Trust Fund for the money
with which these troops had been paid, in addition thereto the
government had credited itself with moneys of the State of
Florida which had come from other sourcesand also a balance
of the direct tax due by the State. '

Q. By Mr. Clark—T will get you to state at the time of the .

passage of this bill, what was the amount, as near as you can
come at it, of the indebteduess of the State of Florida, both
principal and interest, to the general government ?

Mr. Dougherty—Upon the basis of settlement first proposed
by the Secretary of War, which, however, was not ofticial, T did
not think the indebtedness would reach as high as §132,000, but
it wag found that when a settlement was had it would be had.
upon a basis as then established by the government. At that
time the bill refunding the direct tax had not become a law.
Then, too, there are other moneys which the State will ulti-,
mately get, coming from other funds with which the State
should be credited, but I couid not get these items included
in the letter of the Secretary of War, and found that such let-
ter would have to be the basis for the bill.

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Were the various sums retained by
the general covernment and which were due the State, ansing
from various sources, applied to the payment of the interest
on the $132,000 of bonds ?

Mr. Dougherty—They had been, sir.
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Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Did these sums. aggregate the full
amount of interest? ‘
Mr. Dougherty—They did not. (Mr. Dougherty here pro-

that the majority of the committee of the Senate would report
adversely to the claim, and before Senator Jones of Arkansas,
who had been requested to make the report, had done so, I.
ventured to ask him if he would not state to me the ground
upon which he proposed to report adversely. We d1§cllssed
these grounds somewhat at length. I showed him dlffel'el.lt{
authorities bearing upon the subject and parallel cases in
which claims identical with this had been paid to other States.
fe said that he had made up his mind, but he thought that
there would be a minority report. And the case went to the
Senate as before stated with a divided report. The bill went
upon the calendar and died upon the calendar with ‘the ad-
verse report against it at the expiration of the 49th Congress,
as well as I remember. .

Q. By Mr. Vann—What was the dominant political senti-
ment in the Senate and in the House of the 49th Congyress?

Mr. Dougherty—1In the House it was Democratic by 30 odd
majority; in the Senate it was Republican; can not state ex-
actly what the majority was, but it was five or six according
t0 my recollection.

Q. By Mr. Vann—What was the politics of Senator Jones
of Arkansag ? ]

Mr. Dougherty—He was a Democrat. _

Q. By Mr. Yancey—How many Democr.ats and how ‘many
Republicans composed the Senate Committee on Claims at
this time? . .

Mr. Dougherty—I do not remember the number of the '

committee ; the majority of the committee was Republican.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Is it not a fact that there was a strong
prejudice at that time among the Republican members of the
Senate against any appropriation bill passed by a House con-
sisting of a majority of Southern Democrats? :

Mr. Dougherty—Not that I know of—the Senate is a much
more liberal body in the matter of appropriations than the
House. This Indian War Claim is the only measure appro-
priating money for the relief of a State where the State has
incurred expenses on behalf of the Government that I have
ever known to pass the House and be defeated in the Senate.

“The same Congress, or the subsequent one, I forget now -

whieh, paid the State of Texas about a million dollars, which

expenditure the State of Texas had sustained for purposes al-

ceeded with his narrative statement.) * As soon as I found .
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most indentical with the purposes of the expenditure of this:

money by the State of Florida, as T was informed.

Q. By Mr. Yancey— W hat, committee reported the bill to
pay the State of Texas this million dollars, and was the report
of the committee adverse or favorable ?

Mr. Dougherty—When the money was paid the State of

Texas it was paid in a general appropriation bill and came
from the Committee on Appropriations. -

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Then there was no adverse report.
against such payment of the claims as to the State of Texas?

Mr. Dougherty—None that T know of.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Do you think it was possible, consid-
sidering the political complexion of both Houses of Congress.
at this time, and the fact, if it is a fact, that this matter had
been previously on several occasions adversely reported to-

“the Senate, to pass that bill in the teeth of the adverse report.
made at that session ?

“Mr. Dougherty—1I am not aware that, up to the time that. -

Senator Jones made his adverse report, that the matter had:
ever been adversely reported. A report had been made to-
pay the State $92,000, but as a matter of opinion, I believe
that had the matter been presented as it might have been.
dorg to the committee, the report would not have been ad-
verse, but I donot believe that the bill could have beem
Passed at that session of Congress over the report of that com-
mittee. I base my opinion as to the procuring of a favorable
report, upon the fact that since Senator Pasco has been in the-
Senate, he has been authorized by the Committee on Claims.to-
favorably report to the Senate a bill almost if not quite iden-.
tical in its terms and provisions with the one adversely re--
ported. I do not think the political complexion of the Senate-
had or would have any bearing upon this case. '

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Is it not a fact that the Senate com--
mittee had on different occasions prior to this time, reported:
adversely on this claim as far as the interest of the claim by
the State of Florida was concerned ? .

Mr. Dougherty—-The Senate committée had reported i
favor of not claiming any interest on the part of the govern-
ment on the hypothecated bonds of the State, and unfavora-
ble on these groundsto allowing interest to the State.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—The report of the Committee om.
Claims of the Senate made by Senator Jones of Arkansas, on
the bill introduced by yourself in and passed by the House
was adverse both asto principal and interest, was it not?

Mr. Dougherty—As I read the report of Senator Jones of
Arkansas, he denies the liability of the government at all,
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‘ ‘we i the
upon the grounds that these troops, who _w:reofpagll:’(la lgnited
red into the servic ,
¢, had not been mustered into f
g::’:e; and had not been called for by the Pr emdfa_n.t. ;It‘}:z
iews of the minority, Mr. Whitthorn’s took the pobmor} o
Zhe Governor being on the ground was the best judge o Lhe
emergencies of the case.  The report of Senator Jones 18 ¢

_ yerse both as to principal and interest of the claim.

Q. By Mr. Borden—What is the political complixionthzi
the( committee, of which Senator Pasco is 1(:110wha.tme§; nggl'é that
‘ : X 't you refer to, and what ¢ y

de the favorable report you re s t f
];f; had ocevrred in that committee up tg that time and sub
0 rmer rable report? )

t to the former unfavorab . .
Se('lV]i:nDougherty——As T understand the matter, Senator Pa}slc(;
‘uéce;aded Mr. Whitthorn as a member of that cf)m_mltteg, iha.t
;s the only change that I am aware of, the -majority o a

mmittee is still Republican. y . ]
GOQ, ;3; M. Atkinsgn——Did you request Senator Call to ap
peé;r. with you before that committee ?
.. Dougherty—I did. o e
%\j}h By Mgl At)lzinson——What reason did he assign for fa_ll
. r. A
ing or refusing to attend? . .
ng Dougherty—I cannot now remember, I simply szu&1 t.o
him as I have before stated, that on to-mogloyv mo:nu:}%nsﬁg ?- .
i ; ittee on Claims to
1d be a meeting of the Commi
z‘l’n(:a“Florida case, would he be present, I connot now say wt}}:iaté
his answer was. I will state that Senator Call was at tha
time busy at his desk. 1 do not pretend now to 1quote my-
gelf verbatim, but this is tne gist of what I said to 11%. that
- Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Was Senator Call ill the day
mmittee met? ) : ]
l-’h%\5[1(-:ODougherty——I cannot say, he was in the Senate cham
r the committee adjourned. )
bebwl]gen Mr. Calhoun—State whether or not while that
conl;nittyee was in session on this pa.rtlcl',lula}.:' morning t;thsa‘ta;n grt?)l; :
e inior to whether or no
refer to, you were iniormed as - : .
l(falllwa.; Sc,)ccupied in the Senate upon matters of lm}?mtance,
which 1night have prevented his attendance upon that com-
- 0 ' .
mllt\rtlf'e i)ougherty—— While [ was before that committee t{le
Senat.e was not in session, the committee meeting wgas m' (;; \fa
morning and adjourned when the Senate was calle .tg order.
Q. By Mr. Yancey—Is it usunal or customary for Senators
o 'u.'gue matters coming before committees of vs.rhlch they are ‘
members ? . - )
nog\/[r Dougherty—I am unable to say what the custom is.
~ But I have heard Senators present cases to committees of the
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Senate of which they were not members and argue the same.
It was not an unfrequent occurrence for Senators to appear
before the Committee of Claims of the House of which I was
amember. As also before the Committee on Pensions. (Mr.
Dougherty here resumes his narative statement). As I have
said, my recollection is that the bill which passed the
House of Representatives died upon the Senate calendar with
the adverse report against it. In the next Congress an identi-
cal bill with one or two verbal changes only, that is in the
90th Congress, was introduced in the House by Represen-
tative Davidson or myself, I forget now which, and went to
the Committee on Claims of which I was still a member.
That committee made asomewhat fuller report than the first one.
This report, No. 867, made by myself February 9, 1388, again
reccommended the passage of the bill. The bill failed of con-
sideration by the House aceording to my recollection. Bat
an offer was made in the Senate to put the settlement of the
claim in the general appropriation bill. That is to include it
in what is known as the «Deficiency Bill” Which was a
general appropriation bill in the 51st Congress. The Chair-
man of the Commi:tee in the House made the point of order
against that item that it had not been audited by the Comp-
troller. The point was sustained and the House upon 1%
struck out the amendment. The hill was then referred to the
Committee on Claims. This was in the 5ist Congress. T do
not know that anything more was done with this claim until
about Feb. 17, 1891, when happening to be in Washington I
asked Mr. Davidson what the condition of the Indian War
Claim was.  He told me what had been done in the House.
T asked him if he knew why it was that the bill was still in
the hands of the Committee ou Claims. He said that he did
not know how it counld be gotten out, or words to that effect;
that General Bullock had been sick and absent. Two or
three days after this conversation with Col. Davidson, I again
met the State Agent, Mr, S. 1. Wailes, and repeated to him
about what Col. Davidson had said to me. He asked me if I
knew any way to get the bill out of the committee, that if
1t remained there it might handicap the measure in
the next Congress. He asked me if I would not go before
the committee and see if I could not get the bill out and back into
the House. T told him that I would try. The next day I
went into the House ; went to Mr. Laidlaw, Chairman of the
Committee on Claims, and asked him if he would make a re-
quest of the committee that I have a few minutes before it,
with reference to the Florida Indian War Claim. He said
that the committee would have its last meeting that morning,
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and that it would be to take up unfinished business. I rfptl}f-
sented to him that this was a matter, in my Judgment,tod Wg
greatest importance to the State of Florida. Ye wen foth

in the committee room with me and made a request (()1 he
committee to allow me to make a statement. 1 sta.t'sﬁ t 3
facts as concisely as I could, with reference to the bl1 H an :
the committee asked me to write a report which wou 'lp_u

the matter back into the House without prejudice to the claim

of the State. I sat dowr at a table in the committee room, -

looked over the Journal and found exa.(.;t,ly how the claim hid
gotten back into the Committee on Claims, then I wrote the

following report: .
CLAIMS OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA.

February 17, 1891, committed to the committee of th.e whole
House on the State of the Union and ordered to be p}'mted.
Mr. Laidlaw, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the _
following report, (to accompany H. R. 9347). bill
The Committee on Claims to whom was referred the bi
(H. R. 9847) for relief of the State of Florida, submit th(?f
following report: A bill to pay the claim of the Stat?r h?
Florida, passed the House during the 49th Congress. o lsl,
committee reported favorably a similar bill during the b’_c“,
Congress. During a session of the present Congress the hl
was transferred from the Committee on Appropriations to this
committee, the point being made that the claim had not been
audited by the Comptroller. Therefore your committee rec-
ommend that the subject matter be ‘1'efer1'ed to the Secretarj-r
of the Treasury to be further audited by the Compt}-ollf;ll,
and the result reported to t}]}lg 11)15;(1: Congress. This is the
8 er had to do with this .
1abf’1}hzvl‘eport above set out and referred to, No. 3830, 51st
Congress, second session, is here introduced in evidence filed
and marked exhibit « A,” filed in office of Secretary of State).

Q. By Yancey—Toward the close of the 49th Congress did
not Senator Call make a motion to take up the adverse report
of the Committee on Claims on M1. Dougherty’s bill-and was
prevented from doing so by objections being made by Senator _
Cockrell of Missouri, on the ground that the bill had been
twice adversely reported to the Senate? .

Mr. Dougherty—1I cannot be exact as to the time.. Senator
Call did make such a motion and the consideration of the
matter was objected to. I cannot be positive by whom but
think it was Senator Crockrell. But I have not so understood
the matter that the reasons for the objection were that the
claim had been twice reported unfavorably, because 1 am pot

N
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:aware of any report of this nature except that made by Sen-
ator Jones of Arkansas. The other reports of which I have
-any knowledge were adverse in this only, that they report a
much smaller amount than that now found by the accounting
‘officers to be due the State. I will state further that the re-

port to pay the State $92.000 was one made from the commit-

‘tee of which Senator Cockrell was a member. :

The further taking of testimony and -deliberations of the
-committee was here adjourned to 3:30 P. M. May 12.

The committee met at 3:30 P. M. this May 12th, pursuant
to adjournment yesterday. Present: Mr. Calhoun, chairman,
Messrs. Atkinson, Clark, Vann, Borden and Yancey, and the
following proceedings are now had: -

Hon. Chas. Dougherty here present and further testifies as
follows :

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—In your examination of yesterday you

were asked what steps you had taken after becoming a mem- -

ber of Congress in relation to the settlement of the Indian
War Claims of the State of Florida, and whether or not when
you took your seat you found a Senate bill pending on-this
subject ; now please state what disposition was made of the
Senate bill referred to, and state if you have refreshed your
‘memory as to whose bill it was?

Mr. Dougherty—My recollection is that T did not know pos-
itively as to who introduced the bill. Senator Jones, I think,
-and I do not remember exactly what disposition the Senate
made of the bill. But I remember some correspondence in
-connection with that bill stating that the amount carried was
not sufficient to pay the claim. My recollection is that the
-amount sought to be appropriated by that bill was $92,000. I
speak now from memory, that the bill was either allowed to
-die from non-action by the Senate or was postponed, but my

memory is not clear as to the exact disposition of this bill. I -

‘will state further that when I took my seat in the House of
Representatives there was no bill with reference to this mat-
" ter pending in the House. )

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Who was your colleague in the House
at this time?

Mr. Dougherty—The Hon. R. H. M. Davidson. -

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—If there was no bill pending in the
- House when you took your seat, state what action, if any, had
ever been taken in the House prior to the introduction of your

_ bill by any of the members of the House from the State of

Florida in relation to the Indian War Claim?
Mr. Dougherty—I had been informed that one Mr. Haw-
kins, 2 member of Congress from this State about the time of
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-the breaking out of the war, had brought this matter to the
-attention of the House, but I did not go back as far as that to
ook up the record. The only thing that I found on record as
far as any action on the part of the House was concerned was
the resolution calling upon the Secretary of War for a state-
ment of the claim of the State. There was no record for eight
years prior to my taking my seat to show that the matter had
“been before the House in the shape of a bill making an ap-
propriation to pay the claim. _ )

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Then I understand that prior to your

* :taking your seat neither Senator Jones nor Mr. Davidson had

“taken any further action in relation to the Indian War Claims

- of the State of Florida other than the introduction of the bill

“in the Senate, introduced as you suppose by Senator Jones, as
-far as you know ? :
Mr. Dougherty—No, sir, not to - my knowledge, except the
bill in the Senate and the resolution in the House. 7
" Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Who was Governor of the State of
Florida when you first became a member of Congress from
-that State?
Mr. Dougherty—Governor E. A. Perry.
Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Who was Governor of the State of
Florida before Governor Perry? g
Mr. Dougherty—Governor W. D. Bloxham.
Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Did you upon becoming a member of
-Congress confer with Senator Jones in relation to his bill pend-
ing in the Senate looking to the settlement of the Indian War
- Claims of the State of Florida ? -
Mr. Dougherty—DNo, sir.
Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Then if you knew that Senator Jones,
-the senior member of the Senate of the State of Florida had

- a bill pending in the Senate at that time relative to the settle-

ment of the Indian War Claims ot the State of Florida, why
did you not confer with him on that subject, and do I under-
stand you to say that your bill in the House was introduced
“independent of Senator Jones’ bill'in the Senate and without
- conference with him on that subject ? ,
Mr. Dougherty—The bill which Senator Jones had intro- -
duced was well understood to be practically dead. I under-
took to have a consultation with Senator Jones about the mat-
ter of these War Claims, but he would not discuss it with me,
.- At the time I went to Congress the bill introduced by Senator
Jones, or the Senate bill, I do not state positively that it was
introduced by him, was practically a dead letter. It had died
as T have stated, either through non-action upon it by the

:Senate or by postponement. The visit I made to Senator . -
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Jones for the purpose of talking with him in reference to these
‘War Claims were made before Congress met in December,
18%5.  After the meeting of Congress in December, 1885,
I never saw Senator Jones.

Q. By Mr. Calhoun—Do you know whether or not prior to
your becoming a member of Coegress from the State of Flor-
ida Governor Bloxham had written to Senator Jones advising
him in the interest of the State not to accept or permit a set-
tlement on behalf of the State on the basis of $92,000 .in
cash ? T

My. Dougherty—TI do know that Governor Bloxham at rome
time—but from memory I cannot give the exact date—did
write, to Senator Jones to that effect, becanse I found a copy
of such correspondence in the Congressional Record relating
to the case.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—In answer to question 23, propounded
by myself, 4 part of your answer is to this effect; ¢ This In-
dian War Claim as a measure appropriating money for the re-
lief of a State where the State has incurred expenses on be-
half of the government is the only one I have ever known to
pass the House and be defeated in the Senate.” Will you
state to the committee what has been the extent of your
search of the past records of Congress upon which you base
this enswer? '

Mr. Dougherty—When the claim was discussed in the Com-
mittee on Claims I was directed by that committee to prepare
a report. Ilooked np as far as I was able all of the acts of
Congress making appropriations in cases which I considered
parallel. I also looked up the records as far as I was able to
inform myself as to what proceedings would be proper to get

the bill in as good a shape as possible before the House.  I.

made ag careful a search as I could make in four or five weeks,
and found no instance parallel with this, where favorable act-
ion upon the part of the House had been defeated in the Sen-
ate. 1 asked Messrs. Holman of Indiana, Kelley of Pennsyl-
vania, Randall of Pennsylvania and Buckhannan of
New Jersey if they knew of any authorities or
precedents adverse to my case. If they did I would
" like to examine them. They told me that they knew
of none. I will state further in answer to Senator Yancey,
that the report made by wyself from the Committee on
Claims, gives all the authorities that I could find bearing: upon
cases parallel with this, and it will be noted that of all the au-
thorities cited in the way of acts of Congress to pay State’s
claims identical with this, that they all originated in the House
of Representatives and were agreed to in the Senate.

737

Q. By Mr. Yancey—I will ask you to state what are the
points of similarity between the bill reimbursing the State of
Texas particularly, and the bill covering the case of the State:
of Florida, introduced by yourself? ’

Mr. Dougherty—I did not examine closely the Texas bill,
but was informed by a member of the Committee on Appro--
priztions that it was a bill to reimburse the State of Texas for
moneys expended by her in behalf of the government of the:
United States.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Do you remember the period of time
elapsing between the expenditure on the part of the State of
Texas and the passage of the bill reimbursing the State?

Mr. Dougherty—I do not, sir. I will state that the im-
pression made upon me at that time was that the expenditure
incuwrred by the State of Texas was of much more recent date
than those made by the State of Florida in this present
matter. )

. Q. By Mr. Yancey—Will you state, if “yon know the facts,
if the claim of the State of Texas arose from payments by that

* State to its own troops in suppressing Indian war hostilities ?

Mr. Dougherty—I do not know, sir.

Q. By Myr. Yancey—Then the only thing that you can
state positively in regard to the similarity of the two claims,
that of the State of Ilorida and the State of Texas, is upon
information given you by the member of the committee to
whom you have alluded ?

Mr. Dougherty—No, sir. I heard the reading of the amend- -
ment, and without undertaking to quote the same, distinctly
remember that the gist of the amendment was that an appro-
priation was made to reimburse the State of Texas for moneys
expended by her in behalf of the United States. The infor-
mation which I received from the member of the Committee
on Appropriations was from Mr. Sayers of Texas, which was
to the effect that the case of his State was very similar to that
of ‘the State of Florida. '

Q). By Mr. Yancey—Do you remember any of the particu-
lars of the claim of the State of Texas?

Mr. Dougherty—Only as far as T have above stated. I will -
state further that this Texas case came.up, according to my
recollection, after my bill which passed the Honse and was
defeated in the Senate.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—I understand you to have said on yes-
terday that the bill to reimburse the State of Texas passed
the same Congress of which yours had passed the House. T
now ask you if you can produce the record which could throw

" 478 '



y

o

738
any light upcn ‘the matter involved in the question just pro-
pounded as to the similarity betweed the two bills ? '
Mr. Dougherty—I have no such records in my possession.
The records of the 49th and 50th Congress would furnish such
light. I will now state as at the beginning that as to dates,
speaking from memory, T eannot be positive, but do make the
positive statement that the money was appropriated to pay
the State of Texax in an appropriation bill, as T have above
stated. ;
Q. By Mr. Vann—Was Mr. Jones of Arkansas a member

bl

of the Nenate Committee on Claims from which My, Pasco got”

hix last favorable report ® »
Mr.sDougherty—I cannot be positive, but think he is still a
member of that committee and was at that time. '
Q. By Mr. Vann—How long hax it been since your offiéial
connection with the House of Representatives terminated ? -
Mr. Dougherty—The 4th of March, 1889, _
Q. By Mr. Vann—Do you know whether a bill similar to
thix has psssed the House ~ince you left 7
Mr. Dougherty—I do not, sir. The bill was in the com-
mittee until I got it out last February. o
Q. By Mr. Vann—Do yon know whether Gouvernor Blox-
ham, when he wasx chief executive of the State, ever approved
of accepting $92,000 for the Indian War Claims? '
Mr. Dougherty—I know mnothing of the attitude of Gov-
ernor Bloxham towards this matter officially, except the letter
from him suggesting that the $92,000 be uot accepted. o
The further deliberation of the committee and the taking of
testimony in this ease was here adjowrned to 8:30 1. M., May
13th. ]
Now on this May 14th, pursuant to adjournment this com-
mittee met at 3:30 P. M.; present Mr. Calhoun, Chairman;
Messrs. Yancey, Vaun, Mann, Atkinson and Clark, when _the
following proceedings were had : ‘
senator Call heve present being duly sworn testifies as fol-
lows : )
Q. By Mr. Yancey—Will you please state to the committée
in narrative form what has been yon connection with the

claim of the State of Florida known as the Indian War Claim”

since you have been U. 5. Nenator ?

Mr. Call—When I went to the Senate, T think it was March

or ‘April, 1879, Mr. Jones was my colleague, had been there

for four years, I foond Mr. Jones in charge of the Il_ldf?iﬁ“
War Claim of the State of Florida ; he wax an intimate friend
snd acquaintaice of Mr. Wailes and all the connection T had-

with the matter was to support whatever action Senator Jones
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or the committee to whom it was referred reported. Senator
Jones had first introduced a resolution asking for a statement
by the War Department of the amount of these expenses and
also to obtain from the State of Florida such evidence of
payments as they could obtain in the shape of vouchers and
other matters, and in pursnance of that resolution and investi-
gation by the War Department a report was made upon a
letter from the Secretary of War. I do not remember
exactly, but think this was about 1882; but all these things
will appear in the Record and in the letter of the Secretary
of War referred to, this matter was referred to the Commit-

tee on Military Affairs, and on the 16th of February, 1883,

as it appears from the Record, Mr. Hampton, from the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, submitted a report recommending

the passage of Senate bill No. 2098 with amendments. That

* bill, or the report of the committee rather, reported the bal-

ance of the claim made by the State at $442,265, after credit-
ing the interest and the principal on the bonds of the State of
Florida $132,000, held by the trustee of the Indian trust fund,

+ principal and interest amounting to $327,790.  They, re-

ported therefore the balance of the State claini at that date at

$442,268.54. On the 16th of February, 1883, the comniittee _

amended the bill in accordance with their views, recommend-
ing the payment to the State of Florida of $92,648 as full
payment to the State of all the Indian War Claims, that be-
ing the difference after deducting the sum due to the Indian
trust fund without interest from the amount claimed by the
State $224,648 without interest, they further recommended
the delivery to the State of all the bonds and coupons held by
the State by the trustee of the Indian trust fund, that bill
was placed upon the calendar of the Senate and when called
up Senator Jones asked that it be passed over informally,
stating that he had received a telegram from Governor
Bloxham (Exhibi¢ C, on file in the office of the Secretary of
State), requesting that the bLill should be passed over until
he could be heard from ; subsequently Senator Jones ex-

‘hibited to me the following letter which he said he had received

from Governor Bloxham and which bore his signivture :

Exsovrrve ()FFu‘.:]«:, -
Tarvanasser, Fra., April 11, 1884,

Drar JoNEs—Your favor of the 7th has been received and
considered. After advising with many members of our State
government I sent the telegram about the Indian War Claim.
Now my dear Senator I will give you our reasons accordin
to ‘the settlement proposed in the Hampton report. The
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State would receive the difference between the $224 000
allowed by the Secretary of War and of the $132,000 of owr
bonds held by the Indian trust fund or $92,000 in cash and

1073 b
our 132 bonds. Governor Drew made a contract with Mr. -

Wailes to allow him 15 per cent. upon the money we received
but Mr. Wailes claims the 15 per cent. on the money and on
the $132,000 bonds and on the interest due on those bonds or
the coupons representing said interest. When in Jacksonvllle
~last February‘Mr. Wailes and myself called upon Governor
Drew and he Interpreted the contract as Mr. Wailes did : now
take 4’?132,000 in bonds interest you see at once ,after
deducting his commission from the cash we receive, there

would be but an insignificant sum to turn into the treasuver.

It wou?d be too sn_lall to be satisfactory ; T think it had better
go over than practically for all we receive in cash to o in the
shape of commissions. -

[Signed.] W. D. Broxman.
To Hon. C. W. Jones, United States Senate.

(Exhibit D, on file in the office of the Secretary of State.)

U.nder that letter from the (fovernor Senator J <;11es
dechned’to take any further action in the matter and the bill
Vended with the expiration of the session. Senator Jones re-
mained in Congress in charge of this bill ; all communications .
from the State authorities here directed to him alone and not
to me. _In December, 1885, I believe it was, Senator Jones
left the Senate and returned no more. The subsequent  his-
tory of the bill, or the claim rather, will show that bills we;e
introduced and pending in Congress for the settlement of this
claim continuously withoutan y change in the action of the Com-
mittee on Military Affaivs, which, as will be seen by the Record,

had adversely reported against charging interest on the claim -

against the State and against allowing interest on the State’s

claim against the Government. T read from Hampton’s re- .

port, Senate report No. 995, 47th Congress, second i
February 16th, 1383. 1In the 40th Congrgess, if T am ni(zsiln(;ls]-,
taken, Mr. Dougherty introduced a bill for interest on the
$224,000, together with a small claim from 1849, which was
passed by the House and which allowed the State interest
upon the‘ amount ot her claim, that is $224,000. That bill came
to the Senate, Governor Perry and M. Dougherty came
upon the floor of the Senate and urged its passage; Governor
Perry particularly spent some time in Washington and at his
request, I introduced him to different Senators. for the pur-
pose of enabling him to lay the matter before them and, at his
and Mr. Dougherty’s request I moved the reference of the
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bill to the Committee on Claims instead of Military Affairs;

I have a very distinct recollection of either one

or both of them requesting me to go to the Chair-
man on Claims and ask him to refer the bill to Senatur

Jones of Arkansas, as a sub-committee of the Senate. T went -

to Senator Spooner and he agreed to make this reference of
the bill and it was so referred to Senator Jones of Arkansas.
I had frequent conferences with Senators and with Senator
Jones on the bill and when informed by him that he had formed
his opinion adverse to the bill and proposed to report it ad-
versely both as to principal and interest, I urged upon him not
to do so, but that if he could go no furth®er, at least adopt the
previous report of the Committee on Military Affairs and leave
the question open for the Senate. This he, however, declined
to do and made the adverse report, which is found in the re-
cord, only one member of the commitee, Senator Whitthorn,
dissenting. T tried to have this adverse report taken up for
consideration in deference to the wishes of the Governor and
Mr. Dougherty, and at the solicitation of Mr. F. John Ellis,
an ex-member of Congress, and 2 number of other influential
persons who were interested as lobbyists in the contract with

~ Mr. Wailes for a fee, as I was informed, but it was im-

possible for me to obtain any consideration of the bill after its
adverse report by the committee with but one dissenting mem-
ber. At a subsequent session, Mr. Pasco had been elected to
the Senate—this was the 50th Congress, I think—and being a
member of the Committee on Claims, obtained a favorable re-
port on the bill, substantially in all respects the same as thag
previously passed by the IHounse and adversely reported in the
Senate, and upon this favorable report of Mr. Pasco, the bill,
‘with an amendment, was placed upon the general deficiency.
bill of March 2, 1889, providing for the payment of the sum
due the State with interest. This amendment was offered by
Senator Pasco and advocated in a speech before the. Senate,
which will be found in the record, and also by a speech made
by myself which will in like manner be found in the recorq,
and passed the Senate, but was stricken out in the disagreeing
votes of the House and Senate, and the following clause in-
serted in its place : <« That the Secretary of the Treasury be
and he is hereby authorized and divected to examine the claim of

. the State of Florida, reported in the letter of the Secretary of

War, dated May 22, 1882, and under previous aets of Congress
and to make a report upon the same to the next regular ses-
sion of Congiess, and in connection therewith to report the
amount of all claims in favor of the general government
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agamst the State of Florida, and in said report to state
the account between the general government and the State
of Florida,” which requires a° statement of  account
- and audit, and report to Congress of the amount required to
be appropriated for the settlement of this claini,  In the
Hlst, Congress in a general appropriation bill, T think, the de-
ficiency hill, Senator Pasco and myself "again endeavored to

get a favorable consideration of the amendment appropriating

nmioney for the paytient of this elain, hut owing to the length

of time consumed in the discussion of the force hill and the -

great aceumulation of husinessin the Committee on Appropria-
.tions, in the passage of*the great appropriation hills for the sup-

port of the government, the time was too short to obtain con-

sideration for it. The only time the bill for principal and in-
terest has ever been favorably considered in the Senate and
an appropriation made for its pavment, was when Senator
Pasco and myself obtained the amendment referred to and
succeeded in obtaining favorable consideration for it, the Sen-
ate had upon several previous oceasions, as will be shown by
the record, reported in effect, adversely to .the State’s claim
for interest; the claim had been pending, as stated by Mr.
Pasco, and evidenced by the records of Congress from ’56 to
the present date without any favorable action with respect - to
the interest except that referred to. Mr. Yulee and Mzr.
Mallory before the war were in Congress during the inception
of this claim, and afterwards several other Senators, including-
Senator Jones, and no favorable action was ever had by the
Senate with respect to the interest of the claim, except the
single occasion when Senator Pasco and myself haw it placed
upon an appropriation bill. Tt now stands in a favorable
position for passage by the Senate, and if passed by the Sen-
ate, in all probability it will pass the House. The only ad-
verse report in toto as to principal and interest of the Indian
war claims of the State of Florida, was the report. made by
Senator Jones of Avkansas referred to. These statenments are
made from the records and various reports and data I have
before me and they conform to my own recollection of the
facts and the order of proceedings in relation to this eclaim
since | have been in Congress.

The further deliberations of the committee and the taking
of testimony in this matter was here adjoarned to 3:30 P. M.,
May 15th. ‘

Committee met at 3:30 P. M. this May 15th, pursnant to
yesterday’s adjournment. Present My Yancey ‘in the chair,
Messrs. Clark, Borden, Vann and Atkinzon, when the fullow-
ing proceedings were had:
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... Mr. Dougherty being recalled, testifies as follows: o
o Q. By My. Borden—Did your co‘llg‘aagu_e in :the .House a_h.bl‘bg
"you in the collection of this. claim while yon were in Congress?
" . Mr. Dougherty—He did, sir. ) : -
... Q. By Mr. Borden—Please state in what way ?

© Mr. Dougherty—He cited me to the resolution which I
found in the Congressional Record, argued the case with me

on the floor of the House whenever the matter was up for con-
.ont, .

mderation and gave me every assistance that he was called

upon to render. ) ) . :
Q. By Mr. Borden—Did Mr. Davidson aid you before the
Senate committee in the way of argument?

Mr. Dougherty—He did not, sir, but I will state that he

.was not requested to do so. He said that if I presented it to

. the Senate committee as it had been presented to the House,

that that would be suflicient, and he considered his assistance:

~would be unnecessarv.

Q). By Mr. Borden—In answer to 'question No. 5, page 3’,.
in your testimony of the 11th, you say that he (speaking of

" Senator Call) gave you no more encouragement or information

than you had received from Col. Davidson. 1id these gentle-
men " show any disposition not to aid you in attempting to
collect this claim ? :

‘Mr. Dougherty—They did not.

I desire to state here, Mr. Chairman, that I hold in my

“hand a memorandum taken from the records which I desire

to submit as follows: On June 9, 1886, in the Congressional

. Record, page 5657, the bhill to pay the 92,000 odd dollars

passed the Senate, and Mr. Call asked that the vote be recon-
sidered. The reconsideration upon that motion was qbtamed
and that bill died on the calendar. In my former testimony I

stated that my spemory was not clear as to what disposition

had been made of that bill, whether it had been postponed or-
had died upon the calendar, and find t.;hat,_ it died, as above
stated. On January 29, 1886, Mr. Qall 1nt1:0duced, at t.he re-
quest of Governor Perry, a copy of my bill then pe_ndlpg mn
the  House and had it referred to the Comunittee on Military
Affairs.  On the 20th of Janunary, 18%7, the House bill went to.
the Senate, page 1204, record 49th Conglre‘ss, second session,
and was referred to the Committee on Claims. The adverse
report made by Senator .Jones of Arkansas, upon the House:
bill, was made to the House Febrnary 26, 13.87. _

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Mr. Dougherty,_ will you state what
was his reason for having the vote by which the bill to pay the-
§92,000 passed by the Senate reconsidered?

Mr. Dougherty—The reason was that the Lill providing for-
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a settlement with interest (my bill). was pending in the House.

It was a proper motion to make, because it was the only
method of retaining the bill in the Senate while my bill was
pending in the House.” The object of the motion was to pre-
vent the Senate bill coming in conflict with the bill in the
House. :

Senator Call here present, further testifies as follows:

It is not the custom in the Senate for Senators to appear
before committees and discuss the merits of bills pending be-
fore the committee. [ have never known of a single instance
except the case of river and harbor bills which are composed
of a multitude of items in reference to which special informa-
tion is possessed by the Senators from different States, where
Senators have appeared before committees to engage in the
formal discussion of bills pending before them. T recollect
but a single instance in my whole experience of twelve years
where T have been permitted to appear before a committee of
the Senate to make suggestions and discuss the merits of a
bill pending before them. I mean committees of which I was
not a member. '

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Does the fact that a Senator is a mem-
ber of a committee before which a bill is pending give him
superior opportunities and advantages in securing a favorable
report upon the bill? ]

Myr. Call—Very great advantages, and this is especially true
of the Committee on Claims, and where claims from different
States are pending a favorable consideration may be obtained
from one Senator of a claim from his State by according the
same consideration for a claim of his State. There is neces-
sarily a reciprocity in these matters which conciliates members
towards each other.

Q. By Mr. Yancey—Do you think the fact that this bilt
—alluded to by us as the Dougherty bill—has first passed and
come from a Democratic House, being a Southern claim, to a.
Republican Senate was in any way prejudicial to the hill in
the Republican Senate?

Mr. Call—I have always thought that this was fatal to the
bill for several reasons, first because the House—a large ma-
jority of it—wag from the ex-Confederate States, that is the
Democrats, and for that reason it was a matter of party policy
to discredit Southern claims that had passed the Iouse, sec-
ondly beeause the Committee on Military Affairs, to which the
bill had been referred under the management of Senator
Jones and Senator Hampton had, on several ocecasions taken
unfavorable action on the bill so far as the interest was con-
cerned, and upon several other oceasions the matter had been
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Prought to the Senate in an attempt to put it upon an :;5)1[1)):1)-;
priation bill,-and both Democratic fmd Republican n; mbers
of the Senate weré therefore co_mmltted to some exten o g
position to this feature of the bill—I vefer to the .mt,elt% %
the claim ; and for these reasons I was of the .opmg).n hat 1t
was a fatally unwise proceeding to rush the bill ¢ 101;gr one
House where the oontrolling_pohtwal power was largély
posed of members from the Southern States. ' .

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Did any other bill approp! {at.gntb
money which had passed the House, pass the Senate durng
that session ¥ - : .

Mr- Call—I cannot speak from memory, perhaps tvhe’le. :;2:
such bills as appropriated money for the gn-dma.ry 'ezfng ses
of the government, and not only appyopl-)atmg-mgn?y Lo
penses for the government, bat c¢laims pn_the tleasmyy.h_c‘il a
Ders of bills passed the Senate appropriating money N ic] o
come from the House, but T know of no bﬂl» lappxopr;? a,%
money for any Southern State on accoup_t of bau :Jin c:-"zak
claim, which passed the Senate at that session, but I sp
from memory entirely. . ' 1

-Q. By Mr. Yancey—Have you any re_c()_llectlon or l}n((vlsgv -
edge of a bill passing that Congress similar to th; 1nul.an
War Claim bill of Florida appropriating a million of dollars
40 pay a claim of the State of Texas? . ]

Mr. Call—No, sir, there was no such bill. _[ am very confi-
dent no bill that bore any resemblance to this. T am very con-
fident that there never was any such bill, either then or at
any previous time. ‘ )

TQ? By Mr. Yancey—Do you remember of any _ bill pasa;)‘ig
the Senate during the C"ongress.w]nch had 1'ep(31;t‘ed' ifnf or‘a; y
on the Dongherty bill, reimbursing the State -«_)_)t f'exas for ex-
penditures made on Dbehalf of the government : ‘

M. Call——I am very confident there was no such bill passf'ed
the Senate which bore any resemblance whatever to f,he (-13'13111
of the State of Florida. My remembrance (:t‘ the bill whil(. h
passed the Senate to reimburse the State of Texas was t at-
it was a claim on the part of the Sta e accriung since the walf
for reimbursement of expenses 111(;111'}-ed m the suppression .n
Indian hostilities and Mexican raids for troops 1'egulallly
authorized and regularly mustered into the service by }’:13
Tnited States, and if that were not so, a claim, which ha
not only been favorably considered .and reported from \;113
‘War Department, but had also been favorably (‘:on.sudered an
reported from both Houses of Congress, and which was a meas-
are without objection. :
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Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Io you consider the bill known A8
“the ])nghel'ty bill, was prejudiced.from: the fact that it.was
an anti-bellum claim of the State of Florida ? e

Mr. Call—] do, the longer a claim  remains- without tavora-

_-ble.considemt,i(m, the old ! -

obtaining its passage. The additional reason is that one of the-
moxt formiable objections to the 'Doughort.y_ bill in the Senate
it had Previously heen considered was probably that the State-
had seceeded from the Union and- deprived the United States.

-of the power of paying and .\-et't.]ing the claim by her own vol-

untary act.  That certainly was, so far as the interest was.
concerned, a ground of objection to it. This was the more

forcible from the fact that there was then ‘and now pending
before the Congress of the United States, claims for large-
amounts of money for interest due to the loyal States, as th ey
are called, for money expended in the suppression of the civil
war, which ‘expenditures were made under the direct
anthority and act of Congress with the pledge for its re-pay-
ment to the States expending this money, and it is evident
that, until this money was refunded, until this interest was.
paid to the loyal States under this act of Congress, membere.
of Congress from the Northern States would not favorably
consider ‘the claim for interest from one of the seceding:
States for an anti-war debt or claim. - For these reasons it was,.
and is now, my opinion that the fact that the claim was an
- anti-war claim was to some extent prejudicial to it.
"+ Q. By Mr. Borden—Do you know what action had beem
taken upon the part of the “State of Florida to collect this

claim prior to the civil way *

Mr. Call—I. have examined the recofts. My present recol-
lection is that there was a resolution introduced either by Mr.
Yules or Mr. Mallory, for the settlement of the claim, and I
think' a considerable.amount of money was appropriated by
Congress for the payment of a portion of it. I think this was
about the year 1860, Just before the war, but that was not for
interest, but on an account stated in relation to the hasis of
the claim. (See Senator Jones’ report).

The further deliberation of the committee and the taking-
of testimony was here adjourned to 3:30 P, M., May 16th,

- Committee met at 3:30 P, M., May 16th, when the following
proceedings were had. Present, M. Yancey, in the chair,
Messrs. Atkinson, Clark and Borden :

Senator Call, here present, further tesiifies aa follows:

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Do you know-of any instance when
an appropriation for the relief of a State which had pagssed

j ) in the Senate.
er It 15, the greater the. difficulty. in_ " why it should not be objected to in the
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‘ - ‘ Sen: this bill for the
the House had failed-in the - Senate e_\uep't t,hnlg blll 0 .
State of Florida? ‘ - o -

" Mr. Call—T have no remembrance of an%:hsu;lilb 1l,)(l)l11';);_11"16(“)“
o Y . er o
have no doubt there are thousands of them. e
‘the f of it. "The
i '€aso the face of it. “The
3 on as unreasonable upon 't > face g
t‘héozlcllz%;gfigt' exhibit many such instances. .It is }nangeb;t;:.t
:Sflf}]l bills must have passed one house'anq taﬂ'(lald ‘;n 1?(16 other.
There is no possible reason why such”a bill ]s 1;): 4 not be
voted against for the r¢lief of ‘a State as much as :
dividual. ) ) L L -
1‘22 By Mr. Atkinson—I see from the l’\.ecou} that you' ]n:
tr duoej(}ir Se’r;at,e bill 1293, tirst session of the +9th gonlgltt:l.,
Tlonuar 29th, 1886, entitled a bill to authorize -t,he be;ct "en e o}fr'
'0? the ’}[,‘1-easu,1-y to settle and pay the claim Qt_ the ; [2:.) e of
Florida on acecount of expenses incurred in .5{11]1_[)1)1;3]?111;“ i
ot i Tt ‘ "POs ‘Was this bi
b and for other purposes. s bill an exact
ggls)?lgi%e&e bill introduced by Mr. Dougherty which passed
the House ? 7 . N
‘ 30 f bill 5. 1293). I do not kuno
{r. Call—(Handed copy of bill 5. 124 do.
th.';?t,I lt.hgais an( exact copy, I think t-hl_s bll! was int1 oquﬁ(‘a,dtgz
‘request of the Governor and that it contains substalll‘gll.ﬂlm y the
o provisions in what is called the Dongherty bill or h
%mezﬂllert ~Wailes bill rather. I think it isalso s.ul-)smn;laly
ﬂl?au;me Zs the Jones bill providing for the at1c11t1?§i21 (%i]fe
clair ' inter There is no materis -
laim and the payment of interest. ‘
E(le:grrice bebweg)n }éhem. Substantially they all have {,lh: ;}zlm::(;
design, to obtain interest for the Stﬁte. thwﬂl st_aztlal ttha:.3 mme.
is nothi in either of these bills. Theyare same.

s nothing new in either o ] 3 5

1/-; 1sl'(:hoolgboy ten years old could write any ofdt};em.a rfl‘ll:?;vt

;irr;ply provide for the audit of the claim and the payn

of interest on the same. . . - 5 _
). By Mr. Atkinson—Who was h.overnor of theb..slii,at;ea:):

If‘l()i:ida);,t this time, at the time you introduced that bill, .Ja

wery 26, 18867 . -

“Mr. Call—Governor Perry was (Jover'nm. "

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—In the discussion tl.la.t arose (;ln 11 nﬁ
bill élid}y;u not state in a speech in ?lonrigctll)on a::;t(ﬁlzdet Onit
sed sondition shon e ; _

hat vou proposed that a cond ] .

:hat the 111101}ey should first be applied to the pazr}rlngr.lt ?(f1 (;cz‘le:

gurviving soldiers who had not been paid and to 1F)eu w ows

and children in preference to ﬁle };&Z;ni::tmgo:nt( per cent.

: 1 ¢ C ate agent.

enormous claim to an alleged * o

“PL‘\()B- ag-a]l—T do not think there was ever any (hS(,ubS.lOll on

thé bi.ll As well a5 T remember I do not think the hill was
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ever reported favorably. From my recollection I am quite
confident that it was not.

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—If this money had been paid under
the bill which passed the House, would it not have been paid
to the order of the Governor of the State and gone into the
State Treasury—I mean the Dougherty bill?

Mr. Call—My opinion is that if the Governor had made a
contract and given a power of attorney under it for the col-

lection of the money thereunder the party holding it would .

have the right to deduct whatever fee or consideration had
been agreed to be paid him and if the draft was in the name of
the Governor of the State, under this power of attorney, in
my opinion, he would have a legal right to hold the draft until
he was paid the consideration agreed upon. If the draft was
made payable to the order of the Governor he wou d have the
right to retain possession of it until his fee was paid.

Q. By Mr. Atkinson—Then you think the contract with
Wailes could have been enforced with an act of the Legisla-
ture with reference thereto ?

(Question objected to by Mr. Clark for the reason that it
seeks for an expression of an opinion from the witness
as to the construction of a contract between the Governor of
this State and a State agent, with the construction of which
the witness has nothing to do, which his opinion could not af-
fect, and which does not bear upon the subject matter under
investigation by this committee.)

Mr. Call—I do not think anything about it. 1 never saw
the contract with Mr. Wailes.

Q. By Mr. Borden—Did you appear before the Commit-
tee on Claims when the House bill was being considered by
the Senate Committee—that is, this Dougherty bill ?

Mr. Call—It was neither necessary nor permissible for me
to appear before the Committee on Claims, nor was I requested
to do so, so far ax | have any re-ollection ; nor do I recollect
of any intimation ever being given to me from the committee
or any member of it that it was desirable to hear from me upon
the subject. Most exhaustive reports and argnments had
been made upon the subject with respect to the settlement of
the interest by both Senator Jones and Senator Hampton,
‘which were in writing before that committee with all the facts
attendant upon the matter. o

Q. By Mr. Borden—Did you not, during the last Congrass,
advocate the payment of interest ou that claim under considera-
tion upon the same basis of scttlement as that carried by the
House bill which was defeated in the Senate? :

Mr. Call—The report of Senator Hampton and the state-
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ments of Senator Jones shows that from my first erit,;lan::e b11’1:]«?
Congress until the expiration of the last §esst()r{t a(.lwevowd_
tinuously advocated such bill for claim of mter;;eb an ot
for it, and you may add that I have never voted or supp
an)(’\):)tll';il 1\1/}1111 Borden—Did you ever say in lefgres's "ghat
the efforts to collect interest on the claim would defeat -1t,.u0h
Mr. Call_-I am quite confident that I never made anylsa :
remark in Congress. The Record showg‘ t;ha:t' 1 ‘hiwle tz:v; ‘5;:
supported the State claim for mf,erefst. - The fn.stf 1'8'5(11 ) tg o
troduced by Senator Jones (_)f B.londa, and ve e-me. L o the
Committee on Military Affairs, 1s shown by the report o sen-
ator Hampton to have been for interest. I had no com(llecS T
with that bill; but the statements of Senator J ong,; aﬁ _Sen-
ator Hampton show that 1 supported it, and di ab in 1.1;y
power for it. So with every bill for interest that ha.:z_ een in-
troduced or considered in the Senate. It is, therefore, very
evident that T could not have made such a.1 st,ateme?nt. ' .
Mr. Borden—Did you in a +peech or an nterview a
an&Q.t.iEZ say that interest cg’uld not be collected byuthe .(Sit;a.te,
that you thought that only the $92,000 could 1})1e co'lt ecte .
(Objected to by Mr. Clark, for the reason »t_ at 1 is a ﬂ(}l ‘ ;-,
tion foreign to the subject matter under lnvestlgatlonf, that i
seeks to elicit information as to alleged declarations od.opﬁmon
by the witness at some time other than when in the discharge

of his official duties, and for the reason that it does not call -

specifically to the witness’ attention the time and place of the
alleged declaration.) ' .

My, Call—In reference to the circumstances under va cd
.the bill for the payment of the State’s claim for mterestS alle,
in the Senate, | have been of the opinion that the State’s
claim for interest would at some date be paid. But If aém of
the opinion and have been advised by the statements o . ov-
ernor Bloxham made before the committee of theI ;algm-
lature — of which you have a copy, which - ave
geen vecently as well as formerly—that .Governor

Bloxham, Mr. Wailes “and the State administration, .
s .

S S Senator Hampton of the opin-
as also was Senator Jones and S r
ion, that it.D was not practicable at the time when the Hampton
reI;ort was made to obtain any other payment than that re-
ported by that committee, which was for the balance of the

i i inci bt due from -
-noival after deducting the principal of the de :
Ell:amél&te to the Indian Trust Hund. I have never had any

conuection with that report or Wit}% the management of the
claim on the part of the State, it having been entrusted to my
colleague predecessor and senior in the Senate, C. W. Jones.

)
i
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}:f);l?glc.qal %)J‘m?ctn.m hfw been that of advocating. and urging,
‘e records will show, the consideration and Passage of the
varlous bills for interest on the State’s claim. At this time m
the interview rffferred to, I said that objection had been nade
becanse the claim was for interest, that interest had not been
allowed to the loyal. States upon their claims for money ex-
pendeq I the suppression of the Civil War, also the fact that
the a.d']ust.e(;l claims of the States of Virc;inia New York
Penns_vlvnn.m, Delaware and South Cal'olinz. fo; moneys- ex,
Rended durl.ng the war with Great Britain for the préslerva:
tion of the independance of the country had not been allowed
and paid, but not any personal opinioﬁs of my own in refer-
ence to the right of the State to have such payment. |
Q. Did you at any time when you had the floor in the Seu-
ate call up for consideration a bill referring to the inspection
()t. t.he_(-ustom house at Baltimore or any ()?her place, instead
:ft;rall)lﬁlg up tl?e Indian War Claims bill,. I mean the Dough-
(Question objected to by Mr. Clark, for the reason that it is
;1.lt(_)g.ether and absolutely foreign to the question under inv‘e's
tigation by this committee.) = o
.Mr. .Call~'l“]\is is another old charge of the TimeH-Unioﬁ
mad_e five or six years ago when C. H. Jones was editor After
having repeatedly moved for the consideration of the a.dvel'Sé
report of the Senate on the Dougherty bill and the passage of
the bill, notwithstanding the adverse report. After ilff\ ing
moved for the consideration of that bill and finding that obg-
Jection was made’to it as a bill adversely reported with lut
one dlssenpng member in favor of it, I did on the last night
of the session, when there was no possible chanee of obtainin
consideration of an important bill and claim that had .beeﬁ
thirty-five years before the Senate, and adversely 1'61)61'ted
after making an effort both that night and on other previous oc:
casions, moved to take up a bill for a charitable object and des.
titute family, who were represented in a report of a commiitee
to have a just claim. 1 did make this motion at the request of
a Senator from Maryland who had some temporary engage-
ment out of the Senate chamber. &8
Q. By Mr. Yancey— Ax Senator Borden’s question is in-
tended to convey more than it expresses, I will ask you this
questionv: Did you subordinate your privilege to call ﬁp the
Floiida Indian War Claim bill to the bill tbm the inspection
of the custom house at Baltimore ? o -
My, Call—No, T did not. Tt never was possible, as the rec-
ord shows, to have obtained consideration of the bill for the
payment. of the State’s claim after its adverse i'epbl't. but I
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“had moved for its consideration and sought to obtain action
-upon it in obedience to the - request of the Governor and the
wishes of the representatives in the House, but the least dis-
~cernment and familiatity with the proceedings -of Congress or
of any legislative body will show to any reasonable person
:that a claim for interest thirty-five years old, adversely re-
ported by the leading members of both political parties, with
“the claims of the States of Vlrginia, New York, Maryland,
Delaware and Sonth Carolina for interest and- expenditures
-under the authority of Congiess during the war with Great
Britain, adjusted and allowed in executive departments of the
-government and recommended by the President still unpaid
-and disallowed by Congress, with such favorable action ahead
.of it, precluded any reasonable probability of a consideration
-of the State’s interest claim adversely reported, until the re-
_port of the committee should be revised and a favorable report

.made. Therefore T say in answer to this question, thatnot only -

"1 did not subordinate the State’s claim for interest and 1ts con-
.sideration and passage to any other claim, but that I used re-

peated earnest efforts both then and on previous occasions to
- obtain its favorable consideration, but for the reasons stated it
-was impossible to obtain it. :

The further taking of testimony and delibeiations of the

.committec was here adjourned to 3:30 . M., May 18th. _
Committee met at 3:30 P. M., this 19th of May, pursuant to
tlast adjowrnment, when the following proceedings were had.
Present, Mr. Calhoun in the chair, Messrs. Yancey, Clark,
*Vann, Borden and Atkinson, constituting a quorum.

"~ A motion by Mr. Atkinson, seconded by Mr. Borden, was
smade that ex-Representative R. H. M. Davidson be summoned
-to testify before the committee in the matter under investi-
-gation. The yéas and nays being called resulted as follows:

Those voting -in the aflirmative were Messrs. Atkinson and
Borden; those voting in the negative were Messrs. Yancey,

«Clark and Vann. Whereupon the motion was declared lost. -

A motion was made by Mr. Bordén that Senator Pasco be
. summoned before the committee to testify in relation to the
status of the Indian War Claim of the State of Florida under
~the resolution under-which thé committee is now acting,
. which being seconded by Mr. Atkinson, the yeas and nays
“being called for, resulted 'as follows: Those voting in - the
.affirmative were Messrs, ‘Atkitison and Borden; those voting
-in the negative- were Messrs. Clark, Yancey and Vann,
‘Whereupon thé motion was declared lost. » '
- Mr. Borden stated in support of ‘his motion that he did not
i think that the committeé were -carrying out the full intent of




752 : p

the letter and spirit of the resolution withont having before
the committe ex-Representative Davidson and Senator Pasce
as_they had had Senator Call and Mr. Dougherty.

Mr. Yancey in explanation of his vote on the motions here
made stated that he voted not to summon these gentlemen for
the reason that upon being asked if they desired to direct the
examination of Mr. Davidson and Senator Pasco to any par-
ticular point or fact in the testimony, not already covered,
Messrs. Atkinson and Borden replied «no,” and believing that
the spirit of the resolution was an investigation only of Sena-
tor Call’s record, and that the record and the testimony of
Mesars. Dougherty and Call, covered this matter pretty fully,
and the committee having been at work a long time upon this
matter and further delay being likely to defeat a report of the
committee, I voted no. -

Mr. Clark, in explanation of his vote on the motions here
made, stated that he voted no for the reasons assigned by
Senator Yancey and for the further reason that it is not con-
tended or intimated that Messrs. Davidson or Pasco or either
of them are in possession of any facts other than those already
in the possession of the committee, or any facts that tend to
elncidate any part of the record, or that there was, nor is it
contended that there is, any part of the record that needs any
elucidation or explanation. _

Mr. Vann, in explanation of his vote on the motions here
made, stated that he voted no because he did not think there
was anything in the record or in the testimony, as given be-
fore the committee, that in any way implicates either Mxr.
Pasco or Mr. Davidson, and for the reason that there is suffi-
cient data before the committee upon which to submit a just
report.

(A _paper purporting to be a copy of Senate bill 1293 is here
offered in evidence by Mr. Atkinson, filed and marked exhibit
B, on file in the office of the Secretary of State.)

By Mr. Atkinson—I offer to prove by Mr. Dougherty, here
present, that the bill presented and marked exhibit B is a bill
identical with that introduced by Mr. Dougherty in the House
of Representatives, which subsequently passed the House with
the exception of some unimportant amendments and the head
lines of the bill.

By Mr. Calhoun, the Chairman—DMr. Atkinson is now per-
mitted, if he so desires, to introduce Mr. Dougherty as a wit-
ness as to the identity of this copy of bill marked exhibit B
with the bill introduced by Mr. Dougherty in the House.

By Mr. Atkinson—(Handing exhibit B to Mr. Dougherty.
the following questions are asked : ) Is that bill identical with
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the bill introduced by you which passed the House with the
exceptions al})love no;e@? ] |
" erty—I1t 1s, sir. Lo
%;.N]?Eugalhozn—Yoh state that Exhibit B is a copy t?f
the Senate bill introduced by Senator Call in the Eienai) i?l'-
Now, do you know whether Senator Cal} prepared t”s o
himsalf or whether it was prepared by Governor Pelily;
introduced by Mr. Call at the request of Governor Pemdyl.) o
Mr. Dougherty—I only know that it was introduce : y e
quest because it’is a matter of record. I was in the el? d
Chamber when it was introduced. I was told by Govttleln.o
Perry and by Senator Call that 1t was introduced at t e re-
ques‘E of Governor Perry. I will state further, Mr. Chf.l.lmala,
that when printed as a Senate bill I procured a copy o I}; and
compared it with the bill introduced by myself in the (1)1"12?1,;
and that the copy which I hold in my hand marked Ezfi ;1 i
B, is the copy which I compared with the House bill, and has
1ot been out of my possession until I placed it in the possess-
isn of this committee. The only change in the bill from turn-
ing it into a Senate bill from the House bill is the chgng; in
the head lines. All after the enacting clause inclusive is 1 elrll-
" tical with the House bill. I do not know who changei the
head lines, whether Senator Call or Governor .Perry. sttol
who prepared the bill,.I do not know whether it was Senator
Call or Governor Perry. .
Upon motion of Mr. Yancey, duly seconded and carried,
the Chairman was requested to prepare as soon as pra.ct_lcable
a report and to submit the same to the committee for its ap-

proval. - _ ' N
The further deliberauonls oé Ozl}ile committee was here ad-
journed until 3:30 P. M., Ma, . ] o
Jm%ﬁfl?' :;‘rtqmittee would fulzher state that an investigation
of the subject matter of the Indian War Claims of the .bta.te
of Florida had already been made under a resolution intro-
duced by Mr. Mann of Hernando, in the Senate of Florlda,E
session of the Legislature of 1885 (see Serfate Journal od
1885, page 53), and the committee of the Senate appointed
-under said resolution made their report, which may be found
on pages 124 and 125, Senate ._Ic.)urna,l, 1885, and said com-
mittee made its further and additional report to the Senate on
February 12, 1885 (see Senate Journal 1885, pages 522, 523,

524 and 525), and your committee finds that the two reports

i iti i f the
ted refer only to the auditing of the claims o ,
gtt)g‘z;ebcyl' the Secretary of War of the United States, and to

questions relating to the amount due the State and to the tes-

488
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timony ‘taken ‘under said investigation of S. I. Wailes, Wilkin-
son Call, W. D Bloxham and S. B. Conover. Aftér a full
and thorough investigation of the records of Congress as

above cited, the testimony of Mr. Call and Mr. Dougherty

and the Senate Journal of 1885 giving the report of the com-
mittee appointed to make this investigation at that time
your committee is of the opinion and finds that the Senators
and Representatives from Florida in the Congress have used
all proper efforts and ‘diligence in the prosecution of - the
claims of the State on account of Indian War expenditures
and their failure to effect a settlement between the State and
- general government thur far was due to causes beyond their
control, and we, the committee, find no fault in them.
‘ . Bews. P. Carroun, Chairman,

D. H. YanNcEY, ’

Fravg CrLaRK,

LivinagsTon Vannw.

REPORT OF A PART OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE,
APPOINTED UNDER HOUSE CONCURREN
RESOLUTION NO. 10. '

We, the undersigned members of the joint committee ap-
pointed to investigate the claims of the State of Florida
against the government of the Unitnd States for reimburse-
ment, on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian

- hostilitiés in this State, and also to investigate the conduct of
the Senators and Representatives of the State of Florida, in
the Congress with reference to said claim, beg leave to submit
the views of the minority as follows:

We concur in the opinion of the majority of the committee
ag to the origin, condition and present status of this claim, as
embodied 1n the majority report, but we cannot concur in

their conclusion as to the action of the Senators and Repre- -

sentatives in the Congress from this State with reference
thereto.

. We find that up to the time of the meeting of the 49th
Congress nothing of a practical nature had been done to
bring the matter to a settlement between the government of
the United States and the State of Florida.

Up to the time above mentioned, nothing had been pending
in either House of Congress which could become law, except
a bill in the Senate by which it was proposed to pay the State
$92,648.09. »
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Said bill had been introduced- by Chas. W. Jones, then a
Senator, and was reconsidered because it did not propose a
settlement fair to the State.

In the 49th Congress a bill was introduced in the House of
Representatives by Mr. Dougherty, providing for a settlement
upon the basis of the letter of the Secretary of War, dated
May 23, 1882.

That bill proposed that the State be paid the full amount
due with interest, and the bonds of the State held by the
United States government aggregating $132,000 should be
surrendered to the State.

We do not deem it necessary to cite dates and pages of the
Congressional Record, but do state that such record shows
that bill to have failed in the Senate after having passed the
House of Representatives. ,

Various bills were introduced in the Senate touching this
matter after the introduction of the bill in the House by Mr.
Dougherty, and a reference to some of them and their provis-
ions is deemed proper. The number of the bill introduced in
the House was H. R. 8877. ' :

After the introduction of bill H. R. 3877, all of the bills
introduced in the Senate were by Mr. Call.

Senate bill No. 467, provided for the payment of soldiers
who were mustered into the service of the United States, who
had not received their pay. Had that bill passed, the State
would not have received any money.

The next bill was Senate bill 1298, a verbatim copy of the
House bill 3877, except the headlineschangingitinto a Senate

bill,as will be seen from the testimony accompanying the'majority

report, and that bill, the only one under which a settlement
could have been effected, was the one defeated in the Senate
after having passed the House.

The record shows that Senator Call introduced that bill by
request, and the testimony shows that the request was made
by E. A. Perry, at that time Governor of the State.

The next was Senate bill 1294, which provided for the pay-
ment of “soldiers who had not received their pay,” which
would not, had it passed, have put one dollar into the State
treasury.

From the records and the testimony we gather the fact that
the government of the United States does not recognize any
claim where a State owes money expended on behalf of the
government, and will only settle with a State when such State
shall have paid the money claimed to be due. The report of
the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives,

" which ‘was submitted to the committee with other public
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documents, states the facts, and, as above stated, there is no
difference of opinion with relation thereto, but the testimony
of the only witnesses summoned before the committee is upon
some points conflicting.

We asked that Senator Pasco and ex-Representative
Davidson be summoned to appear before the committee,
which request was denied. We desired that ex-Governor
Bloxham and others should be summoned, but refrained from
making the request for the reason that the majority agreed
that sufficient testimony had been taken wpon which to base
a report. .

‘We submit the bare facts of record as follows :

The Secretary of War made a report to. the 47th Congress
(Ex. Doc. 203).

In the 49th Congress a bill H. R. 8877 was introduced and
passed the House to settle this claim.

When a copy of the bill was introduced in the Senate, a
speech made by Senator Call who introduced it, shows that
he did not understand the facts of the case. The State had
paid the troops and had borrowed a portion of the money
with which to make such payment, and that speech of Sena-
tor Call, pages 965 and 966, Congressional Record, January
29, 1886, shows that he claimed that he wanted the money to
go to the widows and orphans of these soldiers, when the
soldiers themselves had been paid by the State.

The House bill failed in the Senate, and the testimony shows
that Senator Call did not appear before that Senate Committee
on Claims, when a matter in which his State was interested
was pending.

Therefore we conclude that the matter was not properly
represented in the Senate by Senator Call, and that he is re-
sponsible for the failure of the government to audit and settle
the claims of the State.

W. J. BorDEN,

A.S. Manw,

H. F. ATKINSON,
Members of Committe.

Mr. Yancey moved that 500 copies of the report be printed
in pamphlet form and be printed in the bound copy of the
Journal ; ;

Which was agreed to and so ordered.

Mr. Borden gave notice that he would submit a minority re-
port and ask that it be printed.

Pending consideration of reports of committees a message
was received from the House of Representatives.
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Consideration of reports of committées was then resgmfsd.
Mr. Bryant, Chairman of the Committee on Public Printing
submitted the following report:

SEnaTE CHAMBER,
TALTLAHASSEE, FLA., June 3, 1891,

Hox. J. B. BrRowNE,
President of the Senate : .

Sie—Your Committee on Public Printing, to whom wag
referred— :

Senate bill No. 234 : o

Entitled an act to provide for the reprinting of volumes
3 and 10 of Florida Supreme Court Reports,

Beg leave to report that we have had the same under
consideration and report it back without action.

Very respectfully,
J. W.BryanT,
Chairman of Committee.

Mr. Yancey, Chairman of the Committee on Judiciary, sub-
mitted the following report :
SENaTE CHAMBER,
TALLAHASSEE, Fra., June 3, 1891,

‘ Hox. J. B. BROWNE,

President of the Senate :

Str— Your Committee on Judiciary, to whom was referred—-

Senate bill No. 255: '

To be entitled an act to prescribe the fees for recording cer-
tain chattel mortgages.”

Also, :

House bill No. 56:

To be entitled an act to preseribe the fees of abstractors,
and to require the same to give bond, .

Have had the same under consideration and report the same
back without recommendation.

‘ Very respectfully,

D. H. Yancey,
Chairman of Committee.
Also the following : .

SENATE CHAMBER,
TALLAHASSEE, Fra., June 8, 1891.
‘Hon. J. B. BRowNE, ‘
President of the Senate:

Sir—Your Committee on Judiciary, to whom was re-
ferred—
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Senate bill No. 211
To be entitled an act prescribing the mode of procedure for

the exercise of the right of eminent domain by water works

companies.

Also,

Senate bill No. 251 :

To be entitled an act to punish the breaking and entering,
or the entering without breaking, in the day time or night
time, of a building, ship or vessel, with intent to commit a
misdemeanor, and to repeal Chapter 3463, Laws of Florida,

Have had the same under consideration, and recommend

that they do pass.
Very respectfully,
D. H. Yaxcry,
Chairman of Committee.
Also the following,
SENATE CHAMBER, )
TALLAHASSEE, FLa., June 3, 1891. §
Hox. J. B. Browng,
President of the Senate :
Ste—Your Committee on Judiciary, to whom was referred—
House bill No. 252:
_ To be entitled an act to make the killing, catching or hunt-
ing with dogs unmarked hogs in certain cases a misdemeanor,
Have had the same under consideration, and recommend
that it do pass with the following amendment, towit: In line
18, section 1, strike out the words “of such county.”
Very respectfully,
D. H. Yaxncry,
Chairman of Committee.

SPECIAL ORDER OF THE DAY.

The hour having arrived for the special consideration of—
Senate bill No. 257 :
To be entitled an act for the assessment and collection of
revenue,
It was taken up and read second time by sections. All
amendments to be offered with reference to printed bills.
Section 1 was read. .
On motion of Mr. Baya section 1 was adopted as read.
Section 2 was read.
On motion of Mr. Baya section.2 was adopted as read.
Section 8 was read. '
On motion of Mr. Crosby section 3 was adopted as read.
Section 4 was read.
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" Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment to section' 4:
“Add to._the end of sub-section 2, of .section 4, «including
property, both real and personal, of all fire, hose and hook and
ladder companies. ” L
On motion of Mr. Yancey the amendment was adopted. C
Mr. Baya offered the following amendment to section 4: .
In section 4, line 22, after the words value of, strike out
“ two " and insert «four.”
On motion of Mr. Baya the amendment was adopted.
On motion of Mr. Rogers, section 4 as amended was
adopted.
Section 5 was read and adopted.
Section 6 was read and adopted.
Section 7 was read and adopted.
Section 8 was read. '
Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment:
Add to section 8 « provided that such stock is returned for
assessment by such company.”
On motion of Mr. Yancey the amendment was adopted.
On motion of Mr. Yancey section 8, as amended, was
adopted.
Pending reading of section 9, on motion of Mr. Yancey,
section 9 was read by paragraphs.
Paragraph 1 was read.
Mr. Yancey offered the following amendmeut :
Insert after the word « judge” in line 5, the words «and
have the counly judge’s seal upon it.”
On motion of Mr. Yancey the amendment was adopted.
Paragraph 1, as amended, wags adopted.
Paragraph 2 was read and adopted.
Paragraph 3 was read.
Mr. Browne offered the following amendment:
In section 9, paragraph 3, line 74, after the word “sundry,”
strike out all that follows in said paragraph. :
Mr. Browne moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was not agreed to, and the amendment was lost.
Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment: -
In section 9, paragraph 3, line 77, after the word «fifty,” .
insert “nor more than one thousand.” ‘ o
On.motion of Mr. Wolfe the amendment was adopted.
Mzr. Calhoun offered the following amendment :
In section 9, line 55, strike out “quart” and insert “pint.”
Mr. Calhoun moved that the amendment be adopted ; -
Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.
Mr. McKinne offered the following amendment :
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In section 9, line 57, after the word «further,” strike out
lines 57, 58, 59 to «dealers.”

Mr. McKinne moved that the amendment be adopted ;

‘Which was withdrawn.

Paragraph 3, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraph 4 was read.

Mr. Browne offered the following amendment :

In section 9, paragraph 4, line 87, after the word employ,
strike out all that follows in said paragraph and insert “more
than fifty workmen shall pay a license tax of forty dollars for
each factory, establishment or place of business in each
county.” ,

Mr. Browne moved that the amendment be adopted.

Mr. Rogers offered the following amendment to the amend-
ment:

Strike out “fifty” and insert “twenty-five;”

‘Which was withdrawn.

The amendment o;fered by Mr. Browne was withdrawn.

Mzr. Broome offerdld the following amendment : '

In section 9, parafraph 4, line 87, strike out all in line 87, to
and including line 91, and insert “ tobacco who shall employ
more than twenty-five workmen, shall pay a license tax of
twenty-five dollars, and manufacturers of cigars who shall em-
ploy more than twenty-five cigar makers shall pay a license tax

of twenty-five dollars for each factory, establishment or place
of business in each county.”

Mr. Browne moved that the amendment be adopted ;
‘Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment:

In sub-section 4, line 38, strike out “ ten” and insert « five ”
" in lien thereof. ‘

Mr. Wolfe moved the adoption of the amendment;

Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Mr. Browne offered the following amendment:

In section 9, paragraph 4, line 87, after the word * employ”
strike out all that follows in said paragraph and insert ¢« more
than ten workmen shall pay a license tax .of ten dollars for
-each factory, establishment or place of business in each
county.”

Mr. Broome moved that the amendment be adopted;

‘Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Paragraph 4, as amended, was adopted.

Pending further consideration of the bill a message was re-
ceived from the House of Representatives.

Paragraph 5 was read.
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Mr. Myers offered the fellwing amendment': )
Inr sectyion 9, line 98, after the 'W(S)rd p,l,'emlums insert the
ds «from policy holders in this State. ] .
'woznsd in line}.z)9 igsert after the word holder the words “in

this State.”

{ dbpted;
Mr. Myers moved that the amendment be
VVrhichywas agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.
Paragraph 5, as amended, was adopted.
Paragraph 6 was r(telzv.di Lowi dment:
Mr. Wall offered the following ame : ‘ ‘
Alrnend paragraph 6, section 9, line 108, after the fW(t);ld
wdollars,” insert “book agents shall pay a license tax of ten
thousand dollars;”
‘Which was Withdra,wni: owi dment:
Mr. Myers offered the following amendment: =
Inrsecgon 9, line 110, after the word “them,” mself; thle
words “but where the sale is of personal property of a tlbave -
ing dealer, trader, merchant or salesma.’r’x, they shall pay © per
t. on the gross amount of such sale. :
cerllﬂr. Myersgmoved that the amendment be adopted. 1
Mr. Baya offered the following amendment to the amend-
ment: s
strike out “five” and insert “twenty-ive.”
%fgl ]ga;l; moved -that the amendment to the amendment be
adopted ; : :
Whic]; was not agreed to and the amendment to the amend-
ment was lost. . )
The question recurring upon the nllfomon of Mr..Myels to
: t the amendment offered by himsell,
adc’%)he el:me was agreed to, and the amendment was adopte‘d.
Paragraph 6, as amended, was adopted.
‘Mr. McKinne offered the following amendment: ‘
In section 1, paragraph 7, line 122, after the word pay, Ip-
sert “in each county.”
Mr. McKinne moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.
Mr. Yancey offered the following amegd‘me_nt:
‘Strike out the words “in each county ™ 1n line 123:
:On motion of Mr. Yancey the amendment was adopted.
‘Mr. Rogers offered the following amendment: .
Strike out “less” in line 121, parggraph 7, and ingert “not
smore.” 1. :
Mr. Rogers moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was agreed to, and the amendment Was adopted. ,
Paragraph 7, as amended, was adopted.

»
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Pen({ing further consideration of ghe bill—
My, Summers moved that the Senate do now go into execuy--
tive 8ession ; :
Which was agreed to, and at 1:05 the S - 3
and the doors closed. ° onare was cleared
ﬁt II:(115ko’clock the doors were opened.
r. Kirk, Chairman of the Committee on Engross Bills
submitted the following report : gromed Bills

SENATE CuaMBER,
. TALLAHASSER, Fra, June 38, 1891.
Hon. J. B. Brownsg,

President of the Senate :
; SIﬁ-——Your Committee on Engrossed Bills, to whom was re--
erred— :
Senate bill No. 247 ’
A bill to be entitled an act to incorporate the city of Arcadia,,
Beg leave to report that they have examined the same ang.
find it correctly engrosged.
Very respectfully, _
Bexns. F. Kigkg,
Chairman of Committee,

Mr. Wall moved that the rules be waived and the messa
from the House of Representatives be read ;
Which was agreed to and so ordered, so—

ges

The following message from the House of Representatives. . .

was read ;

HousE or REPRESENTATIVES,
TarLanasser, Fra., June 3, 1891. (.
How. J. B. Browwe,

President of the Senate :

Sir—I am directed by the House of Representatives to ..
form the Senate that the Houge of Representatives has.
passed— ’

Senate bill No. 93 :

To be entitled an act to be entitled an act to amend section
2 of an act entitled an act to amend an act entitled an act to.
abolish the corporations of Tampa and North Tampa to pro-
vide a municipal government for the city of Tampa and to define.
the boundaries thereof,

Very respectfully,
Wn. Forsyrn ByNuw,
. Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.
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Mr. Wall moved that the rules be waived and that Senate
bill No. 93 be ordered enrolled;

‘Which was agreed to and so ordered. ] .

By permission Mr. Borden, Chairman of Joint Committee
on Enrolled Bills, submitted the following report : :

read. :
SENATE CHAMBER,

TALLAHASSEE, Fra., June 8, 1891. .

Hox. J. B. BRowNE,

President of the Senate :
Sir—The Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills, to whom was-
referred— .
House bill No. 61: ‘
To be entitled an act to amend Chapter 3124 of the Laws
of Florda so as to authorize both husband and wife to testify

- in civil actions in which either may be interested.

Alro, .

House bill No. 111: . ] )

To be entitled an act declaring the town of Saint Leo in
the county of Pasco, to be a legally incorporated town.

Also,

House bill No. 64: ) )

To be entitled an act to regulate the continuance of crim-
inal cases by the prosecution. :

Also,

House bill No. 66 :

To be entitled an act to prescribe a form for warranty deeds

of conveyance to land,

Beg leave to report that they have examined the same and

find them correetly enrolled, and respectfully request your sig-

nature thereto.
Very respectfully,
W. J. Borpen,
Chairman of Joint Committee.

ENROLLED.

An act to amend Chapter 3124 of the Laws of Florida so
as to authorize both husband and wife to testify in civil ac-
tions in which either may be interested.

Also, -

An act declaring the town of St. Leo, in the county of

Pasco, to be a legally incorporated town.

Also, ) ) o )

An act to regulate the continnance of criminal cases by the
prosecution.

‘Which was ordered spread upon the Journal without being
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Also,

An actt . - . . o
an lanod .plescnbe a form for Warranty deeds of convey-
Were signed by the Hon. Jeff. B, B i
] . - L. browne, President, and
:1 ]ﬁ I;‘;nle » Secretary of the Senate, and the same returngd
]é)' r. Borden, Ch_an-man of the Joint Committee on Enrolled
ills, for presentation to the Governor.

O’C(I)Oré Eotlon of Mr. Summers the Senate adjourneﬂ until 3

AFTERNOON SESSION.

3 Q’CLOCK, WEDNESDAY, June 3, 1891.
The Senate resumed its 8essian 7

gﬁesident Browne in the cha.l",r;.b'
e roll was called and the followi g
their ey e following Senators answered to

Mr. President, Messrs. Ba 3 ' i '

/ sident, - baya, Borden, Myers, Smith of 30
Smith of 81st, Wadsworth and Wolfe—8." .

I’l\‘I }(l)t a quorum present.

e roll was again called and the ¢£ i ' y

;anﬁvered to their names: e following Senators
r. President, Messrs Baya, Borden, Brett, B

) . . roome

Bryant Calhoun, Drake, Johnson, ’McKinne, Myers’, Pirrong,

Rogers, Rosborough, Smith of 30th, Smith of 31st, Summers’

Wadsworth, Wall, Wolfe and Yancey—21. ’

A quorum present, )

By permussion, Mr. Borden, in accordance with notice given
this morning, submitted the minority report of the committee
;?Poil(;ted 0 accordance with House Concurrent Resolution

0. 10;

Which was ordered printed with the jori i

ajority repor
pamphlet form. ey report i

Mr. McKinne moved that the rules be waived and that the
Senate take up Senate bill No. 241 out of its regular order ;

thlch was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered
and—

Senate bill No. 241 :

To be entitled an act in relation to landlords’ liens.

_ Was taken up out its order, read third time and put upon
1ts passage.

Upon its passage the vote was :

Yeas—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Brett, Broome, Byant, Cal-

3
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houn, Drake, McKinne, Myers, Pirrong, Rogers, Rosborough,
Smith of 80th, Smith of 31st, Summers and Wadsworth-—16.
Nays—DMessrs. Wolfe and Yancey—2.
So the bill passed, title as stated. @
Mr. MeKinne moved that the rules be further waived and
that the bill be certitied to the House of Representatives at
onee ; .
Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.
By permission, Mr. Myers, Chairman of the Committee.on
Enrolled Bills, submitted the following report :

SENATE CHAMBER,
TarLLAHASSEE, Fra., June 3, 1891.

Howx. J. B. BRowNE,
President of the Senate :

Ste—Your Committee on Enrolled Bills, to whom was re-
ferred—

Senate bill No. 214 :

-A'bill to be entitled an act to provide for establishing,
working, repairing and maintaining the public roads and bridges
of the several counties of this State, and to provide penalties-
for the failure thereof. :

Also,

Senate bill No. 193 :

A bill to be entitled an act to amend an act to establish the
municipality of Key West and provide for its government and
prescribe its jurigdietion and powers,

Respectfully report that they have examined the same and
find them correctly enrolled. ‘

Very respectiully,
Frep T. MyErs,
Chairman of Committee.

Mr. Wolfe moved that the rules he waived and that the
Senate take up bills upon their second reading;

‘Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

Myr. Wolfe moved that the rules be further waived and that
the Senate take up House bill No. 294 out of its regular order;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered,
and—

House bill No. 294 :

To be entitled an act to fix the pay of the members, officers
and attaches of the Legislature A. D. 1891,

Was taken up out of its regular order and placed on itg
second reading.

Mr. Yancey moved that the bill be read by sections;
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YVhi_ch was agreed to and so ordered.
Section 1 of the bill was read and adopted as read.

Section 2 was read, together with the amendments offered
by the committee, as follows :

Amendment by the Committee on Legislative Expenses to
House bill No. 294 :

_ In section 2, page 4, line 7, strike out the word “three” and
ingert word “four” in lieu thereof.

Al_so, in section 2, page 5, line 1, strike out the word “four”
and insert the word “ten” in lieu thereof.

. Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendments of the committee be
adopted ; :

Which was agreed to and the amendments to the bill were
adopted. :

Section 2, as amended, was adopted.

Section 3 was read and adopted as read.

The Senate amendments to House bill 494 were ordergd en-

grossed, and the bill was passed to its order on Calendar of

bills on the third reading.
Mr. Wolfe moved that the rules be waived and that the
‘Senate take up bills on their third reading : '
Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.
Mr. Wolfe moved that the rules be further waived and that
the Senate take up House bill No. 294 out, of its regular order.

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered,
and— :

House bill No. 294 :

To be entitled an act to fix the pay of the members, officers
and attachces of the Legislature of A. D. 1891,

Was taken up out of its regular order, read third time and
put upon its passage.

Upon its passage the vote was: :

Y eas—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Brett, Calhoun, Crosby,
Drake, Johnson, Pirrong, Rogers, Rosborough, Smith of 30th,
Smith of 31st, Summers, Wilkinson, Wolfe and Yancey—17.

-Nays—DMessrs. Broome, Bryant, Coulter, McKinne, Myers
and Wadsworth—®6.

So the bill passed, title as stated.

Mr. Wolfe moved that the rule be farther waived, and that
the bill be certified to the House of Representatives at once;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.
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By permission, Mr. Borden, Chairman of the Joint Commit-

-tee on preferred Calendar, submitted the following report:

Hon. J. B. BRowNE, .
President of the Senate:
S1r—Your joint committee to select the bills in the Senate .

~and House of importance to be brought up for consideration at
+this session, report the following as the order of business:

1st. Revenue bill.
2nd. Appropriation bill.
8rd. Legislative expense bill. -
. -4th. Revised statutes.
5th. House bill No. 90—Usury bill.
6th. House bill No..31—Redemption bill.
7th. House bill No. —Jury bill.
8th. Bill refering to railroad commission and all bills relat-

“ing to said bill as soon as -Senate acts on railroad commission

“bill.
9th. Senate Joint Resolution No. 240.
10th. House Joint Resolution No. 31—Amending section 2.
11th. Bills changing judicial circuits.
12th. House bill No. 287-—Fencing railroad lines.
18th. House bill No. —Amending local option law.
14th, Senate bill No. 147.
15th. House bill No. —Phosphate bill.
16th. Senate bill No. 56—On elections.
17th. House bill No. 177—TU. 8. liquor license (now in the
. S enate).
18th. Senate bill No. 125—now in the House.
19th. House bill No. 269—Pilot commissioners. .
. 20th. Joint resolution with reference to acceptance of
- money appropriated by Congress for schools.
21st. House bill No. 342.
And your committee recommend that when a bill shall be
. taken up it shall be disposed of by a waiver of the rules.
W. J. BorpEN,
Chairman of Committee.
F. E. Bogug,
Secretary Committee.
Mr. Broome moved that the report be adcpted ;
Which was agreed to and the report was adopted.
Mr. Rogers gave notice that he would on to-morrow move
- to reconsider the vote by which House bill No.. 858 was de-
-feated. . '
Consideration of Senate bill No. 257 was resumed.
Paragraph 8 wasread.
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Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment :

In sub-secbi(_)u 8, line 126, strike out “one hundred” and in-
sert “twenty” in Lieu thereof. .

Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adOptea; V
Which received no second. :

Mr. Yancey' offered the following amendment:
In sub-section 8 of section 9, after the words «circus or

show ” strike out «in which horses are ridden or displayed in

a riding ring or under tent.”
Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted :
Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.
Paragraph 8, as amended, was adopted
Paragraph 9 was read.
Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment :
In sub-section 9 of section 9, line 141, after the word « vir-

tues strike out all down to word « who ” ,in line 142.

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to, and the amenement was adopted.

Paragraph 9, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraph 10 was read.

Mr. Summers offered the following amendment, :

In section 9, sub-section 10, line 150, printed bill, strike out
the word “one” and insert “three.” ’ ’

Mr. Summers moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted,

Paragraph 10, as amended, was adopted .

Paragraph 11 was read.

Mr. Baya offered the following amendment.

In section 9, line 175, after the word “any” i
company violating this provision and any.”

Mr. Baya moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Mr. Calhoun’ offered the following amendment :
- That section 11 be amended by adding after the word pay
mn line 169, on page 9, the words “to the Comptroller a license
tax of one thousand dollars, which shall be in lien and in
" the place of all other taxes of every kind and character what.
so ever,” and strike out all that follows in paragraph 11, after
?[1;65 word “pay,” in line 169, down to the word “any,” in line

Mr. Summers moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was not agreed to and the amendment was los%.

Mr. Wall offered the following amendment :

In section 11, line 168, after the word “dollars,” strike out

all and insert «“having a capital stock of less than twenty-
thousand dollars, shall pay a.” ' enty-five

Insert “express
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Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.
Paragraph 11, as amended, was adopted. .
Paragraph 12 was read and adopted as read.

Paragraph 13 was read and adopted as read.

Paragraph 14 was read.

Myr. Summers moved to strike out paragraph 14

‘Which was not agreed to.

Paragraph 14 was adopted as read.

Paragraph 15 was read. »

Mr. Wall offered the following amendment: :

In section 9, paragraph 15, line 197, after the word «of ”
strike out «all” and insert the words « at the rate of fifty
dollars for every one hundred miles of telegraph lines oper-
ated by said company in this State, in lieu of all other license
taxes.” »

Mr. Wall moved that the amendment be adopted;

Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.

Paragraph 15, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraph 16 was read.

Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment :

Add to sub-section 16 of section 9 the following: ¢« Pro-
vided telephone lines of less than twenty-five miles long shall
pay a license tax of $25.”

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;

‘Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.

Mr. Summers offered the following amendment : _

In section 9, paragraph 16, line 203, after the words electric
light, strike out ¢« water works.” _ :

Mr. Summers moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Mr. Myers offered the following amendment : _

In section 9, line 205, strike out “ one hundred ” and. ingert
« fifty. ”

Mr. Myers moved that the amendment be adopted ;

‘Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Paragraph 16 as amended was adopted.

Section 10 was read and adopted as read.

Section 11 was read and adopted as read.

Section 12 was read. :

Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment :

In section 12, line 10, after the word court, add “or to the
clerk of the circuit court, when no grand jury is ordered,
which shall be filed in said clerk’s office.” .

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;

49s




STEIESIS L

770

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Section 12, as amended, was adopted.

Section 13 was read and adopted.

Section 14 was read.

Section 14 was adopted as read.

Section 15 was read. .

Mr. Myers moved to amend by striking out section 15;

Which was not agreed to.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment:

In section 15, line 10, after the word “listed” insert ¢to-
gether.”

Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted ;

Section 15, as amended, was adopted.

Section 16 was read.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment:

In section 16, at theend of said section, insert “and the
assessor shall assess all land and the improvements thereon
separately, setting down in one column the value of the land
and in another the value of the improvements thereon.”

Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be-adopted ;

Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment :

In section 16, line 2, after the word “be,” strike out “nomi-
nated by the assessor and.” :

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Section 16, as amended, was adopted.

Section 17 was read and adopted as read.

Section 18 was read.

Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment:

In section 18, line 3, after the word ¢the,” at end of line,
insert “real and.”

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Section 18, as amended, was adopted.

Section 19 was read and adopted as read.

Section 20 was read and adopted as read.

Section 21 was read and adopted as read.

Section 22 was read. »

Mr. Baya offered the following amendment : .

In section 22, lines 19 and 20, after the word « platted,”
strike out the words « and which grants are,” and insert ‘/or
of which plats are not.” -

Mr. Baya moved that the amendment be adopted; /

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adoptes.

\
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Section 22, as amended, was adopted.
Section 23 was read and adopted as read.
Section 24 was read and adopted as read.
Section 25 was read.
Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment: :
In section 25, line 4, after the word ¢ time,” strike out “upon
the nomination of the assessor.”
Mer. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was agréed to, and the amendment was adopted.
Section 25, as amended, was adopted.. '
Section 26 was read and adopted as read.
Section 27 was read and adopted as read.
Section 28 was read and adopted as read.
Section 29 was read and adopted as read.
Section 30 was read and adopted as read.
Seetion 81 was read and adopted as read.
Section 32 was read and adopted as read.
Section 33 was read.
Mr. Baya offered the following amendment :
In section 83, line 5, after the word «apart” strike out the
balance of the section.
Mr. Baya moved that the amendment be adopted;
Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.
Section 83 as amended was adopted.
Section 84 was read and adopted as read.
Section 35 was read. '
Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment :
In section 35, line 2, strike out «including the county school
taxes,” and insert « except for school purposes.” -
Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.
Section 35 as amended was adopted. _ o
Section 36 was read and adopted as read. :
Section 87 was read and adopted as read.
Section 88 was read and adopted as read. .
Section 39 was read and adopted as read.
Section 40 was read and adopted as read.
Section 41 was read. ]
Mr. Yancey moved to strike out section 41 ;
Which was agreed to and section 41 was striken out.
Section 42 was read. '
Mr. Wolfe moved to strike out section 42 ;
Which was agreed to and section 42 was striken out.
Section 43 was read and adopted as read.
Section 44 was read and adopted as read.
Section 45 was read and adopted as read.
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Section 46 was read and adopted asread.

Section 47 was read and adopted as read.

Section 48 was read and adopted as read.

Section 49 was read.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment :

In section 49, line 5, strike out “and” and insert «in.”-

- Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adopted ;
Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.
Mr. Yancey offered the following amendment :

In section 49, line 7, stiike out all down to the word ¢« the ”
in line 8. '

Mr. Yancey moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.

Section 49, as amended, was adopted,

Section 50 was read and adopted as read.

Section 51 was read and adopted as read. -

Section 52 was read.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment :

In section 52, line 23, after the word in line 22, change:
“corporal ” to « corporeal ;” strike out “proper” and insert.

«“ property.”

Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to, and the amendment was adopted.

Section 52, as amended, was adopted.

Section 53 was read and adopted as vead.

Section 54 was read.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment : _

In section 54, line 1, after the word “town,” insert “unless
otherwise provided in their charters.” o

Mr. Browne moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Section 54, as amended, was adopted.

Bection 55 was read and adopted as read.

Section 56 was read and adopted as read.

Section 57 was read.

Mr. Bristol offered the following amendment:

In section 587, line 2, after the word “to-wit,” strike out all
of line 2 and line 3, and insert “on the first four thousand dol-

lars five per cent., on the next four ‘thousand dollars two per

cent.”
Mr. Bristol moved that the amendment be adopted ;
‘Which was not agreed to and the amendment was lost.

Section 58 was read.
Mr. Myers offered the following amendment:

Section 57, as amended, was adopted. /
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Strike out section 59 and insert the following:
Section 59. That nothing in this act shall be 8o construed a8 -
to impair the validity of any assessment of taxes assessed

.prior to the first day of January, 1892, nor. of any proceed-

ings had or done, or that may hereafter be had or done by any
«collector for the collection of any taxes assessed before that
‘time, nor shall this act relieve any person from any penalty in-
curred by reason of a violation of the law now in force.

Mr. Myers moved that the amendment be adopted :

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Section 59 was read.

Mr. Myers offered the following amendment:

Add the following section for section 60 :

All laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed.

Mr. Myers moved that the amendment be adopted;

‘Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendment to section 85:

In section 35, line 4, after the word taxes insert “including
such rate as may have been levied by the county board of
education for school purposes.” ‘ ‘

Mr. Wolfe moved that the amendment be adopted ;

Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

Mr. Wall moved that the vote by which the last amend-
ment offered by Mr. Browne to paragraph 4, of section 9, was
lost, be reconsidered ; ’

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and the -amend-
ment was reconsidered. . ' ‘

The question recurred upon the adoption of the amendment
offered by Mr. Browne to paragraph 4, section 9.

Upon which the yeas and nays were called.

The vote was as follows :

Yeas—Mr. President, Messrs. Calhoun, Crosby, Farmer,
Johnson, Rosborough, Smith of 31st, Summers, Swearingen,
Thomas, Wadsworth, Wall, Wilkinson, Wolfe and Yancey—15.

Nays—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Broome, Bryant,
Drake, Hammond, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pirrong, Rogers
and Smith of 30th—13.

So the amendment was adopted.

Mr. Calhoun offered the following amendment to section 9,

In section 9, line 169, page 9, subdivision 11, after the
word « pay,” strike out all that follows to the word «any” in
line 175 and insert « to the Comptroller 1,500, which shall be
in lieu and place of all other taxes and licenses of every kind
and character whatsocver.”

Mr. Wall moved that the amendment be adopted ;



774

Upon which the yeas and nays were called.
The vote was as follows: . .
Yeas—Messrs. Calhoun, Hammond, Johnson, Myers, Sum-

mers, Thomas, Wadsworth, Wall, Wilkinson and Yancey—10. -

Nays—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Broome, Bryant,
Crosby, Drake, Farmer, Kirk, McKinne, Pirrong, Rogers, Ros-
borough, Smith of 30th, Smith of 31st, Swearingen and
Wolfe—17. -

So the amendment was lost.

Mr. Rogers offered the following amendment to paragraph
7, of section 9:

Strike out paragraph 7, of section 9, and insert the follow-

ing: ,

« Keepers of livery, sale or feed stables when not less than .

four nor more than eight horses or mules are kept for hire,
sale or feed, shall pay a license tax. of five dollars; when not
less than eight nor more than twelve horses or mules are kept
for hire, sale or feed, shall pay a license tax of fifteen dollars;
when more than twelve horses or mules are kept for hire, sale
or feed, shall pay a license tax of twenty dollars.”

Mr. Rogers moved that the amendment be adopted;;

‘Which was agreed to and the -amendment was adopted. .

Mr. Borden offered the following amendment to section 17 :

In section 17, line 10, page 12, after the word “notes,” in-
sert “nmiortgages, except given for the purchase money.” :

Mr. Borden moved that the amendment be adopted ;

‘Which was agreed to and the amendment was adopted.

On motion of Mr. Myers the Engrossing Clerk was author-
ized to make necessary corrections in the numbering of the
sections of Senate bill No. 257.

T All the sections as read and amended were adopted as a
“whole, and the bill as amended was ordered engrossed for its
third reading.

On motion of Mr. Baya the chairman of the Committee on
Engrossed Bills be authorized to employ such additional clex-
ical aid as might be necessary to have the bill engrossed im-
mediately.

Myr. Wall moved that the vote by which House bill No. 358
was indefinitely - postponed, be reconsidered and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be made the special order for 10:30 to-mor-
row morning ; : ‘

‘Which was agreed to and so ordered.

Mr. Myers moved Ythat the Senate adjourn until 10 o’clock
to-morrow morning.

Upon which the yeas and nays were called.

Johnson, Pirrong, Rogers,
and Yancey—12.

Kinne, Myers, Rosborough,
gen,
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The vote was as follows: ——_ ond. -
: 3 Calhoun, Farmer, Hammond,
eas e e, Bl%ﬁ&l 02; 3lst: Thomas, Wilkinson

r ; sistol, Bryant, Crosby, Kirk, Me-
ST o et Béﬁgﬁ of lS%th, Summers, Swearin-
Wadsworth, Wall and Wolfe—14.
So the Senate refused to adjowrn until
Mr. Yancey moved that the Senate ad

that time.
journ until 9 o’clock

t0-morrow ;

Upon which the yeas and nays were called for.

The vote was:

Yeas—Dlessrs. Broc;ngad 2

ivr Smith o , Smi L

SO%E;f;Igés::sl.l Baya, Borden, Bristol, Bryant, 1?oglter,
Cros‘by Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Rogers, Rosborough, um(i -
mer‘s S’vvear'mgen, Thomas, Wadsworth, Wall, Wilkinson, an
‘Wolfe—18. _

So the Senate refused to ad]

On motion of Mr. McKinne,

this evening.

Calhoun, Farmer, Hammond John-
th of 31st and Yancey—9.

ourn unil that time. -
the Senate adjourned until 8:30

EVENING SESSION.
8:30 O’Cr.ocE.

The Senate met pursuant to _adjournment.
President Browne in the chair.
The roll was called, and the foll

th(i\l/irnmfl’lfessident, Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Br}eltt,
Bryal.lt,, Calhoun, Coulter, Crosby, Farmer, H_M,mﬁonél’ i{ ]g 1(1)%
son, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pm'?ng, 'Rosbox%llg , mWads-
30ti1, Smith of 81st, Summers, Swearingen, Thomas,

worth, Wolfe and Yancey—25.

-esent. . ) )
ﬁlﬁlwgﬁae%oved that the action of the Senate In adopting

the report of the joint committee on the calendar, be recon-

gidered. ] b table:

" Mpr. Kirk moved to lay the motion on the tadie; .
%hich was agreed to and the motion was laid on the table.
Regular order of business was proceeded with.

ill No. 90: ] _ ‘
%gl;f: sxlxtitlegl an act to fix the legal rate of interest in the

State of Florida, to define usury and to provide for forfeitures: |
on usurious contracts, '

owing Senators answered to
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Was taken up in its order, read second time in full, to-
gether with the amendment to the title. o

Mr. Wolfe moved to lay on the table.

Upon which the yeas and nays were called.

The vote was:

4 Yeas—Messrs. Bristol, Hammond, Summers and Wolfe—
‘Nays—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bryant, Calhoun, Coulter,
‘Crosby, Johnson, Kirk, Myers, Pirrong, Rosborough, Smith oi:a
'80th, Smith of 81st, Swearingen, Thomas, Wadsworth and
Yancey—17.
So the motion to lay on the table was lost.
Mr. Wolfe moved that the rules be waived and that House
bill No. 90 be passed to its third reading;
XVhich was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.
and— :
House bill No. 90

To be entitled an act defining usurious contracts, and pre-
scribing penalties and forfeitures on same (amended title),

‘Was read third time and put upon its passage.

Upon its passage the vote was:

Yeas—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bryant, Calboun, Coulter,
‘Crosby, Farmer, Johnson, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pirrong,
Rosborough, Smith of 30th, Swearingen, Thomas, Wadsworth.
Wolfe and Yancey—19. ’

Nays—Messrs. Bristol, Smith of 31st and Summers—3.

So the bill passed, title as stated. ' '

Mr. Yancey moved that the rules be further waived, and
that the bill be ordered certified to the House of Representa-
tives at once.

’ Whick was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

House bill No. 31:

To be entitled an act in relation to the redemption of real
estate sold under execution, decree, mortgage or deed of
trust, :

Was taken up in its order, read third time and put upon its
passage. : o

Upon its passage the vote was:

Yeas—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Bryant, Calhoun, Coul-
ter, Crosby, Kirk, Pirrong, Rogers, Rosborough, Smith of 30th,
Swearingen, Thomas, Wolfe and Yancey—16.

Nays—Messrs. Brett, Farmer, Hammond, Johnson, Myers,
Smith of 31st and Wadsworth—T7.

So the bill passed, title as stated.

Mr. Borden moved that the rules be waived, and that the
bill be certified to the House of Representatives once;

T

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

Mr. Calhoun moved that the rules be waived and that the
‘Senate take up House bill No. 298 out of its regular order;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered,
and— ' : :

House bill No. 298 :

To be entitled an act to extend and enlarge the boundaries
-andpowers of the municiality known as Ocala, in Marion couu-
1y, Florida, )

‘Was taken up out of its regular order, read third time and
put upon its passage.

Upon its passage the vote was:

Yeas—Messrs. Baya, - Borden, Bristol, Bryant, Calhoun, .
Loulter, Crosby, Farmer, Hammond, Johnson, Kirk, Myers,
Pirrong, Rogers, Rosborough, Smith of 30th, Smith of 31st,
‘Summers, Swearingen, Thomas, Wadsworth, Wolfe and Yan-
-cey—23.

Nays—None.

So the bill passed, title as stated.

‘Mr. Borden moved that the rules be waived and that the
bill be certified to the House of Representatives at once;

Which -was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

Mr. Rosborough moved that the rules be waived and that
‘the Senate recur to bills on their second reading ;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

Mr. Rosborough moved that the rules be further waived and
that the Senate take up Senate bill No. 256 out of its regular’
order ;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered
and— .

Senate bill No. 256 :

To be entitled an act to prescribe the conditions under
which a certain class of firearms may be carried, to.provide a
license for the same and for other purposes, .

‘Was taken up out of its order and read second time in full.

Mr. Kirk moved that the rules be further waived and that
the bill be placed upon its third reading ;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered
and—

Senate bill No. 256 : :

To be entitled an act to prescribe the conditions under |
~which a certain class of firearms may be carried, to provide
a license for the same and for other purposes,

Was read third time and put upon its passage.

Upon its passage the vote was:. :

Yeas—Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Bryant, Johnson, Kirk,
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Rogers, Rosboro,ugh; Smith of 30, Smith of 31st and Yancey

Nays—Messsrs. Calhoun, Coulter, Crosby, Farmer, McKinne, .,

Myers, Pirrong, Summers, Swearingen, Thomas, Wadworth
and Wolfe-—12,

So the bill failed to pass. .
My, Coulter moved that the rules be waived and that the
Senate take up House bill No. 234 out of its regular order ;.

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered,-

and—
House bill No. 234 :

. To be entitled an act to amend sections 4 and 5 of an act
-entitled an act to regulate the sale of liquor, wines and beer
in the State of Florida by.the board of county commissioners:
of the several counties 5 '
Was taken up out of its regular order and read second
time in full. . :
Mz. Coulter moved that the rules be further waived and
that the bill be placed on its third reading ;

Which was agreed to by 4 two-thirds vote and so ordered,
and—

House bill No.234 ;
To be entitled an act to amend sections 4 and 5 of an act

entitled an act to regulate the sale of liquors, wines and beer °

in the State of Florida by the board of county commission-

ers of the several counties,

Was read third time and put upon its passage.
Upon its passage the vote was :

Yeas—Messrs..vBaya, Borden, Brimnt, Coulter, Crosby;.
Farmer, Kirk, Pirrong, Rogers, Smith of 31st, Swearingen,
Thomas, and Yancey—13

Nays—Messrs. Bristol, Brett, Calhoun, Hammon‘d, Johnson, -

MecKinne, Myers, Smith of 30th, Summers, Wadsworth and
. Wolfe—11. :

So the bill passed, title as stated.

Mr. Coulter moved that the rules be further waived and
that the bill be certified to the House of Representatives at.
once ; -

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

M. Bristol moved that the rules be waived and that the
Senate take up House bill No. 95 out of its regular order;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and 80 ordered.

Mr. Kirk moved that the rules be waived, and that the bill
- be read second time by its title only and the amendments;
Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote, and—
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bill No. 95 : - - . .

’%? %E:ae elit,itled an act relating to the Blue Spring, Orange
City and Atlantic Railroad Company,

Was read second time in full, togeth

* Bt/,}[lle m‘%zlfe moved that the amendment to the title be -

ad%ﬁﬁ was agreed to, and the a_mendmenﬁ to the title was

adl(;IplEeg{.irk moved that the rules be further _Wai.ved and that
House bill No. 95 be placed on its third readmgc,1
Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote, and—
bill No. 95: . .
gg 1;)5: elititled an act relating to the Blue Spring, Orange
i d Atlantic Railroad Company, _
CI%XVZ;I read third time and put upon its passage.

its passage the vote was: ‘
ggg;l——Méssrs:gBorden, Bristol, Bryant, Calhoun, G osby,

i irr '3, Smith of
mer, Jol , Kirk, Myers, Pirrong, Rogers,
?F:‘(;itl]ineé’tn']i’glllzsfxoglst, Thomas, Wadsworth, Wolfe and Yancey
_17. A . . -
Nays—none.
. . . d
So the bill passed, title as state L '
Mr. Bristol moved that the rules be further w.alved, and th:.t:,
the bill be certified to the House Otf]:u ngresgntat:lvesso agl‘(;);.ce e
ich was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and .
%l]lém;:§ ofgSOth moved that the rulesbe waived and ‘ gha.“f
the Senate take up House bill No. 253 out of its Eegular (gelzld H
P 01- o .
ich was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ,
13[2'}.111%1;?110&3(1 that the rules be further waived and that
the bill be read second time by its title only; 1
. Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and—
bill No. 253 : . .
g(()) “:)S: elititled an act to amend section 1, Chapter 3964,

s of Florida. . . )
La@?&s read sec,ond time in full, together with the committee

ts. . -
’ amﬁl;dlﬁ;z; moved that the amendments be adopted 5 '
Which was agreed to and the amendments to the bill were
adlc\)d%'teg;mth of 30th moved that the r}lles _be fl_u-ther waived
and that House bill No. 258 be read third time in full;
‘Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote, and—
bill No. 253 : : ) B
’II‘I;’ u‘f)z éntitled an act to amend section 1, Chapter- 3964,

Laws of Florida,

er wit,h the amendment ‘
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Was read third time and put upon its passage.

Upon its passage the vote was:

Yeas— Messrs. Borden, Bristol, Bryant, Calhoun, Coulter,
Crosby, Farmer, Johnson, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pirrong,
Rogers, Rosborough, Smith of 30th, Smith of 31st, Thomas,
Wadsworth, Wolfe and Yancey—20.

Nays—None. :

So the bill passed, title as stated.

Mr. Myers moved that the rules be further waived, and that
the bill be certified to the House of Representatives at once ;

Which was agreed to by a two-thirds vote and so ordered.

On motion of Mr. Yancey, the Senate adjourned until 10
o’clock to-morrow morning.

L4

THURSDAY, June 4, 1891.

The Senate met pursnant to adjournment,.
The President in the chair.

The roll was called and the foll
their names: _
. Mr. President, Messrs. Baya, Borden, Bristol, Brett, -
Broome, Calhoun, Coulter, Crosby, Farmer, Hammond, John-
son, Kirk, McKinne, Myers, Pirrong, Rogers, Rosborough,
Smith of 30th, Smith of 31st, Summers, Swearingen, Thomas,
‘Wadsworth, Wilkinson, Wolfe and Yancey—27.
A quorum present.
Prayer by the Chaplain.

owing Senators answered to

INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTIONS.

By Mr. Thomas: Senate resolution permitting Mr. E. B,
Bailey to appear before the Senate and make a statement rela.
tive to State convicts’ lease ;

‘Which was read as follows :
Resolved, That Mr. E. B, Bailey be permitted to appear be-

fore the Senate to make a statement -in reference to State
convicts’ lease.
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The accompanying letter was also read :

To the Honorable Members of the Senate of the Stqie of
Florida :

. the honor to ask the indulgence of your honorable
bofiyll] afzﬁ a few minutes, in order that I may appear l;efii)‘lie 'yé): ‘
in defense of my rights as a citizen of the State 0 i (;11 .
An attempt is made to influence your honorable body 0d 0
me an act of injustice. I am fortunately in a position tok e(i
fend my rights, and if you will grant me the mdulgen-ce as 'ih
I will show cause why this effort to dissolve my comia.laﬁt wi
the Board of Public Institutions, giving me control o t e.COI(li-
viets for the years 1892 and 1893, should not be enteltalmfa :
Begging your favorable consideration of this request for
leave to appear before you, I am Your obedient sorvant,
E. B. Bawey.

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTIONS.

Senate resolution permitting Mr. E. B. Bailey to appear be-
fore the Senate and make a statement relative to State con-
victs’ lease, B

‘Was read second time.

Mr. Thomas moved that the resolutlondbe adopted.

X i t:

Mr. Wolfe offered the following amendmen

Provided that the time allowed Mr. Bailey shall not exceed
fifteen minutes ; 7

‘Which was accepted. ) .

The resolution as amended was then adopted.

A message was received from the House of Representa-
tives. :

A message was received from the Governor.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.
Mr. Borden, Chairman of the Joint Committee on Enrolled
Bills, submitted the following report :

SENATE CHAlMBER,
TALLAHASSEE, Fra., June 8, 1891.
Hox. J. B. BRowNE,
President of the Senate :

Sir—The Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills, to whom was
referred— No. 61: :

House bill No. 61: -

To be entitled an act to.amend Chapter 3124 of the Laws



