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upon information and statements furnished by gentlemen in the
pay of the proprietary medicine association. The story has been
spread wide and far that the Senate bill contained the provision
requiring the labeling of the narcotics and that the House bill
proposed to legalize the use of these narcotics. That story has
been spread through the influence and the pay of the proprietary-
medicine people. Newspaper men necessarily rely upon state-
ments which are made to them from many sources. They have
been woefully imposed upohn in this case. Even the medical asso-
ciations have sent resolutions to us urging that the House “ ac-
cept the Senate bill requiring the labeling of narcotics in place of
the House bill legalizing their use.” But I am thankful to say
that the Members of the House have exhibited a marked degree
of confidence in the members of our committee urging the pas-
sage of this bill, and they have accepted, without question, our
statement that the House bill did require the thing which the
newspapers stated it did not.

‘e provision on this subject which is now in the bill re-
quires that as to medicines the package shall bear a statement
on the label of the quantity or proportion of any alcohol, mor-
phine, opium, cocaine, heroin, alpha or beta eucaine, chloroform,
cannabis indica, chloral hydrate, or acetanilide, or.any deriva-
tive or preparation of any such substances contained therein.
This is the most stringent provision upon this subject which has
ever been adopted by any legislative body. It will be one of the
most popular provisions of the pure-food and drug bill. The
origin of that provision was in the House of Representatives.
It has been put into the bill by the House.  Thé country owes
to the House that portion of the pure-food law, as well as many
other of the best and most stringent features in the law.

As we report the bill back from the conference committee
now it does not omit cne single provision of any importance
which was in the bill as it passed the Senate. It has not been
weakened any from the Senate bill, but it has been greatly
strengthened by various provisions which have been inserted in
the House. .

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to close without saying a word
in. regard to Dr. Harvey W. Wiley, Chief of the Bureau of
Chemistry. While in some important respects I have been
unable to Tully agree with Doctor Wiley’s opinions, yet he and
I have formed a close friendship .in connection with tlie con-
slderation of pure-food legislation, and I have constantly sought
his advice as well as his knowledge of facts. We owe much to him.

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the pure-food bill, which will
surely become a law, is a distinet step forward, and I believe.it
will prove itself to be one of the most valuable and most popular
laws ever placed upon the statute books. [Loud applause.]

Mr. Speaker. T ask for a vote. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WATSoN). The question.is
on agreeing to the conference report.

The question was taken; and the conference report was
agreed to. .
~ On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the last

vote was laid on the table.

BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION, .MONT,
. The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives:

I return herewith without approval H. R. 19681, entitled “An act

to.survey and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Black--

fcet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open the sur-
plus lands to settlement,” calling attention to the inclosed report of
the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and especially to that por-
tion of the report running as follows:

“Attention is invited to the fact that all of the waters of the reser-
vation are at once subject to appropriation under the laws of the State
of Montana, but such appropriation shall not be held to create g right
adverse to any Indian allottee who actually appropriates water or for
wlhom an actual appropriation is made to the extent that may be nec-
essary for use on the allotment within two years from the ddate of the
President’s proclamation opening the surplus lands to setflement.
While this language would seem to have been designed to protect the
water rights of the Indian allottees, I am strongly of the belief that in
practice it will fail to do so. In the first place, therc will be s neces-
sary delay of several days before the allotments can be made, owing
to the fact that the reservation is not surveyed, and even after it is
surveyed and allotments made thereafter no actual appropriation of
waters can be made by the Indians or for them, as they have no means
to construct the necessary irrigation ditches, and this bill makes no
appropriation to aid them in so doing. They will derive no funds
from their surplus lands for this purpose for several years at least
after the issuance of the President's proclamation. If this Dill Dbe-
comes law, I think it will be found that a very large part of the waters
of the reservation will at once, or within a very short time, be appro-
priated by white settlers living outside thereof and’ that irrigation
works will be constructed for their use. When the time comes when
the Indian allottee is ready to appropriate water it will in all prob-
ability have been completely appropriated and fully used by white
settlers who have expended large sums on their irrigation works and
other improvements In making homes for themselves. True, under the
terms of this bill the Indians seem to have a right to take the water
from the white settlers, but the practical difficulties against doing this,

in the light of what has just been said, are, in'my opinion, too obvious
to require extended comment.” .

I am anxjous to favor in every way the actual bona fide homesteaders
of northern Montana, and I will gladly sign any bill which will thus
favor them, provided that it explicitly and unequivocally guarantees
to the Indians their water rights—that 1is, the right of each Indlan to
a sufficiency of water to make his allotment of real use to him. Sub-
ject to this guaranty, and also of course to the certainty that the
action of the Government will redound not to the benefit of one in-
dividual or corporation who wishes to exploit the water rights, but to
the benefit of the actual settlers, I will gladly approve any bill which
gxtmydbfe c%rawn to achieve the purposes of this bill without containing
its defects.

THEODORR ROOSEVELT.

Warre Houss, June 29, 1906.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the message and
the accompanying documents to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Kansas to refer the message and the
accompanying documents to the Comimittee on Indian Affairs.

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to.

ANNUITIES OF THE SAC AND FOX INDIANS,

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President:

The Clerk read as follows:
T'o the Housc of Representatives:

I return herewith without approval TI. R. 10133, entitled “An act
to provide for the annual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the
Sac and Fox Indians of the Mississippi between the two Dbranches
of the tribe, and to adjust the existing claims between the two branches
as to sald annuities,”” for the reasons enumerated in the accompany-
ing extract from the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of
February 12, and the Jetters of the Acting Commissioner of Indian
Affairs of June 25 and of June 28. I have directed the Acting Com-
missioner 6f Indian Affairs to have an immediate and thorough inves.
tigation made of the matter in accordance with the concluding para-
graph of his letter of June 28, and after the report of this investiga.
tion has reached me I shall be prepared to give my assent to any bill
which shall do justice both to the Indians in Iowa and the Indiang
in Oklahoma.

Tur WHITE Houss, June 29, 1906.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

The motion was agreed to,

ANCHORAGE OF VESSELS,

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the HFouse the fol:
lowing bill with House amendment disagreed to:

The Clerk read as follows:

The bill (S. 4774) relating to the movements and anchorage of ves-
sels in Hampton Roads, the harbors of Norfolk and Newport News and
adjacent waters, in the State of Virginia.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon
its amendment and agree to a conference.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
Speaker pro tempore will appoint the following conferees.
[After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. MANN, and Mr. RYAN. -

RAILROAD, ETC., IN ALASKA.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
has nineteen minutes remaining.

Mr. LLOYD. Did I understand the gentleman from Michigan
wanted to ask a question?

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman made the statement, and I
know he made it in very good faith, but I think under a misap-
prehension of the facts, that there had been no survey made by
the people who were seeking to be incorporated here. As a
matter of fact, as I understand it, the tesfimony does show that
these gentlemen have made a survey, and I am not certain
whether the testimony shows the amount, but I am informed
that they have spent $15,000 on surveys already. .

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, that'is in part true. It is not
really a survey, as I understand the testimony. They have
made an investigation of the Copper River distriet and the
copper region, and on that investigation they have expended
perhaps $15,000. It is an exploration rather than an investiga-
tion. There is no preliminary map filed and there is no pre-
liminary survey. There is no question about that.

Mr. HAMILTON. It would not be possible for them, not be-
ing incorporated, to file a preliminary survey. The testimony,
for instance, on page 61, shows, in the testimony of Mr. EHaw-
kins, that an ingquiry was made in relation to a survey, and he
said: “Yes, sir; the ground was very carefully examined by
Mr. Jamieson and his party, and he very carefully prepaved an
estimate of the construction expense.”” And in several places .
throughout the testimony this is shown.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I will call the gentleman’s attention

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.
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