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have these gnards and checks. It seems to me pretty hard to refuse
to pay this inan a claim when he can make proof clearly and satis-
factorily, not only to Congress, but to the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue.
The Dbill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM 8. ROBINSON.

Mr. INGALLS. When I was temporarily in the chair a short time
since, on the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WriGHT] the bill
(8. No. 436) for the relief of William 8. Robinson, of Malden, Massa-

chusetts, was indefinitely postponed. It has recurred to my recollec-’

tion since I took my seat that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
BoutweLL] spoke to me in regard to bills that were upon the Calen-
dar with an adverse report and asked me if they did not goover with-
out further suggestion. There is no doubt, from what he said, that
he left the Chamber supposing the bill would not be ecalled up; and
in order to protect myself against the sispicion of having been inat-
tentive or negligent in this matter I ask nnanimous consent that the
vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed may be reconsid-
ered and that the bill go upon the Calendar.

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to make one remark in that connection.
Of course if is impossible that I can remember what connection each
Senator may have with a bill. I remember now, my attention being
directed to it, that npon the motion of the Senator from Massachu-
setts, who is absent from the city, [Mr. DAwES,] ihis case was re-
stored to the Calendar. I think therefore it is but fair to him (a fact
that did not occur to me at the time I asked that the adverse report
be concurred in) that this order be set aside by unanimous consent
and the case remain on the Calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the reconsidera-
tion of the vote by which this bill was indefinitely postponed? The
Chair hears none.

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the bill go on the Calendar as it was be-
fore that action was had.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It takes its place on the Calendar
as it was before.

Mr. McCREERY. I move that the Senate Mioum.

The motion was ai;aed to; and (atfour o’clock and thirty-five min-
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, March 2, 1876.

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
L L. TowxseExD, D. D. .
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved.

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL.

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the
g‘mviaiuns of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1375, a report of

ajor W. E. Merrill on continnation and completion of the Chesa-
peake and Ohio Canal; whieh was referred to the Committee on
Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

CLAIMB IN QUARTERMASTER AND COMMISSARY DEPARTMENTS.

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting to the Honse, in re-
sponse to a resolution of the 14th Febrnary, a report of the Acti:;ﬁ
Quartermaster-General on the amount of claims allowed and rejec
by the Quartermaster Department and Commissary Department nn-
der the act of July 4, 1864; which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

C. C. HUTCHINSON.

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response
to a House resolution of the 21st ultimo, a report of the gommjssioner
of Indian Affairs in relation to the defalcation of C. C. Hutchinson
late United States agent for the Ottawa Indians; which was referred
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

ALLOTMENTS OF LANDS TO INDIANS.

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to allotments of lands
to certain bands of Indians, and a draught of a bill providing for such
legislation as may be necessary to that end; which was referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

CONTESTED ELECTION—SEAL V8. LYNCH.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received this morning testimony
in the contested-election case of Roderick Seal against John R. Lyneh,
from the State of Mississippi, which, if there be no objection, will be
referred to the Committee on Elections, without printing,

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. &

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES.

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws,
reported, as a substitute for House bills Nos, 1676 and 1678, a bill (H.
R. No. 2449) to supply an omission and to amend section 1420 of the Re-
vised Btatutes; which was read a first and second time, recommitted
to the committee, and ordered to be printed, not to be brought back
by a motion to reconsider. *

TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE HAWAITAN ISLANDS.

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, presented and asked leave
to have printed the views of the minority of the Ways and Means
Committee to accompany the bill (H. R. No. 212) to carry into effect
E:le p[{;pmed treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian

an

There was no ohjection, and the order to print was made.

PRINTING AND ENGRAVING BUREAU OF THE TREASURY.

Mr. RANDALL, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on A
propriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2450) to provide for a defi-
cieney in the segvice of the Printing and Engraving Burean of the
Treasury Department and for the issue of the silver coinage of the
United States in place of the fractional currency; which was read a
first and second time. -«

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to have the bill read.

The bill was read.

The first section appropriates the sum of $163,000 to provide for en-
graving and printing and other expenses in making and issuing United
States notes.

The second section directs the Secretary of the Treasury to issue
silver coin of the United States of the denomination of ten, twenty,
twenty-five, and fifty cents, standard value, in redemption of the full
amount of fractiona enrrency, whether the same be now in the Treas-
nry awaiting redemption or whenever it may be presented for re-
demption.

It prdvides further that the Secretary of the Treasury may, under
the regulations of the Treasury Departnent, provids for such re-
demption and issue by the sabstitation, at the regular subtreasuries
and publie depositories of the [Juited States, until the whole amount
of fractional cnrrency outstanding shall be redecemed.

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to state, under instructions from the
committee, that I will call this bill up at the first opportunity. Ide-
sire further to state, under instructions froin the committee, that the
question of extending the amount of legal-tenders for silver was not,
in their judgment, within the province of our committee, but they did
discuss the subject; and they also instructed me to say that they will

rmit an amendment to be offered, either from the Committee of

Ways and Means or from the Committee on Banking and Currency
when this bill shall come np for consideration, to increase the
amount of legal-tenders and silver coin. I ask unanimous conseut
that when the bill comes up for consideration it shall be considered
in the House.

Mr. PAGE. I would like to ask the gentleman to admit an amend-
ment to allow the issue of coin of twenty cents.

Mr. RANDALL. That is already in the bill. If the gentleman had
listened to its reading he would have found it was there. At thesug-

estion of the Speaker, I move that the bill be recommitted to the
5ommittce on Appropriations, and when that motion is agreed to I
will enter a motion to reconsider. I would further ask unanimous con-
sent that when the bill is seported back it shall be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

Mr. RANDALL entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which
the bill was recommitted.

Andthen, no ohjection being made, it was ordered that when the bill
was reported back from the Committee on Appropriations it should
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

PENBION CLAIMS IN MISSISSIPPL

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi, by nunanimous consent, submitted the
following resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to:

Resolved by the House of resentatives, That the C issi of Pensi be
required to furnish inf on as to the number of applications of colored claim-
ants filed in his office from the State of Mississippi, the number allowed, the num-
her rejected, and the ber unsettled and the cause of delay in adjudicating all
those unsettled ; if awaiting investigation, the steps taken to secure such investi-
gation, the number of agents employed for that purpose, and the number of claims
investigated by such agents. =

THOMAS CRAWFORD.

Mr. NEW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2451)
restoring the name of Thomas Crawford, a soldier of the Mexican
war, to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be
printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Several members called for the order of business.

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning
hour begins at half past twelve o’clock, and the regular order this
morning is the callin
and the call rests wit

of committees for reports of a public nature,
the Committee on Public Lands.
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ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. SAYLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back,
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No, 2039) to amend
sections 2450 and 2451, and to repeal section 2452, title 32, chapter 11,
of the Revised Statutes.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatipes of the United States
America in ¢ assembled, That hereafter the Secretary of the Interior sha
perform all the duties which were delegated to the Secretary of the Treasury b}i
gﬁi&m 2450 and 2451, title 32, chapter 11, of the Revised Statutes of the United

Skc. 2. Thatall suspended entries of the public lands in which the Commissioner
of the General Land Office has decided that patents shall issne, and which have
been confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General, ars
hereby declared valid to the same extent as though confirmed by the Secretary of
t.halTrenaMI ury and the Attorney-General, as prescribed in the aforesaid sections 2450

t .
ansgu- 3. That section 2452, title 32, chapter11, of the Revised Statutes, be, and the
same is hereby, repealed.

Mr. SAYLER. In order that this bill may be fully understood and
that it may ocecupy as little time as possible in its passage, I will
briefly explain its provisions. The sections songht fo be amended
are 2450 and 2451 of the Revised Statutes, which constitute the See-
retary of the Treasury, the Attorney-General, and the Commissioner
of the Land Office a board to establish regulations for and to super-
vise the adjudication by the Commissioner of all cases of suspended
entries of publiclands and of suspended pre-emption land-claim#. It
is the purpose of the bill to substitute the words “the Secretary of
the Interior” for the words “the Secretary of the Treasury.” The
mistake in the revision seems to have grown out of the fact that the
original act establishing this board, passed in 1846 and prior to the
establishment of the Interior Department, named the Secretary of the
Treasury as a member of the board.

In 1849 the Department of the Interior was established. By the
third section of the act establishing this Department it is provided
that the Secretary of the Interior shall perform all duties, in relation
to the General Land Office, of supervision and appeal, then discharged
by the Secretary of the Treasury. In 1853, without any recognition
whatever of the establishment of the Interior Department in 1849,
the act of 1846, which had been limited in its operation to two years,
was revived in all its provisions and extended for a period of ten
years; and in 1856 it was made perpetual, It seems that the com-
missioners of revision, without reference to the act establishing the
Interior Department, simply followed the acts of 1346, 1853, and 1856,
and throughout their revision used the words “Secretary of the
Treasury” as a member of this board instead of the words “Secretary
of the Interior.” Asamatter of fact the Secretary of the Treasury has
never had anything whatever to do with these adjudications; he has
never, and very properly, served upon this board. The Secretary of
the Interior, np to the present time, has discharged all of the duties.

The enactment of the revision of the laws would seem to throw
some donbt upon these nd{'udications, and it is therefore thonght best
bhy the Committee on Public Lands that the second section of this bill
shall be adopted, in order to confirm these adjudications and to render
them valid beyond all guestion.

The third section of the bill provides for the repeal of section 2452,
which directs that the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall
report to Congress, at the first session after any such adjudications
have been made, a list of the same nunder the conditions preseribed by
law. I hold in my hand a list which was reported to Con after
the adoption of the revision of the statutes. No such lists have been
reported before for a long number of years. Reports were made un-
der the act of 1846, but under the acts reviving that act it seems to
have been omitted, I do not belive that there is anything in the act
of 1853 or in the act of 1856 which even by implication repeals the
%mviaion of the act of 1846 requiring such report and publication.

et the fact is that it has fallen into disuse ; it conveys information of
no great importance, and is a matter of considerable labor and con-
siderable expense. If is the opinion of the Department, and it is the
unanimons opinion of the Committee, that report might as well be
dispensed with.

Mr. Speakef, unless some gentleman has a question to ask or an ob-
jection to interpose, I will call the previous question.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ;
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was according!fy read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. SAYLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
paﬁ;ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

‘The latter motion was agreed to.

* TIMBER CULTURE.

Mr. SAYLER, from the same committee, reported back, with a
recommendation that the same do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 2427) to amend
the act entitled “An act to amend an act to encourage the growth
of timber on western prairies,” approved March 13, 1874.

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read
a third time. {

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
assembled,

ives of the United States of
America in Congress

of Representati
That sectivn 3of the act entitled “An act to amend

the act entitled ‘An act to en the wth of timber on the western prai-
ries'" ishereby amended by adding! ﬁeretoi e following further proviso: * Provided
Jurther, That whenever a party holding a claim under the provisions of this act, or
whenever making final proof under the same, shall prove, by two good and eredi-
ble witnesses, that the trees planted and growing on said elaim were destroyed by
grasshoppers during any one or more vears while holding said claim, said year or
years in which said trees were so destroyed sball not work any forfeiture of any
of the rights or privileges conferred by this act ; and the time allowed by this act
in which to plant the trees and make final proof shall be extended the same num-
ber of years as the trees lphmed on the said claim were destroyed in the mauner
specified in this section.” :

SEc. 2. That the planting of seeds, nnts, or couttings shall be considered a com-
pliance with the provisions of the timber-culture act: Provided, That such seeds,
nuts, or cuttings of the kind and for the purpose contemplated in the original act
shall be properly and well planted. the ground properly prepared and cultivated ;
and in case such seeds, nuts, or cuttings shonld not germinate and w, or should
be deatroyed by the depredations of grasshoppers, or from other inevitable acci-
dent, that the ground shall be replanted or the vacancies filled within one year from
the first planting : Provided further, That parties claiming the benefit of the pro-
visions of this act shall prove, by two good and eredible witnesses, that the ground
was pmr{'erl ¢ prepared and planted in such seeds, nuts, or cuttings, and were so de-
stroyed by inevitable accident in such year. 5

SEC. 3. That it shall not be necessary to ?lant the trees, seeds, nuts, or euttin
in one body, provided the several bodies ted :;y t aggregate the
amount required and in the time required by the original and amended act.

Mr. SAYLER. This bill is reported as a substitute for House bill
No. 625 and House bill No. 643. It is substantially a reproduction of
the provisions in those bills, with certain guards which in the opinion
of the committee are important. The first section of this bill simply
gives protection to those unfortunate people who have been subjected
to the plagune of the grasshopper. It provides that in the yearin
which such plagne comes upon them, destroying the trees they have
attempted to cultivate, shall not be counted against them as under
the timber-culture act.

The second section of the bill provides that the planting of seeds,
nuts, or cuttings under proper restriction, as set forth in the section,
shall be regarded as a compliance with the timber-culture act. The
former Commissioner of Public Lands, in a decision which he gave
upon this question, decided substantially that the use of seedsin a
proper manner was asubstantial compliance with the timber-culture
act. But as some doubts have existed and some uncertainty has at-
tended the question, and as it is one of t importance to those
directly interested, the committee have thought best to propose direct
legislation, sanctioning the useof seeds, nuts, and cuttings,and guard-
ing their use by such conditions, limitations, and restrictions as will
prevent abuse. :

The purpose of the third section is this: The original timber-culture
act provides that of the one hundred and sixty acres, or whatever
proportion of one hundred and sixty acres the settler may choose to
take np, one-fourth shall be planted in trees inabody. For instance,
if & man moving west takes n]: one hundred and sixty acres of land,
under the timber-culture act he is required, as that act now stands,
to plant forty acres in trees in a body. This, in some instances, gives
rise to difficulty and is a matter of inconvenience. The committee
cannot understand why the settler may not be permitted to plant two
{)ieces of twenty acres or four pieces of ten acres. In other words, so
ong as he plants the number of acres required under the timber-
culture act, it would seem to be a maiter of very little importance
whether he cultivates his timber in a single body or in several dif-
ferent bodies. These are, briefly, the provisions of the bill.

1 yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, [ Mr. DUNNELL.]

.DUNNELL. The original bill to which this is amendatory was
introduced into this House by myself during the Forty-second Con-
Eresa‘ and the first section of this substitute was in a bill which I

ad the honor to introduce during the present session.

I can see no possible objection to this bill as it has been amended,
liberal as it is, (and I am glad that it is so,) becanse under the tree-
culture act there have already splrung up in many of the western towns
forestry associations and tree-planting has become popular through-
out the length and breadth of those States. In my own State the
people have readily availed themselves of the provisions of the law
on this subject.

I think, however, that the third section, which provides that the
trees, &c., planted need not be in one body, but may be in several
bodies, would be improved by inserting after the word “ bodies” the
words “ not exceeding four.” With this modification I think the pro-
vision would be free from all liability to abuse.

Mr. SAYLER. I have no objection to that amendment.

. Mr. ?UNNELL. I move, then, to pmend in the manner I have in-
dicated.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

assed.
E Mr. SAYLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.
The latter motion was agreed to.

FORFEITED RAILROAD LANDS IN KANSAS. b

Mr. GOODIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back,
with a recommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1771) to de-
clare forfeited to the United States certain lands granted to the State
of Kansas in aid of the construction of railroads by act of Congress
approved March 3, 1863,
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The bill was read. It provides that all lands which were granted
by act of Congress approved March 6, 1863, to the State of Kansas to
aid in the construction of a railroad commencing at Leavenworth,
Kansas, and running, by way of the town of Lawrence and the Ohio
City crossing of the Osage River, to the southern line of the State, in
the direction of Galveston Bay, in Texas, with a branch from Law-
rence, by the valley of the Wakarusa River, to a point on the Atchi-
son, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad, where the road intersects the
Neosho River, and which have not been patented to said railroad
company by the United States under the grant, which has expired by
limitation of law, are thereby declared forfeited to the United States,
and shall hereafter be subject to entry only under the provisions of
the homestead laws of the United States.

Mr. GOODIN. Mr. Speaker, in the year 1863 there was granted by
act of Congress to the State of Kansas, in aid of the construction of
certain railroads named in the act, a large amount of public lands.
Among the railroads to be benefited by the act was a road to be con-
structed from the city of Leavenworth, by the way of the city of Law-
rence to the Ohio City crossing of the Osage River, (now the city of
Ottawa,) to the south line of the State, in the direction of Galveston
Bay. In aid of that road every alternate section of land was granted
within ten miles on either side of the proposed road, and in order to
make the amount equal to every alternate section within the ten-
mile limit, there was also an indemnity grant extending ten miles far-
ther on each side, equal to the amount of land which might have been
previously selected and entered under the various laws of Congress.

The railroad company was to have ten years in which to complete
the construction of its -road. That time expired, of course, on the
3d day of March, 1873. The road has been constructed from the
city of Lawrence to the sonthern boundary of the State; but it has
never been completed from the city of Leavenworth to the city of
Lawrence. Hence, as I take it, under the provisions of the act of
Con the company on the 3d day of March, 1873, had forfeited
tot e:l United States all the lands remaining unsold at the period last
named.

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in a case which was
before the Interior Department on appeal from the local land office at
Independence, Kansas, said, referring to the act of March 3, 1863 :

The act making the grant provides that if any portion of the road is not com-

leted within ten years from the age of the act, no further sale of lands shall
Ee made, and the lands unsold: Irevert to the United States. The ten years ex-
pired March 3, 1873. The act provides that the road shall be constructed from the
city of Leaveuworth, by the way of the town of Lawrence, to the southern line of
the State, in the dircetion of Galveston Bay, in Texas.

There is on file in this Oifice a map of constructed road from Lawrence to the
southern boundary of the State of Kansas. This map is certified by the governor
of Kan ACCO! to law, under date of September 21, 1371. There 1s no evi-
dence on file in this Office that the road has been constructed from Leavenworth to
Lawrence, as required by the act of Congress ; and the time having expired, it must
be considered that by the failure of the company to cmn%l}' with the terms of the
law a forfeiture results of its claim to the lands within the indemnity limits of the
grant, and said lands have reverted to the United States.

After this decision was rendered by the Commissioner of the Gen-
eral Land Office I communicated with the Interior Department, with
the view of getting a proclamation from the Secretary of the Interior
declaring the reversion of the lands to the United States and the open-
ing of them to settlement and entry; and for the purpose of giving
the Honse a full understanding of the matter, I will read my letter
to the late Secretary of the Interior, a copy of which is before me:

HusmpoLbT, Kaxsas, September 14, 1875,
¥ Sir: I desire to call your attention to a subject of grave interest to many of my
constituents, as well as the people of the State at large, and to ask for such action
by your Department as may be deemed by you proper in the premises.

By act of Gonglmas approved March 3, 1863, a large portion of the public domain
was granted to the State of Kansas in aid of the construction of certain railroads,
among which was a road running via Lawrence and the Ohio City erossing of the
Osage River to the south line of the State of Kansas, in the direction of Galveston,
Texas, now familiarly wn a8 the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Rail-
road. By reference to said act it will be seen_that every alternate section within
ten miles of each of said roads not otherwise disposed of by the United States was
granted them, while an indemnity equivalent to the lands so disposed of was
allowed within twenty miles of the road-lines named in the act.

Ten years from the gmsuaﬁa of the act was given for the construction of said
roads, in defaunlt of which the unsold lands were to revert to the United States.
8o far as the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad is concerned, un-
questionably there has been a failure to comply with the provision of the law re-
quiring construction in tem'eara from date of the passage of the act, and a large

nantity of tue lands remained nnsold on tl.l-:u 3d day of March, 1573, said
?auds 1 "m% principally in ramﬁls 21 and 22 cast, comprising near thirty thousand

acres.] Ilearn from the local land office that said lands have not i)'ct. been restored

market, notwithstanding the failure to construct said last-mentioned road within

the perio&; fixed b{euaid act. This being the case, I would most mmtfully but

earncstly ask, on behalf of a large nomber of my constituents, who, ing the

fact of forfeiture, have settled and made improvements upon a portion of said

lands thus reverting to the United States, that they be restored to market to be
of to actnal settlers.

‘When considered in the light of the opinion of the Attorney-General in the case
of the State of Wisconsin in aid of a railroad from Saint Croix to Lake Superior,
your power in the premises, to m‘z- mind, seems clear enongh. If, however, the In-
terior Department should doubt its autfmrii.y to aet without prior judicial adjudi-
cation so as to conclude the railway company, I should be pleased to have an op-
portunity to appear personally before I2'cm and present my own views upon what I
conceive to be its power and duty in the premises.

An early response to this communication indicating the probable action of your
Department upon the subject will greatly oblige, most respectfull

JOHN R. GOODIX.

Hon. CoLuvsmus DELANOD,
Sceretary of the Interior, Washington, D, .

Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General had previous to the writing of
this letter decided in the Wisconsin case referred to that it was com-
petent for the Secretary of the Interior to determine the question of
failure of a railway company to comply with the requirements of a
land grant made for its benefit, and that neither judicial nor congres-
sional action was at all necessary to re-invest the Government with
the absolute control and disposal of the granted lands., Upon the
faith of that opinion I'desired to have the Interior Department pro-
claim the forfeiture asked for in this bill, and to restore to market
the lands to which the railroad company had no shadow of right and
which had been withheld from market by executive order for more
than ten years. But the Interior Department shields itself behind
certain decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, reported
5, 9, and 21 Wallace, respectively, in each of which cases the principle
claimed to be decided is that where a grant of land is made for any
particular pu and there has been & failure to comply with the
provisions of the law making the grant, the United States Govern-
ment must repossess itself of authority and control of the land before
it can be opened up for settlement and entry, and that this can only
be done by the action of the legislative branch of the Government.

Now, sir, this land was guaranteed to the State of Kansas for a cer-
tain purpose, that is, to aid in the construction of a railroad. The
railroad company has failed to comply with the provisions of the law
making the grant. The Supreme Court of tie United States, under
the decision which I have mentioned, wonld probably hold that the

rant was in the State of Kansas unless the Congress of the United
tates should pass such a bill as that now reported by e from the
Committee on Public Lands.

There is no question as to the forfeiture by the railroad company
of all right to these lands. This bill embraces about twenty-nine or
thirty thousand acres. Most of them are now occupied by actual
settlers who are living thereon with their families, and who, knowing
of the failure on the part of the railroad company, have felt secure
in their possessions.

The provisions of this bill, after declaring the forfeiture, provides
that these lands shall be opened up to settlement under the provis-
ions of the homestead law only. understand, from the temper of
the House as manifested on two or three {Jre\'ious occasions when
propositions were before it, that there is a disposition here to enact,
so far as practicable, that the public domain susceptible of agricul-
ture shall in the future besubject to entry under the humane provis-
ions of the homestead law. Inasmuch as these lands have been
taken, nearly all of them by actual settlers, it only seemed right to
Erovi e, as I have done by this bill, that they shall remain open for

omestead entry b{ those already upon them. I go then another step
in the right direction, as I believe, and secure to those who may here-
after settle the same right.

I will call the attention of members of the House to the fact that
a short time since the gentleman fromn Nebraska [ Mr, CROUNSE] in-
troduced a bill which came from my committee and was passed,
providing for the sale of a certain military reservation in the State
of Nebraska, and further that the lands embraced within the limits
of that reservation should be open to entry and settlement nunder the

rovisions of the homestead law only. And that simply is what this
Paw rovides.

I do not know that this railroad company makes any objection to
the passage of the bill. I think there is no claim on the part of any-
body thaé there has been a compliance with the requirements of the
grant in the construction of the road.

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. GOODIN., I will for a question.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wishtoask the gentleman from Kansas this ques-
tion, whether he does not think the public interestg# require, in view of
the vast number of grants made within the last fifteen years upon cer-
tain conditions which have not been complied with, that there should
be some general law providing for the return to the public domain of
the lands so granted T Should there not be a general provision enacted
for the forfeiture of all grants the conditions of which have not been
complied with, so as to return those lands to the public domain and
subject them to the homestead law? Does he not think such a gen-
eral law desirable ?

Mr. GOODIN. I will answer the gentleman from Indiana very
frankly that I do.

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I trust the Committee on Public Lands, of
which he is a member, will bring to the House a bill which will ac-
complish that purpose. and especially in view of the decision of the
Supreme Court of the United States and the opinions expressedunder
that decision by the Department of the Interior.

Mr. GOODIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I took oceasion to observe in
the discussion of another bill in this House, I think there is a dispo-
sition on the part of the Committee on the Publie Lands to carry out
the view just expressed by the gentlemin from Indiana. We ha
several bills pending before that committee in reference to the pub-
lie lands, and so far as we can are endeavoring to incorporate the pro-
visions into one general bill. The gentleman, however, will under-
stand that grants to railroad companies are not all uniform in their
character. There is, of course, a general similitude, but at the same
time one contains provisions which are not to be found in others,
While I agree, therefore, with the gentleman from Indiana that soe
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snch general law as he suggests may be adopted very properly, I hope
he does not mean to throw out the suggestion at this time with any
desire to impede the p; of the pending bill,

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all, for I am in favor of any measure look-
ing in that direction. I wish to see, of course, the same principle a[‘-
plied to the whole body of the public lands under grants actually
forfeited by mon-compliance with the conditions upon which the
grants were made.

Mr. GOODIN. 8o do I, and I will cheerfully support such a meas-
ure when it is brought into shape and will also give cheerful assist-
anee in shaping it.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I desire to know from the
gentleman from Kansas whether or not this road is still in process of
construction and whether or not the State of Kansas or this railroad
company has asked for an extension of time for the completion of
the maé!

Mr. GOODIN. In answer to the question of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania I will state that I know of no effort having ever been
made, either by the State of Kansas or by this railroad company, to
secure any such extension of time, As remarked by me in the begin-
ning, the time for the construction of this road has expired under
the act of March 3, 1873, and I now hold in my hand a letter from the
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office under date of Febru-
ary 21, 1876, which I will read:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAXD OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1876,

Sin: Referring to your personal request of Saturday, I have the honor to state

that no evidence has been filed in this office of the construction of that portion of

the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad m&uiml by act of March 3,
1863, between Leavenworth and Lawrence, in the State of Kansas.
Very respectfully,

J. K. LIPPINCOTT,
Aeting Commissioner.
Hon. Joux R. Goonx,
House of Representatives.

8o it seems, Mr. Speaker, that, althongh three years have passed
since the time when this road should have been tinished, it is yet un-
comﬁéeted between Leavenworth and Lawrence,

I Lelieve, Mr. Speaker, I have detained the House about aslongas I
desire in endeavoring to get before it a true understanding of the pur-
poses of this bill. I cannot, however, close without saying that in
my l.jt:uig'ulenl; the legislation of the country in the future should be
such as will advance the interests of the people who pioneer civiliza-
tion and with true hearts and willing hands settle up the waste and
desert places of this great nation and clothe them in beanty with the
efforts of honest husbandry. Agriculture, which is the basis of real
Ameriean nobility, should receive more care, and monopolies less, at
the hands of our National Legislature. The policy from this time on-
ward should be to mitigate as well as can be done the untold mis-
chiefs and miseries which have been entailed u‘;on the people b_y this
pernicious land-grant system. The Jands of the public domain ad-
mitting of settlement and cultivation should be henceforth reserved
for those who are willing to occupy them; and the Government
should not look to the sale of our agricultural lands for the purposes
of revenue, but keneronsly await their development by those who, in
the over-crowded cities of onr own conntry and of all Europe, too
poor to purchase, but who in their detsrmined willingness to work
and in the strong arms given them, possess the primary elements of
wealth which, when bronght in contact with the broad acres of this
mighty empire, untouched by the civilizing hand of the laborer, will
canse them to yield up their treasures and contribute their due pro-
portion in carrying on the affairs of the Government.

Mr, Speaker, I have said enough ; and, unless some gentleman may
have otBer inquiries concerning this bill, I demand the previous ques-

tion.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I desire fo make a remark if
the genfleman who has reported this bill will allow me.

Mr. GOODIN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. In regard to the remark of
the gentleman, as to a general law, I desire to say fhat every railroad
grant stands on its own pecnliar circnmstances, and Congress has had
occasion in various instances to extend the time because of peculiar
circumstances and because of difficultiesunder which the road labored.
A general law, therefore, making a forfeiture immediately upon the
expiration of, the time would operate occasionally, and in some in-
stances very harshly, Lipcrhaps unjustly, and I trust the committee
will not report any bi having that object in view.

Mr. GOODIN. If there be no further inquiries to be made in refer-
ence to the provisions of this bill, I move the previous question.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ;
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. GOODIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pnsfed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table. :

The latter motion was agreed to. p

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS IN ALABAMA.

Mr. GAUSE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back,
with the recommendation that it do pass, the bhill (IL. R. No. 236) to

give the consent of the United States to the appropriation of certain
proceeds arising from the sale of the swamp and overflowed lands in
Alabama for the purpose of furnishing other and additional accom-
modations for the indigent, insane, and idiotic persons resident in
said State.

The bill was read. It gives consent on the part of the United
States to the appropriation of the proceeds arising from the sale of
the swamp and overflowed lands in Alabama for the gurposes and in
the manner provided in the act of the General Assembly of the State
of Alabama entitled “ An act to appropriate the proceeds from the
sale of the swamp lands fmnt.ed hy Congress to Alabama for the
purpose of furnishing additional accommodations for the indigent
insane and idiotic persons, residents of the State of Alabama,” ap-
proved January 30, 1875.

Mr. GAUSE. In 1850, Congress granted to Arkansas, Alabama, and
other States certain swamp and overflowed lands, the proceeds of the
sale of which were to be applied exclusively to the reclamation of
those swamp and overﬂowmf {)snds. In Alabama the ameunt of pro-
ceeds arising from these sales is so small that the Legislature of that
State considered it impracticable to apply them to any usefnl pur-
pose. They therefore passed an act diverting this small fund from
the reclamation of the lands to the support og an asylum for the in-
digent idiotic and insane of that State. I ask that the act of the
}iegiulnt.ure be read in this connection for the information of the

ouse.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act to appropriate the from the sale of the swamp lands granted by
Congress to Alabama, for the purpose of furnishing additidnal accommodations
for the indigent insane and idiotic persons, residents of the State of Alabama.
‘Whereas certain lands, described as “*swamp and overflowed lands,"” were granted

by the Government of the United States to the State of Alabama by an act of Con-

ss entitled ** An act to enable the Stateof Arkansas and other Siates to reclaim

e swamp lands within their limits,” approved September 28, 1850, wherein it is
provided that the proceeds of said lands, whether from sale or by direct appro-
priation in kind, shall be applied exclusively, as far as necessary, to the purpose of
reclaiming said lands by means of the levees and drains aforesaid ; and whereas
said lands have been sold in Eart by the authorized agentsof the State of Alabam
and the sum of £27,343.31 has been paid into the treasury of the state; an
whereas said sum of §27,343.31 is wholly insuflicient to provide for reclaiming said
lands by means of levees and drains provided for in the act of Congress aforesaid ;
and whereas the ds are now the property of individual owners, with
whom there is no contract or understanding, express or implied, on the part of the
State, that the i111'&:«:(::(:0.:; from the sale shail be e nde(f for the reclamation or
drainage thereof ; and whereas there are more than eight hundred insane and idiotie
persons in the State of Alabama. for whose treatment, cure, and protection no pro-
vision whatever has been or can be made while the financial condition of Alabama
is 80 tly embarrassed as at present : Therefore,

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Alabama, That, by and with the consent
of the Government of the United States first to be obtained, the proceeds arismg
from the sale of swamp and overflowed lands ted to the State of Alabama by
the terms of an act entitled ' An act to enable the State of Arkansas and other
States to reclaim the swamp lands within their limits,” approved tember 28,
1850, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated to and for the purpose of furnishing
other and additional accommodations for the indigent insane and idiotic persons,
residents of the State of Alabama.

SEC. 2. Be it further enacted, That the governor shall cause this act to be com-
munieated to the Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of the
United States through the members thereof mﬁ)]mscntlng the State of Alabama, and
shall m&:e&t that appropriate l:lg-lnlnliw be had anthorizing the disposition and
appropriation of the proceeds arising from the sale of said swamp and overflowed
nds, as provided for in this act.

SEc. 3. Be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the anditor, so soon as
the governor shall officially inform him that the Congress of the United States has
authorized the proceeds of said lands as by this act provided for, to draw his war-
rant upon the treasurer for such sum of money as may have been paid into the
treasury on account of the sale of said lands, after deduneting therefrom an amount
eqiuxl to the elaim or claims which are or may be established and allowed against
said funds for work and labor done and professional services rendered in and about
the location and sales of said lands; which said warrant shall be drawn payable to
the order of the treasurer of the Alal Insane Hospital at Tusealoosa.

SEC. 4. Beit l{m-t.l’a.ea- enacted, That as soon as the proceeds of said swamp lands
shall be turned over to the treasurer of the Alabama Insane Hospital, as provided
for in section 3 of this act, it shall be the duty of the board of trustees of said hos-
giml to canse the same to be expended in the construction of a wing or contiguons

uilding, or, if deemed by said trustees best, a suitable detached building or builds
ings for the lation of the indigent i and idiotic patients.

EC. 5. Be l'atﬂurmer enacted, That, to enable said trustees to carry out fully the
pnrgmeu of this act, they are hereby authorized and empowered to contract with
such builders, mechanics, and other persons as thr:ly may see a}:mpur and find nee-
essary for the erection and equipment of the said additional wing or contiguons
building or detached building or buildings ; and they are anthorized and empowered
to do ew_-ri(thin r requisite and newaaurf' in the expenditure of the fund hercin ap-
propriated for the mmm{;liahmem of the end kad in view and provided for by this
act. And said trustees shall m}mrt to the next session of the General Assembly all
that they they have done in and about the premises by filing with the auditor their
account, supported by vouchers for every expenditure of said moneys, and shall
continue to report to said General Assembly from session to session and iﬂu accounts
with the anditor nntil said work herein provided for be completed and said trustees
discharged from further duty connected therewith by act of the General Assembly.

SEC. 6. Be it further enacted, That all laws and parts of lawsin conflict withany
of the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.

Approved January 30, 1875,

STATE OF ALABAMA,

Office of Secretary of State:

I, R. K. Boyd, secrotary of state of the State of Alabama, do hereby certify that
the foregoing transeript of an act entitled **An act to appropriate the proceeds
from thesaleof the swamp lands granted by Congress to Alabama for the purpose only
of furnishing additional accommodations for the indigent insanc and idivtic per-
sons, residlents of the State of Alabama,"” aﬂ:mve«l January 30, 1875, is a true and
correct copy from the original rolls now on file in this office.

Given ander my hand and the great seal of State affixed, at Montgomery, on this
the 6th day of December, A, D. 1575, and of the Independence of the United Statos
of America the one hnndredth year.

R. E. BOYD

[BEAL] s
Secrctary of State,
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MARrcH 2,

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman reporting
this bill how many acres of land are there that will be diverted from
the purposes for which they were originally granted ?

Mr. GAUSE. I do not know exactly the number of acres; but I
am informed that the proceeds of the lands already sold amount to
aboat §27,000. ] : 5

Mrl.d]i.-&KER, of Indiana. Is there any large quantity remaining
unso

Mr. GAUSE. No, sir. I call the previous question.

The previons question was seconded and the main question ordered;
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordifigly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. GAUSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pngi;{xl; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

SCHOOL LANDS.

Mr. HATHORN, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported
back, with the recommendafion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No.
280) to amend the act entitled “An act to appropriate lands for the
support of schools in certain townships and tional townships not
before provided for,” approved May 20, 1826,

The bill was read. It provides that in all cases where section 16
has been reserved for the support of schools in such township, and
said sixteenth section, or any part thereof, has not been sef apart or
acerued to the said township, on account of paramount title, legal
appropriation to any person, or use other than the support of schools,
or from any other cause whatever, it shall be the duty of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, on the application of the proper and legal school
officers of said township, or of any agent so anthorized by the laws of
the State of Missouri, to select the tracts of land to which each of said
townships may be entitled by virtue of the act and the act to which
it is amendatory, out of any unappropriated land within the State in
which the township for which any tract or tracts of land is selected
may be situated, and when selected, shall be held by the same tenure,
and upon the same terms, for the support of schools, in such township
as section 16 is, or may be held in the State where such township shall
be sitnated.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the gentleman
from New York [ Mr. HaATHORN] whether that is not the law already ?

Mr. HATHORN. It is not the law in the State of Missouri.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Is there not a general law
that embraces what is provided in this bill?

Mr. HATHORN. Not that I am aware of.

It appears that in 1826 a law was passed donating to the State of
Missouri for school purposes certain tracts of land, but some of those
tracts, consisting of section 16, were in some of the townships deeded
and disposed of %efom that law was passed. Now it is asked in be-
half of the school officers that they may take the same amount of
land out of any unappropriated land within the State. If the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BuCKNER] who introduced this bill de-
sires to make any further remarks upon it, I will yield to him for
that pu e.

Mr. BESCIGHER. I did not very distinetly hear the reading of the
bill as reported from the committee, and I would like to know, where
the grant of the sixteenth section has failed by virtue of paramount
° title, whether the selection is to be confined to that township? Isthere
any amendment of the bill in that respect?

Mr. HATHORN. There is not. Where the land has been all sold
iBn the particular township, they may select from other parts of the

tate.

Mr. BUCKNER. Is there any amendment to the original bill?

Mr. HATHORN. There is not. I call the previous question.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ;
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordam& to be engroaso(i
‘and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read
the third time.

The question was on the I e of the bill.

Mr. BUCKNER. I would like to hear the bill again reported.

The bill was again read.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I wish to inquire of the
the bill whether its operation is confined to the State of Missouri ?

Mr. HATHORN. It is.

The bill was passed.

Mr. HATHORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the hill was
passed ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF TIME TO PRE-EMPTORS.

Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back
the bill (H. R. No. 1001) to extend the time to pre-emptors on the
publie lands in certain connties in the State of Minnesota and the bill
(H. R. No. 2115) to extend the time for making final proof and pay-
ment by pre-emptors in the Territory of Dakota one year, with a sub-
stitute (H. R. No. 2452) to extend the time to pre-emptors on the pub-
lic lands; which was read a first and second time.

The substitute extends the time at which pre-emptors on the publie
lands and Indian reservations are now required to make final proof

gentleman who reports

and payment for the period of two years whenever the crops on said
pre-empted lands have been destroyed by grasshoppers within the last
two years.

Mx{ McDILL. By the legislation of the last Congress relief was
Erﬂnted to pre-emptors who had suffered from the ravages of grass-

oppers by extending the time for making proof for one year. Two
bills for which we have reported a substitute were brought into the
House, one by the Delegate from Dakota extending the time for two
ifars in the Territory of Dakota, and the other by a gentleman from

innesota extending the time for two years to pre-emptors on the
publie lands in Minnesota. The committes have thought that relief
should be extended to all pre-emptors who have suffered from the
ravages of grasshoppers. The reason why the time is extended for
two years exists in the fact that the misfortune which comes to these
settlers extends for the whole term of two years. They lose the year
in which the grasshoppers come and destroy their crops and the whole
of the succeeding year. The effect of this law is to extend the time
two years, and it seems to me to be a bill eminently just and proper.
If no gentleman desires to ask any question, I will move the previous
question.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered;
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. McDILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
&aﬁ?ﬁd; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

8.
The latter motion was agreed to.

LANDS IN IOWA.

Mr. McDILL, from the same committee, reported back, with a fa-
vorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1752) to restore certain
lands in the State of Iowa to market, and for other purposes.

The bill was read, and is as follows:

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer-
iea in Oongress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
directed to restore to market, by published notice, all vacant unappropriated lands
heretofore withdrawn for the Mississippi and Missouri Railroad, in tﬂa tate of Iowa,
sitnated more than twenty miles from the rmended line of route as located under
the act approved June 2, 1864, entitled ** An act to amend an act making a grant of
lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the consiruction of cer-
tain railroads in said State,” approved May 15, 1856: Provided, That the price of
said lands shall not be less than £2.50 per acre: And provided further, That all
actual settlers now residing upon said lands shall be permitted to enter not exceed-
ing cne hundred and sixty acres for cach head of a family or single man over
twenty-one years of age, embracing improvements, in preference to any other per-
son, on making proof of such settlement and paying for the lands in accordance
with rules to be Emacribed by the Sccretary of the Interior.

Sgc. 2. That this act shall not include dny lands embraced in the confirmatory
Eut:;p&nivui January 31, 1573, entitled ** An act to quiet title to certain landsin tho

OW .

Mr. McDILL. The history of the legislation n
this: In the gear 1856 certain lands were grantes for railroad pur-
poses to the State of Iowa, and the road was allowed to make a selec-
tion within fifteen miles of their line indefinitely located. The rail-
road company known as the Mississippi and Missourj River Railroad
Company, following the language of the act, made its selection in
accordance therewith, but later the Chicago and Rock Island Rail-
road, which became the snccessor of the Mississippi and Missouri River
Railroad, cha-uﬁed its route so that it passed through the city of Des
Moines, now the capital of the State and considerably south of the
first definitely located line, thereby uncoverinF the northern
of the original selection. The Land Office holds that these lands must
be restored to market before they can beseverally entered. The sole
object of this bill is simply to'restore to market the uncovered and
unappropriated lands lying north of the present extreme limits of the
railroad grant. As gentlemen will observe, the bill protects settlers
now on the lands so as to allow them to enter one hundred and sixty
acres of land for each head of a family and each single man in prefer-
ence of other persons.

Mr. DUNNELL. I would ask the
this bill the reason as to the price of
ket being kept at §2.50 per acre ?

Mr. McDILL. Thereason is that the original land-grant bill made
a reservation that the lands reserved to the Government should be
sold for not less than §2.50 per acre.

Mr. PHILLIPS, of Kansas. Are all these lands occupied by set-
tlers? Are theyall taken up?

Mr. McDILL. Iam not able to answer that question with cer-
tainty ; my impression is that the larger portion of these lands are
occupied by settlers. .

Mr. PHILLIPS, of Kansas. Will the gentleman accept an amend-
ment providing that all the lands not already taken up by settlers
shall be confined to homestead settlements ?

Mr. McDILL. I have no objection, as a member of the Committee
on Public Lands, to that amendment being offered; I am quite will-
ing to accept it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot accept it ; his bill is a re-
port from a committee. - _ s

Mr. PHILLIPS, of Kansas. Then I offer this amendment: that all
the portions of these lands not occupied by settlers be reserved for
homestead settlers.

on this subject is

rtion

ntleman who has charge of
e lands thus restored to mar-
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield for that
amendment {

Mr. McDILL. I do yield.

Mr. PHILLIPS, of Kansas. T move, then, to amend in line 4, by
striking out the word “ market” and inserting in lien thereof the
words © to settlement under the homestead laws.”

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was or-
dered to be enigl:ossed and read a third time ; and being engrossed, it
was aceordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. McDILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pas?ed ; and also'moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOLMAN. The title would not seem to harmonize with the
bill now ; it is not now a bill to restore to market, but to restore to
the provisions of the homestead law. I call the attention of the gen-
tleman from Iowa fo that fact.

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill as it stands will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill to restore certain lands in the State of Iowa to market, and for other pur-

poses.

Mr, HOLMAN. 1 move to strike out the word “ market"” and to

'inserf, in lien thereof the words “settlement under the homestead
AWS.

Mr. McDILL. I think the amendment adopted on motion of the
gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PHILLIPS ] makes necessary still another
amendment to the bill. His amendment has the effect of opening all
this land to homestead entry ; another portion of the billpprovldea
that the price of this land shall not be less than $2.50 an acre. There
should be an amendment striking out that provision of the bill.

Mr. SAYLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was

assed, in order to move the amendment indicated by the gentleman
m Iowa, [Mr. McDILL. ]

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider has already been sub-
mitted and laid npon the table.

Mr. McDILL. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the portion
of the bill to which I have referred.

The SPEAKER. The bill has already been passed, aud is beyond
the power of amendment. i

SCHéOL—INDEmTY LANDS IN NEBRASKA.

Mr. CROUNSE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back,
with a recommendation that the same do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1962)
to confirm certain school-indemnity selections of public lands by the
State of Nebraska.

The question was npon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read
a third time.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. WOOD, of New York. Has the morning hour expired ?

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired.

Mr. WOOD, of New York. I then move that the House resolve it-
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the
purpose of taking up and proceeding with the consideration of the
special order.

The motion was a, to; and accordingly the Honse resolved if-
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SAY-
LER in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole
for the purpose of considesing the special order, which is House bill
No. 612, to carry into effect a convention between the United States
of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands,signed
on the 30th day of January, 1875.

The bill was read, as follows :

Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Representntives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That whenever the President of the United States
shall receive satisfactory evidence that the legislatuve of the Hawaiian Islands
have passed laws on their part to give full effect to the provisions of the convention
between the United States and His M&Leuty the Kingof the Hawaiian Islands,
signed on the 30th day of Janunary, 1875, he 1s hereby authorized to issue his proc-

lamation declaring that he has snch evidenee ; and therenpon, from the date of such
proclamation, the following articles, being the growth and manufacture or produce
of the Hawaiian Islands, to wit, arrow-root; castor-oil; bananas ; nuts; vegetables,
dried and undried, preserved and unpreserved ; hides and skins, nndressed ; rice;
pulu; seeds, plants, shrubs, or trees ; muscovado, brown, and all other unrefined
BUgar, m hereby the grades of sugar heretofore commonly imported from
the Hawaiian Islands, and now known in the markets of San Francisco and Port-
Jand as *“ Sandwich Island sugar;” sirlgga of sugar-cane, melado, and molasses;
tallow, shall be introduced into the United States free of duty so long as the said
convention shall remain in force.

Mr. WOOD, of New York. If no gentleman calls for the reading of
the re}i?rt— .

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask that the report of the majority of
the committee reporting this bill be now read.

Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest that the minority report be read also.
I think both reports shou E be read before the argnment upon the
bill is proceeded with.

The Clerk began the reading of the report of the majority, but
before he had concluded, )

Mr. THROCKMORT said: I ask unanimous consent that the
further reading of thi port be dispensed with, and that both the
majority and minority reports be printed in full in the RECORD.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The reports are as follow :

The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. Wo.
612) to carry into effect a convention between the United States and His Majesty
the King of the Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875, report:

That the convention provides for a treaty between the United States and the
Hawaiian Islands. It is strictly a commercial treaty so far as the government of
the Hawaiian Islands is concerned, but contains provisions favorable to the United
States of o commercial and political character which are not accorded to that gov-

ernment.
d upon by the President and the Senate on the part of

The convention, as a.
this Government and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, is as follows:
AND HIS MAJESTY THE

CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA
KING OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDE—COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY.

Concluded Janunary 30, 1875 ; ratifieation advised by Senate March 18, 1875; ratified
by President May 31, 1875; ratified by Ki;.\dgApril 17, 18175; ratifications exchanged
at Washington, June 3, 1875; proclaimed June 3, 1875.

BY THE Pmmxm: OT THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
A Proclamation.

Whereas a convention between the United States of America and His Majesty
the King of the Hawaiian Islands, on the subject of commercial reciprocity, was
concluded and signed by their respective plenipotentiaries, at the city of Washing-
ton, on the 30th day of January, 1875, which convention, as amended by the con-
tml:tin%pnrtiaa, is word for word as follows :

The United States of Americaand His Majesty the King of the Hawalian Islands,
et‘nsli.\_f animated by the desire tostrengrhen and tuate the friendly relations
which have heretofore uniformly existed between them, and to consolidate their
commercial intercourse, have resolved to enter into a convention for cial
reciprocity. For this purpose, the President of the United States has conferred
full powers on Hamilton ¥Fish, Secretary of State, and His Mﬂmw the K.intg of the
Hawaiian Islands has conferred like powers on Hon. Elisha H. Allen, chief justice
of the supreme court, chancellor of the kingdom, member of the privy counecil of
state, His Majesty's envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United
States of America, and Hon. Henry A. P. Carter, member of the privy council of
state, His Majesty’s special commissioner to the United States of America.

And the said plenipotentiaries, after having exchanged their full powers, which
were found to be in due form, have agreed to the following articles :

ARTICLE L. i

For and in consideration of the rights and pri granted by His Majesty the
King of the Hawaijian Islands in the next su ing article of this convention,
and ns an e&uw&lnns therefor, the United States of America hereby to admit
all the articles named in the following schedule, the same being the ;®wth and
manufacture or produce of the Hawaiian Islands,into all the ports of the United
States free of duty.

BCHEDULE.

Arrow-root; castor-oil; bananas, nuts, vegetables, dried and nndried, preserved
and unpreserved ; hides and skins undressed; rice; {m‘lu; seeds, plants, shrubs,
or trees; muscovado, brown, and all other unrefined sugar, meaning hereby the
ﬁmdesof sngar heretofore commonly imported from the Hawaiian Islands and now

nown in the markets of San Francisco and Portland as " Sandwich Island sugar;"
sirnps of sugar-cane, melado, and molasses; tallow. 5

ArticLe I

For and in consideration of the rights and privileges granted by the United States
of America in the ]ll)remding article of this convention, and as an equivalent there-
for, His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands hereb{agmm to admit all the
articles named in the following schedule, the snme being the growth, manufacturs,
or produce of the United States of America, into all the ports of the Hawaiian
Islands free of duty.

BCHEDULE.

Agrionltural img};mentq; animals; beef, bacon, pork, ham, and all fresh, emoked, or
preserved meats; tsand shoes; grain, flonr, meal, and bran, bread and breadstinffs,
of all kinds ; bricks, lime, and cement; butter, cheese, lard, tallow; bullion ; coal ;
cordage, naval stores, including tar, pitch, resin, turpentine raw and rectified ; cop-
per and oomﬁosmon sheathing; nails and bolts; cotton and manufactures of cotton,
leached and unbl 1, and whether or not colored, stained, painted, or printed ;
eges, fish and oysters, and all other creatures living in the water, and the products
ereof ; fruits, nuts, and vegetables, green, dried or undried, preserved or unpre-
served; hardware; hides, furs, skins and pelts, dressed or undressed; hoop-iron
and rivets, nails, spikes and bolts, tacks, brads or sprigs; ice; irun and steel an
manufactures thereof; leather; Inmber, and timber of all kinds, round, hewed,
sawed, and unmannfactured, in whole or in part; doors, sashes, and blinds; ma-
chinery of all kinds, engines and parts thereof ; oats and hay; paper ; stationery,
and books, and all manufactures of paper or of paper and wood ; petrolenm and a
oils for lubricating or illnminating purposes ; plants, shrubs, trees, and seeds; rive;
sugar, refined or unrefined ; salt ; soap; shooks, staves, and headings; wool and
manufactures of wool, other than y-made clothing: wagons ant carts for the
purposea of tl:gri{'.l:llt.u‘m or of drayage; wood and manufactures of wood, or of
wood and metal except furniture either upholstered or carved and carriages ; tex
tile manufactures, made of a combination of wool, cotton, silk, or linen, or of any
two or more of them other than when ready-made clothing; harness and all man-
ufactures of leather; starch ; and tobaceco, whether in leaf or manufactured.

Armicre ITL

The evidence that articles proposed to be admitted into the ports of the United
States of America, or the ports of the Hawaiian Islands, free of duty, under the
first and second articles of this convention, are the wth, manufacture, or Em-
duce of the United States of Americaor of the Hawaiian Islands, respectively, shail
be established under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection
ofﬂtll:: revenue as the two Governments may from time to time respectively pre.
seribe,

ArticLe IV,

No ex duty or charges shall be imposed in_the Hawaiian Tslands, or in the
United States, upon any of the articles proposed to be admitied ioto the ports of
the United States or the of the Hawaiian Islands free of duty under the first
and second articles of this convention. It is agreed, on the part of His Hawaiian
Majesty, that o long s this treaty shall remain in foree, he will not lease or other-
wise dispose of or create any lien upon any q;:rt, harbor, or other territory in his
dominions, or grant any special privilege or rights of use therein, to any other power,
Btate, or government, nor make any treaty by which any other nation shall obtain
the same privilezes, relative to the admission of any articles free of duty, hereby
secured to the United States.

ArticLe V.,

The present convention shall take effect as soon as it shall havs been approved
and proclaimed by His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, and shall have
been ratified and duly proclaimed on the part of the Government of the United
States, but not until a law to carry it into operation shall have been passed by the
Congress of the United States of America. Such assent having been given, and
the ratifications of the convention having been exchanged as R:ovidmi in articlo 6,
the convention shall remain in foree for seven years from the date at which it may
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come into operation; and forther, until the expiration of twelve months after either
of the high contractinx parties shall give notice to the other of its wish to termi-
nate the same ; each of the hi%h contracting parties being at liberty to give such no-
;lf(:n to the other at the end of the said term of seven years, or at any time there-
ter,
ArTicLE VI.

The present convention shall be duly ratified and the ratifications exchanged at
Wsahin%lwn City within eighteen months from the date hereof or earlier if possible.
In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries of the high contracting parties
have signed this prosent convention and have affixed thereto their respective seals.
Done in daplicate, at Washington, the 30th day of January, in the year of our

Lord 1875,
[SEAL. HAMILTON FISH.
lsmu ELISHA H. ALLEN.
BEAL. HENRY A. P. CARTER.

And whereas the said convention, as ded, has been duly ratified on both parts
and the tive ratificati WOre € wed in this city on this day:

Kow, therefore, be it known that I, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United
States of America, have ¢ the said convention to be made public, to the enid
thotth , and every cl and article thereof, may be observed and fulfilled with
good faith by the United States and the citizens thercof.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the United

States to be aftixed.

Done at the eity of Wasl:mﬁtun this 3d day of June, in the year of our Lord 1875
and of the Independence of the United States the ninety-nint

[sEAL. U. 8. GRANT.

By the President:

Hawyurox Fisu,
Secretary of State.

The treaty, in consequence of its abolition of the duty now im by law in the

United States on the articles enumerated in the schedule, requ an ot of Con-

gress to carry it into effect.  Unlike most of the treaties made with forei:n nations,
not only the consent of the House of Representatives is required to give it validity,
but the proposition to do so must begin there.

In the papers marked confidential, submitted by the President to the Senate for
its consideration, with a view to the ratification of this treaty, is a letter from the
Becretary of the Treasury, in reply to the Secretary of State, relating to the com-
merce between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands.

‘With this letter are tables, furnished by the Bureau of Statistica, showing the
tmports into the United States from the Hawaiian Islands during the fiscal years
ending June 30, 1871 to 1874; also statement of domestic exports from the United
States to those islands for the same periods. From these tables it appears the total
imports fito the United States from the Hawaiian Islands was, for 1571, 81,159, 154 ;
for 1872, $1,285320; for 1873, §1.316,270; and for 1874, §1,017,172; while the ex-
ports to those islands were, in 1871, §340,345; in 1872; §620,205; in 1873, $654,103;
snd in 1674, $623,280.

In addition to these tables, we have procured and add the importations and ex-

tations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, which state the importations at

227,191 and the exportations »

Thas is presented a comparative statement of the trade of the two countries for
the En.at five years, which shows a balance in favor of the Hawaiian Islands.

This trade is chiefly in tropical or semi-tropical products, as imported, and in
miscellaneons products of the United States, as exported.

It will be seen that, so far as the aggregate value in the t of the e
between the two countries is concerned, it is not of great importance. It is, how-
ever, an interesting facet, those islands buy from us a much larger amount of our
products, in propertion to what we take of them, than any other of the sugar or
coffee producing countries,

The SBecretary of the Treasury, in the letter referred to, thus speaks of this

trade:

‘* The conditions attending this commerce appear to be such as render it of greater
value to the United States, in proportion to its volume, than is usual with coan-
tries similarly situated and producing sugar as the lea&in%wataple. So far as the
exchange of articles is concerned, there is an equivalent to be found in onr export
trade for the value of the sugar and the other articles imported. Such is not the
t.n.?la with most of the tropical islands or sugar-producing countries of either hemi-
sphere. i

* The import trade from the uvar:lalpoeMMOM of the East Indies shows large

gates received and very small values returned in the produce of the United

tes. The heavy adverse balance must be paid in coin. Thus the exports of

United States produce and manufactures to China are but 5 per cent. of the lmports
from China, and the light exports to the British East Indies are but 1 per cent. of
the imports therefrom,

“The exports to the Spanish East Indies, or Manila, are but one-third of 1 per
cent. of the imports from those essions; and, finally, the exports
East Indies are but 4 per cent. of the imports from the same.

“The Hawaiian Islands take an aggregate valoe of American produce and man-
ufactures twice as great as do the last three tries or p ions taken together."

The following statement is in further illustration, by figures, of this point:

Value of H trade as ypared with other sugar countries.
Hawaiian Islands export to the United States.......cveeveciceran cauen §1,139, 725
The islands import from the United States. ..oovveeennicraan.. e =,

Imports over 75 per cent. of exports. Under the treaty would be nearly equal.

CUBA.

Cuba exports to the United States....... .. .cooceeeeiaiiananan i £77, 469, 826
Cuba imports from the United States.......coceeeeecncsnsencanenesn. 1,397,720

Imports not 2 per cent. of exports.

BRITISH EAST INDIES, i

British East Indies export to the United States............ ks 16, 855, 747
The same import from the United States....... TP e L S o e 165, 270

Being not | per cent. of exports.

BPANISH POSSESSIONS OTHER THAN CUBA.

Other Spanish possessions sell to the United States...........cvveee.. 6,171,635
The sm%uyuftho United States. ..o coouenn SRR e e AN 17, 570

Less than 1 of 1 per cent.

DUTCH EAST INDIES.

Dutch East Indies sell to the United States......... e v 7, 536, 954
The same buy of the United States . .......ccceeee. e ey 255, 134

Less than 4 per cent.

CHINA.

China sells to the United States SRt s awe puvane: T A L
The same buys of the United States....ccoeeiinecciicaccnccciaaioaa. 1,931, 732

Being about 7} per cent.

The importation of rice from the Hawaiian Islands for the fiscal year ending
June, 1875, was 794 tons, valued at $60,131, which is a small portion of what the
Pacific States consnme.

This reciprocal trade is better than free trade, for, while it increases tne trade of
the contracting parties and concentrates it in their hands, it is a restraint on the

to the Dutch

trade of other countries, because they have duties and other charges to from
which the parties to this reciprocal treaty are free, o

With reference to the ostensible trade between the Hawaiian Islands and the
United States, as shown by the values reported, it may be said that these values do
not probably accurately state it, as, for instance, there are reasons for believing
they are too largely stated for imports and as much in deficiency for exports. The
official statements of the Hawaiian government of imports from the United States
for 1873 are placed at §36,522, of which sum $786,522 in value paid duty, and the
ar{mmtn the United States are stated at §1,085,26; whercas, according to our
valuations, our exports for the same period were §1,316,270, and the m:lpmg.s B6UT,-
191, showing a material difference.

The Secretary of the Treasury further states that—

“The effect on the revenue of admitting the articles named in the schednle free
of duty is first to remit the amount levied on sugar, the quantity of which was in
1873 (fiscal year) 15,743,146 pounds, on which the duty, at two cents per pound, is
§314,863, and, inclusive of a small amount of other saceharine products, (molasses
and melado,) it amounts to £320,345 in all on this class of articles. This is also
nmﬂz the average for three years ending with 1873,

“The duty on other articles imported and included in the schedule of articles to
be admitted free is small in amount, ineluding none of conspicuons importance.
Tho?;ﬁmgate received is less than 850,000 per year. The entire release of duty

by the treaty, therefore, would be nearly £370,000 yearly.

*“In relation to the question of duty, it is, however, only just to say that the
present consumption of sn on the Pacific coast is rapidly inereasing, the in-
fsmm!anl each year being mearly equal to the total importation of a year from these

ils.

“For 1873 (the fiscal year) the total quantity of sugar imported at San Francisco
was 'g;.- e?tﬂ]-zpounda and 2.930,9‘:]!]) ;mntli:d.s ar-‘i’cg-tuaud. (égg)ln‘ eF..::lgen‘.her 75.03}'&)11
poun n o?moeﬂm year the entire quantity was ,460 pounds, a differ-
ence of 12,145, unds in 1873 over 1872, a8

“ During 1874 the importation was still larger. This increasing importation and
consumption therefore canse the question to stand not so much as one of diminu-
tion of present revenue, but rather as a check to their increase to the extent of the
importation of sugar and other dutiable articles made free. The lack of patural
facilities for devel?lping the production of sugar in the islands embraced in the
treaty would keep down the futare proportions of this check."

The Secretary, in conclusion, further states :

“ The proposed release of this duty would undoubtedly increase this trade, and
its increase would go far toward compensating for the loss resulting from the re-
lease of sugar from duty.

“ Should the sugar-product so released inerease to 25,000,000 pounds yearly, the
export trade would prubably equal it in value

*In addition to the particular articles of commerce affected by the treaty, there
are general eommercial advantages likely to follow, which can nn!g‘bﬂ alluded to
here. The rendezvous so long afforded at these islands for the sailing-fleets of the
Pacific is still needed; and, with the increasing commeree of all the seas borderin
the Pacific, the demand increases for snch aids and facilities as would be affordes
;;I.l.l':;g%l t.h;s establishment of American interests in the Hawaiian Islands proposed

v the treaty.

It will thus be seen that the Socre!ar{ of the Treasnry does not attach importance
to the loss of revenue wing out of the ratification of this treaty.

Agreeing with all of his predecessors who have been consulted on the subject, he
approves of a treaty of this character with the Hawaiian Islands. . !

here iz no doubt that, looked upon as simply a revenue measure, it would not

seem as if there was immediate advantage to the United States; but, when we take

into consideration not only the present but the prospective commerce of the Pacitic,

ig ?imt.‘;::a lﬁ'dixputod it is of much greater advantage to us than to the other party
o Y-

This treaty authorizes an exchange of the products of the soil, such as sngar, rice,
and some tropical fruits, for Inmber, flour, and manufactures of the United States,

The Pacific States are to receive from those islanids what t hey do not produnce, and
the islands are to receive from the Pacific States in exchange therefor what they
do not produce.

As sugar is the principal article released, it may be well to consider it specially
in this connection. Some fears have been expressed as to the effect of this release
from duty on the like products of the United States.

It cannot be said that the admission of Hawaiian sugar will have the least influ-
ence upon the sugar-market in the Atlantic States, for it is impossible that this
sugar can in any way come in competition with it. To show how littlé the Atlan-
tic-grown sugar can be affected by the admission of the Pacific-grown sugar into
the Pacific ports free, (for it is only in the Pacific ports that this sugar can ever be
imported,) the following comparative statemnent is submitted:

Tons.
The importation of sugar into the United States during 1573 was.......... 766, 648
Tmported from the I8lands . . o..c. o ioiacines semmscsascssasnsaninmnsnninnnn 1,

or about one hundredth of the whole.
1874,

Whole importation into the United States . 5
Tmported from (8IANAS. ..... ceeresreorscrsrenssmscnsmamnnsassenysssnweneres By dB1
or less than one hundredth of the whole, showing an increase of importation into
the United States of 30,505 tous.

1875,
. Tons.
‘Whole importation into the United States. .coveeeeniieceennrrecnnane.. vea B47,910
Tparts Trony IslANdn. . -2 ceswe v csomarimnavesnprtnnnes R eemee  B044

a trifle over one hundredth of the Whole, showing an increase of imports into the
United States of 50,757 tons.

Imports of sugar from all countries into the Pacific States in fiscal year ending
June 30, 1875, was 66 446,470 pounds, while the importation from the islands to the
Pacific States was 17,888,000 pounds, a trifie over one-quarter of the whole importa-
tion, so that it will be seen that the whole importation from the i s cannot
affect the market in the Atlantic States. It is not possible that the Hawaiian sugar
can ever find its way to the Atlantic States—the cost of transportation would ex- |
clade it; nor can there be fear of any very great increase in the production of this
sugar, in view of the steadily diminishing population of the islands. (See Appen-

dix A.) .
As pertinent to the ideration of th‘ia‘?naation, we should not lose sight of a
Fro‘ua le diversion of the trade of the islands to another direction ; already a very
arge proportion of it has been attracted to the British colonies in the Pacifie. In
1&74 the total export of sugar from the Hawaiian Islands was 11,545 tons, of which
4,191 tons were sent to British colonies, and of the imports of the same year more
than one-half was from other conntries than the United States.

At the present time o great number of British, American, and Hawaiian vessels
annnally enter Australian and New Zealand ports with sugar cargoes. The greater
part of these enter at New Castle or Syduey, thence take coal freights back to the
1slands. New Zealand, Tasmania, and Victoria are striving for a monopoly of the
trade, and have recently made considerable pro;

The supply of sngar in the Mauritins is rapidly « ning, and o substitute for it
is% l'min$ that of the Hawaiian lslands, anu the effort now is to procure @ monop-
oly of it.
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The English governmentand people are always on the alert to increase their com-
mercial advantages. Their vast Pacilic possessions, alveady of incaleulable value,
require a larger supply of sugar for consumption than can now be supplied, hence
their interest in procuring a monopoly of this trade,

It is not, therefore, unreasonable to apprehend that the United States may lose a
considerable portion of this trade nul tier cinl relations are made with
the islands.

The producing interest of the islands has been for years in a depressed state, but
it is thonght that the treaty will give an impulse to the business, and althongh it
rednces their revennes from cnstoms, and imposes npon them direet taxes, they
prefer to try this rather than to seek relations with any other country.

It has béen said that the United States will surely have this trade if they do
nothing to encourage it.

This is an entire mistake, for production mnst diminish and the trade lessen by
the impoverished condition of the people, or they will be compelled to make com-
mercial relations with some other country.

There is now ication by st s from San Francisco to Anstralia, touch-
ing at the islands, besides vessels calling at the islands for freight, and frequently
freighted with coal, which affords reasonable fml%llt for return cargo.

In this day of sharp contest for the trade of the Pacific, some effort must be made
to secure it. These st 8 are subsidized by the governments of Aunstralia and
New Zealand, and it is a liberal effort to secure the trade of the Pacific.

The United States derives advantages from the treaty superior to the islands in
some respects.

If the e: and imports are equal, as they probably will be, it would be an
equal . But as the islands have no vessels, the United States will have the

carrying trade, and the supplying them with all the variety of their produce and
manufactures.

But supposing that there wereno reciprocity of commeree in this treaty, that the
commereial advantages were largely against us, and that we were to lose even
£400,000 annual revenue, ﬂct there are political reasons of sufficient magnitude to
warrant us to make it. We should consider it as a question comprehending inter-
ests beyond the mere free exchange of the articles ennmerated in the schedules.

It involves matters of higher interests, of graver importance, and greater signifi-
eance than those which relste simply to reciprocal advantages likely to resalt from
a free exchange of commodities. ’

Private interests should be subordinate to national interests and commercial se-
eurity and advancement.

The gao%;aphical position of the Hawaiian Islands, their relation to our Pacific
coast and to the countries adjacent to the Pacific Ocean, their history, area, and
capabilities of prodnction, the character of their harbora and their commerce, the
present and future commerce of the ocean which surrounds them, the problem as
to their futare political status, together with the certainly that they cannot main-
tain antonomy or hold their place as a separate nation and not become absorbed by
some other power, are to be considered in determining the ?nmtjon as to the policy
of making this treaty, As carly as 1840 the importance of these islands, in their
geographical and political aspect, attracted the attention of onr Government.

Mr. Webster, when Secretary of State, even before the acquisition of California,
declared that the Government of the United States wonld look with displeasure

‘No trade could prosper, or even exist, while a hostile power, ing an
active and powerful marine, should send forth its ernisers to prey on commerce.”

He says turtber, that—

“A military colony onee fairly established on them might put at defiance any
means of attack which conld be bronght to bear against them.”

Since the time that Jarvis wrote, California has been acquired, in which has
been bnilt one of the great commercial cities of the Union; and this city is con-
nected by arailroad with the Atlantie and by steamers with Japan and China, with
the Hawaiian Islands, Fiji Islands, Australia, and New Zealand, and the coast of
Ameriea to Chili. Other railroads across the continent are being built, which will
make additional connections with ports and islands on the Paeific. The day will
doubtless come when a ship-canal will be built connecting the Atlantic and the
Pacific, and, of course, extending commerce and civil relations with the rich coun-
tries of the East.

The London Times thus refers to the chief harbor of the islanda:

“The narrow land-locked inlet or lagoon named Pearl River Harbor is in itself
small in absolute extent, but it is of inestimable value to any civilized nation pos-
sessing it and using it for naval pu . In the deep waters of this sheltered
lake not only the armed ships of the United States, but of all countries, may find
space and perfect security. ‘The maritime power which holds Pearl River Harbor
and moors her fleet there, holds also the key of the North Pacific.”

Oregon has added her valuable agricnltural prodocts, with lnmber and manufac-
tures, to the great stock of the States, all of which, when the resources of the Pa-
l:l-iﬁc are even partially developed, will stimulate commerce by their rich abun-
dance.

The Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco made a report in favor, some years
ago, in which this language is used :

o gﬁnsite the very portals of this commerce, and direetly in its track, lie
these islands, lwopiu% as it were, watch and ward over us and over this entire coast
ani its commerce. Plant an active enemy on them, and let him fortify himself
there, if he were the smallest of the maritime powers, he wounld probably aunihi-
late this commerce. A power with a fleet consisting of only the Florida aud the
Alabama would, intrenched in these marine fortresses, harass all profit out of it.
In the hands of France or England the effect would be to enable either of those
powers to shut us out of the t highway of the Pacific and lock us up, so far as
commerce is concerned, within our own mountain ranges, absolutely at its pleas-
ure, The United Smm:i,hy keeping ul?aan enormous naval armament on this coast,
could carry her flag with her floating Datteries in defianceof such powers and their
mid-ocean fortress; but sommerce would be ; and so important has this
commerce of the Pacific become td the United States, so great its present propor-
tions, and so intimately blended with the nation's hopes and interests in its pros-

tive growth, the very knowledge that a hostile power, so located. could at will
E:ﬁtmy it almost without cost, would oomggl the United States, in all intgroational
intercourse, to take a humbler tone and less independent in nrging its own
views, for nations like men intuitively bate their breath in mumﬁ a power
which can, if disposed, inflict on them a grand with effort.”

Sir George Simpson, the former governor of the . in his
travels around the world, says that “ the position of this T [ore

udson Bay Com
e g b
valuable on this account, that it neither is nor can ever be sh by any rival.”

- upon any effort by any other government to acquoire any prep mderating infl
over the government of the Hawaiian Islands; and he further said, in relation to
an intimation that the French would probably take ion of the islauds, that
“he trusted they would not take possession, but it they did, they would be dis-
lorll‘;_red. if it took the whole power of this Government to'do it, if his advice were
taken."

Subsequently, in view of the importanee of more intimate commercial relations
with this country, Mr. Marcy, while Secre tary of State, negotiated a treaty similar
in principle, and he left on récord his opinion that he regarded it as “a measare of

reat importance to both countries ; ™' but, from considerations peculiar to that day,

t was not reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to the Senate.

The question, however, was regarded by the Government of so moch im Ancs
that Mr. Seward, when Secretary of State, stated to the Hawaiian minister that he
designed to negotiate another treaty, and would do so when the war was closed ;
adding that the Government made no treaties at that time without some especial

rovisions, which, perhaps, would not be well to incorporate in such a treaty. But
Snring his term of office such a treaty was made. But it had the misfortune to be
before the Senate at the time of the Domingo treaty, anid it suffered from that
association.

This treaty, incorporating the same prlnc‘llpla of reciprocal trade, has many ad-
vantages which the other treaties had not. It embraces almost the whole import
trade of the islands on the free list, to the exclusion of Great Britain and Germany
and all other countries, so far as the discrimination of duties is against them.

It contains the additional Rmvisionu that no export duty or charges shall be im-
posed in the Hawaiian Islands or in the United States upon any of the articles pro-

osed to be admitted into theports of the United States or the

lands free of daty under the first and second articles of this convention. It is
agreed on the part of His Hawaiian Majesty that, so long as this treaty shall remain
in foree, he will not lease or otherwise dispose of or create any lien npon any port,
barbor, or other territory in his dominions or grant any special privilege or rights
of use therein to any other Ipowcr, state, or govermment, nor make any treaty by
which any other nation shall obtain the same privileges relative to the admission of
any articles free of duty hereby secured to the United States.

The treaty, after the most thorongh discussion in the Senate, was ratified by a
vote of 51 to 12. Tt will be seen, therefore, that the principles of the treaty have
besn approved by many of the leading statesmen of the country amd by almost every
administration of the Government for many years, and there has been an entire
unanimity of opinion that the United States must have such reial relati

rts of the Hawalian

The ity of aucurin% the favorabla relations offered by this treaty was shoyn
in behalf of the Navy by a letter from Admiral Porter to Senator JONEs, of Nevada;
in a military point of view, by a letter from General Schofield, presented l?' Sena-
tor Hasuis.  Admiral Porter claims that if the British government should secure
the control of the islands the British navy could draw a line from British Columbia
to Australia, pletely held against our nation, and the Pacific coast States wounld
be defenseless; but, with the control which this treaty givesthe United States, the
Pacific coast is impregnable, on account of the n ty of nsing heavy iron ships
of war, which neec conlhl% stations within easy reach.  The Pacific coast, accord-
ing to the opinion of Admiral Porter, t be attacked fully from British
Columbia or Mexico, because in such cases we could use our land forces to protect
ourselves. He says that at the present time the United States is not prepared to
expend large sums in making a naval station at the islands, but this treaty will,
during its operation, prevent any foreign power from getting a foothold, and before
its expiration the United States may secure what privileges it requires.

The islands are a favorite naval station of all nations ; some of the American
naval officers have been there for months together; and Admiral Reynolds, now in
command of the East India squadron, resided there for some ten years on account
of his health; and, after a most intimate knowledge of their position as a naval

ion, of their ial buainwaxtheir institutions, social and political, they
earnestly advised the ratification of reaty. General Schofield, of the Army,
visited the islands on account of his health, and while there very carefully exam-
ined them, and his opinion is in entire accord with the naval ofticers.

General Schofield has written very decidedly on the subject, and favorable to the
treaty. He says *that he should consider it a serions misfortune to the United
States for any other nation to get control of the islands.

Great Britain now possesses in the Sonth Pacific, Austnllahnn immense terri-
tory, New Zealand, and T: ia, and has racendl;.lg soccllu.imd that immense group
of islands called Fiji, embracing some two hun and twenty-five in number.

British colonies in the South Pacifie :

New Zealand
Tasmanin

3,040, 437

the recently acquired

with them as will prevent them from being allied to any other wunua.'.

The misfortune of the islands is that they have no home market, and they are en-
tirely dependent upon the trade of other countries, and hence the necessity of com-
mer cial relations with this or some other country.

The Legislature of Oregon expressed their favorable opinion on the subject of a
treaty of this kind i}am go, and requested their Senators and Representatives to
support it; and so did the Chamber of Commerce in San Franeisco and the Board
of o in Boston.

Mr, Seward, in a speech he made in the Senate on the subject of the of
the Pacific, said :

“ Who does not see that henceforth every year Eurol ropean
polities, European thought, and European activity, although actually gaining

ter and Euro connections, althongh actually ieauming more inti-
mate, will ultimately sink, nevertheless, in i ce, while the Pacitic Ocean, its
shores, its islands, and the vast region beyomd, will 1 the chief tl of
events in the world's great hereafter 1"

The commercial prosperity of the Pacific States, sustained not only by its im-
mense productive power, by agricnltute and mining, but by its central ition,
must rapidly increase by its means of easy communication with China and Japan,
and the Brifish colonies in the Sonth Pacifie, and with the Atlantic States and Eu-
rope. And when the other railroads across the continent to the Pacific, and the
ship-canal connecting the . tic and Pacific are complete, it will add, of conrse,
immensely to the navignti nd commerce of that ocean. The Sandwich Islands
arein the track of this great commerce ; and whatever maritime power moors her
I\I.i‘(l:et, 1lhem holids the key o the North Pacifie, for, as Jarvis, the historian of the

ands, says: .

commerce, Eu

\ m of the Fiji Islands, con some two
hundred and twentv-ﬂ::q mlnn(lam. i e

"ﬁhe &phulm‘on of these colonies is approaching 3,000,000, with great enterprise
and wealth.

The Queen, in her speech to Parliament last February, said:

“The King and chiefs of FJ,LL having made a new offer of their islands, unfet-
tered by comdjtions, I have thought it right to accept the cession of a territo:
which, independently of its large natural resources, otfers important maritime ad-
vantages by my fleets in the Pacific.”

In addition to these great ssions in the Sonth Pacifie, Great Britain has
DBritish Columbia in the North Pacitic, so that, should she now acquire the Sand.
wich lIslands, she would have a perfect cordon around the Pacific States. These
islands are the only interruption to the chief control.

Square miles.

The United States has. ......ccccccicesnacassnsssanssssenssrsasncsan-na- 1, 984, 467
The Territoriea BAVE. ....cccaieccssnsesasasssencnsnsssanssaanassansanmns 1,619, 417
3, 603, ocd

The Hawaiian Islands can do but little in promoting their prosperity without
more intimate relations with this or some other commercial country.

Their civilization is modeled after our own, They have similar systems of laws.
O principles of juris;;mdonne are controlling aathority in their courts.

Their literary and religious institutions are similar to ourown, and an American
in visiting their capital wouald feel as if he were in an American town.

It is an eventful period in the history of that part of the world, and it is impor-
tant that our commercial relations shonld be made more intimate, so that should the
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day come when those islands are, as it were, a waif on the ocean, they would come
naturally under our control, without money and without ?ri and, what is infi-
nitely more important, witbout a conflict with.any greatnation of the world., Other
nations want them, but this country has the vantage-ground and the preference;
for. as a people, their affections are with uns.

In view, therefore, of these considerations, the committee report in favor of the
bill to carry this treaty into effect. f

The slight loss of revenue is of small valne as compared with the many higher
and more important interests to be subserved.

The Pacific Ocean is an American ocean, destined to hold a far higher place in
the foture history of the world than the Atlantic. Itis the future great highway
between ourselves and the hundreds of millions of Asiatics who look to us for com-
merce, civilization, and Christ-iani;.i‘ These islands rest midway between nus and
them as the necessary post provided by the Great Ruler of the universe as points
of observation, rest, suggz, military strategy, and command, to enable each other
to unite in protecting hemispheres from European assault, aggression, and

avarice. "
Population of the Hawaiian Islands.
- Foreign- Total |
Year. ers.gn Natives. S Decrease. Years.
1779, Captain Cook estimated it..|.....cccooloeeuanao.| 400,000 |..... T e
1823, American missionaries es-
moated B, ... cmeeaarinifiresnan e enaaas| 142,050 | 257,050 4“4
1832, ofticial census....... 2 11,735 9
1536, official census .......... Ve e i i .--| 108,579 24,414 4
1850, official census. ........ * 84, 165 24 414 14
1853, official consus. ............. 2,119 71,019 T3, 138 11, 027 3
1860, oflicial census. ............. 2, 716 67, 084 , 800 3,333 7
1866, ofticial census. .ocooeoan.... 4,14 58, 765 62, 959 6, 841 [
1872, official census..... e M T, 853 49, 044 56, 8097 G, 062 (]

1850, natives ...cca.aaac EL A e e e e S . St e et
IBTR DALITBE ;- oo ronciansaninssanmnnamenn s ns s e A ek s e s us ra s messa s D044

Decrease in twenty-two years ..... e e s B e et 5 b
Forty and one-third per cent., or 1.83 per cent. annually, including half-castes, 2, 457,

The undersigned, a minority of the Committee of Ways and Means, submit their
views and objections o the bill (H. R. No. 12) to oarr'f into effect the proposed
treaty between the United Statesand the Hawaiian Islands, signed Jannary 30, 1575.

The proposed treaty is as follows :

CONVENTION HETWEEN THE UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA AND HIS MAJESTY THE
KING OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS—COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY.

Concluded January 30, 1875; ratification advised by Senate March 18 1875 ; ratified
by President May 31, 1875 ; ratified by King April 17, 1875; ratifications exchs
at Washington June 3, 1875 ; proclaimed June 3, 1875.

By THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
A Proclamation.

Whereas a convention between the United States of America and His Majesty
the King of the Hawaiian Islands, on the subject of commercial reciprocity, was
concluded and si§n0(l by their respective ;})leniputuntiariea, at the cit{ of Wash-
ington, on the J0th day of Jannary, 1875, which convention, a8 amended by the con-
tracting parties, is word for word as follows:

The United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands,
eﬁ:mlly animated by the desire to strengghen aud perpetuate the friendly relations
which” have heretofore uniformly existed between them, and to consolidate their
commercial intercourse, have resolved to enter into a convention for commercial
reciprocity. For this purpose, the President of the United States has conferred
full powers on Hamilton Fish, Secretary of State, and His M}?'est the King of the
Hawaiion Islands has conferred like powers on Hon. Elisha H. A_I{en
of the supreme court, chancellor of the kingdem, member of the prlv council of
state, His Majesty's envoy ex nary and minister plenipotent to the

ed States of America, and Hon. Henry A. P. Carter, member of the privy
council of state, His Majesty's special commissioner to the United States of America.

And the said plenipotentiaries, after having exchanged their full powers, which
were found to be in due form, have agreed to the following articles :

ARTICLE 1.

For and in consideration of the rights and privileges granted by His Majesty the
King of the Hawaiian Islands in the next succeeding article of this convention, and
as an equivalent therefor, the United States of America hereby agree to admit all
the ar‘:‘.i]alea named in the following schedule, the same being the growth and manu-
ﬂh&waor produce of the Hawaiian Islands, into all the ports of the United States

uty.

SCHEDULE.
; nuts, vegetables, dried and undried, preserved
and nnpreserved ; hides and skins undressed ; rice; pulu; seeds, plants, shrubs,
or trees; muscovado, brown, and all other nnrefined sugar, meanjng hereby the
es of sugar heretofore commonly imported from the Hawaiian Islauds and now
nown in the markets of San Francisco and Portland #s * Sandwich Island sugar;"
sirups of sugar-cane, melado, and molasses ; tallow, *
ArrmicLe IL

For and in consideration of the rights and privileges granted by the United States
of America in the grewding article of this convention, and as an equivalent there-
for, His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands hemb[\l; agrees to admit all the
articles named in the following schednle, the same being the growth, manufacture,
or prodnee of the United States of America, into all the ports of the Hawaiian
Islands free of duty.

Arrow-root ; castor-oil; b

BCHEDULE.

Agrieultural implements ; animals; beef, bacon, pork, ham, and all fresh, smoked,
or preserved meats; boots and shoes ; grain, flour, meal, and bran, bread and bread-
stuffs. of all kinds; bricks, lime, and cement; butter, cheese, lard, tallow; bullion;
coal; cordage, naval stores, including tar, pitch, resin, turpentine, raw and rectified ;

pper and ition sheathing; nails and bolts; citton and manufactures o
cotton, bl and unbleached. and whether or not colored, stained, painted, or
printed ; eggs, fish, and oysters, and all other creatures living in the water, and the
products thereof; fruits, nuts, and vegetables, green, dried, or undried, preserved

a

chief justice |

or unpreaerved ; hardware; hides, furs, skins, and pelts, dressed or undressed ; hoo
iron and rivets, nails, spikes, and bolts, tacks, brads, or sp‘nqn ice; iron and stee s
and manufactures thereof; leather; lumber, and timber, of al Ifsinda, round, hewed,
sawed, and unmanufactured, in whole or in part; doors, sashes, and blinds; ma-
chinery of all kinds, engines, and parts thereof; oats and hay; paper, stationery,
ani books, and all manufactures of paperor of paper and wood ; petrolenm and al
oils for lnbricating or illuminating purposes; plants, shrubs, trees, and seed ; rice;
sugar, refined or unrefined; salt; soap; shooks, staves, and headings; wool and
manufactures of wool, other than ready-made clo ; wagons and carts for the
purposes of agriculture or of drayage; wood and manufactures of wood, or of wood
and metal, except furniture, either upholstered or carved, and carringes ; textile
manufactures, made of a combination of wool, cotton, silk, or linen, or of any two
or more of them other than when ready-made clothing ; harness and all manufact-
ures of leather; starch; and tobacco, whether in leaf or manufactured.

AwrticLe TIL

The evidence that articles proposed to be admitted into the ports of the United
States of America or the ports of the Hawaiian Islands free of duty under the
firat and second articles of this convention are the growth, man ture, or pro-
duce of the United States of America or of the Hawaiian lslands, respectively,
shall be established nnder such rules and regulations and conditions for the protee-
tion of the revenue as the two Governments may from time to time respectively
prescribe.

ArTICLE IV.

No exgnrt duty or charges shall be imposed in the Hawaiian Jslands or in the
United States upon any of the articles proposed to be admitted into the ports of
the United States or the ports of the Hawaiian Islands free of duty under the firat
and second articles of this convention. It is agreed, on the part of His Hawaiian
Majesty, that so long as this treaty shall remain in force he will not lease or other-
wise dispose of or create any lien upon any port, harbor, or other territory in his
dominions, or grant any special privilege or rights of use therein, to any other
power, state, or government, nor make any treaty by which any other nation shall
obtain the same privileges, relative to the admission of any articles free of duty,
hereby secured to the United States.

= ARTICLE V,

The present convention shall take effect as soon as it shall have been a ved
and proclaimed by His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, and shall have
been ratified and duly proclaimed on the part of the Government of the United
States, but not until a law to earry it into operation shall have been passed by the
Congress of the United States of America. Such assent having been given, and
the ratifications of the convention having been exchanged as provided in article
V1, the convention shall remain in force for seven years from the date at which it
may come into operation; and, further, until the expiration of {welve months after
either of the high contracting parties shall give notice to the other of its wish to

te the same; cach of the high contracting parties being at liberty to give
such notice to the other at the end of the said term of seven years, or at any ame
thereafter.
AnrticLe VL

The present convention shall be dnly ratified, and the ratifications exchanged at
‘Washington City, within eighteen months from the date hereof, or earlier if possible,

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries of the high contracting parties
have signed this present convention and have aflixed theroto their respective seals.
l"!'111:!1;.-1:;; in duplicate at Washington, the 30th day of January, in the year of our

i HAMILTON FISH. SEAL,
ELISHA H. ALLEN, amu.}
HENRY A. P. CARTER. [sEAL.

-
And whereas the said convention, as amended, has been dnly ratified on both
parts, and the respective ratifications were exchanwed in this ci?y on this day :

Now, therefore, be it known that I, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United
States of America, have caused the said convention to be made publie, to the end
that the same, and every clause and article thereof, may be observed and fulfilled
with good faith by the United States and the citizens thereof.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the
United States to be affixed.

Done at the city of Washington this 3d day of June, in the year of our Lord 1875,
) and of the Independence of the United States the n].neﬁygingz.

. 8. GR.

{8Eats ANT
By the President:
HayarTox Fisn,
Secretary of State.
A statement from the Secretary of the Treasury shows the imports into the

United States from those islands for the last fiseal year to have been §1,227,191, from
which the Government of the United States received in revenue from import duties

the sum of $456,777.

From the same source it a ra that the whole value of goods, wares, and mer-
chandise exported from the United States, of her products to these islands, for the
same year, was the sum of $663,174, not one-third in excess of the amount of annnal
revenue received, £456,777, from our commerce with the islands; which sam it is
})mposed by this tmr.ly to give away and remit, chiefly to the sugar interest on the

slands, and necessarily to be made up by fuorther taxation n our own people.

This is giving and remitting nen‘rl{ on@ dollar of duty to the islands for the priv-
ileze of selling another dollar’s worth of products,

he Secretary of the Treasury says further that in the six months of the enrrent
fizseal year, anllin;i December 31, 1875, the importation of su?r into the United
States from these islands amounted to 12,425,219 pounds. At this rate the imports
of sugar in the year ending June 30, 1876, would reach 24,850,438 pounds, the duty
on which is £543.603; and this from sngar alone.

So that, with this treaty in forve this year, we would pay at least a dollar for the
privilege of selling goods worth a like sum.

Of the commerce or trade with the Hawaiian Islands the sngar product is of chief
value, the quantity sent to us being $938,676, ont of a total import of £1,227,191, or
more than three-fourths of the whole. The Pmduot of this article is rapidly in-
creasing. It increased from 1,444,271 pounds in 1860 to 28,000,000 in 1875,

Under this treaty, by which this sugar is admitted free, and the prodncers thus
Fiven two and two-fifths cents per pound bounty over all other sugars of like qual-

ty imported, we shall receive the entire crop. This, with the produetion encour-
aged by this bounty, amounting to about 50 per cent. ad valorem, will average not
less than 50,000,000 pounds per aunum.

This is the quantity at which the Hawaiian commissioners fix the sngar produc-
tion of the i1slands. This entire erop we shall receive in consequence of the bounty
of two and two-tifths cents per pound offered the producers.

The supply from the other islands in the Pacitic will be cut off to the same ex-
tent we are so supplied. Thus the Government will suffer a diminution of revenue
from produects of other Pacific islands, which, but for the supply from Hawail
coming in free, wounld pay a duty of two and two-fifths cents per pound. And thus
it is that by reason of this treaty admitting Sandwich Island sugar free we shall
suffer o loss of $1,200,000 per annum on sugar alone, a sum nearly equal to the
;\;h:%uaaﬂmdo of the islands with all foreign countries, which in 1873 was only

Should we, therefore, secure the whole trade of the islands by this treaty 1t

-




1876.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1423

would cost us a dollar for the privilege of selling goods of the value of another, and
during the seven years' continuance of the treaty, should it be ratified, it will cost
us at least §10,000,000.

Neither would this give us cheap sugar; the quantity imported isonly 1 per cent.
of our consumption, nor can it exceed (for natural causes, such as the limited quan-
tity of arable lands) 5 or 6 per cent. of our consumption; and this cannot reduce
the prices in our market. i

Thus it is that the forty or fifty sugar-planters (none of whom are Sandwich-
islanders) who control the sugar product on these islands will receive the highest
market prices.from our citizens, while our citizens will receive no benefit from it
‘I;yuranmn of cheaper goods, nor will the Sandwich Islands receive any benefit there-

0.

This benefit all inures to the sugar-planters, for the reason that this treaty art-
fully provides that the Sandwich Islands shall lay no export duty. The sufr
planters, therefore, get the two and two-fifths cent:;xlmr pound bounty, which is
remitted by us, and, as shown above, without a reduction of the market price.
The money so remitted from our Treasury goes not to the treasury of the Hawaiian
Islands, but to the sugar-planters. On an examination of the imposing list of ar-
ticles whiech we may import into the islands free of duty, it will found to con-
tain bﬂck:h shrubs, trees, rice, sugar, wool, and very many articles with which the
people of the islands supply themselves, or do not need, while liquors and spirits
and ready-made clothing, which bave made up about one-seventh of our exports to
the islands, are carefully omitted. short, the undersigned are of the opinion
that this treaty is not justified by any principle of reciprocity, and cannot be sane-
tioned consistently with the interests, financial, comme or otherwise, of the
United States. . -

The undersigned further show that, by treaties already in existence with other
sugar-growing countries, the same exemption from duties upon suo wn in
such countries will accrue to them as is allowed by this treaty to the Hawaiian
Islands. Many of these countries have easy access to the Atlantic ports of the
United States by water; and, in consequence, these foreign-grown sugars will,
being duty free, enter into competition with the sugars grown in the United States,
mlt} kexempt from the burdens of internal taxation, to which our own citizens are
subjec!

The total revenue for the year ending June 30, 1875, u
ported into the United States, was about §38,000,000. e rate of duty reduced to
ad valorem on molasses is about 20 per cent.; on sugars, ranging from 43 to 65 per
cent. This duty, hitherto so fruitful in revenue, and at the same time so begpficial
to our own planters, 131?:;)305&1 to be abandoned, in part in favor of foreigh plant-
ers, who wﬂg avoid the burdens which are imposed npon our own citizens,
will it do to say that because the Hawakan sn, will not come into eom-

tition with our own in the Pacific markets that the treaty does our planters no
[:jnry. For the freedom from duty will acerue, as has been shown, to foreign
BUZArs wn upon the Atlantic coast. And besides, the undersigned may state
the r fact, that while the unrefined sngars of the wth of isiana may
not be exported to our Pacific ports, refined sugars may be and are; and thus the

reference to the sugar-refiner on the Pacific, who uses the suéfar iz_lllﬁortad duty
Free under this treaty, over the sngar-refiners in the Atlantic cities, will react upon
tlw-EIanMr athome, whose sugars the latter must use, or else use sugars imported,

n sugar and molasses im-

subject to a heavy duty.

The same course of reasoning applies to the article of rice, which is to be im-
ported duty free under this treaty from the Hawaiian Islands.

The undersigned are thus bronght to the conclusion that the policy proposed by
this treaty is at war with the interests of the home producers of sugar, of the
sugar-refiners on the Atlantic, and is serionsly injurions to the revenune,

ut this is not all. The advantages secured to this country by the treaty are in-
congiderable, and in many respects illusive. Many of the articles to be admitted
without duty into the islands from the United States we would sell to them at suy
rate. Our greater proximity to the islands makes us safe in competition with other
producers of like artieles ; and a large number of important articles, and which we
could supply to them, are not admitted duty free.

For example, our coal isduty free under the treaty; yet by thelaw of the islands,
it is duty free coming from any country. Nor are any dutiesimposed upon imports
ander the Hawaiian tariff so high as to operate to.the detriment of onr commerce.

Much stress is laid by the report of the majority upon the importance to the
United States of obtaining a foothold upon these islands in the interests of our Pa-
cific commerce with the continent of Asia, and of our safety in case of future
wars with any great naval power.

The undersigned are not sible to these iderations. No European power
shounld be permitted to obtain the soversignty of the islands, or to gain such influ-
ence in them as to menace our security. To allow this would be contrary to the
well-established canons of American po! vif. sanctioned by nearly a century of tra-
ditions, and by the conceded maxims of international law. No Eunropean power
can deny to us the peculiar right to exclude them from possessing what would be
a standing menace of danger to us, and the possession of which, by us, would be no
menace to them.

But it is one thing to decide that no other nation shall take hold upon the islands
and cylite another to determine we will not do so ourselves. The policy of annex-
ing the islands to the United States is one full of difficulty. It would entail upon
us enormous expense, and would make it as important to extend our domain beyond
them to protect our possession in them as it is now plausibly argued the possession
of them is essential to the security of oar Pacific seaboard.

Our strength in defense of our Pacific coast, our ability to protect our Asiatic
commerce, to hold our place upon the Pacific, as upon every other sea, must at last
depend upon our internal resources, and they are immense. The danger to us from
the greatest naval ;iuwar of the world is balanced by its own exposure to our pmmﬁt
anid powerful attack upon its long and indefensible colonial frontier. We hold the
power of peace with her and all other nations in doing justice to all, in entangling
alliances with none, in developing and conserving our natural elements of strengt.h
and in making peace with us the interest of all nations, by a liberal and imparti
trade and intércourse with them.

The neutrality of the commercial nations as to these islands, the hospitable entre-
pat for the Pacilic commerce of the world, their healthful civilization and develop-
ment under the common protection and liberal policy of all, and an o but firm
diplomacy, which claims only equal but no exclusive rights to this place of refit-
ment and refuge for the way of the sea, will do more to expand our commerce
and secure our peace than the possession of the sovereignty of the islands, and for
a much stronger reason than the illnsory provisions of Elm treaty.

The undersifned. were they inclined to the scheme of fixing the American power
upon the islands, are unable to perceive how such a policy is inaugurated by this
treaty. It neither gives any foothold u the islands to the Government nor ex-
clusive advantage to her trade. By law, and without treaty, every article admitted
duty free from our ports might be imgormdﬁ‘om any other eountry without any,
or with & merely nominal, duty. This treaty prevents the Haweiian King from
making any lease or disposition, or creating a lien npon any part of his dominion,
or granting any special privilege or rights of use therein.  But it does not exclude
him from gl\'fng eq pri\'ileghea anil nse to every other nation with ourselves,
Nor does it forbid a treaty by which any other nation might purchase such special
right ; the meaning of the terms used in the t'm:‘y beingl-ijmxtrd. by the nsual con-
struction, to a free grant, and not to a sale of a right upon consideration paid or
furnished. Nor does the treaty forbid the islnndskby law from repealing or reduc-
ing their duties according to their own will, though "the King cannot bind himself
by treaty to do so. *

The treaty already existing, ratified under the administration of President Tay-
lor, (United States Statutes at Large, 406,) tains all that is needed for the secarity
of our peace nnd the pr our ce, and is in all respects better
adapted to make the relations between the two countries intimate and strong than
the present treaty, and this is done by the existing treaty without any subjection
by an entangling alliance of our financial pelicy and the regulation of our com-
meree, int and external, to the influence and supervision of a foreign people.

By adopting this treaty we arra{ the interests of our Pacific and Atlantic States
a st each other; the one receiving duty free that on which the other pays a tax
of 40 to 65 per cent. The refining business of the two sections is jealously antago-
nized, the one free from burdens the other bears. We give our markets freely to
the foreigner, who owes no duty and pays no reci revenue for the bounty
conf , while the home planter bears the taxation we impose, with no eqniva-
lent blessing to that vouchsafed to his alien rival. The stranger is free and the
children pay tribute, contrary to all principles of justice and good government.
Besides, we relingnish a revenune which will find its way into the coffers of the
alien planter, stimulating his dpl'qnluul.inu. which will freely come, in exclusion of
the like products now paying duties. And all these things will result, with no
equivalent to this eountry not fully secured by treaty, upon the imagination of a
peril for which we have amplest defense in our internal strength, or a relative
position {0 other nations, and in the firm adherence to our well-understood courses

of international polic

da]t?r th;at?ll Sricghr :h igned must dnt;f‘lﬂly dissent from the recommen-
on of the ority of the ittee, therefore as respectfully recom-

mend that the bill reported be rejected. %

W. R. MORRISON.
PHILIP F. THOMAS.
J. R. TUCKER.

While withholding assent from some of the foregoing propositions, I concur gen-
erally in diasgmlltlu m the meo;nmendat.inn of the m |;prlty of the committee, and
in tion of the bill.

p-1 e"'hl -
WM. D. KELLEY.

Mr. WOOD, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have rarely attempted
to address this House with a more decided and positive conviction of
the rectitude and correctness of my position than I now feel in rising
to advocate this measure. Indeed it is very seldom that the House of
Representatives is allowed to take part in the discussion and deter-
mination of any question relating to our international diplomacy.
Under the Constitution of the Uunited States, the treaty-making power
is vested exclusively in the President and the Senate. That instru-
ment also deelares that the treaties so made shall be the supreme law
of the land. In the early history of our Government it was held that
no treaty, of whatever character, should be submitted to the action of
the House of Representatives. General Washington held this opinion.
In a communication to the House of Representatives, 30th of March,
1796, he said that to him “it was perfectly elear that the assent of the
House of Representatives is not necessary to the validity of a treaty.”
The treaty-making power was absolute in the President and Senate.
There are also opinions of Judge Story, of Chancellor Kent, and of
other eminent and distingnished commentators npon the Constitution
of the United States looking very far in that direction.

" Buch, however, has not been the practice. While it has been con-
ceded that fhe treaty-making power was vested in the President and
the Senate, it has been the practice that this power did not extend
to those treaties requiring the appropriation of public money or to
the changing of existing laws with reference to customs and revenue.
Hence it is in Enmuance and in the line of that praetice that the
treaty made with His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands is
now presented to this House forits concurrence, so far as its execution
and effect are concerned.

Let me premise here that we have but limited authority over this
treaty ; we cannot alter, amend, modify, or change one letter of that
instrnment. While unquestionably we have the right in this discus-
sion to consider the treaty in all its aspects, while it is pertinent to
the subject of our inquiry to go into the treaty in all regards as to its
effects upon the interests of the Government, yet we are denied the
power to change it either in letter or in spirit. It is our duty either
to pass the law to carry the treaty into effect or to refuse to do so,
and thus defeat the treaty itself. We possess a negative, and not an
affirmative, authority.

Mr. Chairman, I have said that I have never arisen with a graver
sense of the importance of a measure than now. I say so because I
look to the Pacific Ocean as that vast sea which in the not distant
future will be more essential and indispensable to the prosperity and
material interest of this great nation than the Atlantic Ocean twice
over; and that this treaty if consnmmated will be a grand step toward
the permanent security of these interests, laying the foundation of a
permanent prosperity, and the obtainment of rights and exclusive
privileges which will be as advantageous in war as they will be valu-
able in peace. .

‘Westward the course of empire takes it way.

The many hundreds of millions of peoTIe inhabiting countries which
border upon that sea look to Ameriea, look to the United States not
only for their own progress, but for something of the spirit of Chris-
tianity, intelligence, and education which has been so productive of
our own success in the development of our own resources. Hence,
sir, a measure of this character, which, in my judgment, tends so di-
rectly to furnish the material by which this great future shall be
opened to us, is not only of the gravest importance to this conutry,
but will, if consummated, form an epoch in the commercial history
of this era.

‘What is the bill before the House? In a few words, it proposes to
carry into effect the treaty made with the King of the Hawaiian
Islands in January of last year. The treaty provides that within
eighteen months after the ratification each government, by its prop-

ks
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erly constituted authorities, shall take measures for its enforcement
and recogni‘ion. The Hawaiian government has already performed
its part of this duty. By its legislative and executive authority it
has ratified this treaty and performed its part of the obligation in
order to give it effect and force. It remains for us now to do our
part; and this bill is for that purpose.

This is a practical age. The American people of all other people
are probably the most practical. We approach every question with
a plain, vigorous, practical common sense. We are not mere theorists.
We generalize sometimes for our purposes; but my observation in
recent Congresses is that every day we are becoming more and more
practical. When a proposition is presented to us, we grasp its strong
points, and we determine its merits with reference to the material in-
terests involved. 'We expect subjects of a 'sm‘blic nature to be deter-
mined upon through the relative merit or demerit they may possess.
We apply the test of ntilitarianismin its most comprehensive scope, and
reach conclusions, sometimes it is true erroneously, but generally for
the public weal as we understand it. When we deviate from this
principle we do so from the sophistry of interested advocates, or the
narrow prejudices of seetions !mrt-iea, or leaders. The measure under
consideration may be viewed in many lights, and from many stand-
points. Some, whose vision cannot penetrate a far-off advantage,
will look at it solely as a question of immediate interest—as a bar-
gain between nations to be settled upon homely principles of profit
and loss at the present moment, without reference to remote advan-
tages or distant returns. Others will see in it “a job,” or a specula-
tion. This class of erities are frequently troubled with night-mare.
They are dyspeptic men who, never healthy or happy themselves,
will allow no one to be so if they can help it. There are others
who are naturally disputations and love opposition, and to be opposed.
Therefore I anticipate objection from such quarters to the passage of
this measure, quite willing that gentlemen may do so without refer-
ence to their motives or their objects.

I am willing, if you please, to shut my eyes to all the greater and
higher interests involved. I am willing to concede, as it may be at-
tempted in this discussion to prove, that we are not to derive from
this treaty the great commercial, political, and military advantages
which I hope to be able to prove we shall obtain from its ratification.
We will look at it simply in its most homely, practical, every-day
sense : U?pon its face, is this a profitable treaty for the United States
to make

What does it propose? It proposes that certain articles enumerated
in the schedules, the growth and product of these islands, shall be
admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty; and that
certain articles, the growth and produact of our country, shall be ad-
mitted free of duty into those islands. The precise cost in dollars and
cents to the Government of the United States has been fignred up—
how much we are to lose in the way of revenue and what gains we are
to receive inreturn? This is putting it in the most practical way in
the world. I do notobject to its consideration in that spirit; for look-
ing at in the light of a purely business transaction, if the Govern-
ment of the United States were to suffer by the bargain, while I might
be willing for greater considerations to give it my assent, it might
have an influence upon my mind if our loss was to be very great.
But I do not concede that.

Ever since a treaty like this has been agitated, the opinions of the
several Secretaries of the Treasury have been obtained as to the
probable effect of the free admission of these articles upon the reve-
nue, the trade, and the commerce of the country. Among those Secre-
taries may be mentioned Robert J. Walker, Mr. McCulloch, Mr.
Boutwell, and the present Secretary, Mr. Bristow. Inreply toinqui-
ries, official communications have been made to the State Department
from each of the heads of the Treasury Department that there could
be no possible objection to the treaty upon the simple ground of loss
of revenue. The present Secretary replied in a communication of a
most intelligent character, which is referred to in the reports accom-
panying the bill. The following extracts from this document are
worthy of special consideration:

The effect on the revenue of admitting the articles named in the schedule free of
duty is first to remit the amount levied on sugar, the quantity of which was, in
1874, (fiscal year,) 15,743,146 pounds, on which the duty, at two cents per pound, is
£314,863; and, inclusive of a small amount of other saccha: products, (molasses
and melado,) it amounts to §320,345 in all on this class of articles. This is also
nearly the average for three years ending with 1873,

The duaty on other articlesimported and included in the schedule of articles to be
admitted iree is small in amount, including none of conspicuons importance. The
aggregate received is less than §50,000 per year. The entire release of duty pro-
posed by the treaty, therefore, would be nearly £370,600 yearly.

In relation to thequestion of duty, itis, however, only just to say that the present
consumption of sugar on the Pacific coast is rapidly increasing, the inerease each
year being nearly equal to the total importation of a year from these islands.

Tor 1873 (the fiscal year) the total quantity of sugar imported at San Francisco
was 72,026,072 pounds, and 2,980,939 pounds at Portland, Oregon ; together 75,007,011
pounds. In the preceding year the entire quantity was 62,861,460 pounils; a differ-
ence of 12,145,545 pounds in 1873 over 1872,

During 1874 the importation was still larger. This inereasing importation and
consumption therefore causes the question to stand not so much as one-of dimina-
tion of present revenue, but rather as a check to their increase to the extentof the
importation of sngar and other dutiable articles made free. The lack of natural
facilities for developing the *)nuinct-ion of sugar in the islands, embraced in the
treaty, would keep down the future proportions of this check.

The Secretary, in conclusion, further states:

The proposed release of this duty wonld nondonbtedly increase this trade, and its
inerease wonld wo far toward compensatiyg for the loss resulting from the release
of sugar trom duly.

Should the sugzar produet so released increase to 25,000,000 pounds yearly, the ex-
port trade would probably equal it in value.

In addition to the particular articles of commerce affected by the treaty there
are general commercial advantages likely to follow, which can only be alluded to
here. The rendezvous so long afforded at these islands for the sailing fleets of
the Pacific is still needed ; and with the inereasing commeree of all the seas bor-
dering the Pacific the demand increases for such aids and facilities as would he
afforded through the establishment of American interests in the Hawaiian Islands
proposed by ihe treaty.

I present a statement of the amount of duty collected on the ar-

ticles enumerated in the schedule of treaty reported from official
sources.

Statement of the imporis into the United States from the Sandwich Islands
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1875, with the estimated duties under
the present rates of duty; being the same articles proposed to be admitted
Jree of duty under the treaty concluded Jannary, 1875.

Total imports. g =i
Commodities. Rate of duty. EEx
Quantity. | Amount. é 22
Totalfree of duty ...ceeofoveaeennnnnn AL Y R ——— S T
Subject to daty: '
Animals, living . ....... | cecceaanan. 10 | 20 9% 2
Brass and manufactures |

[y R AR | B i I L E 169 15 % %5
Rice, pounds . ..........| 1,588 9232 60,131 | 2¢. per 1b. | 31, 764
Chemicals, drugs, &e. | 164 | 20 % TR
Flax, manufactures of . 105 40 % 42
Frolty —.ciaciiiiiin 8 M1 10 % £04
(lass, ufactures of. .|. 126 40 % 50
Iron and steel, manufac-

LOron Of . - ..o cvenmrene]snnnnns 639 35 % 24
BT R PR S ] A 233 25 0y =2
Oils, whale and fish, gal.

T e e e e 35, 437 11, 993 20 % 2, 309
Potatoes, bushels .. £ 101 15¢. per bush. 1l
Salt.. 2,029 12¢. per 100 lbs, BUG

102 20 % 20
Sugar and molasses :

Sugar, brown, pounds.| 17, 888, 000 938, 676 | 1fc. per Ib. and 25 %5 | 391, 100

Molasses, gallons .... 63, 578 8,961 | 5e¢. per gal. and 25 Yy 3,974

Melado, pounds ...... 21, 742 | 1je. per 1b. and 23 % 400
Wood, mannfactures of 62 45 k 23

oo 24,760 | 10c. per 1b. and 11 ¢ 24, 524
21 40 %5 8
All other articles ....... e 381 20 % 76
Total subject to duty. o= 1, 038, 420 e P 1y g
Total importa. ........ Saadiaes § I 1) G R R I S e
EDWARD YOUNG,
BUREAU OF STATISTICS COhief of Bureau.

February 28, 1876

Thus it will be seen that taking the past as a basis of caleulations
as to the probable loss of revenue, which I contend is not reliable, we
shall lose far less than alleged by the opponents of this measure.

There are three propositions presented in objection: First, that
sugars, which constitute the material leading article to be admitted
free of duty, will come into competition with American-grown sugar;
secondly, that, by admitting sugar free of duty from these islands,
there will probably be a large increase of the production, and that
consequently the loss of revenue will be very large ; thirdly, that, by
making this treaty, we will come in conflict with other existing com-
1:!10:1-'3223r treaties in which we have provided that like advantages may
be given to other nations under like cirecnmstances.

Now, sir, first as to the subject of competition. Is there any gen-
tleman in this House who can see any rivalry between foreign-grown
sugar imported into the Pacific ports, sugar grown upon islands in
the Pncié)c Ocean imported into the Pacific ports of this country, and
sugar grown in Louisiana? We annexed California in 1846, t‘:’lirty
years ago. The influx of population began in 1848 when gold was
discovered, and there has since grown up there a vast empire possess-
ing a large commerce and a bold, enterprising, and prosperous people,
paying the very highest price for products of the world whenever
necessary to their subsistence or their Eleaaum ; and yet not one pound
of Atlantic-grown raw sugar, as such, has been imported into their

rts.
poGent]emen can readily see that the enormous cost of transportation,
either by rail or ocean, would render it commercially impossible.
There is too mueh Pacific-grown sugar at hand for Atlantic-grown
sugar to be thought of for a moment as an article of commerce.

am surprised, sir, any attempt should be made to arouse sectional
opposition to this bill npon the ground that any interest of the Atlan-
tic seaboard is to be interfered with in any regard whatever. The
sugars imported into our Pacific ports are prineipally from Manila,
in the Philippine Islands, belonging to Spain, Batavia, an East India
Island belonging to Holland, China, Formosa, Swatow, Central Amer-
ica, and Honolulu, which is the sugar in question. It is from those
countries and from those alone that ninety-nine hundredths of the
whole amount comes into our ports upon the Pacific slope. It 1s very
true that recently, owing to the present depression of business, sugar-
refiners in New York, where bankruptey has nearly ruined all except
oue or two, some persons have sent on commission the highest grade
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of refined sugar at their own risk across the Pacific Railroad and have
supplied some small quantifies to San Francisco. But no raw sugar,
no su of inferior grades such as are now grown upon the Sand-
wich Islands, no sugar other than that of the %uwur class, used alto-
E}ther for the purpose of manufacture, has ever yet found its way

m the Atlantic to the Pacifie, either from Lounisiana, New York, or
anywhere else, Therefore I dismiss as scarcely worthy of serious con-
sideration the objection raised to this bill, that it will interfere with
the sugar-growing region upon the Atlantic seaboard.

The assumption that we are to lose revenue is based on a fallacy.
How can we lose what we do not have? I hope to be able to prove
conelusively, if this treaty fails, we will get no more sugar from the
Sandwich Islands into our Pacific ports. Other and more powerful
nations in some regards than ourselves are ready to make not only a
treaty far more favorable to the Sandwich Islands than this would be,
but also to make a loan to that government of $1,000,000, if neces-

, for the extension of other favors in return.

he report of the committee, Mr. Chairman, refers to some remark-
able intrigues which have been going on in the British possessions for
the purpose of diverting this trade entirely from the United States to
those British possessions in the sonthern Pacific Ocean. If this treaty
fail, instead of getting as we now do some $450,000 a year revenue by
duties levied on certain articles, my prediction is that we will not only
not get anything, but will lose a golden opportunity to obtain advan-
tages which are indispensable to our Pacific commerce.

0 not gentlemen recollect that the amount of revenue we collect
on sugar is according to the amount of dnty we lay upon it? Have
we any guarantee that the present rate of duty will be continuned ?
Until lately did we not lay fifteen cents per pound upon tea and three
cents per pound upon coffee? Do we lay any now? Coffee and tea
are admitted into the United States free of duty. And why# Be-
cause they are articles of prime necessity; they enter into every poor
man’s household, and have become indispensable to the family com-
fort and sustenance. But are they any more so than sugar? I am

nite prepared to see the day when, by economical administration of
this Government, when by honest, faithful, diligent conduct of af-
fairs, when by doing away with the present system of profligacy and
extravagance, we shall be able to eut down our governmental ex-
penses from 25 to 33 per cent. And when we have done that, my

rediction is that one of the first articles which we shall cease to col-
ect revenue upon will be sugar; su will follow tea and coffee, and
come in free. This objection to this measure, based upon the hy-
pothesis that we are to lose so much money because we have been in
the habit of collecting if, is not reliable.

When they go turt.ﬁer and estimate a much larger probable loss by
predicting an increase of the population so as to raise, as they say, an
aggregate amount of fifty million tons of sugar, my reply is that those
islands canuot produce it. The population has decre from 400,000
in 1779 to less than 50,000, including 6,000 foreigners, in 1875. And it
isthe native population that furnish the labor. Nosugar can be pro-
duced except by the mannal labor of the natives of those islands.
The decrease of the population is a painfully remarkable fact. In
round numbers,omitting the fractions,in 1779 it was 400,000 ; in 1832
it was 130,000; in 1836 it was 108,000; in 1850 it was 84,000 ; in 1853
it was 73,000; in 1860 it was 69,000; in 1866 it was 62,000 ; in 1872 it
was 49,044, of which 6,853 were foreigners, leaving only a little over
forty-two thousand as the total native population of the Sandwich
Islands. There has been a gradual extinetion of population, a gradual
obliteration of the natives of the country, leaving them, as it were, a
prey to some more powerful nation to come in and ocenpy the ground
that Providence in His wisdom has determined they shall cease to
occupy any longer. And gentlemen are frightened at this product of
a handful of starving natives, lest it may interfere with the revenues
of this nation.

Now, sir, I will admit everything that may be conjectured as to
loss of revenue. They may estimate it at £400,000, at $500,000, at
$1,000,000; I will support the treaty notwithstanding, What is the
compensation that we get in return, whatever the loss may be? Iam
treating it simply as a bargain between nations, a bargain between
merchants. 'We give them the privilege of admitting certain articles
free of duty. hat do they give us in return? First, we get the
whole exclusive carrying trade. I know it will be said we have that
now. It is trne we have the most of it, but if this treaty fail we
shall be made to pay such heavy port tonnage and other charges that
it will operate to our exclusion hereafter. Other nations will obtain
diseriminating favors which will in effect deprive us of them alto-
gether. The American flag will cover the whole of that commerce
oontward and inward. This is not usual at the present day. Ourflag
is not seen on the waters of the world as it was sixteen years ago.
We have been driven almost entirely from the Atlantic Ocean, not so
much by foreign intrigue or aggression as by a ruinous and iniquitous
policy and the late civil war. But, sir, upon the Pacific we have
something of commercial marine. We hold there the finest line of
steamships under the American flag that floats upon any ocean, Let
us extend this advantage. Upon the land the flag has been main-
tained by sacrifice, by blood and treasure. Let us maintain it upon
the ocean also, and fostering its progress and promoting its extension
by the legitimate appliances of the peaceful arts and cultivation of
friendship with foreign nations and the firm establishing of frater-
nity and concord. And when by commercial treaty we can extend that
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flag, by which we can secure its further advancement and promote
the commerce which should be protected under it, it would be the
grossest national error, bordering ou crime, not to avail ourselyes of
the opportanity.

We get most of the carrying trade. It is now almost exclusively
in American bottoms. We propose to maintain it. But, sir, that is
not all. All the products of the United States, whether agricnltural
or manufacturing, that go into the consumption of these people are
to be admitted free of duty npon their part. Already, sir, that coun-
try does receivesome supﬁl.ies from Germany, from the East Indies,and
from New Zealand and Australia, which are British possessions. But
when our manufactures, our agricultural products, the products of
our soil and of our workshops, shall be admitted free of duty, we shall
have an entire monopoly of their trade in the articles we produce
which enter into their consumption, to the exclusion of every other
nation. Is thatnocompensation? We are virtnally and practically
to be placed in possession of that country without the responsibility
or the expense of maintaining it. We do not propose tomake it Amer-
ican soil. We do not propose to annex it as a territory. We do not
propose, as was pro in the case of San Domingo, to pay any
money forit. We do not propose to expend one dollar. We }t)‘m
to enter into a friendly, peaceful, commercial regulation, which of
itself and by itself, by the extension of the olive-branch and not the
sword, will enable us to obtain such a status that whenever we will
it the boon itself will fall gracefully into our hands.

The present duty in the Sandwich Islands, upon all their importa-
tions from every part of the world, is 10 per cent. ad valorem; a
horizontal duty covering all of the articles which they propose under
their schedule to admit free of duty. That 10 per cent., and in some
items more than that, is in the aggregate a duty higher than the
duty levied in the aggregate upon the articles of our production
which they are to admit free of duty.

Nor is that all the compensation we receive. I desire tocall the at-
tention of gentlemen, and I hope they will listen to it, to a most re-
markable and unusual provision in the fourth artficle of this treaty,
by which His Hawaiian Majesty stipnulates that—

So long as this treaty shall remain in force, he will not lease or otherwise dispose
of or create any lien upon any port, harbor, or other territory in his dominions, or
grant any special privilege or rights of nse therein, to any other power, state, or
government, nor make any treaty by which any other nation shall obtain the same
privileges, relative to the admission of any articles free of duty, hereby secured to
the United States.

After a thorough and eritical examination of every treaty made by
the Government of the United States from the beginning to the pres-
ent, I find no treaty containing any such advantages to the United
States. The commercial treaties are based upon reciprocity, of inter-
change of commodities, &e. This treaty is based upon reciprocity so
far as the interchange of the commodities of the two nationsare con-
cerned, but on terms and conditions which give the United States the
entire monopoly of that country ; and no other treaty of the like char-
acter can be made with Englau(i, France, China, Holland, Russia, or
any other nation which has territory nupon the borders of the Pacific
Ocean or elsewhere. Nor would any of those governments attempt
for one hour to negotiate for the making of a treaty with this treaty
in existence ; for, if so, they would hazard an irterruption of friendly
relations with this Government. Sir, is that no compensation? In
view of the great political advantages we gain by this restriction or
diserimination in our favor the treaty is desirable, though we should
lose twenty times more revenue than is claimed.

To say that this fourth article of the treaty is susceptible of the
construction that the SBandwich Islands can make a treaty with an-
other nation under which they may admit certain articles like ours
iree from duty—I say, sir, in reply, it is impossible for any govern-
ment to put any such construction on the treaty, becaunse the language
is that they shall not, with any other power, state, or government,
make any treaty by which any other nation shall obtain the same
privileges relating to the admission of articles free of duty. To hold
that there is nothing in this treaty to prevent the Hawaiian govern-
ment from making similar treaties with other nations is untenable
and not to be respected for a moment. The thing is impossible.
They are virtually and practically placed in a position where they
are excluded from any negotiations of a commercial character or to
interfere with this treaty in any regard without our consent, and only
with our consent could it be done.

Mr. Chairman, the man who predicts that this continent will at a
later period be populated like Asia is no longer considered a dreamer.
I think that the child has already been born that will live to see
more than one, two, or three transatlantic railways connecting the
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. I think the day is not far distant when
the States and Territories on our Pacific coast lying west of the
Rocky Mountains will contain a larger and a more energetic and
prosperous people than we on this side of the Rocky Mountains.

Already we have one great highway to the Pacific. We have steam
communication from Liverpool to Hong Kong making three thousand
miles across the Atlantic Ocean; three thousand miles across the
United States, and seven thousand miles across the Pacific Ocean;
and this is but the beginning and scarcely the beginning of the prog-
ress and advancement of our future commereial and national power.

The Southern Pacific road contemplated finds its terminus at San
Diego on the Pacific coast. It crosses over the southern tier of States
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to the Pacific coast to San Diego, five hundred miles south of San
Francisco. San Diego is directly in line with Honolulu, the capital
of the Sandwich Islands. It isin the same latitude, and, by the re-
markable condition of the emrrents and winds of the Pacific Ocean
is bronght nearer by steam navigation than it is by geographic&i
miles. Vessels sailillg from and to Japan and China all touch at the
Sandwich Islands. This is the natural stopping-place, whether com-
ing from or going to the east from our shore. They touch at this
point. Now, whether approaching or leaving the American coast,
they steam or sail at least six hundred miles along the coast south-
warid or northward, as the case may be; thus, in all cases, touching
a point sonth of or near to San Diego, and thus bringing the terminus

_of the Southern Paecific road much nearer than San cisco is to
Japan and China.

Therefore, the southern portion of the Atlantic States are largely
interested in this measure, provided they take that natural view of
their own inferests which has so sufficiently built np their more
northern sisters in the American Union.

Indeed, the States of the South havé a much larger interest in this
question than we of the North. We are already provided with the
present Pacific railway, which runs now due west from New York.
New York is the at entrepit which receives the treasures of the
East. We transmit. them to Eunrope, and from Europe they come
back to us. By exchange of commodity and exchange of money we
have now a monopoly of the transatlantic and transpacifie trade.
Therefore, if we of New York, taking a broad, comprehensive view of
this great nation, standing as the mother of the country, deriving
commerce, sustenance, and support from every section and interest,
without sectionalism or exclusiveness—a broad, liberal, comprehensive
people, who promote their own interest in promoting the interests of
the country—are willing to thus aid the South, I cannot see how any
representative of the South can refuse it.

Mr. CLYMER. Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the
committee now rise

Mr. WOOD, of New York. I am advised by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. CLymMER] that the committee of which he is chair-
man has an important communication to make to the House of Rep-
resentatives, I will, therefore, move that the committee now rise,
with the understanding that wi)en the Committee of the Whole shall
again resume the consideration of the pending bill I shall be entitled
to the tloor.

The CHAIRMAN. There are fifteen minutes remaining of the hour
to which the gentleman is entitled.

The motion of Mr. Woob, of New York, was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. SAYLER reported that the Committee of the Whole,
Bursuant to the order-of the House, had had under consideration the

ill (H. R. No. 612) to ecarry into effect a convention between the
United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian
Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 15875; and had come tono
resolution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the
concurrence of the Honse was requested, the resolution of the House
for printing the eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Congress
upon the late Vice-President Henry Wilson.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was uested,
the resolution of the House for printing the eulogies deliv in the
two Houses of Congress upon the late Andrew f;'hnson, late United
States Senator and Ex-President.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed withont
amendment the resolution of the Honse directing the Committee on
the Librariy to inquire and report concerning any unpublished docu-
ments of historical value in the possession of the Department of
State relating to the history of the country before March 4, 1789,
and also to report as to the expediency and cost of publishing the
Monroe papers now in possession of said Department.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested,
House bills of the following titles:

ﬁu act (H. R. No. 1596) granting a pension to Ruth Ellen Greelaud;
o :

An act (H. R. No. 198) to relieve the disabilities of Robert Tansill,
of Virginia.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills and a joint resolution of the following titles:

An act (H. R. No. 2285) authorizing the purchase of additional
grounds for the enstom-house at Nashville, Tennessee ;

An act (H. R. No. 193) for the relief of Ezra B. Barnett, postmaster
at Norwich, New York; and

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 19) on the celebration of the Centennial
in the several counties and towns.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a
Jjoint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of
the Honse was requested :

An act (8. No. 199) for the relief of the estate of the late paymaster
Major Johin 8. Walker, United States Army ;

An act (8. No. 309) for the relief %i William L. Nance ;

An act (8. No. 382) to appropriate $1,000 to remove the remains of
Hon. E. Rumsey Wing, late minister to Ecuador, from Quito to the
cemetary at Owensborough, Kentucky ;

An act (8. No. 431) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Thomas,
wi:}ow of General Lorenzo Thomas, late of the United States Army;
an

A joint resolution (8. No. 9) anthorizing Hon. William L. Scruggs,
United States minister at Bogota, to accept a present from the Queen
of Great Britain.

IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM W. BELENAP.

Mr. CLYMER. By direction of the Committee on Expendituresin
the War Department, I ask unanimous consent to submit to the House
a report from that committee of so grave a nature that I am quite
certain, when it is heard, the House will agree that I am justified in
asking that permission at this time.

No objection was made.

Mr. C]]L.YMER. The committee of which I have the honor to be the
chairman, not having had the services of a clerk to tramseribe its
pmceedinfa and prepare this report, have instructed me to prepare
it, which I have done. I am certain that no one of the clerks at the
desk would be able to read it in its present form. I therefore ask the
unwelcome privilege to be permitted to read it myself.

No objection was made.

Mr. CLYMER fthen went to the clerk’s desk and read the report, as
follows :

The Committee on Expenditures in the War Department would respectfully re-

That they fonnd at the very threshold of their investigation such unguestioned
evid of the malfs in office h{ General William W. Belknap, then Secre-
tary of War, that they find it to be their duty to lay the same before the House.

Tha%further report that vhis day at eleven o'clock a. m. a letter of the President
of the United States was presented to the ittee accepting the resignation of
the Secretary of War, which is hereto attached, together with a copy of his letter of
resignation, which the President informs the « ittee was pted about tem
o'clock and twentyminutes this morning. They therefore nnanimously report and
demand that the said William W. Belknap, late Secretary of War, be dealt with
according to the laws of the land, and to that end submit herewith the testimony in
the case taken, together with the several statements and exhibits thereto attached,
and also a reseript of the g’roueedinga of the committee had during the investiga-
tion of this subject. And they submit the following resolutions, which they recom-
mend shall be adopted :

Resolved, That William W. Belknap, late Secretary of War, be impeached of high
crimes and misdemeanors while in oftice. !

Resolved, That the testimony in the case of William W. Belknap, late Secretary
of War, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to pre
w and report without unnecessary d suitable articles of impeachment of said

i

illiam W. Belkuap, late Secretary of War.
lved, That a ittee of five % of this House be appointed and in-
immediately to the bar of the Senate, and there im

structed to Wil
liam W. Bel late Secref of War, in the name of the House of resenta-
tives and of all le of the United States of America, of high crimes and

emeanors while in office, and to inform that body that foj:mul articles of im.

ent will in dus time be d, and to request the to take such

peachm P 4
order in the premises as they deem appropriate.

Mr. CLYMER. Iask the still further privilege of reading the evi-
dence and the accompanying papers, exhibits, and statements in the

case.
Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman has a right to do so without ask-
ing permission of the House.
r. CLYMER then read the following :

EXTRACTS FROM THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE.

TuespaYy MorNING, February 29, 1876.

The met. Present: Messrs, CLYMER, BLACKBURN, and RoBBINs. Mr,
Marsh, a witness, being present, was duly sworn by the chairman, and was ex-
amined by the committee. (See evidence.)

Messrs. BLACKBURYN, CLYMER, and RonpIxs snbmitted statements re, ing an
interview had by Mr. BLACKBUEN with the wife of the Secretary of War, which
were marked C, D, E, respectively, and were ordered to be made part of the evi-
dence, Adjourned to meet to-morrow at eleven o'clock. .

WEDNESDAY MORNING, March 1, 1876.

Committee met pursnant to adjournment. Present: Messrs. CLYMER, BLACK-
BURN, Rospixs, Bass, and DANFORD.

Secretary of War, hsvinEboen notified of themaeﬁng,:lpmd; whereupon
the testimony of the witness, Caleb P. Marsh, taken yesterday, with the several
exhibits therein referred to, were read by the chairman. The witness, C. P, Marsh,
being also present, the Secretary of War d to cross-examine him and wish-
ing time to employ counsel, the committee that when it would adjourn it
Wwo! until three p. m. to-day. The chairman’was directed to ask leave of the
House for the committee to sit during the sessions thereof. Adjourned.

WEDNESDAY, March 1, 1876—3 p. m.

Committee met. All the members present. General Belknap appeared, accom-
panied by his counsel, Judge Blair.

The testimony, exhibits, and ts taken before the committee were fully
read by the chairman for the information of J Blair, the Secretary having
withdrawn ; after which Judge Blair made a verbal position to the committ
regarding the yort which might be made to the House. Whereupon the com-
mittee urned to meet this evening at eight at the rooms of Mr. Bass, at 1120
Fourteenth street.

WEDXESDAY EvENING, March 1.

Corlmim met at the honse of Mr. Bass at eight p. m., pursuant to adjourn.
men

The proposition of the Secretary, made at the afternoon session through Judge

lair, was fully dise , and after matare deliberation was unanimounsly rejected.

The oommit{ea adjourned to meet to-morrow morning at 10.30 a, m.

THURSDAY, March 2, 1876,

Committee met at 10.30 a m., pursnant to adjournment.

Jndqa Blair appeared at eleven o'clock, and presented a letter dated March 2,
1876, signed by U. 8. Grant, President of the United States, accepting the resigna-
tion of the Becretary of War, (Marked G.)

ey
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Dr. Tomlinson appeared, and p ted a letter addressed to the chairman, to the
contents of which he was dul{naworn. (Marked H.)

The witness, Mr. Marsh, being present, was recalled by Mr. Blair, counsel for
General Belknap, and was cross-examined. (See mﬂ"’"“{[‘.}

The committee anthorized the chairman to draft areport in the case to the House,

be submitted to the i The ittee on motion took a recess until

12.30 p. m.

Tht? committee met pursuant to adjonrnment, 12.30. There werg present the
chairman and Messrs. Rospixs and BLACKBURN.

The committes ordered the chairman to address a letter to the President forth-
with, asking him for a copy of the letter of resignation of the late Secretary of War,
and informing them at what time this day it was received. Wherenpon Mr. CLY-
MER P the letter, which was submitted® to and approved of by the commit-
teo, nincl sent to the President by a messenger of the House, with orders to wait for
a reply.

Al:gne o'clock Messrs. Bass and DANFORD, members, a .

The committee having taken a recess for therurpoaa o idering the request
of William W. Bt-.lknar. made by his counsel, Judge Blair, to be permitted to ap-
pear before the committee to make a sworn statement, it was determined that he
shonld be heard. Wherenpon Judge Blair was informed of the decision and re-
gquested to have General Belknap app before the i at three p. m. this

if he still desired to do so.

Committee met at three o'clock., Present, all the members,

W. W. Belknap havtnﬁfxl]ed to appear, the chairman submitted the report to
the committee; and, it having been unanimounsly approved, the chairman was or-
dered to make his report to the House forthwith.

TESTIMONY.

Mr. CALEB P. MARSH, one of the witnesses ordered to be subpmenaed by the com-
mittee, being present, was duly sworn according to law ;

By the CHAIRMAN :
ﬂ?‘?ﬂm Where do reside
er. I reside at No. 30 West Fifty-seventh street, New York; have resided

in New York about eight years.

. Were you or not appointed or tendered an ap tment as_a post-trader, at
Fort 8ill, Indian Territory, in the fall of 1870, by the Secretary of War! If so, un-
der what cirenmstances was said appointment secured to yon! State also if yon
were commissioned by the Secretary as such post-trader, or, if not, who was so com-
missioned, and if any other person than yourself was so oned, give
name, the reasons why be was commissioned ; if any agreement was made between
you and the ap[:sintcn. state it, or produce it, if in writing, and was such agreement
made with the knowledge of the Secretary of War? And state the circnmstances
comnected with the making of that agreement, and all the transactions in detail
thereunder, fally and particnl as if yon were specially interregated in re; to
the :im»end transactions and so fully as to save the necessity of repeated interrog-
atories,

The WiTsess. In reply to your questions, I wounld state that in the summer of
1570 myself and wife spent some weeks at Long Branch, and on our return to New
York, Mrs. Belknap and Mrs. Bower, by our invitation, came for a visit to our
bouse. Mrs. Bellinap was ill during this visit some three or four weeks, and Isup-
pose in eonsequence of our kindness toher she felt under some obligations, for she
asked me one day in the conrse of a conversation why I did not apply for a post-
frm'lemhilp on the frontier, .

T asked what they were, and was told that they were, many of them, very lucra-
tive oflices or posts’in thatgift. of the Secretary of War, and that if T wanted one she
wonld ask the Secretary for one for me. Upon ngml}lmg that I thonght such
offices belonged to disabled soldiers, and besides that, I was without political in-
fluence, she answered that politicians got such places, &¢. I donotremember say-
ing that if I had a valuable post of that kind that I would remember her, but I do
remember her saying something like this: “If I can prevail upon the Seeretary of
War toaward yon a post you must be careful to say nothing to him about presents,
for a man onece offered him £10,000 for a tradership of this kind, and he told him
that if he did hot leave the office he would kick him down stairs.” Remembering
as Ido this story, I the antecedent stat t to be correct.

Mrs. Belknap and Mrs. Bower returned to Washin: n, and a few weeks there-
after Mrs. Belknap sent me word to come over. I didso. She then told me that
the post-tradership at Fort Sill was vacant; that it was a aluable post, as she nn-
derstood, and that she had either asked for it for me or had l:mailed upon the Sec-
retary of War to agree to give it to me. At all events, I called upon the Secretary
of War, and as near as I can remember made application for this post in a régular
printed form. The Secretary said he wounld appoint me if I could bring proper
recommendatory letters, and this I said I conld do. Either Mrs. Belknap or the
Secretary told me that the presept trader at the post, John S, Evans, was an appli-
cant for rﬂ-n}ﬁmtmem. and that I had better see him, he being in the city, as it
would not be fair to ron him out of office without some notice, as he wounld lose
largely on his buildings, merchandise, &c., if the office was taken from him, and
that it would be lf|m>p4:1- and just for me to make some arrangement with him for
their purchase, if T wished to ron the post m&mlf.

1 saw Evans and found him alarmed at the prospect of losing the place. T re-
member that he said that a firm of western post-traders who claimed a good deal
of influence with the Secretary of War had promised to bave him appointed, but he
found on coming 1o Washington this firm to‘be entirely without influence. Mr.
Evans first proposed a partnership, which I declined, and then a bonus of a certain

rtion of the profits if I would allow him to hoid the position and continue the
gasinm. We finally agreed upon £15,000 per year. Mr. Evans and myself went
on to New York together, where the contract was made and executed, which is
herewith submitted. g‘tgur marked A.] During our trip over, however, Mr.
Evans saw something e Army and Navy Journal which led him to think that
some of the troops were to be removed from the fort, and that he had offered too
large a sum, and before the contract was drawn it was reduced by agr t to

TEWSDA about that time reflecting on the injustice done to soldiers at this fort
cansed by exorbitant charges made necessary on the part of the trader by reason of
the payment of thiz bonus.

To the best of my knowledge and belief the above is a true statement of all the
facts in the case and as complete as I can remember occurrences of so many

£ATS A0,
¥ Q. Sﬁge how the payments were made to the Secretary of War subsequent to
the funeral of his then wife, which you attended in Washington in December, 1870;
wgether in cash, by check, draft, certificate of deposit, bonds, or by express, or
otherwise.

A. The money was sent according to the instructions of the Secretary of War;
sometimes in bank-notes by Adams Express; 1 think on one or more oceasions by
certificate of deposit onthe National Bank of America in New York. Sometimes
I have paid him in New York in person. Except the ﬁmtgymen!. in the fall of
1870, and the last in December, 1875, all were made to the Seeretary in the modes
I have stated, nnless, perhaps, upon one or two occasions at his instance I bought a
Government d with the moneys in my hand arising from the contraet with
Evans, which I either sent or handed to him.

By Mr. BLACEBURN :

Q. Can you state the sum in the gate received by you under the contract
with Evans ; and what portion thereof have you paid to the Secretary of War, in-
cluding the first and last gn_wnunw, which yon have stated were not paid to him 1

A, Igluve no memorandom whatever on which to make answer. It is a very
simple ealenlation. The first payment to me by Evans was made in the fall of
1870 at the rate of §12,000 a year. He paid at that rate about a year and a half or

two years, and since then at the rate of §6,000 a year. It would aggregate about
HD,D%I}, the one-half of which I have disposed of as above stated.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Did you receive letters from the of Waracknowledging the receipts

of the sums forwarded to him in the manner you have stated; or did he acknowl-
ediu the receipt of the same in any way

. Usually when I sent money by express I would send him the receipt of the
company, which he would either return marked 0. K." or otherwise acknowledge
the receipt of the same. Sometimes I paid it to him in New York, when his receipt
was necessary. I have not p any receipts or letters.  When sent by ex-
press 1 always deposited the money personally and took a receipt from them.

Q. Have you at any time had any conversation with the Socmmr&of War regard-
ing the p!oat»tr&d p at Fort Sill or have you corresponded with him regarding
the same

A. O, frequently. I have forwarded requests to the Secretary made to me by Mr.
Evans, wishing privileges about the fort, such as to sell liquor, &e. I do not re-
member what action was taken upon them; they were not returned to me. As far
as I know, Evans corresponded regarding affairs at Fort Sill through me with the
Secretary of War. T never heard of any other way.

Q. Was the contract between you and Evans ever the subject of conversation
between you and the Secretary of Warl 4

A. It never was, as I remember, save in one instance; but am not fosltjve‘ yet it
seems to me when the article in the newspapers regarding affairs at Fort Sill, prob-
abl& in 1872, about the time the reduction was made in the payments from §12,000
to
had

,0C0, appeared. The next time I saw the Secretary of War he asked me if I
a contract with Fo;e‘;la?t‘?h I told him T had. T never showed it to him or any
u ore.

one else until T

After receiving the telegraphic subpena from the Se t-at- Arms to appear
ore this committee, which was on Monday, the 21st of month, did you come
to Washington ; and, if so, had you an interview with the Secretary of War, and

when and where?

A. 1 came to Washington on Wednesday, the 23d of this mooth; I went to the
house of the Secretary of War, staid Wednesday night, and returned on Thursda;
avunin%. I showed him the telegraphic uub&lcenn‘ and asked him what it mean
He said he supposed it was to state before the committee what I knew about our
transactions together. 1 said I did not like to a;‘bﬂrmr, because I thon
mony would be damaging to or would implicate him or give him tronble. Ie said
he ﬂv:ought not, and advised me to st,u?' and meet the committee. During that
evening my conversation was chiefly with his wife, he being present part of the
time and understanding the general tenor of our conversation. She snggested that
1 could make a statement which would satisfy the committee and excualpate the
Secretary. She wanted me to go before the committee and represent that she and
1 had business transactions together for many years, and that all this money I had
sent the Secretary was money that sho from time to time deposited with me as
a kind of banker, and that she had instructed me to send it to the Secretary for

t my testi-

er.

I dined there and spent the gvening, and staid all night, retiring aboutr twelve
o'clock. The evening was devoted to lliaeussin§ this matter. I told he that the
statement would not hold water before the committee, and even if it would I could
not maKe it. At the same time I was so wrought up and had such anxiety—she
pressing and pressing me about it—and having slept little since the receipt of the
subpana, and s_v,'m]!m zing with their condition, I did not ‘Fivo them a positive an-
swer that night. 1 went to bed at twelve o'clock, and I do not suppose I slept a
wink. They said they wonld breakfast about nine o'clock. I came down ut
eight and met the Secretaryalone. I told him I thought I bad better leave and get
out of the country, for I would not perjure myself for any one; that I could aﬁ‘frnd
to have my throat cut, but not to perjure myself. He rep]ie(f he did not wish me
to do that, that we could fix it up some other way. I said “'I think I had better
leave the country.” The Secretary said I would ruin him if Tleft. I said, “If I go
before the committee I will surely ruin you, for I will tell the tsath.” He was
ﬁ:vatl excited. When I came down stairs to leave, he followed me and asked

to thyc parlor, and said, * I want to make a last appeal to you to stay longer.” He
said if T went he would bé runined. T said I wonld ruin him if I went before the

ittee, and I left and took the limited express to New York.

$12,000, the same being payable quarterly in advance.

When the first remittance came to me, say probably in November, 1870, T sent.
one-half thereof to Mrs. Belknap, either, I presume, certificates of deposit or bank-
notes by express. Being in Wn.uhi.ngton at a funeral some weeks after this, [ had
a conversation with Mrs. Bower to the following purport, as far as I can now re-
member, but must say that just here my memory ia exceedingly indistinet, and I
judge in part perhaps from what followed as to the details of the conversation. I
went up-stairs in the nursery with Mrs. Bower to see the baby. I said to her:
** Thia child will have money coming to it before a g while."” She said * Yes.
The mother gave the child to me and told me that the money coming from me she
must take and keep forit.” I said, “All right,” and it seems to me I said that
perhaps the father onght to be consulted. I say it seems so, and yet I can give no
reason for it, for as far as | know the father knew nothing of any money transac-
tions between the mother and myself.

I have a faint recollection of a remark of Mrs. Bower that if I sent the money to
the father that it belonged to her, and she wounld getitanyway. Icertainly had some
understanding, then or subsequently, with her or him, for when the next payment
came doe and was paid, T sent the one-half thereof to the Secretary of War, am&l' have
continued substantially from that day forward to the present time to do the same.
About, I should say, oue and a half to two years after the commencement of these
payments I reduced the amount to $6,000 per annum. Thereason of this reduction
wis partly becausc of the continued complaints on the part of Mr. Evans and his
partoer, and partly, so far as I now r ber, in an article in the

Joence

On reaching home I consulted my attorney, asking him if the committee could
reach me by subpena if T left the conntry. I stated the case to him, (Mr. Bart-
lett, 120 Broadway, Equitable building.) He asked if I was subpenaed. I told
him I had a tel(:tg'ra‘phic dispateh calling me to Washington. He said that if a sab-
peena had been duly served they could give me considerable trouble, but that on
a telegraphic message they could not reach me if I was out of the country. I
asked him how long I would have to stay. He said if the committee had leave to
it during the recess I could not come back until the emt Congress expired. I
then went home and found there a dispateh from Dr. William Tomlinson, the
brother-in-law of the Secretary. Its purport was not to leave; that he had
news; that he was coming over. I determined not to be ﬁovomed by it; that I was
going; that they only wished to fix n‘;‘x some new story, but that I would not be a
party to it. MS' trunk was being packed to leave.

At abont miduight, Thursday, February 24, Dr. Tomlinson arrived at my honse.
He said he had seen Ive Blackburn—he is & cousin of mine—who said he thought
if I would write a letter something like the one which he, | Tomlinson) would sng-
gest, that there wounld be no further investigation ; and if there was, they wo
ask no questions it would be difficult for me to answer, and that Mr. BLACKBURN
said he thought that if the committee still wanted to examine me they wounld ap-
point a subcommittee and come over to New York to do so.

He came to my bed-room, and I told him to go into the sitting-room and draw
the sketch of the proposed letter, and that when dressed I would join him, and I

would write such a letter as he wanted, if I conld. I wrote the letter from the
]
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gketch of Tomlinson; the endeavor was to exenlpate the Secretary; there was
nothing in it untroe to the best of my recollection, but it did not state the whole
truth ; it was a very short letter. He took it with the contract inclosed. He said
he would take the letter and contract to Mr. BLACKBURYN, who would show it to the
committee, and that would be the end of it. He left my honse at two o'clock Fri-
day morning. At midnight ¥Friday nightI was ronsed up, and had the subpena of
the committee served on me.

Saturday morning abont eight o’clock Dr, Tomlinson again ap . He said
he had beén to Washington. "He wanted to know the first thing if I had been sub-
peenaed. L told him 1 had. He began talking the whole thing over again, still
wanting me to say before the committee what was su%lested at the Secretary’s.
(At the interview on Thursday night he wanted me to telegraph to the committee,
before which I had been subpenaed by telegraph to appear the next morning—Fri-
day—that my wife avas sick and that I conld not attend. My wife being sick, I
consented and did so telegraph.) Recurring to the interview again on Saturday
morning, I said I could not make the statement he desired. He said he had seen
Mr BrackBuny in the interval, and had shown him the letter of Thursday night.
He then returned it and the contract tome. 1said, * Dr. Tomlinson, I have thought
of this thing so much it has nearly made me crazy. I am not g to talk about it
any more. We will go down to my lawyer and consult him about it.” My object
being to have a lawyer to tell him how ridiculous the story he wanted me to tell
would appear » the committee,

We went down and called on Mr, Bartlett, and I told him the whole truth in the
presence of Dr. Tomlinson. Bartlett said I could not manufacture any story if I
wanted, and must not if I conld. Dr. Tomlinson still insisted that if I could swear
that General Bebnap knew nothing of the ammgement. with his sister, Mrs. Bel-
knap, deceased, and if 1 could swear that at the time I was at her funeral I made
an arrangement with Mrs. Bower, the present Mrs, Belknap, by which I was to
send her all this money through the Secretary, the whole thing could still be settled.
I replied. I cannot state it, for it is not true;"” my impression then being that at
that funeral I had said something about the matter to (General Belknap. Tomlin-
gon said, “ If you cannot swear to that, you had better leave the country.” Mr.
Bartlett said, * This is a bad business; itis not alegal ?nestion you have snbmitted
to us; and in the position of affairs the Sacmtatg of War should decide iidyou
shonld go to Washington or leave the country.” Dr. Tomlinson said he would re-
tut:nudto Washington ; he prepared two form of telegrams which I would under-
& .

One was, “I hn‘Pe Km wife is well,” was to be interpreted to leave the country.

The other was, “I hope yonrwifainhetter," which meant * come to Washington.”

We then parted. On going home in the street-cars, thinking the whole thing
over about the conversation at the time of the funeral, I made up my mind that,
althongh T had stated to Mr. Bartlett that I thuu%‘ht I had had some conversation
at the time of the funeral with the Secretary of War about sending this money,
yet 1 was so undecided about it that I was certainly willing to give the Secre
the benefit of the doubt. I thought I would see Tomlinson and tell him. e
parted at one o'clock. He was to leave for Washington at three o'clock. I went
to the depot and met him, and told him that on thinking over the matter I was so
undecided abont the conversation with the Secretary at the time of the funeral that
I would give him the benefit of the doubt. He saiil, “I am very glad to hear this,
because my sister, Mrs. Belknap, said this was the fact.”

That Saturday evening I got a telegraphic dispatch from Mrs. Belknap which
said : ** Come to Washington to-night ; it is necessary.” I received itin the eve-
ning. Next morning (last Sunday) I received a dispatch from Dr. Tomlinson, “I
hope your wife is better,” which, according to our agreement, meant * come to
Washington.” In the afternoon I gota second dispatch from Dr. Tomlinson, as
followa: “ Come without fail. Answer.” I answered: I shall come to-night,
without fail.” I was very glad not to have to leave the country, the mv‘ic%i.nn
having grown on my mind that it would do no good. I reached Washington yes-
terday morning at 6.30, and stopped at the Arlington, my wife being with me. Was
shown to a temporary room st about seven o'clock. I laid down, being greatly
fatigned, and at about eight o’clock Dr. Tomlinson called me to the door of the
room. He said he had seen BLACKBURN, and that he still thonght this matter could
be fixed np without any trouble. He asked me if I had the letter I had written to
the committee on Thursday night. Isaid, **Ihadnot.” He said, ** BLACKBURN says
you had better write another of the same purport and send it up to the committee,
with a note explaining why it did not come sooner.” I did so, [The note and let-
ter are marked B and C. .

Shortly before two o'clock p. m. yesterday I came to the Capitol to meet the com-
mittee, and Dr. Tomlinson found me in the corridor near the committee-room door.
He said: “ You are going before the committee, and I want you to remember that
there was no arrangement with you and the Secretary of War at the time of the
funeral, and that the money youn have :dwahg paid to General Belknap was for Mrs,
Belknap, and by her directions.” I told I was going before the committee to
tell the whole story, as far as I could recollect it. T said I had thought of leaving
the country, but was overrnled ; and that now I shall tell the truth, and the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth. He said, “I don't want you to tell any lies; I
only want youn to tell the truth, and that is the truth.” I said the truth I shall cer-
tginl_v teil,]?nd if it does not hurt General Belknap, no one will be more rejoiced

an myself. :

I entered the committee-room at about two o'clock yesterday, and without being
sworn I made a statement to certain members of the committee of the facts in the
pa;w—mnm briefly, but substantially as I have now answered in reply to your chief
interrogatory.

When I returned to the hotel yeatorﬂaﬁ afternoon, Dr. Tomlinson was waiting
at my room at the Arlington to see me. He asked how I got along before the com-
mittee. I told*im I had told the story from beginning to end, and that at the re-
quest of the gentlemen present I was 'fj.:oing to reduce it to writing, and appear
before the committee to-day at 10.30 with it. He wanted to know how I had stated
the fact that all these payments to the Secretary had been made in consequence of
the original agreement made with Mrs. Belknap. I said I had stated the facts as
they were, according to my best recollection and belief. I told him I would fur-
nish him a copy of the statement I would make before the committee.

I prepared the statement last night, and gavehim a copy of it about eight o'clock
this morning—being substantially a copy of that I submitted as an answer to your
chief interrogatory, save that I have ﬁYl]od up the blanks. Dr. Tomlinson came
back to my room at about 7.30 last evening, and I asked him whether he bad seen
Mr. BLACKBURN since I had made my statement in the afternoon, and what impres-
sion it had made upon the gentlemen who heardit. He said he did notlike to say he
had seen Mr. BLackBury, but he said be had seen one of the committee, who ex-
pressed the opinion that my statement would involve the Secretary. He then
made a stronger nfppeal to me than ever before, saying that I was the t';iend of the
Secretary; that if this thing came out it woul him ; that his wife was in

reat distress about it, and he himself, as her brother and friend of the family, was

n great trouble, and that if I conld state—. I said, * Stop, Dr. Tomlinson; I
have about finished my written statement, and I will read it to you.” I then read
it to him. He said he did not see but that it was allright ; that things could be ex-
Binined yet, if they could prove that this money was originally sent to General

elknap by Mrs. Eellmap s order. General Belknap would be snbpenaed and
would prove to the committes that Mrs. Belknap's estate is enti separate from
hix:i :fm htlmt. this money received through me he had always kept distinet from his
an or her.

Q. Did you ever have any business relations of any kind or nature whatever with
the late Mrs. Belknap, or the present Mrs. Belknap, or either of them, other than

»

those arising from this Fort Sill tradership? Have you now, or have you ever had,
any sum or snms of money, or any evidences of imfehtadneas or securities of any
sort or dmtl:.?ﬁ“ whatever, belonging to either of them; or have li'uu at any time
been indebted to either of them in any way, manner, form, or deseription

A. Never. The present Mrs. Belknap, years ago, may have consulted me on
business matters; but there was no monetary on whatever between us
other than I have heretofore stated.

‘When was the baby of the late Mra, Belknap born and when did it die?
. The baby of the late Mrs. Belknap was born in the autumn of 1870; died dur-
ing the summer of 1871,
By Mr. ROBBINS :

Q. In the conversation had with the present Mrs. Belknap, at the funeral of her
sister, in December, 1870, or in any other conversation had with her or any other
person at any time, was it the understanding that the money you were to pay and
Were pa; ing‘wasto be the money of Mrs. Belknap, the present wife of the Syec -

ar

hﬁ It was not.

The fomFoinﬁdaposiﬁon and statement, made under oath, having been carefully
read over in full to Mr. Caleb P. Marsh, the witness, in the presence of the com-
mittee, and he having made snch alterations and corrections therein as he deemed
‘Lust,, he assents to it as a correct record of his testimony, and attests the same by

is signature hereto attached.
CALEB P. MARSH.

W ASHINGTON, February 29, 1876.

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted a statement regarding his interview with the wife of
the Secretary of War in the of Dr. Tomli , marked D, Mr. CLYMER
aEnd l&IriRonm‘s also submi statements relative thereto, marked, respectively,

and F.

THURSDAY MORNING, March 2, 1876,

The witness C. P. Marsh, being recalled, was eross-examined by Judge Blair.

By Judge BLAIR:

Question. In your examination-in-chief yon say that Secretary Belknap remon-
strated against your going away without appesﬂn&l;efm the committee ; did the
Secretary, in desiring you to go before the committee to testify, ask you to testify
to any untruth {

Answer. I certainly don’t think he did.

C. P, MARSH.

A,
Articles of agreement between John 8. Evans and Caled P. Marsh.

Articles of agreement made and entered into this 8th day of October, in the year
of our Lord 1870, by and between John 8. of Fort Sill, Indian Tan‘ltjc'sry,
United States of America, of the first part, and Caleb P. Marsh, of No. 51 West
Thirty-fifth street, of the city, county, and State of New York, of the second part,
witnesseth, namely :

‘Whereas the said Caleb P. Marsh has received from General William W. Bel-
knap, Secretary of War of the United States, the appointment of post-trader at
Fort Sill aforesaid ; and whereas the name of said John 8. Evans is to be filled into
the commission of appointment of said nost-trader at Fort Sill aforesaid by permis-
sion,;and at the instance and request of said Caleb P. Marsh, and for thé purpose
of earrying ount the terms of this agreement; and whereas said John S. Evans is to
hold said position of post-trader as aforesaid solely as the appointee of said Caleb
P. Marsh, and for the purposes hereinafter stated :

Now, therefore, said John S. Evans, in consideration of said appointment and the
sum of #1 to him in hand d by said Caleb P. Marsh, the receipt of which is
hereby acknowledged, hereby covenants and to pay to said Caleb P. Marsh
the sum of £12,000 annnally, payable quarterly in advance, in the city of New York
aforesaid. Said sum to be so payable during the first of this agreement abso-
lutely, and under all circumstances, mythtuikﬁm contained to the contrary
notwithstanding ; and thereafter said sum s be so payable; unless increased or
reduced in amount in accordance with the subsequent provisions of this ment.
In consideration of the premises, it is mutually agreed between the parties afore-
said as follows, namely :

First. This agreemegyt is made on the basis of seven cavalry companies of the
United States Army, which are now stationed at Fort Sill aforesaid.

Second. If at the end of the first year of this ement the forces of the United
States Army stationed at Fort Sill aforesaid s| increased or diminished not to
exceed one hundred men, then this agr t shall in in full force and un-
changed for the next year. If however, the said forces shall be inereased or di-
minished beyond the number of one hu men, then the amonnt to be paid under
this agreement by said John 8. Evans to said Caleb P, Marsh shall be increased or
reduced in accordance therewith and in proper pr:fvort:iun thereto.

The'above rule laid down for the construction of this agreement at the close of
the first year thereof shall be applied at the close of each succeeding year so long
as said agreement shall remain in force and effect.

Third. This a; ent shall remain in force and effect so long as said Caleb P.
Marsh shall hold or control, directly or indirectly, the appointment and position of
post-trader at Fort Sill aforesaid.

Fourth. This ment shall take effect from the date and day the Secretary of
War aforesaid s sign the commission of post-trader at Fort Sill aforesaid ; said

ission to be i 1 to said John 8. Evans at the instance and request of said
Caleb P. lglmh, and solely for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this
en

agreem
Fifth. Exception is hereby made in regard to the first quarterly myment. under
this agreement, it bnin%:rgmad and understood the same may be paid at any
time within the next thirty days after the said v of War shall sign the
aforesaid commission of post-trader at Fort Sill
Sixth. Said Caleb P. Marsh is at all times, at the request of said John 8. Evans,
«to nse any proper influence he may have with said SBecretary of War for the pro-
tection of said John 8. Evans while in the discharge of his legitimate duties in the
conduct of the business as post-trader at Fort 8ill aforesaid. ~ *
of post-trader at

Seventh. Said John 5. Evans is to duct the said busi
Fort Sill aforesaid solely on his own r::Ponsibﬂ.i;y and in his own name ; it being
expressly agreed and understood that said Caleb P. Marsh shall azssume no liability
in the premises whatever.

Eighth. And it is expressly understood and agreed that the stipnlations and cove-

nants aforesaid are to apply to and to bind the heirs, executors, and administrators
of the respective parties.
In witness whereof the to these presents have hereunto set their hands

and seals the day and year first above written.
J. 8. EVANS. [sEAL.
C.P.MARSH. [8EAL.
Bigned, sealed, and delivered in presence of— .
E. T. BARTLETT.
B.
g NEw YoORrg, February 25, 1876,
Dear Sms: I duly received {g;:r telegram of March 21, snummoning me to ap-
pear before you, and answered that I would do so; but my wife has since become
s0ill as to make it almost impossible for me to leave her for any time, and I to-
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day send you a telegram to this effect, and will also give a statement of my con-
nection with the post-tradership at Fort Sill, which will, I trust, avoid the necessity
of my leaving home. Iwill, however, come as soon as I can, or will be happy to
seo any one or all of the committee at my house in this ci;g.

At tze time I applied for the position of post-trader at Fort Sill I presumed that
I ¢ould furnish recommendations that would secure me the appointment which was
afterward promised me. After this I saw Mr. Evans in Washington, and made an
arrangergent with him, in consequence of which I withdrew in his favor, and here-
ceived the appeintment.

This arrangement was made withont the advice or consent of the Secretary of
War, neither did he have any.know. of such an arrangement from me or any
one else, so far as I know, nor was he interested in any such arrangement or the
fmiﬁu of any m;an ment betwtr‘gen s, ik "

There never has been, nor is there now, any con agreement, or arrangement
between the Seeretary of War and m selfmregs:‘rdwthmmttem ¢

I am, very sincerely, your o t servan
C. P. MARSH.
The honorable the CoMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT.
©.
ArLxeToN HOTEL,

Washington, February 28, 1876.
DeAr Sies: I herewith inclose copy of letter which I wrote you from New York,
but not having mailed it when I received your subpena wm*jndad not to send it.
This morning, however, I have thought best to send it to you, in the hope that it
may tend to shorten the time of my examination.
Very respectfully, your obuﬁem servant,

P. 8. I will bring the contract you inquire for.
The COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT,

C. P, MARSH.

D.
Statement of Mr. Blackburn.
Aﬁartha!oregggﬁdeposiﬁonmtnkm,m. BLACKBURN said : Withont desiring
TES8 an by Mr.

to y on as to the accuracy of the conversations detailed by Mr.
Marsh as having occurred between Dr. Tomlinson and himself, relative to any re-
marks made by me, I think it best to submit to the committee the following state-
:ient- of facts, of w my d atic colleagnes of th i were promptly

& Com

vised :

On the morning of the 24th of February, 1876, (Tharsday,) about ten o'clock, Dr.
William Tomlinson called at my rooms and asked me to go with him to attend to
some business, without stating what it was, to which I assented. He proceeded to
the residence of General Be p, and upon arriving there he said that his sister,
Mrs. Belknap, desired to see me. I mhnemd his presence at the interview, to
which he assented, and he was present during the whole time. In this interview
Mrs. Belknap said that the testimony of one Caleb P. Marsh, before the Committee
on E ditures in the War Department, would tend to implicate herself in mat-
ters t would occasion criticism, but would utterly fail to show any complicity
upon the of General Belknap in the matter of the Fort Sill tradership, and she
asked that she might not be o the subject of investigation.

Where the testimony did not tend to invelve the Secre of War, I said to Mrs.
Belknap that I felt assured no member of the committes would desire to prose-
cute the ing further than to ascertain that neither the Secretary of War nor any
subordinate of that nt was involved. I said to her further that I would
communicate the facts as stated tg; her to Messrs. CLYMER and RoBiINg, of the com-
mittee, and would state to them the assurance Ihad given her. This I did immedi-
ately do within an hour after the interview referred to ocourred, stating fully to those
gentlemen all that had taken 'inlaca; wherenpon both these gentlemen approved
what I had said and done, and thoroughly concurred with me in the p of
prosecuting no investigation that did not promise or tend to implicate or involve
the Secretary of War or his subordinate officials. This is the only assurance ever
given or conversation by me upon this subject either with Mrs. Belknap, Dr.
Tomlinson, or with any other person whatever at any time, nor am I related or con-
nected, either by blood or by marriage in any degree, cither to General Belknap or
his wife or Dr. Tomlinson.

E.
Statement of Mr. Olymer regarding Mr. Blackburn.

Mr. CLYMER stated that on Thursday morning, the 24th day of Febroa
before the House met, Mr. BLACKBUEN requested him to accompany h
room of the committee, when and where he stated that he had just
view with the wife of the SBecretary of War, at her inst , in the pr
Dr. Tomlinson, her brother ; and that he narrated to him the conversation between
them at the interview, which was in substance as he has stated it. Later in the
day, immediately after the House adjourned, Mr. Ronnixs and myself, at his re-
quest, came to the committee-room, where Mr. BLACKBURN again repeated the sub-
stance of the interview; whereupon he was assured by Mr. Ropniss and myself
that we concurred with him as to the ohjects of the pending investigation, a.ndyt-hau
he was justified in %}ving the assurance that no investigation won made which
did not tend to reach the Secretary of War or some of snbordinates.

F.
Statement of Mr. Robbins.

Mr. Ronpiss deems it sufficient for him to say simply that on Thursday, the 24th
instant, Mr, BLACKBURN communicated to Mr. CLYMER and himself the fact that
on that mornivq’% the wife of the Secretary of War had very unexpectedly sought
an interview with him, and that such interview had taken place. He recounted to
us what had passed at thatinterview, and he has embodied the same in a statement
which accompanies the report, which statement accurately recites the matter as he
communicated it to us.

The statement made by Mr. CLyMER, chairman of the , in ref to
Mr. BLACKBURN'S communieation to us concerning that interview and our opinions
and decisions thereapon is in all respects accurate. We all concurred in the idea
that it would be our duty to 'Eush every investigation which tended to throw light
upon the official conduct of the Seeretary of War and his snbordinates of that
pm't-tl:lout,E however painful might be the performance of such duty ; but if we at
auﬁtj.me ered evidence which involved only unofficial persons, and especiall
ladies, wo should not foel bound to prosecute any inquiry which we knew oonlg
have no other result than that, for our investigations nothing to do with pri-
vate individuals, but only with officials.

G.
Acceptance of resignati
ExEcuTivE MaxsioN, Washington, March 2.

DeAR Sie: Your tender of resignati S tary of War, with the request to
haw;it mso:-pbed immediately, is received, and the same is hereby accepted with
Ereat regre

instant,
to the
an inter-

U. S§. GRANT.,

H.
HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D, C., March 2, 1876,
Sie: I have been informed that my name has been mentioned in connection with
the recent chnr;ir,es against the Secretary of War; first, that I attempted to induce
the witness, C. I, Ml:u'ah, to swear falsely ; and that Hon. J. C. 8. BLACKBUEN, &
member of your committee, was a relative, and would suppress the whole matter.
ghat Id to state is that each of the above statements is witerly and entirely

s0.
Very respectfully,
= ¥ WAL M. TOMLINSON.
Ifia;n;a_nd. in justice to myself as well as to Hon. J. C. S, BLACKBURY, & personal

exp tion.
W ML, T,
Hon. HigsTER CLYME
hairman of C' ittee of Exp es of War 1
William M. Tomlinson and says that the foregoing statement is just and
true to the best of his knowledge and belief, )
WILLIAM M. TOMLINSON,
Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d March, 1876

HIESTER CLYMER, Ohairman.

WasHINGTON, D. C., March 2, 1876.
tion as y of War, and request

a 4.

Mg. PRESIDENT : Ihereby tend
its immediate acceptance.
Th.nnktnl g yogmm e?iu;?j{lnt and continued kindness,
am, res an , yours, :
L e WM. W. BELENAP,

A-tma oopy: F. D. GRANT

my 1“=;

K
EXECUTIVE MANSION,
Washington, March 2, 1876,

Sm: In reply to your note of ing of to-day's date the Presidentdirects me to
say that the hour of the acceptance of the resignation of Hon. W. W. Belknap as
Secrof of War was about 10.20 o'clock this morning. A copy of the letter of
resignation is herewith inclosed.

I am, sir, your obedient servant,

C. C. SNIFFEN,
Secretary.

Hon. HIESTER CLYMER,

Chairman Committee on Expenditures in the War Department,

House of Itepresentatives, present.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I would not if I could, and in my
present condition I could not if I would, add anything to the state-
ment of facts which has ‘guat been reported to the House. Another
occasion may be afforded me to do so. The facts are so clear, so

lain, that everywhere throughout this broad land, and throughout
%h.ristandom wherever the English langunage is read or spoken, they
will for long years constitute arecord of official corruption and crimes
snch as has no parallel in our own history, or, so far as I know, that of
any other country. And if, in this hour, one sentiment of pity, one
word of sympathy, could find utterance from me, it would be because
I feel that the late Secretary of War is but the proper outgrowth, the
true exponent of the corruption, the extravagance, the misgovern-
ment which have cursed this land for years past. And that being iy
own reflection, I will discharge my duty best to myself, and I trust to
this House, by demanding the previous question upon the adoption
of the resolutions.

Mr. KASSON. I beg that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLy-
MER] will give an opportunity for a moment’s suggestion before ask-
ing the previous question on a matter of this great importance.

. CLYMER. I regret that I cann ot oblige my friend—[several
MEeMBERS: “O, yes!”]—and for a reason which he wgl recognize as just
when I have stated that I desire my colleagues upon the committee
to be heard before any other members of the Hounse. Therefore, sir,
I demand the previous question.

X SON. The gentleman will allow me to say that there is
not the slightest opposition to their all being heard.

Mr. CL%MER. ﬁc;‘m Speaker, I decline to yield. I demand the
previous question.

Mr. CO I call for the reading of the resolutions again.

The resolutions reported by the committee were again read.

Mr. CLYMER. I now renew my demand for the previous question.

Mr. KASSON. * I wish to make an appeal to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania by asking him whether he expects this House to-night
after five o’cloci and after the adjournment of the Senate, and with-
out the printing of the resolutions and the evidence upon which they
are baaeg, to vote npon a question of this nature, when even the im-
peachability of the officer at present is a point to be considered by
the House. However guiltﬁ may be the officer arraigned, (and no
man has been more pained than myself by this development,) does the
gentleman think it right to prevent one word being said i\y way of
obtaining more complete information?

Mr. CL R. I will say to my friend from Iowa that if the de-
mand for the previous question be seconded, I will give one-half of
the hour to which I alm(h be entitled to my friends on the committee
on the opposite side of the House, to dispose of as they choose.

Mr. SON. The committee, it is said, is unanimous in this re-
port; and therefore, if there is no opposition, if this is all a proper
proceeding, the only question is— ]

Mr. (}Lgi\d'ER. 1 do not yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BASS. Being a member of the committee, I would like to ask
a question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he will permit me.

. CLYMER. Certainly.
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Mr. BASS. As Iunderstood, the intention was that members of the
committee on this side shonld be entitled to be heard.

Mr. CLYMER. Yes, sir.

Mr. BASS. But the gentleman having one hour only, I understand
him now to give away one-half of it.

Mr. CLYMER. I propose to give one-half hour to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Bass] and the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. DAN-
¥ORD, ] that they may dispose of it as they wish.

Mr. BASS., If the gentleman has but an hour, how can he give
away half an hour ang still leave us the time it has been agr we
shall oceupy ?

Mr. CLYMER. I do not propose, if the gentleman from New York
will ??derstand—l do not propose to occupy one minute of that hour
myself,

Mr. BASS. Then I do not understand the chairman of the commit-
tee to take away the half hour to which the members of the commit-
tee on this side of the House are entitled.

Mr. CLYMER. Certainly not; and the gentleman can dispose of
his time as he may desire.

Mr. BASS. As I understand the chairman, he proposes to give one-
half hour of his own time to the members on his side of the House,
but not of our time. We propose—

Mr. CLYMER. If you do not desire it, say so. It is a mere matter
of volition on your part to take it or not.

Mr. BASS. I desire to say—

Mr. CLYMER. Will my friend from New York permit me, in order
that there may be no misunderstanding about this matter. I propose
that the hour which under the rules belongs to me shall be divided,
one-half to be given to the gentleman from New York and his col-
league on the committee on that side of the House and the other half
hour to the members on this side. The half hour to be given the
other side may be apportioned among other members if the gentle-
man and his colleague so choose or it may all be ocenpied by them-

lves.

Mr. BASS. That is what I asked, whether I understood the gen-
tleman to give an additional half hour to the gentleman from Iowa,
which could only be done by taking away our half hour.

Mr. CLYMER. I prol{gse no such thing. I demand the previous
question, and decline to be further interrnpted.

Mr’. HOAR. Does the gentleman consider this a political ques-
tion

Mr. RANDALL. This report is unanimous ; it is not political.

Mr. CLYMER. I demand a vote on the seconding of the previous
question.

The previous question was seconded.

Mr. CLYMER. I now yield tothe %fnt-leman from North Carolina,
[Mr. RoBBINS,] who is a member of the committee. I ask what time
he desires ?

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carolina. Not more than the fifteen min-
utes allotted to me.

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carolina, took the floor.

Mr. WADDELL. This disorder is disreputable to the House, and
I hope some order will be preserved while my colleague addresses the
House on this solemn occasion.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is resolved that this solemn business
shall not proceed in such dﬁﬁ'&ceful disorder, and he therefore ap-
peals respectfully and perso to every member upon this floor to
aid him in restoring and maintaining order. It does not become us to
attempt to proceed under such eirenmstances,

* Order was restored. -

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, it is my purpose
to occupy but a very few minutes of time. I have been so wearied
with the physical iabor and the mental strain of this investigation
day and night for several days that I am in no condition to make a
speech in regard to it, and I do not think any member of the Amer-
ican Congress has it in his heart to wish to say very much about this
great shame. It is one of those things which we need not take pains
to spread before the inquiring and censorious world to the common
d.iufrace of all American citizens, but, if duty permitted, might rather
veil it as a reproach to the American name. We of the committee
have expressed our ideas.in the report and resolutions unanimously
submitted by us. Those resolutions, Mr. Speaker, I hope will be
adopted nnanimously.

It has been intimated that a question arises as to whether they
are in order, and whether it is proper to impeach an officer who has
resigned. I have not had time to look up the authorities, and am
not prepared to speak to that question worthily except to say this,
that it certainly cannot be true that an officer who is being investi-

ated and who has been found by the evidence to be a eriminal against

e laws of the land can flee from justice by any act of his own.

The results of an impeachment, Mr. Spaa‘ker, are twofold: One is
to remove from office and the other is to disqualify from holding
office hereafter. The removal from office is accomplished by the
resignation but the other portion of the g:ml.lty remains uninflicted.
Certainly it is within the power of the Nenate sitting as a court of
impeachment to impose that penalty, and the officer eannot escape it
by hasty resignation, which is virtually a flight from justice. I shall
not attempt to fitly characterize the manner in which that flight has
been in this instance facilitated by the hasty acceptance of his resig-
nation at such an untimely hour and at the last stage of the investi-

gation. It is not necessary to dwell on that. It goes before the
country. I would call the attention of the House to the cases of War-
ren Hastings and of Lord Francis Bacon, of whom the former was
impeached and the latter received sentence, if I mistake not, after
they had respectively ceased to hold the offices in which they had com-
mitted the crimes and misdemeanors for which they were impeached.
And in the proceedings against Warren Hastings, if I am ot mis-
taken, he is described in the articles of impeachment as the “late
governor-general” of India. So that these great and remarkable pree-
edents under English jurisprudence sustain the position which is so
consonant with reason, that, when a man is found in office corrupt,
dishonest, and especially as we have jurisdiction of him by investi-
gation already begun, he cannot deﬁ)rive us of that jurisdiction by
attempting to flee and shelter himself under a resignation. That is
the common sense of the case. That, I think, is the law of the case.
That is the reason of the case. And that is the view which should
be followed in justice to the people we represent.

This is no time to allow easy escapes of men who are found guilt;
of these high erimes. There is that degree—I do not speak as a poli-
tician and will not do so in this case—there is that degree of corrup-
tion pervading the public service generally, there is that degree of
suspicion attaching to officials in all of their actions.in these dis-
ordered times, that it is not proper, it is not right, that there should
be any shelter here. This case should be probed to the bottom, tried
bytthe highest court known to the country, and a just penalty meted
out.

8ir, it is time that the officers of this country should learn that the
Government was not made for the officers, but for the ple. They
onght to be made to feel that they are the servants, and not the mas-
ters, of the sovereign people of America; and that, when this great
Reaple finds itself shamed and disgraced and outraged by such con-

net as has appeared here, an officer guilty of such conduect shonld
be brought to the bar of the high court of impeachment, and there
tried in the name of the people and an adequate penalty inflicted,
that the officers of this country may learn that wEeu they commit
crimes the arm of the people can reach them and punish them how-
ever they may attempt to hide themselves away.

Let us, if American precedents are not clear on this question, make
a precedent which shall be clear to those who shall come after us. In
this extraordinary case let ns make a notable example and do what in
us lies to stem the tide of official peculation and plundering and mal-
feasance which deluges the land, sapping the very foundations of our
liberty, bringing disrepute upon popular institutions and almost mak-
ing a mock of all faith in human integrity.

Ir. CLYMER. I now yield fifteen minutes to my colleague on the
committee, the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Bass.]

Mr. BASS. I have no desire, and I certainly have no ability in my
present eondition of health, to detain this Honse by any extended
remarks upon this subject. I can only say that it is one so grave
that it appals every American citizen.

I regret to have heard the statement that this peculiar instance of
official corruption was the outgrowth in any way of our institutions.
And I regret fo have heard the statement that this instance of official
corruption had no parallel either in this land or in any other. We
should not have to go far, sir,and I think we would not have to leave
our own borders to find not only its parallel, but to find one compared
with which this is almost as white as the driven snow.

But, sir, no man upon this floor can defend or in anywise extenn-
ate the offense which has been disclosed by the testimony which has
been laid before the House to-day. There is no apology for it, there
is no excuse for it, there is no justification for it before the American
people. The sale of office, the sale of a place, the sale of a contract
under the laws of the United States by an officer thereof is not only
an offense which strikes us as citizens as being one which shonld re-
ceive our earnest condemnation, but this Congress and this House of
Representatives heretofore have had oceasion fo place upon the
statute-book a denunciation of this offense. And it is already by the
laws of the land not only made a crime punishable in our conrts, but
in this case, the offense having been committed by a high officer of
the Government, it is punishable also by impeachment.

I have not time to review the testimony, but in brief I can only
say that it seemed to the committee—and abont this there was no
disagreement—that there was no substantial donbt of the truthful-
ness of the statement made by the witness Marsh. That is in effect
that in the year 1870 an arrangement was made by which the Secre-
tary of War, or some member of his family, was to receive a sum
equal to about the half of 12,000 per year for bestowing upon a man
named Evans, through the witness Marsh, the office of post-trader at
Fort 8ill; that that contract was continued in existence for a period
of a year and a half or two years; that then, there being some com-

laints with reference to the ill-treatment of the soldiers—which might
expected from the sale of this place and the high bonus paid as the
price for obtaining the contract—ecomplaints being made, the bonus
was reduced to the half of the sum of $6,000 annually; and from that

time down to this very day that contract has been in full force and
effect, and the money, according to the testimony, has been remitted
uarter by quarter in one form or another to this high officer of the
vernment as a compensation for his action in continuing Evansin
the position of post-trader.
Now, sir, a statement of this case as it appears baldly upen this
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testitnony is sufficient to justify the vote of every member of this
House for the resolutions which have been presented by this com-
mittee.

Mr. LAMAR. Will it interrupt the gentleman for me to make an
inquiry ?

Mr. BASS. I think not, if I have time enough left,

Mr. LAMAR. It is simply as to the question whether the resigna-
tion of - the officer divests this body of the power to present articles
of i;lxeachment, and whether the gentleman’s attention has been di-
rected to that point?

Mr. BASS. I was abouf to say a few words on that question after
I had said one or two more things on the ficts of the case. I have
already called the attention of the House to the fact, admitting that
these are the facts, that this offense has already been denounced by
law in the statute-book as acrime liable to be punished by imprison-
ment; also that it is a high crime and misdemeanor for which we are
entitled to impeach.

Now this qunestion is a very important one, whether the House of
Representatives, which has the sole power of impeachment under the
Constitution, has jurisdiction to impeach, as General Belknap is no
longer Secretary of War, whether it has jurisdiction to frame and to
present to the Senate of the United States, for trial, articles of im-
peachment against him. The members of the committee have indi-
vidually examined that question to some extent, I think ithasbeen
done more extensively by the gentleman last on the floor, [Mr. Ros-
BINS, of North Carolina,] but ﬁave become convinced that we have
the power, although, so far as I am concerned, I was not able to find
direct authority in America ; yet English authorities seem to main-
tain that we have that jurisdiction. That is, however, a jurisdictional
question. We are sitting as a grand jury, and as it is a jurisdictional
question, leave the officer to plead it before the tribunal which is to

- try him, and if they decide in his favor then well and good. Thereis
perhaps a doubt upon the question. I would not say that it is en-
tirely free from doubt. It is not entirely free from doubt. But my
own judgment is that that provision of the Constitution which says
that the officer impeached s not only be removed from office, but
be disqualified from holding any office of honor, trust, or emolument
under the United States Government, can beaccomplished in no other
way except by hisimpeachment. When an officer finds that he is to
be impeached, on the very day the articles of impeachment are to be
presented can he evade the consequences of his gunilt and shield himself
from the vengeance of the law by sendingin hisresignation? So that
I say under the circumstances of this case, if there is doubt about this
matter, we, sitting as a grand jury to present articles of impeachment;,
should put him on trial and let the tribunal that tries him decide the
question of jurisdiction. The very section of the Statutes at Large
to which I have alluded provides that an officer convicted by a jm%i—
cial tribunal of an offense like this shall be forever liisqualiﬁyed from
holding office ; but gentlemen will bear in mind that any man con-
vieted before a court may be pardoned, but, if he be convicted by the
Senate sittinﬁ as a court of impeachment, he is beyond the power of
pardon, and his disability continues forever.

With these views upon the question, and having no doubt as to the
facts found by the committee, and the burden of my convictions being
that this body has power to present articles of impeachment in a case
like this, I think we ought to present them, and leave the question of
{t:gadiction to be decided by the tribunal before which he is to be

I now yield the remainder of my time fo the gentleman from Mas-
sachunsetts, [Mr. HoAR.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled to
the floor for five minutes. r

Mr. HOAR. The division of this hour, the committee being unan-
imous in one opinion, both republicans and democrats, seems to me
to imply the opinion on. the part of the chairman of the committee
that it 1s in some way a political question. I utterly disclaim and
repudiate such an idea. No person can be more desirous to punish
any public officer found guilty of a erime like this ch upon the
late Secretary of War than the republican members of the House. I
wish simply to call attention to one matter. The gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. RosBiNs] alluded to the fact of the hasty ac-
ceptance of this resignation. This House solemnly determined in the
case of Whittemore that the formal act of resignation by the officer
terminates the office, and that any American citizen can lay down an
office held by him without the consent or acceptance of anybody
whatever; it is a mere formal matter.

Now, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Bass] says he hasnot in-
vestigated the question whether after the civil office has terminated
the officer can be impeached, but he thinks that the gentleman from
North Carolina, [Mr. RosBiNs,] who said he had not looked at the
authorities, as I nnderstood him, has investigafed it more than any
other member of the committee. - Now, Judge Story, after full dis-
cussion, lays down the doctrine that it cannot be done. In England
any citizen can be impeached, and therefore the English case of War-
ren Hastings does not apply. In America no man can be impeached
but a ecivil officer, and when he ceases to be a civil officer he ceases
to be within the literal construction of the Constitution. In America
the only judgment rendered is removal from office as the principal
with the incident of perpetual disqualification to hold office, and the
Constitution provides that the punishment of the offender shall take

place as if the impeachment had been had by trial before a jury and

a judge.

ﬁlovg, for these offenses there is provided in the statutes of the
United States a punishment of fine and imprisonment, and perpetual
disqualification to hold office. Now, sir, this man being out of office,
and if found guilty it being impossible to get him back into another,
I protest against this hot haste without even having the testimony
printed, and determining the question whether it is expedient that
all the authority of this House shall be exercised, when it is very
likely that when this evidence is printed it may be found that the
House may adopt the conclusion to which the committee have ar-
rived ; but it seems to me unworthy of this t oceasion, and if 1
stand alone, I stand here to say that this distinguished officer should
not be impeached in this way under the previous question, without
having the evidence in print on which he is charged, without giving
these gentlemen who are sworn tosupport the Constitution an oppor-
tunity to decide nplon the question on which such a jurist as Judge
Story has expressed an opinion.

Mr. CLYMER. I will yield fifteen minutes to my colleague on the
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ]

Mr. HOAR. illow me to ask, if you can go back to an officer who
has resigned, then can you not go back forever !

The SPEAKER. The time of the genfleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Hoar] has expired.

Mr. BLACKB Mr. Speaker, I trust that when I shall have
finished what I propose to say on this occasion, this House will see
that it was not necessary for me at the be%inning to protest that I
am aetuated neither by feelings of nal bitterness nor by feelings
of party prejudice. I am glad to know that the position in which I
stand upon the record in this case refutes the one charge and my ut-
terances here shall disprove the other.

I am glad to know that in that record it appears that I and my col-
leagnes on the committee have given to the world proof irrefutable
that nothing was left undone that it was in our power to do to shield
and shelter from dishonor every one except those whose acts it was
made our duty to investigate. I willnot consent that the gentleman
from Massachusetts who has just preceded me [Mr. Hoar] shall
make this a political or a personal question. I will not, in justice to
honorable gentlemen upon that side of the House, consent that we
shall be put in the position of the prosecutors while they take the
position of the defenders. h

It is a tﬁest.ion that addresses itself to every mind here alike, I
care Lot which side of the Hall he sits upon or what may be his party
affiliations. It is not & party question; it is a question as to whether
proper action shall be taken with regard to one who has bronght dis-
grace upon himself, dishonor upon the station to which he had been
elevated, and reproach upon the country of which he was a distin-
guished and prominent official. I will not st.{:;ﬂ;;l to a}m&s criticism upon
the manner in which it was sought by that official to evade the pen-
alty due to his offense. Iwill not undertake to say that he who with
unprecedented if not indecent haste received that resignation did so
to relieve that officer from those penalties—I will not say that this
was the purpose. But I will say this: That if this is an unprece-
dented case, as gentlemen have said, it is unprecedented in more re-
spects than one. It is the first instance in the history of this country—
and to the honor of the country be it said—that any one claiming
manhood and holding an exalted position has sought to shelter him-
self from legitimate inquiry b{fmnsenﬁng to, much less actually
i:tﬁr]ming, the dishonor of a self-sacrificing wife. This much isdue

er. :

This House is not a jury trying an issue. It is the tgmnd inquisi-
tion of the country. We stand here in the capacity of a grand jury.

If this indietment shall be found, if this true bill shall be returned,

it is not competent for this House to pass nupon the issne. Gentlemen

tell us that becanse the late Secretary of War is no longer in official

position, therefore this House has no right to pass the reselutions upon

the Clerk’s desk. I deny it, and I rest upon authority. The gentle-

man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] says that Judge Story has de-

cided this to be the case. I deny it.

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman misunderstood me. I said that Judge
Story said it was a very doubtful question.

Mr. BLACKBURN. I decline to be interrupted. I read from sec-
tion 801 of Story on the Constitution: -

wing out of subject is w] > 3
an?&ggmﬁp%hla %xt;p‘t. slt;:hif mlg;fwmml;:&?rm,ﬁg; onuﬁ &o%.ﬁ;u:;.
whether the party can be impeached therefor after he has ceased to hold office.

And in section 805 he says:

It is not intended to express any opinion in these commentaries as to which
is the true exposition of Constitution on the points above cited. They are
brought before the learned reader as matters still sub judice, the final do::isi)l;n of
which may be reasonably left to the high tribunal constituting the court of im-
peachment when the occasion shall arise.

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman read the close of section 801 ?

Mr. BLACKBURN. I decline to be interrupted. That is the ut-
terance of that great jurist. I will quote another. Rawle, in his
commentaries on the American Constitution, says:

From the reasons already given, it is obvious that the only persons liable to im-
peachment are those who are or have been in public office.

Now, sir, you may go back to the trial of Hastings, the record of
which is before me. It shows that he was impeached more than one
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ear—about a year and three months—after his service had expired.
in the articles of impeachment themselves he is referred to and de-
scribed as “the late governor-general of Bengal.” It was about fif-
teen munths after the expiration of his service before those articles
were ever presented or that impeachment ever had.

1 do say, and I assert it without fear of contradiction, with the aun-
thorities") fore me, that it is in England a settled question, but that
in this country it is an open question. And, now the issue is submit-
ted, will the American Congress say that in this state of facts, with
the question undecided, with no at.%ndication to guide us, with the
expounders of our constitutional law indicating that that court of
final resort which holds its sittings in the other wing of this Capitol
should be left to pass upon this issue when the occasion shall arise,
will you, I ask, in such a state of facts shrink from your duty, refuse
to discharge that which rests upon iy]'ou as an obligation, and say that,
because there may be the mist or the shadow of a doubt, you will re-
fuse to im h this officer? You cannot do it.

In the Durell case, which was, I believe, before the Forty-third
Congress, I find that the following discussion took place:

Mr. Niprack. I understand it to be a settled rnle—the gentleman from

Massa-
chusetts, [Mr. BUTLER,] however, has investigated that su ject more t,hgn I l:nve

done or have been required to do—that an officer escape imp

reason of resignation. I beg therefore to inquire of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts if the committee have considered that question; whether they might not im-
peach bim still, if they think that the circnmstances sufficiently justify !

Mr. BUTLE_Riuf Massachusetts. In answer to the question of gentleman from
Indiana, I will say that as the Constitution imposes the punishment of disabilit
from holding oftice hereafter, it is entirely competent for the House to go on wnj
the impeachment; and it has been so ruled over and over again. But Judge Du-
rell is an old man, and there will be no practical benefit in going on with the im.
peachment.

Mr. RANDALL.

Rir, there is the record of a prominent member of the gentleman’s
own y, one who had made it a subject of special inquiry. He
states to the House that a resignation does not protect the officer from
impeachment; and no man then gainsaid the statement. I do not
undertake to say that it is susceptible of demonstration that this
House has the right under the Constitution. Ihave before me a copy
of the Constitution in which I have marked clauses bearing upon
this question ; but I have not time now to read them. I do not un-
de e to say that it can be proven to a mathematical demonstration
that this House has the power; but I say that no man can undertake
to assert that it has not the power, and that in this state of the case
we must of necessity actin the manner proposed by these resolutions.

Bat, sir, in order to show gentlemen on the other side of the House
the condition in which they would place their own official at the
other end of the Avenue whom they have Egt. in power if we were to
adopt their view, I read from Bacon’s Works, volume 16, page 370:

On the 2d of May, the seals having been sequestered, the Houss resolved to pro-
ceed to judgment ou the next day.

1In this interval, on the evening of the 2d of May, the chancellor wrote to the King,
“to save him from the sentence, to let the cup pass from him ; for, if it is reforma-
tion that is sought, taking the seals will, with the general submission, be sufficient
atonement.” These, his last hopes, were vain; the King did not, he could not, in-
terpose.

What is it that members on the other side of the House would tell
us? Will you say to the country that he whom you have placed in

wer at the other end of this avenue is able to rob an American

ongress uf a right and a power that a King of Great Britain could
not take from Parliament? [Applause on the floor and in the gal-
leries.] Is that your theory?

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Youdo not give us an opportunity
to say whether it is or not.

Mr. BLACKBURN. It used to be the theol}y that the king could do
no wrong ; buat the man has never yet been found in this land who
was bold enough to say that the President could do no wrong. If
that man who uttered that memorable sentence, “ Let no guilty man
escape,” holds itin his gower torob the Representatives of the Ameri-
can people of their right to prefer accusations or pronounce censure
upon self-convicted official ¢riminals, then tell me, some one, where
is the barrier to be found beneath whose shelter the liberties of this
people can rest secure ¥

. HOAR. Does the gentleman claim——

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit to no interruption.

Mr. HOAR. Then I make the point that the gentleman’s time has

There‘might. be, as an example.

expired.
he SPEAKER. It has not expired.

Mr. HOAR. I want to know whether the genfleman claims that
Congress has the right to punish men.

The S;‘EAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky declines to be in-
terrupt

Mr.P BLACKBURN. AndI hope this interruption will not be taken
out of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I simply desire in the moment or two that may be left
me to make but one additional statement. I am the last man who
would introduce one atom of polities into this discussion. It is not
admissible here. I know that members of this committee on the
other side of the House were as earnest in their indorsement of this
report as the gentlemen of the committee who sit around me. We
have geen no difference in the committee-room as to this report, and
I appeal to the manhood of this House that there shall be no party

ifterence manifested here in its adoption. If fraud has been perpe-

trated, if criminality exists, if corruption has been proved, then let
the Representatives of the American Congress so declare, send the is-
sue to the court where it must finally be tried, and if he is to go scot
free, if we are unable to punish where guilt is almost openly confessed,
let the responsibility for that exemption rest upon other shoulders
than ours.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. CLYMER. I now yield for fifteen minutes to my colleague on
the committee from Ohio, [ Mr. DANFORD. ]

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I should not claim the attention of
the House for a moment were it not for the fact that I am a member
of the committee making this report.

One word in response to the remarks made by my colleague on the
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. BLACKBURN, ] as to the
right or power of the President of the United States to rob this body
of its rig{‘:t to present articles of impeachment against the late Secre-
tary of War.. The resignation of that officer was tendered and it was
accepted, but in my judgment the acceptance of that tender in no
manner changed his position toward the country. He had a right to
vacate the office, and no power could compel him to remain.

The question as presented for the consideration of thjs House, so
far as the attitude of this officer is now concerned, is not changed, by
the action of the President in accepting his resignation. I concede,
Mr. Speaker, there is some doubt in my mind as to the right of this
House to present articles of im ent against a citizen after he
has retired from office, but I have assented to the report and resolu-
tions now before us for action, willing to remit the question of juris-
diction to the Senate. I believe if tf.gha House had the time to read
the testimony and to consider it as the members of the committee
have considered it, there would not be on this side of the House one
single dissenting voice in agreeing to these resolutions.

I do not agree, sir, that the conduct of this officer is a legitimate-
outgrowth of the principles of the party in power, as intimated from
the otherside. No; the shame which he has brought upon the country
is an outrage upon the political party which he in part represented
in the Cabinet of the President.

And I desire to say that it is my hope there will not be a single
vote on this side of the House against these resolutions. Let us deal
with this man in such manner as to teach all persons who in the future
may occupy such high and exalted position that swift punishment
follows in the wake of such an outrage as he has inflicted upon the
peﬁle of this country.

r. Speaker, I desire in consideration of the fact that this officer
comes from the State of Iowa, to yield to the gentleman from Iowa,
[Mr. Kassox,] at his request, the remainder ogﬁ my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has ten minuntes.

Mr. KASSON. A few years ago, sir, there went from my State a

roung, well-educated, and gallant gentleman to fight the battles of
tlia country. He passed throngh them all; and after the war was over
the President of the United States invited him to the very distin-

unished honor of aseat in his Cabinet, putting him practically at the

ead of that Army of which he had been a humble Il:ut. distingnished
and meritorious officer. This morning for the first time the delega-
gation from Towa heard that this gentleman, who had been so much
respected in his own State and so much honored in the nation, had
been found gnilty of receiving compensation for some act of official
function and that that compensation had been continuous. The
House will judge of the emotion with which we from that State lis-
tened to the reading of the evidence. I never heard anything with
greater interest ; and when, at the close of the reading of the resolu-
tions, I made an appeal to my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLY-
MER, | not for myself only, but for my colleagnes, whose pride and
the honor of whose State were so touched by the character of the re-
port, for some moments’ delay, in order that we might find what there
was in that evidence in extennation of what seemed to be so great a
misdemeanor on the part of a public officer, we were met by a demand
for the previous question. Not a word to be allowed except by grace -
to see whether this great stain ought to be put not only upon the
nation, but upon that State which hitherto had been glad to honor
this distingnished citizen.

I regret it, Mr. Speaker, for we desire in no respect to claim ex-
emption for him from any of the penalties which his action deserves.
If the power rested with us we would not ask that one single penalty
justly due that officer upon the evidence should be withheld; but
when, from the mere listening to that evidence, 1 find that one of the
most painful features disclosed by it is in the fact that not one word
of it, until the death that broke np a home had occurred—that not
one syllable of evidence touches the officer in question, am I to be
blamed that I want a night, or that my colleagues wanted a night, to
ascertain the extent of his personal wrong by reading the evidence
in print? And wheR I find the most delicate relations of human life
involved in our proceeding here, as they are involved in that evi-
dence, domestic relations so delicate I dare not allude to them in de-
tail, is it astonishing that I think it but just we should have an
opportunity to consider whether there was anything to be said in
extenuation of what appears by the resolutions which accompany the
evidence to be so great a misdemeanor.

But it is too late to go back of this. We have been refused the op-
portunity. Now, I only ask the attention of the House to the ques-
tion whether they do not need more time to ascertuin whether this
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ex-officer is impeachable. Gentlemen speak of it as if impeachment
were designed to inflict the proper punishment of an offense. It is
not so. Impeachment has no such design. Impeachment is to pro-
tect the public from the continuance in office and, at the discretion
of the Senate, from the restoration to office of the officer guility of the
misdemeanor. The statutes of the United States provide the punish-
ment for such an offense to be ascertained by a jury and to be fixed
by a court. If hisim hment, were refused, he stands liable to the
laws of the land, and the punishment prescribed by those laws he
must submit to.

The Constitution says that—

The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United States shall be
remaoved from o on impeachment for and conviction of treason, bribery, or other
high erimes eanors.

How are you going to remove this gentleman from office? He is
out of office. In England, commoners as well as high officers of the
government may be impeached, because the House of Commons is
the grand inquest of the nation. But references to English authori-
ties are of noaccount to us. Our rights are limited by the Constitu-
tion; and if this man be impeached, the Senate cannot execute the
provision of the Constitution which declares that he shall be re-
moved from office npon convietion. If he is liable to impeachment,
let it be understood that we are all, without a dissenting voice, for
impeachment. But if the House is establishing a precedent which
may be dangerouns for the future, and does not rest upon constitu-
tional right, we should panse and consider by the aid of a report
from the Judiciary Committee the question of our right to make
this impeachment, and that is the whole object for which, sir, I stand
here now upon the floor.

If there be not a limit by statute, as there is not, of the time to which
{lou can go back to impeach a retired officer, any committee of this

ouse may to-morrow report that Jefferson Davis, who was once Sec-
retary of War and was a Senator of the United States, was guilty of
a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of which he was an offi-
cer, and you may present at the bar of the Senate an impeachment of
that officer to prevent his again holding office in this country. So
you may take the case of any ex-officer of the United States, Ex-Sec-
retary Floyd, Jacob Thompson, and others. You may impeach any
man whom you charge with having been guilty of a high misdemeanor
at any time while in office. There would be no limit to your power.
Gentlemen, do you wish to establish such a precedent without even
the consideration of the Law Committee of this Honse 1

That is the question to which I desire the attention of the House,
and I refer gentlemen to section 790 of Story’s Commentaries on the
Constitution, in which he says it is the peculiarity of our republican
government that its impeaching power is confined fo persons holding
office. I will read the whole section:

From this clause it aj that the remedy by impeachment is strictly confined
to civil officers of the United States, including the President and Vice-President.
In this respect it differs materially from the law and practice of Great Britain.
In that kingdom all the King's subjects, whether peers or commoners, are im-
peachable in Parliament; though it is asserted that commoners cannot now be im-

shed for capital offenses, but for misdemeanors only. Such kind of misdeeds,
owever, as peculiarly injure the commonwealth by the abuse of high offices of
trust are the most proper and have been the most usnal grounds for this kind of
P tion in Parli t. There seems a peculiar propriety, in a republican gov-
ernment at least, in confining the impeaching power to persons bolding office.
In such a government all the citizens are equal and ought to have the same secur-
ity of a trial by jury for all erimes and offenses laid to their charge when not hold-
ing any n‘.ilﬂn‘lnlY oimmter.

Section 805, quoted by the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr, BLack-
BURN, ] referred to other points; not this one, which is discussed by
Judge Story in the section which I am reading:

To sul them to impeachment would not only be extremely oppressive and ex-
pensive, but would endan their lives and liberties by exposing them against
their wills to persecution for their conduct in exercising their political rights and
privil r as the trial hyjm‘yju.st}y is in civil cases, its value as a protec-
tion against ther tand viol of rulers and factions in ¢criminal prosecu-
tions makes it inestimable. It is there, and there only, that a citizen in the sympa-
thy, the impartiality, the intelligence, and tncomr:.i‘blu integrity of his fellows
inipaneled to try the accusation may indulge a well-founded confidence to sustain
and cheer him. If he should choose to accept oftice, he would voluntarily incur all
the additional responsibility growing out of it. If impeached for his conduct while
in office, he could not justly complain, since he was R aced in that predicament by
his own choice; and in ncg:cpﬁn% oftice he submitted to all the consequences. In-
deed, the moment it was ided that the jud nt upon i h t should be
limited to removal and disqualification from office, it followed as a natural result
that it ought not to reach any but officers of the United Statea. It seems to have
been the original object of the friends of the National Government to confine it to
these limits; for in the original resolutions proposed to the convention and in all
the subsequent proceedings the power was expressly limited to national officers,

I commend this section to the attention of gentlemen. All that I
now ask is a report from the Committee on the Judiciary on this ques-
tion before the House commits ifself to this first precedent of the kind
in the history of the country.

Mr. CLYMER. I believe there is a shred of time left?

The SPEAKER. There are two minutes left of the hour.

Mr. CLYMER. I yield that to my friend from North Carolina [ Mr.
ROBBINS.L

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carolina. T just want to say, in reply to
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. HoAR,] who says that the
same punishment may be inflicted by indictment as by impeachment,
that there is a material difference. A person convicted and disqual-
ified by indictment may be pardoned by the Executive, but a man
convicted and disqualiied by impeachment cannot be.

Mr. HOAR. That is correct.

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carelina. In reply to the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. KassoN] I wounld say in regard to Senators that it was
decided in the Blount case in 1793 that a Senator cannot be impeached,
because he is not an officer of the United States.

[Here the hammer fell.]

The question was taken on the resolutious, and they were nnani-
mously adopted. y

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu-
tions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. CLYMER. Idesire to ask that the report and testimony, with
the accompanying statements and exhibits, be printed in the usual
form, and also in the RECORD.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER appointed the following as the committee called
for in the second resolution :

Mr. CLYMER, Mr. RoBBide of North Carolina, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr.
Bass, and Mr. DANFORD.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Don-
BINS for four days; to Mr. SINGLETON until Monday next, on account
of sickness; to Mr. BAKER, of New York, until the 18th instant, on
account of sickness in his family ; and to Mr. BrRowx, of Kentucky,
until the 14th instant, on account of sickness in his family.

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER, (at six o’clock p. m.,) the
House adjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were pre-
sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated :

By Mr. AINSWORTH: Remonstrance of J. Hodgkinson and 86
others, against the repeal of the duty on linseed and linseed-oil, to
the Committee of Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAMPBELL : Memorial of the Re-organized Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-Day Saints, in conference assembled at Council
Bluffs, Iowa, that more decisive measnres be inangurated in the sup-
pression of alleged misrule and tyranny in Utah, to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CAULFIELD : The petitions of citizens of Chicago, Illinois,
for the reBeal of the check-stamp tax, to the same committee.

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Foster Henshaw, for compensation
for damages sustained by the change of grade of streets in Washing-
t‘.)qn, District of Columbia, to the Committee for the District of Colum-

ia.

Also, the petition of John Shanahan, for compensation for damages
sustained by change of grade of streets in Washington, District of
Columbia, to the same committee.

By Mr. COX: The petition of Captain John Graham, that author-
ity and jurisdiction may be conferred upon the Court of Claims to
award him a just compensation for the damages and loss sustained by
him on aceount of the detention of three steamships in the harbor of
New York by order of the President of the United Etstes, to the Com-
mittes on Foreign Affairs. .

By Mr. DUR : A paper relating to a post-route from Speed-
well, in Madison County, t-olljimoust Branch, Estill County, Kentucky,
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. FAULKNER: Four petitions of citizens of Preston County,
West Virginia, that steps be taken in co-operation with other gov-
ernments for the settlement of international difficulties by arbitra-
tion, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GOODE : Memorial of Assistant S n James Phillips,
that his commission may be made to bear date from the 21st of April,
1862, to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HARTRIDGE : Papers relating to the claim of M. Rawls,
to the Committee of Claims.

By Mr. HATCHER : A paper relating to a post-route from Jackson
to Wittenberg, Missouri, to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of citizens of Annapolis, Mary-
land, for an appropriation to improve the harbor of Annapolis, to the
Committee on Sommerce.

By Mr. HOLMAN : The petition of Almira H. Thompson, for pay
for services rendered.as a nurse, and for moneys expended in taking
care of sick and wounded United States soldiers, to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. JOYCE : The petition of J. M. Haven and 8,000 others, for
the appointment of a commission to investigate and report the effects
of the liquor traffic in the United States on the health and intelli-

ence, &¢., of the country; to prohibit the importation of alcoholic

iquors in all places where Congress exercises exclusive legislation,
and to require total abstinence from alcoholic liquors as a beverage
on the ({m.rt of all officials of the United States, to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of citizens of Cincinnati for the
repeal of the check-stamp tax, to the Committee of Ways and Means.

¥y Mr. MONROE: The petition of John L. Smith and other citi-
zens of Pike Station, Wayne County, Ohio, that the traffic in intoxi-
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cating liquors may be prohibited in the District of Columbia and
Territories, to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, the petition of Phillip Baum and other citizens of Pike Sta-
tion, Wayne Connatg! Ohio, and of J. E. Arnold, M. B. Beebe, and
other citizens of Cadiz, Ohio, for a commission of inquiry concerning
the alcoholie liquor traffie, to the same committee.

By Mr. NORTON: Remonstrance of the Seneca Nation of Indians,
against the passage of the law recommended in Executive Document
No. 106 so far as it applies to them, to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs.

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Eliza Edgar, for a pension, to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PIPER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San
Francisco, relating to the amendment of the shipping act, to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, in
relation to the pilot laws, to the same committee.

Also, the petition of Pope Talbot others that all vessels be exempted
from the payment of pilotage unless the services of the pilot are re-
quested and actually rendered, to the same committee.

Also, the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, for
an appropriation for a fog-siiual on the South Farallon Island, Cali-
fornia, to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. RANDALL : The Eetition of Alfred H. Gheen, for an ap-
propriation to compensate him for the use and occupation of his
premises in Alexandria by the United States Quartermaster Depart-
ment, to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. REAGAN : Two memorials of citizens of the counties of
Hardin, Jefferson, Tyler, Jasper, Newton, and Orange, Texas, for an
appropriation to deepen the mouths of the Sabine and Neches rivers,
and the channel over Blue Buck Bar, to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. ROBBINS, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Hugh Me-
Laughlin, for a pension, on aceount of the loss of his son John, killed
at Frankford Arsenal by the explosion of condemned ammunition, to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUSK : Papers relating to the petition of the heirs of Gusta-
vus B. Horner, a surgeon’s mate of the revolutionary Army, for bounty
land or compensation for services in the revolutionary war, to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 39 citizens of Pennsylvania,
that one hnndred and sixty acres of land and $200 be granted all sol-
diers and sailors who served the United States in the Army or Navy
for thirty days and received an honorable discharge, to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of John C. Cheever and others, for
the improvement of Harlem River, to the Committes on Commerce.

Also, the petition of William Glenn, for payment of moneys due for
his son’s services in the Army, to the Committee of Claims.

By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of A. Spencer and 450 others,
citizens of Inyo County, California, that the desert lands of said
county may be disposed of in the same manner as now provided by law
for the disposal of the desert lands of Lassen County, California, to
the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. A. 8. WILLIAMS: The petition of 52 citizens of Detroit,
Michigan, for authority for the construction of a bridge across the
river at Detroit, Michigan, to the Committee on Commerce.

IN SENATE.
FripAy, March 3, 1876.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 1aid before the Senate a letter from the
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to the requirements
of the eighth section of the act approved July 22, 1854, two reports of
the surveyor-general of New Mexico on private land claims in that
Territory ; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed.

: CREDENTIALS.

The PRESIDENT tempore presented the credentials of James
B. Beck, elected by the Legislature of Kentucky a Senator from that
State for the term commencing on the 4th day of March, 1877; which
were read and ordered to be filed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Isaac STroHM,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the following
bills; in which the coneurrence of the Senate was requested :

A bill (H. R. No. 230) to give the consent of the United States to
the appropriation of certain proceeds arising from the sale of the

Bwamg and overflowed lands in Alabama, for the purpose of furnish-
ing other and additional accommodations for the indigent insane and

idiotic persons resident in said State;

A bill (H. R. No. 220) to amend the act entitled “An act to appro-
priate lands for the sup
tional townships not be

rt of schools in certain townships and frac-
provided for,” approved May 20, 1826 ;

ment of the Uni

A bill (H. R. No. 1752) to restore certain lands in the State of Iowa
to settlement under the homestead law, and for other purposes;

A Dbill (H. R. No. 1771) to declare forfeited to the United States cer-
tain lands granted to the State of Kansas in aid of the construction
of railroads by act of Congress approved March 3, 15863 ;

A bill (H. R. No. 2039) to n.mendp sections 2450 and 2451, and to re-
peal section 2452, title 32, chapter 11, of the Revised Statutes ;

A bill (H. R.No. 2427) to amend the act entitled ““ An act to amend
an act to enco e the growth of timber on western prairies,” ap-
proved March 13, 1874 ; and

A bill (H. R. No. 2452) to extend the time to pre-empfors on the
public lands. :

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY.

Mr. WHYTE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be
to meet on Monday next.

The motion was a d to.

Mr. MORTON. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote
just taken in regard to an adjournment over. I will not press the
motion just now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider the vote
just taken will lie upon the table, and can be taken up at any time.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. HOWE. I present a petition of quite a number of laborers un-
der certain contractors upon the Fox and Wisconsin River improve-
ment, praying to be compensated the amount dne them from the
moneys dune the contractors at the time they failed to go on with their
work. This petition is transmitted to me through the Chief of the
Er'tﬁ:naar Corps. I move its reference to the Committee on Claims.

e motion was agreed to.

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Alexander Davis, of Arkan-
sas, praying compensation for supplies taken by the United States
fﬁrqes during the late war ; which was referred to the Committee on

aims.

He also presented a petition of colored citizens of Arkansas, sol-
diers in the late war, praying the repeal of certain laws relating to
bounties and pensions to colored soldiers, and the enactment of such
laws as will place the colored soldiers on the same footing as to the

nting and payment of pensions as white soldiers; whieh was re-
tg.::re(l to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Arkansas, in
favor of the passage of an act by Congress refunding the cotton tax
collected in t];e years 1865, 1866, and 1367 ; which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Saint Francis County,
Arkansas, praying that the aid necessary to insure the early comple-
tion of the Texasand Pacific Railroad be granted ; which was referred
to the Committee on Railroads.

Mr. SARGENT. I present a memorial from a large number of
merchants of San Franeisco, the number and character of the signa-
tures being such as to show that they represent the opinion of the
mercantile class of that city, respectfully protesting against the re-
peal of the bankrupt law, and asking that the same may be amended
in accordance with a bill which they send to me and which I shall
ask leave to introduce. They submit that *a proper national bank-
rupt law is almost a necessity in a country composed of so many dis-
tinet districts, and is beneficial to both creditor and debtor;” and
they justify these premises by statements of the operation of the
b E.E law. I think the memorial is very strong bothin the source
from which it emanates and in the reasoning by which they sustain
it. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of Thomas D. Purnell, Horace
Payne, and over one hundred other citizens of Maryland, praying an
appropriation for the improvement of the Potomae River; which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. MORTON. I present the petition of a convention of colored
nsl.:sn in Texas ; and as it is short, I will ask to have it read by the

cretary.

The PgESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read, if thers
be no objection.

The Chief Clerk read as follows: -

To the Senate and House of Representatives af the United States:

We, your petitioners, would respectfully represent that the present constitu-
tion of the State of Texas provides that free schools shall be maintained in this
State for at least four months in each Lgaar, and that by the terms of the act of
Congress permitting Texas to resume the exercise of the rights and privileges of a
State in the Union she is forbidden to abrogate that artiele in her constitution.

And we, your petitioners, would further represent that, notwithstanding the
solemn and binding nature of the compact thus entered into between the Govern-
States on the one hand and the State of Texas on the other, the
mmh State government has by nonfeasanee practically destroyed our system of

schools.
And your petitioners would further represent that the pmgmmd new eonstitu-
tion now pending for adoption silently ignores the existence of a compact between
the General Government and the State of Texas in relation to thesubject of educa-
tion, and fails to make provision for an efficient system of free schools.

And younr petitioners would further represent that, in addition to other funids, the
new constitution proposes to appropriate that portion of the public domain granted
to the State of Texas for the purpose of establishing an agricultural college to an
institution to be used for the education of white youths exclusively:

‘Wherefore, to the end that a sacred and beneficent compact made in the interest
of civilization and good government may not be wantonly and presumptuously vio-
lated, and that we may be protected in our rights as citizens of the United States,
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