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THE ADMINISTRATION INDORSED.

Mr, COX. Then you come within my category. Not a man on
that side has failed to defend the Administrafion. Not ome. That
was my remark. Yon all stand by it. And thereby you stand by
the removal of Pratt; you stand by the removal of the eollector at
Philadelphia who bore the same relation as Bristow and Wilson, and
the appointment of another in his place who bore a different relation.
You stand by the accepted resignation and acquittal of Belknap.
You stand by the enforced resignation of Bristow. You stand by the
removal of Jewell. Yonstand by the removal of Bluford Wilson; of
Yaryan, [langhter;] of all that class of men who were trying to pun-
ish the guilty and uphold the laws. Is there any one to challenge
this remark? You have favored to-day the retention of General Bab-
cock in office, as well as in your platform, by the indorsement of the
Administration. You have to-day on the floor showed yourselves in
favor of the retention of the Public Printer, Mr. Clapp, who has been
recommended for indictment. All throngh this beautiful civil-serv-
ice business, from one end of it to the other, yon have manfully stood
up for the Cincinnati platform indorsing the Administration, Ihonor
you for it. Why shoulidvon not? General Grant is your representa-
tive man. Babeock antf-Belknap are yourrepresentative men. Bris-
tow is not your representative man, or he wounld: not have been dis-
carded here and at Cineinnati.

When you say it has cost a million dollars for investigation this
session you thereby give that amount of credit to the democratic
party and to this side of the Honse for undertaking with all the en-
ergy of Hercnles to clean ont the Augean stables.

Now, sir, why is it when we are closing ap the session you filibuster,
as on yesterday, again and again, to prevent a full and prompt re-
port of these investigations? Why is it that, failing to stop these re~
portg,you try to make mp to-day for your gross delinquencies as
publie servants by trivial excuses and small assaults on the constitu-
tion and conduet of this body ! Why does the gentleman from Maine
make that sort of a speech which Mirabean once designated when he
desuri,})ed hasty will-making—* 4b iralo, ab imbecilli, a terrilo, a deli-
ranle.

Mr. HOLMAN. Givens the translation.

Mr. COX. A speech angry, imbecile, fearful, and crazy. With
that classic remark I conclode.

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House adjonrn.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker—

Many mempbers called for the regnlar order.

The SPEAKER pro tempors. The regular order being demanded,
the question is on the motion to adjourn.

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

PETITION,
The following petition was presented at the Clerk’s desk under the
rule, and refe as stated :
By Mr. WIGGINTON : The petition of the several elerks of the
committees of the House of Representatives, for an eqnalization of
the pay of committee clerks, to the Committee of Accounts.
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYyroN SUNDERLAND, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Alexander
Moffit, Theodore F. Wilson, James M. Thompson, and 22 other citi-
zens of the District of Coiumbia., praying for the appointment of
a joint committee of three, one from the Senate and two from the
House, to continue and finish the investigation of the charges made
against the management of the Government Hospital for the Insane,
the same having beenpartially considered and some proofs taken;
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

WILLIAM H. FRENCH, JR.

Mr. OGLESBY. The Commiftee on Indian Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3858) for the relief of William H. French,
i‘:‘., United States Army, late Indian agent at Crow Creck, Dakota,

ave had the same nnder consideration and instruet me to report it
without amendment. There are several papers from the Department
upon the subject. The bill is not one appropriating any money, but
simply is to settle the accounts of this man. His accounts have been
waiting at the Treasury for a Jong time to be settled, and it wounld be
very ble to me to have the Senate take np the bill and pass it
now. Itisa matter taking no money out of the Treasury, but simply
settles an account.

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill. It is an anthority to the proper ac-
counting officer of the Treasury to adjust and settle the property ae-
counts of William H. French, jr., late Indian agent at Crow Creel,

AUTHENTICATED'
U.S. GOVERNMENT »
INFORMATION
GPO

Dakota Territory ; andif it shall be made clearly to appear that John
A. Morrow, who was a contractor for furnishing supplies of beef-cat-
tle to the Indian agencies, has delivered to Henry F. Livingston, agent
at Crow Creek, beef-cattle in lien of 422,100 pounds, which he de-
livered to William H. French, agent, on 9th November, 1870, % Crow
Creek, and for which Morrow afterward got receipts from Living-
ston, and collected from the Government on both, then the acconnt-
ing officer shall be authorized to give French credif in his settlement
accordingly.

Mr. SARGENT. Is there a report in this case?
thT?J?] IPRESLDE.NT pro tempore. There is no report accompanying

e bill. :

Mr. OGLESBY. The facts are these: French, the agent, was abont
going ont of his department. The man Morrow delivered four hun-
dred and twenty-one cattle, and French gave him a memorandum of
the fact merely. Morrow collected from the Department the valne of
the cattle on that memorandum. Livingston came in immediately
after French, and the cattle were delivered to Livingston. Living-
ston gave Morrow another receilgt. Morrow collected on both receipts.
Afterward Morrow agreed with the Department to deliver a second
lot of 421,000 pounds of heef-cattle on the foot. The Department ac-
cepted the offer; the cattle were delivered and, as the papers show,
received by Livingston and reported to the Burean. The second lot
was delivered as the first lot, but French in the mean time had been
charged on his memorandum and is still charged in the Treasury De-
partment. All his other accounts have been settled, as the second lot
had been delivered in fulfillment of the receipts, and the account
completed. This bill simply authorizes the Treasury Department to
give French credit for the charge against hin on the first receipt or
memorandom.

Mr. SARGENT. It involves no expenditure, I understand 1

Mr..OGLESBY. Not a dollar.

The bill was reported to the S8enate without amendment, ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was

Ordered. That John I. Russell have leave to withdraw the papers in the matter
of his claim against the United States for the destruction of the steamboat J. H.
Russell while, as alleged, in the military service of the United States.

THE CALENDAR.

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate proceed now nnder the
Anthony rule to consider the unobjected cases on the Calendar.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be resumed at
the poinf, where its consideration was last suspended.

The Crrer CLERK. The first business on the Calendar is the reso-
lution instructing the Committee on Commerce to inqunire what leg-
islation is ‘necessary fo regulate the immigration into the United
States of persons from foreign countries and to prevent the intro-
gnction of pauperism and immorality into the ports of the United

tates. :

Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] is
not in his seat, I suggest that that go over.

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 'The resolution will go over.

MOSES MARSHALL,

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 795) to enable
Moses Marshall to make application to the Commissionér of Patents
for the extension of letters-patent for improvement in knitting-ma-
chines; which wasread the second time and considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. It gives leave to Moses Marshall, of Lowell, Mas-
sachusetts, to make application fo the Commissioner of Patents for
an extension of the letters-patent granted to him for an improvement
in knitting-machines, dated the 15th day of March, 1853, for the term
of seven years from and after the date of the extension by the Com-
missioner of Patents; the application to be made in the same manner
and to have the same effect asif the same had been filed not less than
ninety days before the expiration of the original term of the patent;
and upon sach application so filed the Commissioner of Patents is to
consider and determine the same in the same manner and with the
same effect as if the application had been duly filed within the time
prescribed by law and as if the original term of the patent had not
expired ; but no person is to be held liable for the infringement of
the lettters-patent, if extended, for making use of the invention since
the expiration of the original term of the letters-patent and prior to
the date of the extension,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question upon the passage of
the bill, and declared that the noes appeared to prevail.

Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask that the vote be taken again. Thisis a
very meritorious case, one that was agreed upon nnanimonsly by the
committee. It has been reporied by two committees of the Senate
unanimonsly.

The bill was passed.

SHELDON 8. HARTSHORN.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 796) for the re-
liéf ef the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn ; which was read the second
time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the
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Commissioner of Patents to hear and determine the petition or appli-
cation of the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn for an extension of let-
ters-patent for an imFmvemeut in buckles, No. 13218, for the term of
seven years from and after the 10th of July, 1576, when the letters-
patent expired; and upon due nofice to the publie, according to the
practice of the Patent Office in cases of extension, the Commissioner
shall have full power and authority to hear and determine the same;
and after such hearing, if the Commissioner shall decide that the pe-
tition or application ought to be granted, he is anthorized and em-

owered to extend the letters-patent for seven years from and after
the 10th of July, 15876, to the heirs of Shelton S. Hartshorn.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is.

Mr. WITHERS. I should like to hear the circumstances of this
case. Here are two or three bills extending patents, which I am on

rineiple o d to.
5 Mr. t\'ﬁBEIGH. It is a meritorious case.
Mr. CONEL1JG. Do the whole committee say that it is a meri-

torious case 1
Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes; the committee were unanimous in the

report.

’i‘(l)m PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist upon the
report beiuﬁEreadi

! r. WITHERS. Yes; or a statement by the chairman of the ecom-
miltee.

Mr. WADLEIGH. The reporf is very short; let it be read.

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WaD-
LEIGH, from the Committee on Patents, May 2:

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the petition of the heirs of
Sheldon 8. Hartshorn for extension of patent, report:

The petitioners, six in number, are the children of Hartshorn, the inventor. The
invention was for an improved buckle, which has beon valuable to the publie, as it
has reduced the r&rioe £1.25 to thirt-{ cents per gross, besides fornishing a
much superior article. Very little was by the inventor during the first
term of the patent, owing to his want of to pr te the buai He died,
leaving very little property, and the children reourvor.l only 8500 each for their in-
tercst in this and two other patents. All that the inventor and his children have
ever received for the whole term of this patent will not exceed £3,500. In view of
thd benefita received by the public :¥ having a mneh superior article for one-fourth
the former cost, the committee are of opinion that a fair remuneration has not been
received for the invention, and recommend the of a bill authorizing the
Commissioner of Patents to hear said case, and to decide upon the same according
to the practies of the Patent Oflice in cases of extension, due notice having been
given to the publie, as in other cases of extension.

Mr. BOGY. I will noft consume the time of the Senate in saying
anything in opposition to the extension of this patent ; I will satisfy
myself by calling for the yeas and nays. I am opposed to the exten-
sion of patents as a general proposition. There may now and then
be a case where it is a matter of absolute right; but as a general
proposition, I am entirely opposed to the extension of patents. The
reasons given in this report are the stereotyped reasons given in every
case, that fer the want of meaus or from some other cause the inven-
tor has not been sufficiently remunerated. I do know the facts to be,
and we feel it in my section of the country perhapsmore than any other
section, where we are annoyed with an endless multiplicity of pa-
tents for everything. The farmer can use no implement of hus-
bandry but what it is patented. We can have no machinery intro-
duced upon any of our steamboats, from the boiler to the upper-
deck, but what is patented. There is an annoyance in that way, and
it is attended also with enormous expense and cost. I do know that
the farming interest of my section oFethe country is borne down by
patents applicable to agrieunltural implements.

For these reasons, stated briefly, I am opposed to the extension of
this patent, as I am op to the extension of patents as a general
propusition, saying at the same time that there may now and then be
a case where an extension is a matter of justice. I will not consnme
any time. I shall be satisfied with calling for the yeas and nays and
having my vote recorded in opposition to this extension.

Mr. CONKLING. I sympathize with everything my friend says;
8o de the Senate, and I think the Committee on Patents governs itself
accordingly for it reports only exceptional cases. however,
to ask the Scnator not to call at this moment for the yeas and nays.
e will understand why I make that suggestion. We want to get
along with the Calendar if we can; and in the interest of the Calen-
dar, I ask him not to insist on the yeas and nays, for if it turns ont
that the Senate finds itself withont a quorum we defeat the morning
hour for this purpose. I am told this is a matter about a suspender-
buckle which a very eredible man explained to me who told me the
facts in re, to it. Taking the facts as stated, I hardly think the
Henator would consider this a case which should not fall within the
exception to the rule.

Mr. BOGY. I am not disposed to resist the application made by
the Senator from New York. I have explained my view and the view
1 believe of every Senator from my section of the country. I there-
fore will not insist upon the yeas and nays for the reason suggested
by the Senafor from New York.

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will state that the views expressed by the
Senator from Missouri are the views of every member of the commit-
tee; but they found that this was a case which was an exception.

Mr, WITHERS. So far as I understand the reading of the report,
the only exceptional ground on which this application is based is
that sufficient remuneration has not been paid to the patentee, It

seems to me that the patent having been once extended and ample
facilities and every opportunity given to the patentee to realize a
profit from it, if it is used as extensively as is indicated, the patentee
must have realized a considerable profit from if, unless he assigned
his interest iv the patent away. I know that that is a very ordinary
way of procedure in such cases. The patentee parts with his patent,
some company gets it and makes a large amount of money out of it,
and then about the time the patent expires and it becomes necessary
that it should be extended again, an arrangement is made with the
original patentee to come forward and state that he has only received
a small sum of money, not sufficient to remunerate him for the time
and labor expended in getting up the patent. He is the ostensible
applicant, and if ‘the patent is extended the same company that has
previously enjoyed the monopoly of the business takes it again and
makes money out of it. I am opposed If to this kind of thing.
I believe that legislation ought not to be as liberal as it has been in
that direction, and therefore I cannot regard this as an exceptional
case to what I regard as a rule.

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Committee on Patents as now constituted
certainly would not recommend the pn.asa’&e of a bill in any such case
as the Senator from Virginia supposes. is‘ismot such a case.

Mr. WITHERS. I am perfectly aware that the Committee on
Patents would not knowingly do it, but it seems to me it is almost
impossible to know whether such an arrangement exists or not.

Mr. WADLEIGH. There has been no case before the committee
where they have not specially iuvmﬁﬁat-ed that very thing, and ap-
plications have been refused again and again on the ground that the
public had paid enough. In this case there has been no amount of
any consequence realized from this invention, which is a valuable one
to American manufacturers, and which has enabled our manufacturers
to outsell those of fereign countries in their own market. There is
no reason why in this case there should not be this encouragement
and this compensation given to these poor children.

Mr. WITHEGRS. I ask whether the patentee has sold or parted with
his patent? =

Mr. WADLEIGH. He has not. The committee certainly wo
not have recommended the passage of this bill in that case.

Mr. WITHERS, If itis nsed so extensively it seems to me he ought
to have realized considerable profit.

Mr. WADLEIGH. Itisonly recently that it has come into such use.
There has been no ease repo by this committee where there were
not special eircnmstances which justified the p: of the bill, I
vrill agree to every word the Senator from Virginia has said and that
the Senator from Missouri has said. With every word of theirs the
committee fully agree, and they have acted uFon those principles.

Mr. COCKRELL. I voted against the bill which has just passed
to enable Moses Marshall to make application to the Commissioner of
Patents for the extension of letters-patent for an improvement in
knitting-machines, and I shall certainly vote against this, and I vote
against this not in consequence of any wrong-doing on the part of
the committee; I vote against this extension and against this bill on
the report of the committee just as the report has been made and
read here to the Senate. Taking every word they have said in the
report, I think it makes no case whatever authorizing Co; to
extend this patent-right. It is just precisely the case which every
patentee can make and will make before the Commitiee on Patents.

The parties have received §3,500 for this patent-right for suspender-
buckles, the distingnished Senator from New York said, I believe;
and the committee say they do not think this enough pay for that
patent-right for buckles. It has simply come fo a question of remu-
neration. If a patentee in his first seventeen years now, or fourteen
then, does not make a fortune out of his patent-right, Con ex-
tends it. It just simply is a question whether he makes much money
or makes little out of his patent right. I think there is no occasion
gln the world for passing this bill and granting the relief prayed for

ere.
h’I‘]l:]e“PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of
the bill.

The bill was passed.

LANDS IN KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION.

The next bill on the Calender was the bill (H. R. No. 1316) to adjust
the claims of the owners of lands within the limifs of the Klamath
Indian reservation in the State of Oregon.

Mr. CONKLING. That will lead to debate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a short case; of course it involves
long debate,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

PROOFS IN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2041) to amend
section 2291 of "the Revised Statutes of the United States.

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Benator having that bill in
charge has no objection to its ﬁoing over,

Mr. KELLY. No; thisis a House bill that I desire to have passed.

Mr. CONKLING. Will it not lead to debate?

Mr. KELLY. Not at all.

2 ?Jlr. CONKLING. Ireserve the right to object if it shall lead to
ebate. ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for information.

The bill was read.
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Mr. BOUTWELL. I think that bill cannot be understood in all its
bearings without debate. I must therefore object to its considera-
tion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr, KELLY. I submit that it is too late to object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York re-
served the right to object.

Mr. KELLY. bat not for the SBenator from Massachusetts ; only
for himself. I will say that thisis a very important bill. It was pre-

ared becanse the Legislature of Towa instructed its Senators and
ﬁcpmntative& to urge it. It is a very important bill.

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not
insist on his objection. This is a bill simply authorizing homestead
settlers to go before the judge of the proper court and make their

roof and transmit it fo the registers and receivers, instead of travel-
ng, uﬁlhey are obliged to do, two or three or four hundred ‘miles to
make this proof before the receiver. That is all there is in the bill.

Mr. BOUTWELL. So I understand; but I think the Senate can-

not upon the bill without some debate. I do not know that I
shall be opposed to the bill; and yet I fear that I shall be.
Mr. ISON. I do not think the Senator would be opposed to it

if he understood it.

Mr.HARVEY. The bill was carefully considered in the Committee
on Public Lands and I assure the S8enator from Massachusetts that
nothing is in the bill but what the Senator from Iowa states. I am
satisfied all the people of the States and Territories where there are
public lands desire its ge.

Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 will withdraw the objection and let the bill
be considered.

The bill was considered as in Commitfee of the Whole.

The Committee on Public Lands reported the bill with amend-
ments.

The first amendment was in line 11, of seetion 1, after the word
“State,” to insert the words *‘or Territory;” in line 13, after the
word “made” to strike ont “at” and insert *“ before the register or
recddver of;” so as to make the section read:

That the of residence, ocoupation, or cultivation, the affidavit of non-alien.
ation. and the oath of allegiance required to be made by section 2201 of the Revised
Statutes may be made before the jucdge, or, in his absence, befors the clerk, of any
court of record of the county and State, or district and Territory, in which the
lands are situated ; and if said lands are sitnated in any unorganized connty, such

may be made in a similar manner in any adjacent county in said State or Ter-
ritory; and the proof, aflidavit, and oath, when so made and duly subscribed, shall
have the same %m:e and effect as if made before the register or receiver of the
proper land district; and the same shall be transmitted by such m,.nr the clerk
f lzrl'grmur%, to the register and the receiver, with the fee and allowed by
law to him. - ?

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was in section 2, line 3, after the word “reg-
ister,” to strike out the words * with his official seal attached ;” so as
to make the section read:

That said proof, affidavits, and oaths shall be properly filed in the land office b
the E\’.ﬂi&l&l’; and copies thercof certified to by the register shall be evidence
their contents in the courts of any State or of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. KELLY. I move a further amendment to be added to the first
section :

And the and receiver shall be entitled to the same fees for examining
and approving said testimony as are now allowed by law for the same service.

The amendment was a to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed. '

On motion of Mr. KELLY, the title was amended so as to read : “A
bill to amend section 2291 of the Revised Statutes of the United States
in relation to the proof reqnired in homestead entries.”

OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the re of the com-
mittee of conference on the bill (8. No.779) to provide for the sale of
the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians in
the States of Kansas and Nebraska.

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the House amendments be concurred
in by the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be reported.

The Cuier CLErk. The Hounse amendments are in section 3, line
3, after the word * offer,” to insert:

One handred and twenty thousand acres from the western side of.

In section 4, line 3, after the words “ per annum,” to strike out the

following words:

Ex such thereof as the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval
of the ident, may deem necessary to be immedial.egmalx nded in removing
said Indians to the Indian Territory, procuring a reservai r their use, and pro-
viding thereon h and of support.

And in lieu therefor to insert:

Which income shall be ex; for the benefit of said tribes under the direc-
tion of the Setrétary of the Interior.

Add to the bill:

Src. 7. That whenever the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri tribe of Indians shall, in
n couneil, in the usual manner, express their consent thereto, the Becretary of
Interior shall and hereby is, anthorized, in like manner and upou the same
t.nrmsipmcrllml in the preceding sections of this to cause to be offered for sale
a portion of their reservation lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, not ex.
ceeding in 3nnnt‘lt5r ten sections of land, to be taken from the western portion
th ; and the proceeds arising therefrom shall be used for the benefit of said
tribes, as the Secretary of the Interior may direct.

l;r. CONKLING. May I inquire for what purpose is thisbill taken

up

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the purpose of concurring in
the amendments of the House.

Mr. CONKLING. We are proceeding under the order of the Sen-
ate with the Calendar,

Mr. PADDOCK. This is a conference report.

Mr. CONKLING. I beg pardon, a conference report is not a matter
of privilege in the Senate. I shall not object to it if it will take no
time; but I do insist on the regular order being observed.

Mr. PADDOCK. This will take no time.

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. I reserve my right to object to it if
it does take time. 3

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to state the effect
of this agreement. -

Mr. PADDOCK. All the difference there is between the bill passed
by the Senate and the bill as amended by the House is this: the Sen-
ate bill provided for the sale of the entire Otoe reservation, embraec-
ing about one hundred and sixty thousand acres. The Quakers who
have charge of that reservation and the Indians upon it advised the
House not to grant the right to sell the whole reservation, but to re-
. serve 40,000 acres, upon which the improvements of the Indians are,

in order that the Indians might remain there and not be removed.
It was the wish of the Quakers and of the Indian Office that the hill
shonld be passed in its present form, and so I think it best to accede
to their wish.

Mr. ALLISON. I have only to say that we ought not to accede to
their request. This Indian reservation onght to be sold and these
Indians removed to the Indian Territory, as the Senate bill provides,

Mr. PADDOCK. If it was practicable to pass the bill in that form
and to accomplish the result that my friend speaks of and that he
desires, I should infinitely prefer that it should be done; but the
whole question is left at any rate to the Indians to determine in open
council whether they will accept the proposition at all, and the in-
fluence I speak of being always exercised to the end that I have
spoken of, which is the end the House hasin view, I think it wounld re-
sult in absolute failure. I hope my friend will withdraw his objec-
tion,

Mr. ALLISON. I do not insist.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Nebraska that the Benate concur in the amendments
of the House to the bill :

The amendments were concurred in.

.

GEORGE E. PAYNE.

" Mr. CONKLING. I call for the regnlar order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will
be reported.

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 809) referring the
claim of George E. Payne to the Court of Claims.
b'lhlh' BOUTWELL. I object to the present consideration of that

ill,

Mr, WEST. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw his
objection to the consideration of the bill. Ihave not asked the atten-
tion of the Senate to the consideration of any business out of the
regular order. I have waited patiently to get the opportunity to
bring this case before the S8enate. It is now here, and no better time
to consider it can be offered than the present moment. It is the re-
sult of a ten years’ examination and solicitation on the part of this
claimant to get his right before Congress and before the law, and I
trust the Senator will not interpose a technical objection to its con-
sideration.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I have some knowledge of this elaim, having
had occasion toinvestigate it several years ago; but I will withdraw
the objection and allow it to be considered, and if the SBenate agree
to pass i, very well. J

he Lill was read the second time and considered as in Committeo
of the Whole. By its terms the claim of E. Payne, for the
wrongful seizure and detention of his sugar plantation and other
property by military orders of the United States in 1862, with his
petition and all the papers relating thereto, are referred to the Court
of Claims, and the court is anthorized and empowered to adjudge and
determine, after hearing all evidence, what amount of damages, if
any, are legally due to the claimant by reason of the seizure and de-
tention of his property, and to render judgment therefor.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Is there any report with the bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Let it be read. ;

Mr. WEST. The reading of the report, the Senator is aware, will
take half an hour.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Very likely it may. It is a claim made by a
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man who was in Louisiana during the war who was involved in the
rebellion, who claimed for mules and glaves that were taken by Gen-
eral BANKs's army, I think, and for one I am perfectly well satisfied
that he is not entitled to any remuneration under that claim and that
it ought not to be referred to any tribunal. If I have made any mis-
take, it is in allowing it to be considered. :

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Massachusetts is scarcely correct in
saying that this is a claim for slaves, because the Senator knows and
he should know that no such claim could receive under the Constitu-
tion any consideration by a committee of this body.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I say the claim was for slaves and mules.

Mr. WEST. The Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Not at all. I recollect very well the claim
made by Mr. Payne was for slaves and mules taken away before the
emancipation of the slaves. I am not in error about that. It was
before the Committee on Claims years ago in that forn.

Mr. WEST. If Mr.Payneever madeaclaim forslaves, cerfainly that
claim is not before the Senate now for consideration. Here isa claim
passed upon by the Committee on Claims of this body, reported by
the Senator from Oregon, [ Mr. MiTcHELL, ] and undoubtedly meeting
the sanction and the unanimous sanction of that committee. The
character of the claim is this: The claimant’s plantation was taken
possession of by the United States Government in the year 1862 and was
run by the Government; the profits derived from it and all the prop-
erty upon it sequestere(i for the use of the Government; and subse-
quently this claimant, in making his elaim to the Treasnry, was al-
lowed a certain amount, but not the full amount that he claimed.
Now he wishes to submit whatever he has a right to go to the Court of
Claims, and this is simply a bill to allow him, as has been allowed in
other cases over and over again in favor of loyal people, to take his
case to the Court of Claims, and of counrse, i
Supreme Court of the United States to be adjudicated on. Cannot
this Congress trust its conrts, cannof this Con, trust its Court of
Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States todo justice be-
tween a claimant and the United States? When this man has been
debarred by your statutes from any other recourse, shut ont from
the Court of glnima by your own statutes, shut out from any recourse
upon the officers making the ag, ion and the trespass on his prop-
erty by your own statutes, and he appeals to your own courts for a
Jjustification of his rights, is he to be shut out on any technical pre-
text that at some time or other somebody else or perhaps himself
made a claim for slaves?

This man has been before Con to my certain knowledge, for
ten years. He is testified to by the highest and most unquestioned
authority, both in respect to his integrity and to his loyalty. Three
times this case has been before various gongmea. Three times has
it been submitted and twice has it been partially and cnce completely
acted upon by the Committee on Claims. Can you do any wrong in
submitting to your own arbitration whether he has any right or not
and whether the Government of the United States should pay him for
the wrongs that have beendone him? Ithinkrot. I thinktoreject
this case now as it stands I8 to virtually acknowledge that yon have
no contidence in your courts even up to the supremest tribunal of the

land.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, this is not a claim for slaves.
Certainly a claim of that kind would have received no consideration
at the hands of the Committee on Claims. There is nothing in the
papers from l:ﬁmnm% to end, whether in the memorial or in any of
the papers filed from the Department, and I have examined them all,
that makes any kind of reference to slaves or a claim for slaves.
Nothing of that kind, The claim received the careful consideration
of the Committee on Claims and the report made, I may be permitted
to say, received the unanimous approval of that committee. It is
ia.l very lengthy story and one that cannet be fold in the morning

our,

Th e sum and substance of the whole thing, however, is that in 1862
Mr. Payne's plantation, lying in the State of Louisiana, was sei
under military order and turned over to the officers of the Govern-
ment, first to the agents of the Treasury Department, then to the
Freedmen's Bureau, part of the time it was in the Iﬁm&miou of the
quartermaster’s agents, and so on and so forth. Hi s»)mparty was
Lield and managed by these several agents of different Departments
of the Government for several years, they receiving all the proceeds
of the plantation, a part of which was puf into the Treasury of the
United States and part of that paid into the Treasury has been paid
to Mr. Payne. Some six thonsand and odd dollars, as shown from the
records of the Treasury Department received by that Department as
Bart of the proceeds of the plantation, has never yet been paid to Mr.

ayne and is in the Treasury of the United States to-day. That is
one question.

This bill, reported by the committee, proposed to submit the whole
question to the Court of Claims in order that that court may jnvesti-
gate the matter and if they find under the law and under the facts
that anything is due Mr. Payne, to award it to him.

As was stated by the Senator from Louisiana, [ Mr, WEST,] this cer-
tainly eanwork no injustice to the Government. We ought to be will-
ing to trust our courts, and it doesseem to me, if any case ought to be
submitted to the consideration of that tribunal, this is one. Mr.
Payne comes here with a very high character, indorsed by our pres.

it is necessary, to the.

zed | ferred. I happe

ent Secretary of State in the following langunage in a letter I find
among the papers, written not recently :
NEw Yorg, April 27, 1864,
My DeAR Sik: Permit me to introdnce George E. Payne, esq., of Louisiana, a
gentleman whom I have known for nearly twenty years and foe:%rhom I have ever
g:;ertuined high respect. He is a gentleman of character and entitled to confi-

ce.
With great respect, your obedient servant,

Hon. W. H. SEWARD,
Secretary of State.

Numerous other testimonies of e&ually high character are among
gapers, from the State of New York, from 8an Francisco, where Mr.

ayne lived for a number of years, and also from the State of Louisi-
ana. It appears from the testimony on file that Mr. Payne was a
loyal man in the fullest sense of the term during the war; that when
an order was issued directing that all bells, for instance plantation
bells, should be sent to New Orleans to be run into rebel cannon-balls,
Mr. Payne deelined to conform to the order and sunffered persecution
in various ways from the confederate aunthorities. I will state also
that this plantation was, as I claim after a full investigation of the
whole ease, not liable to seizure at all; and that is one question tobe
submitted to the conurt, He was temporarily absent from his planta-
tion at the time of its seizure for the purpose of paying a debt of
over $26,000 that he was then owing to a northern creditor, and that,
100, in the direct face of the confederate act of congress prohibiting
all that kind of business. It was to me one of the very highest evi-
dences of the mind of this man upon the great questions then agitat-
ing the conntry. That he was a loyal man there can be no doubt.
He did pay this debt amonnting to very many thousand dollars, while
the war was going on, and as I say in the face of the confederate act
of coui[ress E hibiting it.

Mr. HOWE. Has this claim been before the claims commission ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It has not. It cannot go there. It is one they
have no jurisdiction over.

Mr. HOWE. What is the fact in the case that bars it from that
commission -

Mr. MITCHELL. It isnota claim for quartermaster stores and
does not come within any clanse of their jurisdietion. AsI said, it
wonld be a very long story to go into the facts of this case, to argne
them, or even to present them fully to the Senate. I have stated in brief
the general character of the case; and as I hope a vote will be had
before the morning hour is over,and that that vote will be in accord-
ance with the recommendation of the committee to submit it to the
Court of Claims, I shall not oecupy the attention of the Senate fur-
ther at this time.

Mr. BOUTWELL. I suppose this is a long story; indeed, I know
it is—

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill go over.

Mr, WEST. It ecannot be objected to now ; it is np.

Mr. BOUTWELL. This bill, to say nothing of the merits of the
claim, is drawn in such a manner that I think the court will take for
granted various things which ought to be proved esﬁbecially the
question of loyalty under the cirenmstances which then existed.
‘When this ¢laim was presented years ago, I recollect very distinetly
that Mr, Payne set forth that in 1862 his slaves and mules weredriven
away from his plantation by the Army of the United States, and al-
though, perhaps, he did not make a claim for the slaves, he set nup
that al: one fact in the history of the case. About that there is no
mistake,

Mr. MITCHELL. That was probably true.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Now then the record shows a fact or two to
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. At the time the
order was issued, November 9, 1862, under which Mr. Payne's prope
was taken by the military authorities of the country, Major Josep
M. Bell was provost judge and president of the board to which by
order of the commanding general all questions of loyalty were re-
ned to know Mr. Joseph M. Bell. He is not now liv-
ing. He was the son of the Hon. Joseph Bell, of New Hampshire,
and he was of his age then already an eminent lawyer although a
young man, and of the highest promise, I may say, of any practitioner
at the Suffolk bar in the State of Massachusetts, He went into the
Army and died in consequence of injuries that he reccived there.
But his opinions and judgments are entitled fo the highest considera-
tion by the Senate. If the Senate will listen to the order, it will be
seen that Mr. Payne had ample oEpurtunity at the time these trans-
actions oceurred in the vicinity where he resided when he conld com-
mand the testimony of witnesses and when the Government conld
command the testimony of witnesses to have the question of his loy-
alty fully investigated, and if it were so investigated and it turned
ouf in the judgment of this court that he was loyal, by the terms of
the order of sequestration his property would have beeen restored to
him; and that it was not done is evidence of one of two things,
either that he did not make application to this court or that making
application his request was denied.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, the papers show
that he did make some two or three different applications.

Mr. BOUTWELL. That I know,

Mr. MITCHELL. And the record further shows that that board
never reported at all on the question one way or the other,

HAMILTON FISH.
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Mr. BOUTWELL. Major Joseph M. Bell was provost judge and
made president of this board. The order is:

[General Order No. 91.]

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE GULF,
New Orleans, November 9, 1862,

The commanding general being informed, and believing, that the district weet of
the Missisaippi River, lately taken Fosseuion of b’y the United States troops, is
most largely oceupied by persons disloyal to the United States, and whose property
has become liable to confiscation under the acts of Congress and the tion
of the President, and that sales and transfers of sail property are being made for
the pu.l&ose of depriving the Government of the same, has determined, in order to
secure the rights of all persons as well ns those of the Government, and for the
purpose of enabling the nmm now growing to be taken care of and sceured, and

to

bhom;:mployed laborers set at work and provision made for the payment of
i bﬂl‘---

To order as follows:

l_ * & &

2‘ * * -

3. * & &

4, Everyloyal citizen or nentral foreigner who shall be found in actnal possession

and ownership of an pr:tpmyin said district, not having acquired the same by any
title since the 18th t&y September last—

And Mr. Payne had not acquired title to his property *since the
18th day of September Iast,” as I very well recollect—

have his returned or delivered to him without upon establish-
Ef his mndiﬁop?g 'tthye Jjudgment of the commission, -

That one fact is to my mind conclnsive proof that Mr. Payne him-
self was conscious at that time that he could not establish his loy-
alty and bring himself within the eqnitable and legal provisions of
this order, or else that making the effort he failed, and if he failed
in making that effort, he failed because the judgment of Judge Bell
was against him; and I know of no lawyer within my acquaintance
upon whose judgment I should rely with more confidence that he
would be governed by prineiples of law and gunided by rules of equity
in a case of this sort.

Mr. MITCHELL. The honorable Senator will agree with me that
the Treasury Department as a rule is very careful on the question of
loyalty, and I would offset what the Senator has stated by this fact,
that on the 6th day of July, 1865, the Treasury Department paid Mr.
Payne $17,010.83, money received from his plantation, and kept back
other moneys that were afterward received, some $6,000, not on a
question of loyalty, but on an entirely different question.

Mr. BOU’I‘WELL I am not going to indorse the Treasury Depart-
ment about it ; I am indorsing Mr. Bell ; and I am asking the Senate
to consider whether, on this simple statement of facts, there is not
found reason for believing with a degree of certainty that amounts
for our purposes to a conclusion, that Mr. Payne at the time these
proceedings were going on did not establish his loyaly by witnesses
who could have been taken from the vicinage where he lived; and
whether we ought now, after thirteen years and after he had an op-
portunity to establish his loyalty in a Eroper tribunal and failed, to
send him with this broad bill into the Court of Claims to recover
whatever they may think he is legally entitled to without any regard
to wha.;. he did in the State of Louisiana when these transactions oc-
curred

I have not had time to look at this report. I see that it is very
favorable to Mr. Payne; but it is not in the main in aceord with the
impressions I received when I i.uvesflig;;ted the subject. I do not
recollect whether there was a report made to the Senate at that time
or nof. There was a report prepared, but I do not know that it was
ever passed upon by a committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired.

Mr. WEST. Let us vote. There will be no further debate. The
ggﬁator from Massachusetts, I think, will yield to take a vote on this

1il.

Mr. HOWE. I want to know upon what ground it was that the
Treasury paid this claimant a part of the moneys which had been
received from his estate and declined to pay the balance !

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state, as I stafed before, that this planta-
tion was in the hands of different Departments of the Government at
different times. At one time, for instance, it was in the hands of the
Qnartermaster’s Department, and they received certain moneys; at
another time it was in the hands of the HHeciul agents of the Treasury
Department ; at another time in the hands of the Freedmen’s Burean.
Seventeen thousand and odd dollars, if I remember, was the amount

id in by one Department at one time. The amount that has not

n refunded was paid in bw different agent of the Government.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Was that the whole of his claim, $17,000 7

Mr. BOUTWELL. O, no. If the Senator from Oregon will allow
me, the §17,000 was paid as the net result of crops when the planta-
tion was worked by some of the Government agents years afterward.
He could not get his plantation returned to him, and it was worked
by Government agents and the Elrglwe(ls paid into the Treasury, and
that money was re-imbursed to him; but he claims $30,000 for exam-
pl!le for ﬁt-_lw value of the growing crops in 1862 when the Army swept
them off.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am now ready to answer the guestion of the
Senator from Wisconsin more distinetly. The $17,010.83 item arises
from the following statement of account which I will read from the
report:

Another statement, of date July 17, 1864, gives as total sales of same amount of
sugar and molasses, evidently the same, with this differcnt result: gross sales,

.

£30,920.46; gross expenses of sales, §3,108.97; net proceeds of prodocts from the
Payne plantation, . 'This last statement, however adds the enormous sum
of gw.aus.m ‘‘as expenses of working the plantation,” aud showinz a net profit to
the Government of $17,010.83.

Thatamount waspaid toMr.Payne. That wasmoney paidinthrough
the special agents of the Treasury Department. There was another
accountwith the Qnartermaster’s Department of the War Department:

It further a rs that on settlement of acecounts by the sequestration commis-

sion with the Quartermaster's Department the sum of §14,226.70 ia reported by that
commission as the amount of the gross sales of the crop taken by Woodward—

He was special agent—

and the net amount placed to the credit of claimant's plantation March 31, 1263,
was §6,688.13, and which was received by the Quartermaster’s Departmeut and by
it nsed in its forand on account of the Government, and no part of which
the claimant has ever received.

Now, I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin, becanse it comes
back to my recollection—

Mr. HOWE. That was not received into the Treasury at all?

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not paid into the Treasury, but is in
possession of the War Department, and the reason that amonnt was
not paid was because the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army in an
opinion delivered by him deeided that inasmuch as this plantation
was sequestered or seized by virtue of a military order of the general
commanding the department, therefore, and for no other reason if I
recollect aright, the Government was entitled to the use of the plan-
tation and to all the money that milfhls arise from that nse, and u
that ground the Secretary of War declined to make any restitution.
I understand that opinion of the Judge-Advocate-General to he in
direct conflict with several decisions of the Supreme Court of the
United States.

Mr. HOWE. The Senator has answered the question that I asked.
I thought it very peculiar that the Treasury should have paid a part
of the money in its vanlts and refused to pay another part.

Mr. MITCHELL. It did not pay what another Department held.

Mr. HOWE. What another Bepartment of the Government had
had and used. Iremember this case. It was before the committee
for a good many years when I was a member of the committee. I
never examined it very thoroughly.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the SBenator from Georgial

Mr. HOWE. If the Senator desires me to do so.

Mr. GORDON. I wish to snggest, with the permission of my friend,
that while I am not prepared to say whether I shall vote against or
for this bill I hardly think we are proceeding under the agreement
made by the Senate that we wonld only take up those bills to which
there was no objection. This bill seems to be one to which there is
objection.

Mr. HOWE. I was not a party to the agreement nor a party to
taking it up, and I do not want to be a pariy to the violation of it.
I was only going to state, as the claimant seems to be here——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin will
allow the Chair to call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to
the ruling of the Chair, that if thereis no objzetion at the time a bill
is called up, when the Chair puts the question whether there is an
objection or nof, an objection cannot lie after that time. Bul if the
Senate desire, for the purpose of economizing time, that an objection
shall lie at each stage during the whole progress of the case, the
Chair will so rule, and will now snbmit it to the Senate.

Mr. WEST. We are operating under another rule, and I do not
want a different rule applied to this case. The rule has been inter-
preted by the Chair that unless objection is raised when a bill is
taken up for consideration no objection can be made at a subsequent
stage of the consideration of the bill. I ask that thatrale he applied
to this case. i

Mr. SARGENT. I know that was the ruling of the Chair yester-
day, but it was the pioneer ruling in that direction. Senators will
remember that ever since we have adopted the Anthony rale it has
been held that an objection would prevent the further consideration
of a bill in exaetly the same way tgn.t. where a Senator is proceeding
by unanimons consent an objection made by a single Senator stops
him. Although the Senate nnanimously allow a Senator o go on he
is arrested by a single objection, and we have applied the very prin-
ciple of that to the interpretation of the Anthony rule, and for a great
many reasons. It is an exceptional rule. The new rnlm,ﬁ entirely
abolishes the effect of the rule. In the absence of the Anthony rule,
when we went to the Calendar, bills were taken np, and considered,
and debated at lenfth, if necessary. Under the Anthony rnle it was
held that those bills were to be considered which did not lead to de-
bate ; in other words, those bills which were not objectionable. De-
bate is objection, the objection is stated 13 debating the question and
making delay. In otherwords, it was held that such bills thould he
taken up as should not lead to delay. I believe I am taking up the
time of my friend from Wisconsin.

Mr. HOWE. The Senator is taking up the time of the Senate.

Mr. SARGENT. I am taking it up for a useful purpose, if I am
not incommoding my friend from Wisconsin.

Mr. HOWE. Not at all.

Mr. SARGENT. I have less solicitude with reference to the time
of the Senate.
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The PRESIDENT pro fem; The Chair will state to the Senator
from California and to the Senate that he is advised by the Secretary
that an objection, in order to lie, must be raised at the time the bill is

presented, and when objection is called for and no objection is made it

]\:’i!l r“u(l)t 1lia:a after the matter has once been admitted, just as the Chair
as rnled.

Mr, SARGENT. Very well; we shall have to invent another An-
thony rule; for my recollection is, and I speak with some confidence
on this point, that up to yesterday it has always been held that
an objection would lie at any stage of a bill considered under the
Anthony rule. 1 myself have frequently objected after the debate
commenced. If the Senate is satisfied to have the Anthony rule
whittled away and fo have no provision aﬁinaﬁ long debates which
ave sprung in this way upon the Senate, that is to say, without the
Senate knowing that such a debate is going fo occur, without the
power of the S8enate to stop it, then I of course can stand it as well as
any Senator. A bill comparatively harmless is read, containing ten
lines perhaps. Nobody supposes that it will lead to debate; nobody
has any particular hostility to it; and no one objects; but it is found
in two or three minntes that a debate is springing up on that unim-
portant bill that will probably run the whole day. Has the Senate
no power to arrest it? The Anthony rule was intended to arrest
such a debate.

Mr. WEST. Does the Senator take an appeal from the decision of
the Chair?

Mr. SARGENT. I am discussing it as other Senators have done.
I do not know that it wounld be worth while to take an appeal from
the decision of the Chair if the minds of Senators are all made np.
1 think it might-be well to hold to the rule as we have heretofore
done. Now, in order to terminate an almost hopeless debate, if I do
not incommode my friend from Wisconsin, I desire to call for the
regular order.

r. FRELINGHUYREN. T will suggest to the Senator from Cali-
fornia that it seems to me the rule as he states it amounts to the
passage of a bill only by unanimous consent, for if any one is op-

to a bill he can defeat its passage by an objection.

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly; and that is the Anthony rule; it ap-
plies to bills to which there is no objection. What is meant by a bill
to which there is no objection? That there shall be no objection at
any stage to the bill.

Mr. FRELINGHUYBEN. No objection to takinF it up.

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; no objection to the bill.

Mr. HOWE. I think I will gontribute one fact which will have
some influenee on the jndgment of my friend from California on this
point, and that is that when the Chair propounded to the Senate the
question whether there was any objection to proceeding to the con-
sideration of this bill, it was announced by a friend here on my right
that it would lead to debate, and he at first objected, but as he was
(Enita as ready for the debate at this time as he cared to be, he with-
drew his objeetion, and there was no other S8enator to interpose an
objection to the consideration of the bill at this time.

Mr. SARGENT. Let me make a suggestion to my friend. It very
frequently happens that a debate is conversational among Senators,
.a little knot of four or five among themselves which the other Sen-
ators eannot hear, but the moment we observe that it is leading to a
debate we desire to object ; and it was in order to facilitate business
in such cases that the operation of the Anthony rule is effective.

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 call for the regmlar order.

Mr. WEST. There can be no ohjeetion to that, but I should like
to have the ruling of the Chair now npon this point. Under our rule
of groccdure this case will come up to-morrow as unfinished business,
and will the oh{ection of any Senator carry it over again ! .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There cannot be unfinished busi-
ness within the morning hour. This bill has been considered during
the morning hour. 7

Mr. WEST. Will the question then be on proceeding to the con-
sideration of this bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will
have to be taken up.

Mr. WEST. Aund will an objection carry it over?

Mr. CONKLING. That question can be settled when it arises.

Mr. GORDON. Is there any objection to reading the Anthony
rule? 1 should like to have it read.

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 call for the regular order. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order isealled for. The

Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the
resolution of the Senator from Indiana, [ Mr. MORTON.]

JOHN R. HARRINGTON.

Mr. CONKLING. I wish toask every Senator who is on the floor—
and I see there are several, and some Senators who are waiting for
the floor—to give me, after I make a reqnesf, nnanimous consent to
do a thing. I have objected to no bill; I have moved for a long time
to take up no bill. There is a little bill on the Calendar which has
passed this body several times, and which has passed the House sev-
eral times, the party interested in which is a man entirely blind. He
has been here at other sessions with somebody to lead him. He is
here at this session with a friend to lead him about and to inquire
Detimes of me why it is that his bill, to which nobody objects, can-
not at some time be taken up. It stands bere on the Calendar, page

23, order of business N§. 586, an act for the relief of John R. Harring-
ton, reported by Mr. WADLEIGH from the Ccmmittee on Patents,
without amendment. It concerns a matter about carpets, and after
I repeat, each House heretofore has acted upon if, I think nobody will
object toit. If the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WixpoM]—I am
sure I shall not appeal to him in vain—who is about to take thefloor,
will allow the bill to be read, if nobody objects to it, I will ask to
put it on its passage. If anybody wants to debate it or it takes a
moment, I will hide my diminished head and sit down with that con-
fusion which will then belong to me.

Mr. HOWE. What isit?

Mr. CONKLING. It is a little bill. My friend has been attendin
to other business here. It is on page 23 of the Calendar, order o
business No. 586, House bill No. 3392, for the relief of John R. Har-
rington, reported Angust 1, 1876, by Mr. WapLEIGH from the Com-
mittee on Patents withont amendment, Report No. 503. Does the
Senator want any other information 7

Mr. HOWE. In addition to that, I have learned one other particu-
lar, and that is that Mr. Harrington is blind and is led about.

Mr. CONKLING. That does not appear on the record.

Mr. HOWE. But it appears by the very succinct and tounching
statement of the Senator from New York. 'Will the Senfltor be just

enough to tell us what Mr. Harrington wants us to do?

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. Harrington wants the honorable Senator
from Wisconsin to make no objection, and when the proper time
comes to vote “ay” on a little bill which is to allow him to go to
the Patent Office and have a little matter straightened touching an
invention he thinks he has abont the manufacture of carpets, or
words to that effect.

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the bill read.

Mr. HOWE. With that clear statement of the case, if the Senator
from New York will be good enough to let me have twenty-four honrs
to think of it, I will tell Mr. Harrington whether I will object or
not.

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will hear the bill read he may
want thirty-six hours, and therefore I ask to have it read for infor-
mation. Twenty-four hours may not be enough.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read.

Mr. HOWE. Bubject to objeetion.

Mr. CONKLING. Of course,

The Chief Clerk read the bill.

By unanimous consent, the S8enate, as in Committee of the Whole,

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John

Harrington. It gives him leave to make applieation to the Com-
missioner of Patents for an extension of lefters-patent granted April
1, 1856, as re-issned December 11, 1266, for improvements in carpet-
lining, for the term of seven years ; and upon the application so filed,
the Commissioner of Patents shall be authorized to consider and de-
termine it in the same manner and upon giving the same notice as if
the application had been duly filed within the time preseribed by
law; but such application to the Commissioner of Patents is to be
made within ninety days; and no person shall be held liable for the
infringement of the patent, if extended, for making use of this inven-
tion since the expiration of the original term of the patent, and prior
to the date of extension.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PETITION.

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition of William O. Newman, of
Metealfe County, Kentucky, praying paymentof certain claims against
the Government for supplies and stores furnished the United States;
which was referred to the Committee on Claims.

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is before the Sen-
ate, on which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. PATTERSON] is
entitled to the floor.

Mr. PATTERSON. Iyield to the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr.
Wixpoy,] but when he 1s through I will take the floor. ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina
yields to the Senator from Minnesota for a specific purpose.

Mr. WINDOM. I present the report of the committeeof conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Jegislative, execu-
tive, and judicial appropriation bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the

Iments of the Senate to the bill (H. E No. 2571) making appropriations for
the legislative, exeentive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the yoear
ending June 30, 1877, aud for other purposes, having met, after full and free con-
ference bave been unable to agree.

WAL WINDOM,

W, B. ALLISON,

T. . BAYARD,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

SAM. J. RANDALL,

W. R. MORRISON,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. WINDOM. I will make a very brief explanation of the posi-
tion of this bill. Onthe 7thday of July last, the third or fourth com-
mittee of conference was appointed. Since that time the commities
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have been in session, night and day, almost® constantly, and have
earnestly endeavored to reach a conelusion which shonld bring the
two Houses together. They have failed todoso. Itis proper for me
to say, however, that I am satisfied the committee can substantially
agree on all of the provisions of the bill except that relating to the
compensation of S8enators and Members of Congress and of the Presi-
dent of the United States. Inreaching such agreement the commit-
tee on the part of the Senate will be compelled to yield on some points
much further than their judgment approves. Believing, however,
that on appropriations which are discretionary it is the dnty of each
House to yield as far as possible in order to meet the views of the
other, the committee of the Senate feel that they can reach an agree-
ment,. :

With reference to the two points about which at present there is
the t difficulty, namely, that of the compensation of Benators
and Members of Congress and of the President, I desire o say that
the committee, if they shall be re-appointed, desire to be instrueted by
the Senate. I think the sawe is true of the committee on the part of
the House of Representatives. Or, if not formally instructed, they
wish the question put in such form as shall test the sense of the Sen-
ate upon the points in controversy.

We have d@hausted all the ingenuity we could command in our en-
deavors to eompromise. With reference to the salaries of members
of Con and Senators we have proposed to strike from the bill all

rovisions relating fo compensation, in order that by eliminating from
it all questions of an individual character appropriations indispens-
gb‘le t':d. the maintenance of the public service might not be further
elay :

With reference to the President’s salary we have offered to agree to
an appropriation to the4th of Mareh,and to leave the question open for
fntnmhaftion. I hgmh to state, b?ca:':l;e I do not desire to avaicll’o rel;
sponsibility on this point, precisely what my own position is on bot
of these questions. I wish to say also, on behalf of the Senate com-
mittee, that we have not brought this question here because we
desire to shirk any responsibility. I think I can say for both my col-
leagues on this conference that they are ready here and now to ex-
press their views with reference to it, and I belicve that mine fully
coincides with theirs.

I am opposed to a reduetion of the salaries of Members and Sena-
tors because I believe they are not too high. I am opposed to yield-
ing to the demand of the House upon that question for another rea-
son. The law has fixed those salaries. The demand made upon us
during & long and weary month has been that we shall abdicate our
constitutional rights and duties as a co-ordinate branch of the na-
tional Legislature. The condition thus far has been counstantly and
persistently presented to us that we must to changes in exist-
ing laws which we do not approve as the consideration for securing
the nwemary-appmlfriaﬁuns for the snpport of the Government.

Therefore, even if my judgment were not thoroughly convinced
that the salaries are fair and reasonable, I would not under coercion
yield what I believe to be the constitutional rights of the Senate as
a co-ordinate branch of this Government. But I do not put it wholly
upon that ground. 1 do not wish fo evade any responsibility by even
stating that point ; I stand squarely upon the ground that should I
vote to reduce congilmional salaries it would be an act of sheer dem-
agogism of which I will not be ?ﬂlty. Beliaviu%lthat the salary
is not one dollar too high fo-day, I am ready to go home and answer
to my constitnents for my vote. I would quite as leave carry a five-
hundred-dollar bill around the State and promise to donate it to the
people in consideration of a re-election as to reduce salaries $500
when they and I know there is no other motive for doing it than to
purchase a little cheap popularity. The one thing which an honest
people hate above all others is an attempt to deceive. The things
they most approve are honesty and courage.

There is another reason which influences me somewhat in this mat-
ter. The salaries of Members and Senators have already been re-
duced. In 1874 they were reduced from $7,500 to £5,000, and it was
expressly stated in that act that the salaries of members of Congress
should be fired at §5,000, I amnot willing to disturb thatsettlement.
The pao[;jle passed upon that question. They disapproved of the act
raising the salaries to 7,500, more, I think, on account of the manner
in which it was done than on account of the increased compensation.
I pever yet have heard from any part of the country one word of
complaint of the final adjustment at $5,000. For one, I regard that
as final, and do not wish to disturb it. Whether there be others who
would like to eut off $500 now, and when the election shall have passed
come back here and insist npon a re-adjustment by raising it to $7,500
again, I do not know. It is, however, a somewhat remarkable fact
that those who are now apparently most anxiouns to re-open the ques-
tion, which everybody considers settled, were among the most active
promoters of the scheme to raise salaries three years ago. Believing
the salary as now fixed to be abont right, I will not re-open the ques-
tion, for I do not wish to see repeated the performance of three years

ngﬁut again, we have actually reduced our salaries below £5,000. I
think it is safe to say that salaries which prior to the increase were
$5,000 are not now more than $4,500. At that time we had the franking
privilege. The act increasing the salaries repealed it; but the act
repealing the increase did not re-instate the franking privilege, It
is not too much to say that taking into account postage on correspond-

ence and public documents the increased expense of our postage will
not fall short of £500,

The question with reference to the salary of the President of the
United States is somewhat different from that of members of Con-

It was not reduced when all the others were. I do not believe
it is higher than the President of the United States should receive,
But I will not argne that question. I have heretofore put myself
upon the record against the reduction of the President’s salary, and
gee no reason for changing that vote. Both Houses having passed a
bill to reduce the salary of the President and having sent it to him
as required by the Constitution for his approval, and he having ve-
toed it as he had a perfect right to do, it does not seem to be a proper
thing to attempt to coerce him by inserting it in an appropriation
bill, and thereby eompel him to approve the reduction or veto a meas-
ure indispensable to the maintenance of the public service. It issim-
ply an effort to do by a majority vote that which the Constitution
says ghall require two-thirds. 1t is an attempt to deprive a co-ordi-
nate branch of the Government to do that which he has informed us
does not meet the agproval of his judgment. If the measure onght
to pass at all it onght to pass by the means provided in the Constitu-
tion. If it cannot be by the eonstitutional method it should
not pass at all. The veto message has been sent to Congress and no
action yet taken. If we have the power to pass it by a two-thirds
vote, let it be taken np and acted upon, but while insisting npon our
own constitutional rights let us not invade the rights of the Presi-
dent. I think he was right in vetoing the bill reducing the salary of
his successors, and he would certainly be justified in vetoing an ap-
propriation bill if it contain this objectionable feature.

r. President, I move that the Senate furtherinsist uponitsdisagree-
ing votes and ask another committee of conference. I will not now
Eo into the details of the bill nor attempt to state the chan;.'ieu which

ave been made in the committee of conferepce. It will be time
engugh to do that when the final agreement be reached. I will
only say that if the Senate shall further insist npon its amendments
and the present committee shall be re-appointed they will regard it
as an expression of the sense of the Senate that we insist upon our
disagreeing votes upon the two points which I have named.

Mr. WEST. The Senator had better include that in his motion.

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire, as suggested by the Senator from
Lonisiana, to inclnde that in my motion, for I think that would make
a trammeled conference ; but we will regard it as an expression of
the sense of the Senate npon that subject. Unless some Senator de-
sires further information as to the dgfails of what we have done I
will not take the time of the Senate further.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, a month ago I was assigned by the
Senate to a place upon this conference committee, and I can well con-
firm the statement of the honorable Benator from Minnesota, the chair-
man of the committee, that that month has been a period of constant,
unremitting, patient labor npon the part of the members of this con-
fatzlntoeinn er to bring the matters in issue between them to just
results.

I was not nnmindful, and perhaps it would be well for me to re-
mind the Senate, that this is the first session in fifteen years in which
the conference committees of the two Houses have met with their
respective majorities differing as to their party affiliation. It is afact
that shounld be noted, because we all know the practical influence
which such a state of things exerts. The coun nizes it, and
every practical man willalsorecognizeit. Ifullydid, and1think]1counld
appeal, if it were necessary, to my colleagues on this committee to
bear witness to the fact that I have songht to elevate the considera-
tion of all the questions involved to the high planeof the good of the
conntry, without reference to mere personal or party results. Snch
has been my intention; such, I believe, has been my course of action,
and I eonfribute my judgment to the Senate in favor of the proposi-
tion made by the Senator from Minnesota, [ Mr. WiNpom, ] after these
four weeks of lonﬁ:'.:refnl, and laborious investigation. I must, how-
ever, differ with him in this respect: that I do nof understand and
have not understood the attitude of the House of Representatives to
be that of unconditional insistence of the Senate’s yielding to their
views at the cost of totally withholding appropriations. 8ir, the ve

ments that we have made, the mutual concessions which fill
this report, will show that the Senator is in error in supposing that
the House of Representatives has attempted fo stand upon any such
ground, which in my opinion would be untenable. It has been, how-
ever, the proposition to bring forward, according to our invariable
custom of legislation in the last sixteen years, measnres in the ap-
ropriation bills which ought to be treated according to their respect-
ive merits, and so we have endeavored to treat them, and in that
spirit have made accommodations and econcessions mutually, until,
upon this great bill to provide money for the expenses of the Govern-
ment, there stand but two ﬁoints npon which the conferees have heen
unwilling to sign one and the same report of agreement.. Those two
ints are the proposed reduction of the eompensation of the Presi-
ent of the United States and the proposed reduction of the com-
pensation of Senators and of Members of Congress. Let us dispose
of each in its order.

It was perfectly competent and regular that a bill should be intro-
duced to reduce the compensation of the President: of the United
States after the expiration of the term of the present inenmbent,
the Constitution forbidding the reduction of his pay during his term
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after it had been once fixed by law. That bill came before this body.
On that I voted and voted in the negative, believing that the pa
was not in excess and that it should not be reduced. For that
have given my reasons three years ago. Idid not eare to repeat
them at the time the bill was last before the Senate. They will stand
upon the record to be judged according to their proper weight and
merit.

But, sir, the bill passed the Senate; it also passed the House;j it
went to the President. He vetoed it. There can be no question of
two things: that it was his constitntional right and duty to econsider
the measure actording to his conscience; and there can be no doubt,
if I may be pardoned for making reference to the fact, that he did so
with entire disinterestedness, as the proposed reduction applied not
to him but to a successor not yet chosen. That bill stands to-day
in the Senate with the power of this body, should the proposition
command the approval of two-thirds, to pass it, and, with a like con-
current majority of the House, to make it law despite the interposi-
tion of the exegcutive veto. The two Houses can make that a law
under the terms of the Constitution despite the withholding of the
President’s assent. That assent has been withheld under his consti-
tutional power, and I never will consent to invade that right and duty
of the executive branch any more than I should permit him to invade
a right and duty of the legislative branch.»

I hold, Senators, that we have no right by combining this measure,
which we have ourselves elected to treat as a separate measure, which
stands before the country upon our votes given aceording to our indi-
vidual responsibility—we have no right to relegate that to associa-
tion with other measures and compel the President to inconvenience
the country possibly, or to seem to inconvenience it, by withholding
his assent from an appropriation bill, and so by a species of moral
duress to lessen his constitutional prerogatives. I never will do it.
Inever wonld do it. I havein other days eriticised with denuneiation
parties that sought to enforce npon another President of the United
State his consent and wring from him his assent to measures he dis-
a;ypmveul by combining them in appropriation bills with the supply
of moneys necessary for the support of the Government, measures to
which he would have refused his assent if they had been presented
separately and made a vote of two-thirds requisite for their passage.
I will not do that by a President of your choice which I wounld not
have you do by a President of my choice, and were I the President of
the United States I wonld veto this appropriation bill if it came to
me under the same terms in which the House has propased to send it
to him, having previously vetoed a separate measure to the same
effect and not having changed my views as to the impolicy of the
proposition,

I stand here npon a pri nciEIa. I believe in the mutnal independ-
ence of the branches of this Government. 1 believe onr Government
is to be maintained only by preserving that independence, and where
an officer of the Government, charged with a constitutional duty, has
exercised it in his own sense of responsibility before the people, I
never will irregularly extort or by any indirection coerce from him a
consent that it was his right under the Constitution on his oath and
conseience to withhold.

Therefore it is I trust that, whatever may be the opinions of gen-
tlemen of this body—and I know a majority have differed with me
and have thought this compensation should be reduced when I
thought it should not be, and, if the President assents, I shonll yield
with the ntmost composure and readiness—they will consider that
‘there is a principle in this quite independent of their views as to the
expediency of paying $25,000 or §50,000 salary to the President of the
United States,

Now I pass to the question of the pay of Senators and Members of
Congress. It is a simple guestion of money in one point of view,
but it is not so in another. I hold that ours is a representative Gov-
ernment of the people. It is intended that that representation should
not be abridged or denied by the poverty or the riches of the man
who may ask or may be desired as a representative. It is not a sim-
ple question of mere compensation by weighing the faculties and
services of each individual on one side as you may on a mere minis-
terial officer, and weighing in the other his capacity to perform them.
1t eannot be treated npon so narrow a basis.. Consider, Senators, what
would be the resnlt of abolishing pay entirely for members of Con-

Should if come to that, there wonld be a short-sighted and
absurd economf' that experience wounld brash away in one short ses-
sion. Youn wounld leave the choice of Representatives open to the peo-
ple to be filled by but one of two classes, either the merely rich, who
came here without regard to the expense, or those who came here
penniless to grow rich upon legislation. One of the two classes would
ex'mr..tryEither would, in my opinion, be hurtful to the interest of this
conntry.

Legislation could not safely be commitied to the hands of a Con-
gress, both Houses of which were composed solely of rich men and
capitalists, nor, on the other hand, would the conntry feel safe in
the hands of two bodies eomposed of needy men whose daily wants,
being unsupplied, would subject them every day to sore temptation.
Nor wonld a combination of these two classes lessen the public dan-
ﬁ;;mt arising from a loss of personal independence on the part of leg-

Arors.

What, then, is the reasonable gronnd upon which we shonld stand ?
That such a sum shall be given by way of compensation, not suffi-
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cienf to induce a man to come here to obtain the money, but not
small enough to prevent him from coming here should his talents
and the disposition of his people render it desirable that he should
enter the public service, 8ir, it will be a sad day for this country
when men fit and competent to 1e%islstfa upon the great questions
presented for our consideration shall not be able to come here be-
cause prevented by ‘their poverty. It is the duty of the people to say
that poverty shall not prevent the man of intellect and character
from coming here to do his eouniry service, and the question is
broadly what amount shall be provided by general law which shall
enable & man to leave his home and come here to devote his abilities
to the publie service? Upon that point there is some difficulty.
Nay, sir, there is another element that touches us all. @ are speak-
ing upon a subject that at present affects ourselves pecuniarily.
There is a sentiment of delicacy appealing to every man who has
this question to decide, for he is passing in some degres upon his own
interests, but nevertheless it is our duty. We must meef it man-
fully and frankly, and treat it in a high spirit worthy of the positions
we oceupy.

On this subject I can give my judgment, and I was sent here to give
my judgment; I was sent here not to yield to fears of ignorant and
evanescent popular displeasure against my reason and my sense of
right and justice. I was sent here to do that which is best in my
judgment for the interests of the country ; and I here’ do say to the
people of the United States that it is doubtful whether the compen-
sation to-day allowed to members of Congress does not exclude men
of capacity and ability who find that pecuniary reward for industry
elsewhere in private pursuits which they cannot find by the most as-
siduous attention to the labors of Congress. I know that as our life
here in Washington compels us all to maintain two establishments,
the one at home and the one here—for onr stay here is uncertain—we
cannot fix this question from month to month or day to day, but are
compelled in great degree to have two homes while we are serving in
Congress. A strangeris alwaysata disadvantage as compared with the
man who lives at home; and here in Washington are mere sojourners
and strangers swept in or out by the tidesof political opinion. Theex-
penses of our living, therefore, are of anecessity increased. There are
also thrown ug:;n us, as representative men, visits, most ble
and welcome, from our constituents and from strangers who come
here on visits of business or pleasure to the seat of Government of
the Union, and, therefore, there is a wider field of necessary hospi-
tality, however plain and simple, which must be exercised by repre-
sentative men in Washington, which in the seclusion of their own
homes could be avoided. Therefore the expense of living is increased.
I will frankly say that, withont other aid than that which I obtain
from the pay I draw as a member of Congress, I must either have re-
signed my place or have given up the associations of my family ;
either of which wonld have been to me a painfual trial, and it is not
necmem? for me to say which I would have chosen. But'in this con-
nection let me remark in all earnestness that I hold it to be of the
highest use to the people of this country that home life and home in-
fluences should surround the men who make their laws ; and this is a
truth that had as well be told to-day as at any other time, and which
I commend to the consideration of all legislative refarmers and econ-
omists. If this salary shall exclude, as I know it does often exclude,
men with families to rear and educate, men who'are called upon to
live npon a certain secale, not of lavish indulgence, but a certain scale
of liberality, who shall not be called nupon to question whether they
can possibly screw from their narrow salaries the money to ask their
constituents to break bread with them freely in their houses, there
must be something wider and broader than this or else the office will
nndoubtedly sink, not simply in the estimation of the people but
sink in the estimation of those who hold it, and be shunned by those
men who by the highest publie interest should be invited to accept
and hold it.

I do not believe that a man with a family of the average size, a
wife and three or four children, can come to Washington to reside
and remain here during the long session of Con and live with
that degree of comfort and respectability which any constituency
wounld desire and demand of their representatives nupon one dollar less
than the pay now fixed by law. On the contrary, I believe there are but
few Members of Congress, few Senators, who are not compelled largely
to draw from their private means to meet the expenses of maintaining
themselves here. H'his is a very restrained and moderate statement
of the history of living in Washington as verified by my own experi-
ence and that of a large circle of congressional aequaintance.

It has been truly stated by the honorable S8enator from Minnesota
that this rate of compensation was fixed in 1866. Af that time there
was what was termed the ‘franking privilege,” a privilege that I
always considered to be much more that of the constituent than of
the Senator and Representative who wrote his name upon the mail
matter because it permitted letters to come to him freely as well as
go from him freely, and as the mass of his correspondence would
be of an official character, of course, the gain was to those who were
represented, and not to the person who represented them. Yet, never-
theless, by the abolition of the franking privilege the cost of postage
is now paid out of the private moneys of the Member or the Senator.
In addition to that there are many public documents for which I,
in common with every member of the two Houses, have frequent ap-
plications, and which, when we are asked to send, cost us not an im-
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moderate rate of postage, but an amount which, in the aggregate, is
quite a serious snm. I think the Senator from Minnesota was very
moderate when he estimated the loss in money by the abolition of
the franking privilege—that is to say, the increased cost—I will not
say the loss in money, but the increased cost to the individual Sena-
tor or Representative of theabolition of the franking privilege, at at
least &306l per annum. That is inelnding the postage which he is now
called upon to pay upon public documents, as well as the postage
which he pays on letter correspondence. That has been diminished
since 1873. I believe it was in 1873 this abolition of the fmukinﬁ
system was made. So that, virtnally, we stand to-day in 1876 wit
a salary although equal to what it was in 1866, yet a privilege of
franking whic%: then existed having been taken away, the office
Jeaves at least $500 less forthe use of the occnpant than it did before,
I wention that becanse it is a fact that will show the unreasonable-
ness of a reduction in these offices greater than that which is at-
tempted on otherpositions. More than that the chief advancein the
salaries of executive officers has taken place since 1870, I think I
am right in that, and the greatest advanee took place under what
was known as the Kello, ill in 1875. 8o that since the fixing of
the salaries of members of Congress you have had two alterations and
advances in the general scale of executive salaries which has not
touched congressional pay at all.

Even on the mere money basis, therefore, treating the office of Sen-
ator or Representative as a merely ministerial office to be measured
by dags or hours of work and t.bl?e(_})ower of writing so many pages
of manuseript mechanically, the reduetion already has been graeter
than on any other and unaccompanied by any of the advances which

ence think npon these two points, and that the Honse may be in-
formed of the {udgment of the Senate thus given, I trust calmly, and
I know sincerely.

Mr. CONKLING. Mr, President, I should like to know one or two
things about this diufmement which have not been stated in my
hearing. 8hall we understand that the two committees have vir-
tually agreed upon reduetions to be made in the clerical force

Mr. WINDO In answer to the Senator from New York, I will
say that thﬁy have virtually agreed npon that reduction.

Mr. CONKLING. A reduction in the clerical force of the Depart-
ments of how many?

Mr. WINDOM. * Not in the clerical force alone, but in all the em-
ployés of the Departments, seven hundred and sixty-five,

ﬁE’CONKLING. The Senator has not the clerical force sepa-
Tal

Mr. WINDOM. No, sir.

Mr. CONKLING. Seven hundred and sixty-five. Hasthe Senator
a table showing the quota of each Department in that reduction !

Mr. WINDOM. I have in the committee-room and can present it
in a few moments.

Mr. CONKLING. Where does the redunetion chiefly fall?

Mr. WINDOM. Chiefly upon the Treasury,

Mr. CONKLING. What is the reduction there !

Mr. WINDOM. The total reduction is estimated at four hundred
and ninety-one; buf in making that estimate seventy-five are added
for the $60,000 that has hitherto been appropriated to be used for
cases of emergency or exigency. Four hundred and nineteen would
be the actual reduction estimated without taking into account the

have been made upon all or nearly all the offices within the Execu- | $60,000

tive Departments during the pastsix gem Therefore, sir, I feel per-
fectly justified, nay more tBaun justified, I feel compelled in exercis-
ing my judgment, to say that there is not the reason for the reduc-
tion of the pay of this class of officials which has been applied, or
may reasonably be applied, to the exeentive officials, simply npon
the mere criterion of money value for ministerial work, that there has
been a reduction in the first class, and not only no reduetion but act-
ual advancement in the second class. But I prefer not to leave this
question upon so narrow a basis, The question is a broad one. It
affects deeply, in my judgment, the practicability of our form of gov-
ernment. We may take illustrations from other governments and
cannot fail to recognize how important the question would be there.
Eor instance, in the Parliament of Great Britain, either the Commons
- or Lords, there is no pay whatever. What is fthe result? That no
poor man, that no workingman, no man of the unmoneyed elass can
afford fo take a seat in the British Parliament. What is the result
That property controls the representation there. Let them redunce as
they please their basis of suffrage from ten pounds to five pounds,
from five pounds to mere lodgers, and still they bave at the end that,
vote as they may, they must vote for a man of independent pecuniary
‘means, becanse their government supplies no means from its treasury
to snstain any other class. Why, sir, is it too much tosay that if yon
were to establish the system of compensation for members of the
British Honse of Commons you would revolutionize the government
of that country in one short year.

Therefore, taking a broader and a higher view of this question ap-
plied to our own land where the case is different, where we have no
privileged classes, where property qua property has no voice, and by
the structure of the Federal Government was intended to have no
voice ; it was intended to be the government of equal rights, it was
intended to be the government in which the vote should be given
freely ; not only that a man should be capable of voting, but that he
should be competent to be voted for. How do you make him compe-
tent' to be voted for? By giving him the meansto live in office when
you select him for it, because it were an idle thing to say *I choose
you for the place; I send you to be minister at émat Britain and
give you a dollar and a half a day to live on.”

TIl]-nis would be turning our theory and form of government to a
mockery.

| h:\?a stated, Mr. President, my mind freely on the subject. The
people of this country are entitled to the judgment of their repre-
sentative men. If those sincere judgments be withheld from them,
where shall they look fortrutii? How can they judge for themselves
of things when we withhold our fair, clear judgments from them?
We have opportunities which they have not; we have responsibili-
ties which they have not, and it has been an endeavor fo fill that
responsibility to-day that bas caused me to say as much as I have on
this sulject of congressional pay,

I trust, therefore, that these long labors, which I think I may
justly call patriotie labors, on the part of this committee fo endeavor
to bring the minds of these two Houses into harmony that provision
may be made for the su{:ply of money adequate for the actnal wants
of our Government ; whatever the differences of opinion as to ex-
pediency, there must be a concession upon both sides. This must be
s0; and perhaps there is no wisdom so great as that which teaches
men moderation. The agreement so far reached by the two Houses
on this appropriation bill indicates that they have not been unmind-
ful of this truth. Therefore I hope that the snggestion of the S8ena-
tor from Minnesota maybe approved by the Senate and that the op-
portunity will be given by the expression of the Senate’s opinion
upon these two points, having heard what your committee of confer-

,000.

Mr. CONKLING. BSixty thousand dollars has heretofore been re-
posed on the Secretary as a fund that he might use to employ tem-
porary elerks. It is proposed to continue that §60,000 now just as it
was before, 8

Mr. WINDOM. It is.

Mr. CONKLING. And continning that, saying nothing about that,
what is to be the reduction in the Treasury Department ?

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and nineteen employés, I believe,
beg{E CONKLING. Four hundred and nineteen, giving the $60,000

ides.

Mr. WINDOM. No; four hundred and ninety-one would be the es-
timate if the $60,000 were not allowed; but the conference commit-
tee pro to allow the $60,000; so that the real reduction is four
hundred and nineteen. :

Mr. CONKLING. The $60,000 was allowed before, and is for tem-

rary or occasional service—that continues; but how many persons
it employés is always beforehand uncertain ; that depends upon con-
tingencies. I ask for the actual reduction. The $60,000 is not dis-
turbed. Now, apart from that, saying nothing about that, what is
the rednction ?

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and nineteen, I think. The paper
will be hiere in a moment, and I will give it to the Senator, showing
it exactly. That is very near it.

Mr. CONKLING. Iinferred from another statement that the ac-
tual rednetion was four hundred and ninety-one, and that the $60,000
was allowed to continue as it had been heretofore for whatever it

might su%)ly.
Mr. WINDOM. Four hnndred and nineteen, leaving out of ac-
count the $60,000 altogether. I have the table now.

Mr. CONKLING. The managers on the part of the Senate baving
virtnally agreed to this reduction, shall I understand that they mean
to advise the Senate that the Treasnry Department can get along, can
manage, with this reduction of fourhundred and nineteen or four hun-
dred and ninety-one, depending upon which way you state it in ref-
erence to the $60,000 for temporary service

Mr. WINDOM. The managers on the part of the Senate believe
that the Treasury ean get along or they would not have agreed to it;
but they believe, as siated by Mr. Morrill, that it will be very embar-
rassing if not disastrous.

Mr. CONKLING. Iaskthe question for two or three reasons, one of
whieh is this: It is clear to me that if the Treasury Department can
get on—get on in any business-like sense with a reduction of four hun-
dred and ninety-one in its force, it conld clearly get on very well with
the reduction of only a part of that force, I know the Treasury De-
partment is a great establishment; but I know also that four hundred
and ninety-one persons, most of them skilled persons, withdrawn from
even alarge establishment, is a great subtraction from its force and
equipment. Therefore, I repeat that if it be true that the Treasury
Department can proceed even economically, even inconveniently,
when four hundred and ninety-one persons of its skilled force have
been withdrawn, it must be true that that Department could proceed
very well and conld have proceeded very well with a considerable
part of that four hundred and nineteen or four hundred and ninety-
one withdrawn.

Now, when we remember the ability with which we are assured
the Treasury Department has been of late administered, when we
remember the high reformatory aim of that administration, when
we remember the assurance which all must have that the Treasury
Department has recently been administered with skill, with an eye
single to economy, with an earnest effort for retrenchment, with a
persistent and able endeavor in that direction, it is very difficult to
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accept as fact the statement that four hundred and ninety-one per-
sons can summarily be withdrawn from the working foree that mans
and operates that Department, and not utterly eripple it. I have no
right to ask aify Senator, for it would give some Senator trouble that
I ought to take myself; but I should like to ask what the percent-
age of this reduction would be, and the percentage we shounld have
if we saw the total of the force heretofore employed in the Depart-
ment. My honorable friend from Minnesota, familiar with the sub-
jeet perhaps can give it, but we must all see that it is a very large
percentage. What is the total?

Mr. WINDOM. About twenty-five hundred.

Mr. CONKLING. The reduction there is about one-fifth of the
entire force. I am told by the honorable Senator that twenty-five
hundred is the total of the force as it has been. Here is a reduetion
of four hundred and ninety-one. For convenience I will add nine
and make it a ronnd five hundred, that is one-fifth exactly. It ispro-
posed to withdraw from the T Department one man in every
five, and one woman in every five of those who have heretofore been
employed to on its bosiness in the city of Washington in one
building. Considersucha thing in reference to a bank or a great com-
wercial house in Chicago or New York; consider it in reference to
the retail establishment of the late Mr. A. T. Stewart, an immense
bazar employing I know nof how many, but a large number of sales-
men, clerks, and others.

Mr. MORRILL. About one thousand.

Mr. CONKLING. About one thousand, my honorable friend says,
in the up-town establishment at Tenth street. Suppose we were told
that after Mr. Stewart disap from his business, it turned out
on investigation by six gentlemen, whether Senators or others, that
one man and one woman in every five in that establishment, two
hundred in all, could be withdrawn, withdrawn with impunity—I do
not stop to inquire with what exact convenience—and still the estab-
lishment proceed, still execute its functions, still sustain itself, still
perform its daily routine of transactions and details with any degree
of snccess which any three members of this body would prononnee fit
to be accepted by those concerned, would it not be an extraordinary
statement ! Wonld it not compel every listener either to disbelieve
it, or to conclude that the establishment had previously heen con-
ducted with a surplus force, with prodigal am{’ nnnecessary equip-
ment, with, if not literally one-fifth of all its expenses unnecessary, at
least virtnally and substantially one-fifth f

" Mr. President, such a statement is evidence to my mind of one of
two things. It is evidence that a reduetion of four hundred and
ninety-one will not only eripple the operations of the Treasury De-
partment but so essentially, so perniciously, so inadvisedly, eripple
theoperations of the Treasury Department, that managers on the part
‘of the Benate nu%]ht to agree to it ; or else if the statement be be-
lieved it proves that the Treasury bepartmautas it stands now, the
Treasury Department as it stood last winter, the Treasury Depart-
ment as it stood any time within the last year has been not only by
law permitted to employ and pay for needless service, but that in fact
there have been put into the Treasury Department and kept in the
Treasury Department, and are now in the Treasury Department in
this city several hundred employés whose services are not and have
not been necessary and whose appointment and eontinuance cannot
be justified. I do not assert how this is; I pronounce no opinion
upon it; but I say that it cannot be true that we can properly and
excusably vote such a redunction, if it be true that the Force thus to
be reduced has been properly or justifiably meintained. It is pro-
posed, as I nmderstand,—and if I am wrong I will thank one of the
members of the commities to correct me,—to make the whole reduc-
tion presently. .

Mr. ALLISON, I do not see the chairman, and in his absence I
will say that it is proposed to reduce one-third of it on the 10th of
September, one-third of it on the 10th of October, and the remaining
one-third on the 10th of November.

Mr. CONKLING. When I said “presently” I might have been
more accurate. It is intended to take three months todoit. Itisto
be done in one-quarter of the fiscal year. I do not mean that they
are all to be sent out on the same day, but I mean that it is a thing
which is to oceur as an entirety and the last of the dismissed are to

o within the next three months. This may not be a time or a place

interpose in behalf of those who are thus to suffer. We all know
the suffering which will be inflicted on those thus suddenly turned
out; but if their services are nnnecessary, the Congress of the United
States is not a benevolent institution; Senators are not almoners to
provide for the wants of others.

There is connected with it, however, another consideration more
immediately in point. If this reduction be indeed feasible, and if
during the last year, as place after place became vacant, (and in a
large establishment like this vacancies always oceur,) those vacancies
had not been filled, had the force been allowed by degrees and by
natural process to drop down to the proposed point, it would not only
have saved us the contemplation of so grievous and afflictive a meas-
ure but wounld have reconciled somewhat the improbabilities and in-
consistencies before us. DBut the statement shows us not only that
by law all these places existed which are now to be treated as super-
numerary places, places which can be vacated without serious detri-
ment to the public service, but that in fact they were kept full. That

I understand to be the meaning of it, and the Senator from Iowa
nods his head, to indicate that I am right. So that now a given force
having been maintained up to the 9th day of August, or the 8th,
whenever this statement was made, the information given us is that
we may properly so legislate that four hundred and ninety-one per-
sons shall all be dismissed within the next three months. I will in-
quire of the Senator from Iowa, who seems to be intelligent on this
subject, is there anything he knows shieh has reduced the work to
be done, the business to be transacted in the Treasury Department,
and made it less now than it was three months or six months or nine
months ago 1 : ‘

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know of any material change in the work
of the Treasury Department within the last nine months.

Mr. C?NKLIN G. The Senator knows of no material change in that

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no material change.

Mr. CONKLING. The statement then proceeds on the idea that,
either necessarily or unnecessarily, this working force has been main-
tained np to this time, that the same necessity exists for it now which
existed any time within a year, and that we are to turn around and
say that four hundred and ninety-one of these people are supernumer-
aries, and lag “superfluious * * * on the stage.”

Mr. CRAGIN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to make
a suggestion ¥

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly.

Mr. CRAGIN. The Senator from New York and other Senators
must be aware that within less than a year the printing of fractional
enrrency has entirely ceased; and as that currency was connted in
three different Bureaus in the Treasury Department there can be a
large reduction in that way. It is well known that the counting of
fractional currency took place in the Secretary’s office, in the Treas-
urer's office, and in the Register’s office ; and if that currency is not
to be counted at all, and it is not now or hereafter, there can be a
large reduction. 8o when the old eurrency comesin it is then connted
three times over. Of course some little of that old curreney is still
coming in, but comparatively very little ; so that there can a large
rednction take place.

Mr. CONKLING. Iam very glad the Senator from New Hampshire
calls attention to this, for perhaps it will aid ns to see how much we
know and in how many respects we are mistaken. The counting out
of fractional currency ceased abouksix months ago.

Mr. CRAGIN. Five months.

Mr. CONKLING. AsIalways want to agree, I will take five months
in place of six—the fact, be the time a month more or less, is equally
instructive. The fractional currency is counted three times; it is
eounted out and it is counted in. The only reduction that has taken
place so far, is in omitting to count out the fractional currency, and
the count-ig.g out ceased it is said five months ago. If this fact
makes a difference, the difference occurred five months ago, not now,
If the Senafor is right in his understanding, for the last five months
there has been maintained unreduced a force which he says was ren-
dered necessary in part by counting fractional currency and that connt-
ing ceased five months ago. What other connting of fractional cur-
rency is there? There is the counting in of fractional currency, and
that goes on still, and that is to continue hereafter.

Mr. CRAGIN. On inquiry I find that the silver bill, so ealled, an-
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue subsidiary coin, was
passed in :;Rril. It was at that time the printing of fractional cur-
rency ceased.

Mr. CONKLING. That is fonr months ago. The Senator forgets
that when fractional eurrency does not go out silvgr goes out.

Mr. CRAGIN. But it does not require a foree of two or three hun-
dred employés in the Treasury to count it.

Mr. CSNKLI'NG. No, it does not require a force of two hundred
or three hundred to count it. If does require force enough, how-
ever, to keep the aceounts and make the transactions; and my poin%
is that the business of counting out fractional currency having ceased
months ago, it does not seem to me a very good reason for reduncing
the force when and not until this bill shall take effect, nor does it ex-
plain why the force has been kept up during these months past.

Mr. CRAGIN. There has been a reduction already. |

Mr. CONKLING. I am very glad to Lear that the force has not all
been kept—that there has been areduction. The difficulty is that this
statement is a present statement and it is based npon the present
force, the force that is there to-day, and the statemnent is of what re-
duetion is to take place on that present force. That is what we are
talking about. I say if four hundred and ninety-one men can be
withdrawn from that Department, and it still go safely on, it is per-
fectly manifest that the number there now, and the number that has
been in the Treasury Department for weeks and months all the time
is anumber to be justified only by showing that there was some busi-
ness or labor in the Treasury Department continuing, not up to six
months or four months ago, but up to this day, which hereafter need
not be done. When you show that, and not till you show that, you
show every business man in his own business sense exactly how he
could dispense with part of his force. If he had been building two
railroads and one of them was completed, we see how he conld dis-
miss the men that manned the finished job, and with the residue goon
with the other. Buf if the falling off in the requirement of the De-
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artment was six months ago or four months ago and the force has

[:een continned up to this day, I submit, according to any busi-

ness lgii.nciplea or arithmetie, that a reduetion now eannot be so ex-
lain !

R Now I should like to ask another question of the honorable S8enator

from Minnesota. In this l}xm reduction, as I understand, the stib-

treasury and its force an aries is reduced. Am I right in that?

Mr. WINDOM. I think mot.

Mr, CONKLING. I wish the S8enator would look at the subtreas-
ury in the city of New York; and I will say to him while he is look-
ing that I am told that althongh the compensation for men conduct-
ing the sub in the city of New York is cut down, the same
officers in the city of Philadelphia and elsewhere have not been dis-
turbed.

Mr. WINDOM. Thereduction of seven hundred and sixty-five does
not touch the New York office nor the subtreasury.

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator quite sure of that?

Mr. WINDOM. I am quite sure.

Mr. CONKLING. I should like toinquire of the Senator from Iowa
because I have been very much misinformed, not by Senators but by
others, if this is so as fo salariesor compensation. I have understood
for some days that this projet of reduction did eut down the sub-
treasurer’s establishment in the city of New York in respect of salary.
Take for example the coin teller.

Mr, ALLISON. It cuts down the salaries in a few instances, but
not the number. 1

Mr. CONKLING. Now I inquire whether the salary of the coin
teller in Philadelphia is eut down?

Mr. ALLISON. I will ascertain in & moment.

Mr. WINDOM. I know there were some slight reduetions of the
New York officers. They were higher than the Philadelphia officers.

Mr. CONKLING. Yes; put so by law and for reasons.

Mr. ALLISON. There is no proposed change in the Philadelphia
office. There are proposed changes in the New York office, but none
in Philadelphia or any of the other subtreasuries except New York.

* Mr. CON G. I have this to say about it: The compensation
of these men in the city of New York was fixed in reference to them
and their duties, not in reference to other men and other duties. The
salary of the coin-teller, for example, in New York was graduated
and fixed by the facts in that case. Of course, among those facts
were the enormous amounts of money, the almost fabulous sums which
in the conrse of a year pass through that office, the responsibilities
for which bonds are given, the various other elements enfering into
the modes of estimating salaries. The same thing was done in the
case of Philadelphia and those salaries were fixed upon the same
principles, and fixed as they ought to be. Now I understand that
this projet of agreement cuts down the compensation of these officers
in New York, passes over the same officers in Philadelphia whose sal-
aries although at a different amount were for different serviee and
tixed at a different sum because of the merits of the case, leaving
them to stand antouched.

Perhaps I ought not to detain the Senate upon a matter of this
sort; but it is a circumstance which fell under my observation and I
call attention to it, and I think it might be well in dealing with this
bill, particularly in standing by the idea that Senators ought to re-
ceive Gé(iOOO a year nominally at least because it is right in fact,
to consider whether these ofiicers in the city of New York onght to
receive one salary or another becanse it is right in fact, and not level
it down in order that salaries somewhere else may stand untouched.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Minnesota that the Senate insist on its disagreeing
vote and ask another committee of conference.

Mr. WINDOM. I am very reluctant todetain the Senate a moment
longer, but the statements of the honorable Senator from New York
1 think require a brief answer. !

The committee of conference on the part of the Senate in agreeing
to this rednction of foree do not by any means assent—at least a ma-
Q)rit.y of them do not—to the inferences which the Senator from New

ork would draw. They do not believe that the sweeping reduction
which has been agreed to is justified by the business of the Depart-
ments. I will state to the Senate why the nnmberseven hundred and
sixty-five was suggested. The House bill as it came to us reduced the
employés of the varions Departments one thousand and twelve. The
Senate reduced them three hundred and eighteen on its own motion,
upon the secommendation of the Senate Committee on Appropriations.
The committee of conference, after very much labor on this question
and many trials and fribulations, finally suggested as a compromise a
division of the difference, gmvided, upon a reference of the question
to the Departments, it conld be ascertained that that number could
by any possibility be dispensed with. That is as to all the De
ments. I will send to the Secretary two letters which I ask to have
read on that snbject. But before they are read I will state thaf in
submitting this proposition to the Secretary of the Treasury and re-
questing him to confer with other heads of the Execntive Depart-
ments on the subject, the committee on the part of the Senatesuggested
it rather for the purpose of obtaining information than otherwise.
The letter addressed by myself as chairman of the S8enate managers
will explain the proposition as submitted to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and his answer will show the opinion of the heads of the Execu-
tive Departments as to the effect of this reduction.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:
BeNATE CHAMBER,
Washington, July 22, 1876.

Dean 8m: I am reqnested by the committees of conference %Lthe legislative
bill to ask that vou will, in connection with the other heads of Departments, con-
sider the p tion to reduce the number of loyés in said Department soven |
hundred and sixty-five, and that yon will sug, to said committees how said re-
duetion can be made with least detriment to the service. It is desirable that the
diminution of expense should be as nearly as possible in proportion to the redue-
tion in pumber of employés. Please advise me at your earliest convenience
whether this is El;ctimble, and make such suggestions as you may deem impor-

hnti:i%epnth-mmh be, very respectfull
ve the )
% . WM. WINDOM, "
Chairman Senate Conferees.
Hon. Lot M. MORRILL, N
Secretary of the Treasury.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 28, 1876.
DeAr 8k : Your note of the 22d instant on behalf of the committees of conference
on-the legislative bill, in regard to the reduction of the number of employes in the
Exw:;id.w Departments of the Government seven hundred and sixty-five was duly

Th:modﬁm submitted for the consideration of the Executive Departments is
unde to be that of a reduoction of the civil list for those Departments by the
number of seven hundred and sixty-five on the basis of the Senate bill, which was
forty-nine hundred and ninety-one; but, as no account is taken of the temporary
foree usually provided for by an agpmprhﬁon to be nsed at the discretion of the
Secretary, équal to an additional force of seventy-five employés or elerks, the '
{;:npoaition really is for the reduction of eight hundred and fmgv %mad of the nnm-

r mentioned, unless the nsual appmprhdou should be made for temporary clerks,

T oo ot Doyt mens i T a1 posc rdction s tho logiaa

the heads o ents are to regard the pro reductiorras the legis
tive wltimatum, it remains only to make such netion with reference to the
efficiency of the service, in which case the uwm&nﬂng tables furnish the dis-
tribution of the civil force in these Departments believed to be most advantageous
to the service therein.

That there shonld be ne mju&prehens!on as to the views of the heads of De-
partments in relation_to the matter of redunction , it is pl?er to say that
it is believed such reduction will essentially eripple the pablic serviee to a greater
or less extent in most of these Departments, and that a reduction so as that
necessitated in the Treasury Department, to wit, four hundred and y-one,
would be little less than disastrous.

Very res ¥,

LOT M. MORRTLL,
Secretary

Hon. WiLiiax WiNDpoM,
Chairman Commitiee on Appropriations United States Senate.

Mr. WINDOM. It will be seen that this very large reduction is
not made with the assent and concurrence of the heads of De
ments; but Mr. Secretary Morrill, for himself and representing them,
as I understand, states that, regarding this number as the legislative
ultimatum, they proceed to adjust the foree npon that basis, and he
concludes his letter by stating that the proposed *redunction will
essentially nriB;::a the public service to a greater or less extent in
most of these Departments, and that a reduction so 1 as that ne-
cessitated in fthe Treasury Department, to wit, four hundred and
ninety-one, would be little less than disastrous.”

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask one question there {

Mr, WINDOM. Certainly.

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator and do his associates rest their
agreement to that reduction upon the idea that it will be little less
than disastrous?

Mr. WINDOM. I believe that it will very seriously embarrass the
Department. I do not know that I would be willing to use quite so
strong terms as to say “ disastrous,” for in the manner in which it has
been made there will be but a short time between the final dismissal
of this force and the next session of Congress. And further, the
$60,000 which we have allowed for temporary clerks in case of emer-
gency will {0 some extent relieve or prevent the embarrassments that
wonld otherwise be inevitable. I do believe, however, that in some
Bureaus the reduction will canse serious delays, and greatly impair
the efficiency of the service. The Adjutant-General's Office, the Sur-
geon-General's Office, the Pension Burean, and some others will be
crippled and embarrassed, and the public interests will suffer. I
may be asked, ¥ Then, why do Izcu agree to it? I will answer, This
is one of the questions on which I understand the House has precisely
the same right to its jndgment as the Senate has. The House in the
exereise of its diseretion said that twelve hundred and twelve em-
ployés should be dismissed. The Senate in the exercise of its best
Judgment said three hundred and eighteen. If the House chose to
insist that they would not appropriate for more than one-half the
clerical foree actually requirec{'. I know no power in the Senate to
compel them to appropriate. They must act upon their own respon-
sibility and we npon ours. Both are responsible to the people. So
far as that elass of questions is concerned we must accept what they
are willing to appropriate. They must take the responsibility of
erippling and emBnma.asing the civil service of the country. That
being in our judgment the position of the question, the Senate man-
agers thought that for the Eresant it was judicious to accept the
proposition to divide the difference by two, making the reduction
one-half the difference between the two Houses. J

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inqunire of the Senator if the basis of the
commifttee does not relieve this statement of the Secretary to the
extent of $60,0001

Mr, WINDOM. It does. It makes the reduction four hundredand
nineteen in the Treasury Department and seven hundred and sixty-
five in all. The Secretary of the Treasury, it will be observed, says
that if the $60,000 be not appropriated the reduction will be equal to
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eight hundred and forty. The reduction is to take place one-third on
the 10th day of September, one-third on the 10th of October, and one-
third on the 10th of November, so that if it shall be found that so large
a reduction is likely to prove disastrous to the service Congress will
be in session within two or three weeks after the final dismissal and
can supply the deficiency. These were the arguments which indnced
the committee to to this proposition. We by no means agreed
that this force has been as undant as the remarks of the Sen-
ator from New York would indicate.

The Senate Committee on Appropriations when examining this bill
before it was reported to the S8enate took great care to ascertain how
great a reduction could be safely made. Thorongh investigations
were made in all the Departments to ascertain how many eould be
reduced without detriment to the service. In the Treasury Depart-
ment;, for instance, Mr. Secretary Bristow cansed an investigation to
e made of ev hurean, and reported to the committee certain re-
ductions npon which the Committee on Appropriations and the Sen-
ate acted. The Secretary of War made a similar investigation; and
I happen to know that in thaf a commission, consisting of three of
the most experienced men in the Department, was appointed, who
spent twenty days in examining the War Department, E:ingto every
Burean and desk in it, for the pu of ascertaining the largest
sible reduction that could safely be effected. Bimilar investigations
extended throughout the other Departments, and upon reports made
to them from those Departments the Senate Committee on Appro-
priations recommended a reduction of three hundred and eighteen,
to which the Senate agreed. Applying to all the Departments the
severest rules of judicions retrenchment, they were unable to make a
larger reduction. I believe that all above that is an unsafe reduc-
tion, and to that extent is a crippling of the service; but I do not
know any power we have, or that anybody else has, to compel either
House to appropriate more money for such purpose than its own judg-
ment or even its inclination may approve.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WinpoM] that the Senate insist
upon its amendments and ask a committee of conference.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. WINDOM. 1intended to have withdrawn my motion in order
to offer another. 1 ask leave to reconsider the vote just taken.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to reconsider-
ing the vote just taken? The Chair hears none.

r. WINDOM. If in order, I move that the bill be recommitted
to the present committee of conference, and that the vote shall be
understood to be a test vote upon the two questions I have mentioned,
nawely, the salary of the President and the compensation of mem-
bers of Con

Mr. SAR T. Ishonld like to ask my eoll e on the Commit-
tee on Appropriations if the same end exactly is not accomplished
by his original motion? It is the nnderstanding of the Senate. There
is no dissent on either side of the Chamber to the action of the
Senate in still further insisting and appointing the same conferees.
They certainly will be appointed again, and this action is a sane-
tion of their course. It seems to me that it would be better to agree
to the original motion than to raise a doubtful parliamentary ques-
tion by recommitting the report to a committee which is dissolved.

Mr, WINDOM, It is not dissolved. : '

Mr. SARGENT. It is dissolved by this report. It reems to me the | f

conferees may consider themselves as receiving the sanction of the
Senate by the uﬂﬁmnl' motion.

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that his
resent motion would require precisely such a vote in the House as

o calls on the Senate to make. The House would be called upon to
recommit the report to this same committee, Let the House act in-
dependently and the Senate independently.

. SARGENT. I think we had better not recommit it.

Mr. DAWES. Not a 8enator indicated a desire for a different course.

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1Ishall vote for the motion of the Senator from
Minnesota; but as it happens to be inconsistent with {he vote which
I have frequently given upon a ?naetion involved, I desire fo make
an explanation of my vote. Inreference tothe salary of the President
of the United States, I originally op the increase from $25,000
to §50,000, and I voted for the bill, which is now before the Senate
with the veto message of the President, decreasing the salary of the
next incumbent of the presidential office to §25, I shall vote for
a separate indeﬁondent. proposition of that kind again to make a re-
dnction of §25,000; but I do not believe that it is proper to put such
a provision upon an appropriation bill. Therefore in voting for the
motion of the Senator from Minnesota, I donot wish to be unﬁerstood
at all as favoring, as an abstract question, the increase which was
made to the salary of the President. I vote for this proposition be-
cause, while we have a bill before us reducing the salary of the Presi-
dent, which it is in our power to take up amlgpass over his veto, I do
not think it is proper to put a provision of that kind npon an appro-
priation bill. Whenever the proposition is made to take up the
measure which has been vetoed, I will vote to pass it over the veto.
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota
insist npon his motion ?

Mr. WINDOM.  There seews to be some objection to the second
motion which I made, and with the consent of the Senate I will with-
draw it and renew the first motion. .
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objeefion; and
the motion is withdrawn. The question recurs on the motion of the
Senator from Minnesota that the Senate insist upon its disagreement
and ask for a further committee of conference.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro {empore was anthorized to
appoint the committee; and Mr. WiNpoy, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BAY-
ARD were appointed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apaus,
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the resolution of the
Senate to print extra copies of the report of the special committee to
investigate the late election in Mississippi, with an amendment, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The messa‘ﬁe also announced that the House had passed the bill
(8.No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamahigng.‘.ompanyto carry the
mails in their new iron steamships, with amendments in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

The messagealsoannounced thatthe Househad appointed Mr, HENRY
B. BANNING, of Ohio, and Mr. STEPHEN A. HURLBUT, of 1llinois, mem-
bers of the commission on the ‘part of the House on the subject of
the reform and re-organization of the Army.

The message further announced that the Honse had passed the fol-
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the cencur-
rence of the Senate: '

ﬁ bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension to Annie Gibson Yates;
an :

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 161) authorizi.nﬁthe Hecretary of State
to pnblish a history of the several surveys and scientific expeditions
by the United States during the present century.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave
to introdnee a bill (8, No. 1038) for the relief of E. Hasle, late
inspector of ecigars and snuff in and for the second internal-revenue
collection district in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice
by its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be
printed.

PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Senate bill No. 1021, allowing the Pacifio
Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails in their new iron steam-
ships, has Dbeen returned from the House with an amendment. The
House amends the bill as passed by the Senate in a very important
particular, and I donot think the Senate onght tos to the amend-
ment, To state what the amendment is wﬁl, I think, be sufficient to
make the Senate agree to non-concur. The bill is very short, and I
will read it with the permission of the Senate:

That the Postmaster-General be, snd he is hereby, authorized to accept from the

Pacific Mail Steamahip Com rting the mails of the

v, for service in-transpoi
United States between San Francisco and China, the s ips City of Sidney,
iron American-

City of New York, and City of San Franeisco, the same being new
built ships of more than three thousand tons register ; said iron steamships to be
substituted for any wooden side-wheel steamers now inw:tallv doing service under
the act of Congress of Febrnary 17, 1865: Provided, That nothing berein contained
shall be construed as ereating, reviving, or recognizing any claim now &ltﬁl‘:ﬁ or
as a basis of any claim which may hereafter be preferred against United
States DLy said steamship company, growing out of any law or contract whatever,
ex;%dptt?oh as may lawfully exist under the law of ?ehmry 17, 1865, above re-
& .

The law of February 17, 1865, is a law making the contract with
them, and agreeing to pay them a certain amount for carrying the
mails, but by strﬂ?ing out “excepting the law of February 7, 1865,
above referred to,” as the House Eaa gone, the resultis to deprive the
Pacific Mail Steamship Company of the right of demanding pay for
the service of carrying the mail. 1t expressly says that no claim shall
be recognized, not even the claim arising under the law of Feb
17,1865, which I am sure the Honse conld not have intended to do.
hope the Senate will at once non-concur.

The amendment was non-concurred in.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Now Imove that the Senate ask for a con-
ference on the disagreeing votes. -

The motion was ed to; and by unanimous consent the President
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the committee on the part of
the Senate. -

Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. KEY were appointed
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

THE HAMBURGH RIOTS.

The Senate resamed the consideration of the following resolution,
submitted by Mr. MoORTON on the 2d instant:

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President’s message and aecom doen-
ments in tothehwmmauﬁambugh.&mthCmﬁm]:npﬂn for
the use of the Senate.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, yesterday when I yielded the
floor I was referring to the parties implicated in the recent murders
at Hamburgh, South Carolina. I was speaking of the eharacter that
these parties bore in the community in which they live. I have no
desire to misrepresent any person connected with this transaction.
What I have said about these &mrtiea is I believe true. My object
in stating this to the Senate and to the country is to controvert the
idea thatis Sémza(l abroad whenever reports of outrages come up from
the Sonth. Semators on this floor, newspapers and publie men, al join
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in deploring these ontrages. They all say they regret them; but at the
same time we hear from all of them, or nearly all, some kind of an ex-
cuse. They say that the negroes were insolent, that the ne, were
turbulent, that they were the canse of theseriots, and that the anthors
of these crimes were low, reckless, and irresponsible men in the com-
munity. My objeect in speaking of the character of the parties im-
licated in these fransactions is to show that that is not true.
hese murders have been committed. Whether the parties mentioned
in the reports of the coroner’s inquest are the parties really guilty, I
do not know. They are charged with it upon the oaths of citizens of
South Carolina ; and if they are the guilty parties, I have this tosay,
that they are persons who are recognized in their communities as
ntlemen and the best people in their community. I want to hold
the real parties responsible for these ontrages. 1 do not want the re-
sponsibility shifted onto Ev]eople who are not responsible and who have
no position in society. That is all I ask. I think if fair, and no man
can complain of it. I know no man in South Carolina will object to
that. It is all very well for Senators to talk about the anthors of
these crimes in the South being “spewed up” by the war, and all that
sort of thing ; but Senators know better than that; newspaper men
know better than that; public men know better than tha
DEMOCRATIC EXCUSES FOR THE RIOT.

I want to read from an article the Charleston News and Courier in
regard to this on . This paper deplores these ontrages. It goes
farther than that; it denounces them. Let me read to you the ob-
ject of their denunciation. This is the Charleston News and Courier
of July 13, only five days after the occurrence :

The northern newspapers, even those most friendly to the South, are lond in their
denunciation of the Hamburgh slaughter. They regard it as doing good work for
‘Hayes and Wheeler, and predict that a few more outbreaks of the same sort will
insure the defeat of Tilden. Is it not horrible that a band of regulators should
have the power to destroy, by their i ble viol , the prospects of the party
which, if successful, restore constitutional rule to the whole peopled

There is the reason given for denouncing these outrages. There is
nothing in that paper of regret for the death of these poor people,
buf they gut. it upon the ground that it will hurt the election of er
Tilden. Why do they put it on that ground f Because they know that
the North will never consent to the election of Mr. Tilden unless Mr.
Tilden's friends in the Sonth will quit killing negroes and radicals.
They know as well as we know that that sort of thing will not do
any longer. They know the people of the North are Eett.ing tired of
this violence, and they say to their bad men, “Halt.,” I wish their
Dad men would listen to that advice. If the election of Mr, Tilden
will soften the hearts of the sonthern democratic leaders; if it will
stop the murders of colored people and radicals in the South, stop
these murders for opinion’s sake, I do not know but that I will be
willing to say that I would consent to his election. Human life is
more important than the question of who shall be elected President
of the United States. What I plead for is for these poor people in the
Sounth who have no profection, these poor people who are being mur-
dered because they are republicans, and murdered, too, by democrats
in every instance.

I have read the opinion of one newspaper, Here is the opinion of
another democratic newspaper, the Jonrnal of Commerce, which takes
the opposite gronnd, and I am sorry for it : -

The vil of Hamburgh, Sonth Carolina, opposite to Auq‘nsm.hG is be-
yond its police jurisdiction, and has latterly become the nest and barbor of negro
marauders, incendiaries, and cut-throats. The turbulent, mali t, and crimi-

nally intent, here dwelling within easy reach of the Georgia line, in fullaccord with
their own local anthorities, eivil and military, armed with rifles and orzaniz
have felt strong in the ability to annoy, injure, and endanger the white people
Aiken and Edgetield Counties.

The coroner was willing (I have no doubt) to eall any person before
the inquest the parties implicated in this trial asked, and there is
not one word of evidence in this coroner’s inquest that goes to sustain
that charge. Why does that paper make such a charge? Simply
because it represents a certain sentiment ; simply because it speaks
for that elass of southern peogle who look npon ontrages of this kind
with, I will not say consent, but with quite too much kindness.

It is not long since another militia company of negroes in Edgefield, under Ten-
nent, was disarmed by the State anthorities and United States troops for drilling
nightly with the intention to attack the whites. -

The trath about that storyis simply this, that a difficulty occurred
two years ago in regard to a militia company in Edgefield County.
The difficulty commenced at the Pine House, and the resnlt of inves-
tigation proved that a white man was the aggressor. After months of
excitement, in which both races were concerned and liable to a bloody
collision at any time, the difficulty was settled by the arms being
taken from the militia company by the State aunthorities for the sake
of peace after three or four persons had been killed.

For some years now the Eo;m‘fnt{on of Hamburg have been practicing a system
of insulting and ontraging the people of the neighboring counties. On the Sthof Jul
it seema their militia company stopped the huxg'{y of Messrs. I, Butler and H. Gat{
?}iﬁ :llllgttlll: public road, abused them, and threatened to make them prisoners for

All the papers join in testifying to the fact that this militia com-
pany were parading in the streets of Hamburgh on the 5th of July,
as they had aright to do. The streef is about one hundred and forty
feet wide, and this militia company was marching four abreast.
These two young men came alon F in a buggy and they ordered the
militia company to give way and let them pass, and because they re-

fused to do it they had some harsh words, but for the sake of peace
the militia company opened column and let these two young men ride
throngh in their buggy. ‘What right had they to order the milita com-
pany to do that? But the captain of the company for the sake
of peace and to avoid a disturbance, to prevent the charge being
made that the militia, the colored militia, were obstructing the high-
way, opened column and let these two young bloods pass throngh.
I ask Benators to suppose that there was a volunteer company, a
military organization of this District, mmhlnq up Pennsylvania
avenue ; would any Senator upon this floor, wounld Sje President of
the Senate, have any right to stop that company and demand that
they should open column and let him pass through? Is there any
man in the SBenate or any man in Washington who would ask snch an
unreasonable thing? Yet because these two young men were refused
the right fo go on the highway where they pleawf, they stopped the
company and got up this disturbanee, but finally were permitted to
pass throngh. That should have been the end of it. There it should
have sto The militia company had yielded more than was
reasonable. These two young men obtained more than any citizen
had a right to ask.

Forthis wrong these men songht redress before Prince Rivers, of Hamburgh, trial
Jjustice and or-general of militia, a negro, The case was set for the 9th, and
meantime the negro militia swore they would submit to no punishment from the
officer of the law, and were loud and threatening in their views. They threatened
to Iynch Messrs. R. Batler and H. Getzen if they were not convicted.

Now, I ask Senators in all candor, where was the wrong to these
two young men? If there was any wrong in it, the wrong was to
the militia company and not to these two young men,

Convicted of what? There is no evidence of that kind.

Information of these threats reached the neighborhood of these men, and their
friends and neighbors monnted their horses and went to Hamburgh at the time a
pointed to defend and protect them from viol , and to t the law and i
officers in the prosecution of justice.

Great God! justice! Iask what justice did these young men want ?
Who had been ontraged T Their friends resorted to Humburgh, Yes,
I nnderstand all about this friend business. They did not go there
like they would go to church. They came there mounted, with their
rifles, their revolvers, and their shot-guns. Friends on an errand of
friendship do not generally go with that kind of equipments. They
went there to get up arow ; they went there to get up a fight. That
was the object.

Dos Adarie, the captain of the company, when summoned for trial, attempted
to bully the conrt—

The evidence shows he was not near the court—
and when served with an arrest, defied the officer of the law and assembled his
company in the street, armed and supplied with ball-cartridges, to make good his
defiance. He and his militia command now occupied the attitude ¢f outlaws or
rioters toward the trial justice, and of mutineers toward the major-general of mili-
tin. Five efforts were made to bring them to their senses and to induce them to
give up the arms they were nusing to violate ‘‘the awful majesty of the law," and
to ilietht.. & people of the county have peace. DBut all efforts falled. They intended
tofig =

Who intended to fight ! Nobody was talking about fighting except
these people who ecame in there.

They occupied the second story of a brick building in which they were wont to

drill, set up a yell, and fire on the friends of R. Butler and H, Getzen from

the windows with their Springfield rifles. Soon after they had opened fire they
killed, by a shot from the window, Mr. Merriweather, an estimable young man.

When ruffianism is rampant and lynehing is threatened white men who seek
legal redress, by a band of org anized negroes, with the best weapons in their hands,
and when the officers of the law are defied and white men are shot dead, the blood
of white friends will get up, even in meek and down- Carolina. And when
those engaged in this high-banded and eriminal business are overpowered, it is not
likely ;lm_\:j will be treated as prisoners of honorable warfare and according to the
laws of nations.

That is the other democratic account of this transactjon. That ac-
connt iswritten and published in a paper that represents the true senti-
ment of the white democracy of South Carolina. There is not a line to
condemn the murder, not one line of sympathy for the poor men who
were murdered, but denunciation and misrepresentation all throngh
to excuse the perpetrators of this crime, I read this to show to the
Senate and to the country that a newspaper published in South Caro-
lina and spreading all over the State will dare to ntter such senti-
ments, and no one will rebuke it. When ne:::ﬁapem by such expla-
nations, by such excuses, by such palliation will justify a murder and
outrage of this kind, is it any wonder that they so frequently occur?

THE MILITIA ORGANIZATION OF A STATE.

Mr, President, one word before I get on to the cause of all this
tronble. It is said that this militia company is not a legal organiza-
tion. The evidence before the coroner’s mquest shows that the mil-
itia company was regularly organized and recognized by the colonel
of the regiment and the major-general of the military division. In
addition to that, the evidence shows that the military company was
organized under the act of incorporation. They were a regularly,
legally constituted body of militia. They had the right to parade
on the 4th of ‘July or any other time that they saw T‘m r. It
has been said npon this floor that all the militia of Sout (}.frolina
are colored people. That istrue, but it is not the fanlt of the colored
people and it is not the fault of the State government. The white
democrats of South Carolina refused to come in under the militia
law fo organize companies and make themselves responsible to the
State officers. No person quarrels with them about it. In order to
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gratify their military taste they have military organizations of their
own. They are organized under incorporation acts, They go to the
clerk of the court and get an act of incorporation on the payment of
a small fee of two dollars or two dollars and a half, and they organ-
ize companies. They call themselves “rifle clubs” and *“saber clubs.”
We have them in every county in South Carolina and in some connties
we have several. They are not an illegal organization. There is
nothing in the law to forbid it and nobody objects to it. By com-
mon consent they are allowed to exist, owing to the peculiarstate of
feeling which we have in the State between the races. By common
consent, by eonsent of the State officers, by consent of all parties,
these military organizations, because of the refusal of the white peo-
ple to go into an organization with the colored people, are allowed
to exist. They arm themselves and equip themselves at their own
expense. I am informed by one of the members of the House that
there are two of these rifle clnbs in Charleston and one in Chester
whieh have been armed with State arms; and I take it for granted
that the statemert is correct. It may be said that white people are
refused arms from the State. I do not think that ever the State an-
thorities have refused to give arms to a white company if they were
willing to come in under the State military law. I have never heard
it charged, and I think I am safe in making the statement that that
Las never been done. -

That disposes of the militia question, But with regard to these rifle
clubs I desire to say that they were organized some two or three
years ago, and during all that time and up to this time they have
conducted themselves with order and decorum. I have never heard
any complaint of their behavior. Ihavenever heard any threat made
by any person representing the rifle clubs, who was authorized to
speak for them. g will say that to their credit. I know thatthere is
an impression among the colored people that these rifle elubs are got-
ten up with a view to their injory. en they were first orgamzed
they created a very considerable alarm among the colored people, and
to-day there is a feeling of uneasiness among the colored people that
these rifle elubs m.iﬁht at some time be used to their personal injury.
I do not say that that impression is correct. I know some three or
four officers of these rifle clubs. Iknow the captains of two of them
in the city of Columbia, and they are both very excellent citizens and
clever gentlemen. I do not think that either of those gentlemen
would be a party to a wrong upon the colored people in their capac-
ity as officers of a military company. What may happen in the future
Ihd,o not know. I am speaking of the behavior of those companiesin
the past.

1 n?huu!d like to read some &f this testimony taken before the trial
Jjustice, but there is so much of it and it is so long that I forbear.

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator willing to have it go into the
Rrcorp without actually reading it ?

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose if the Senator wants to read it as part
of his remarks no Senator will insist upon actually hearing it read.
If it does not inconvenience the Senator at all, I suggest that nobody
will obj:ct to putting it in the RECORD, if that is his purpose, with-
out res.ding it all here. He will judge of that himself, I suppose.

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not care to have if read.

Mr. CONKLING. Then Isu
the REcorp than to hear it Is it in print ¥

Mr, PATTERSON. It is in print.

Mr. CONKLING. I think there will be no objection to its being
put into the RECORD rather than having it read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CHRISTIANCY in the chair.) The
Chair hears no objection, and the matter will be printed in the Rec-
ORD.

THE REAL CAUSES OF THE TROUBLB.

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, Mr. President, I have given both sides of
this question, and fried to do justice to all parties. I wanf both sides
to be heard. I now come to what I think is the real cause of these
difficnlties. That there is a false sentiment existinF among the dem-
ocratic )Ij‘arty in the South in regard to the colored man no one will
deny. They are determined he shall not hold office and rule. Right
here I want to say a word in regard to the southern people. I
have no malice toward the southern white people. I went among
them a stranger, and I say to the Senate and to the country that
so far as my personal relations with that people are econcerned
they have always treated me kindly and respectfully, and I have
nothing for them but the kindest feeling in the world. I will de-
fend them as faithfully and as promptly against a false imputation
as if I had been born among them; but there is a class of Eople in
the South that I do quarrel with. I have no quarrel with the great
body of the southern people. The great bod{l:f the southern people
are brave and generous and want to do what is right, and if the
democratic leaders wounld let them alone they would do wiw,tisright.
If it had not been for the democratic leaders in 1860 the people of
the South would never have gone into secession and rebellion. It is
a fact that is recorded in history, and the man is a fool who rises in
his place, in the Senate or elsewhere, and attempts to deny that the
Sonth was dragged out of the Union in 1860 by their leaders, and
that their leaders were all democrats. State after State was dragged
out, When the people ggt a chance to vote they voted down seces-
sion, but through the manipulation of these leaders the States were
dragged out. Governor Orr told me before his death that in 1860

t that it had better be printed in |

there were not 10,000 secessionists in the State of Sonth Carolina,
and yet these few violent, bold, daring, arrogant democratie leaders
dragged that State ont. They forced the people out of the Union.
What I complain of in the southern people is that they allowed them-
selves to be nsed by these leaders. They are intelligent; they are
men ; they were born under the American flag; they have as much
interest in the country as those who live in Massachusetts or Penn-
sylvania or New York or Ohio; but I do find fault with them for al-
lowing themselves to be used by these bold and bad and wicked rulers.
Senators may argue that there is no such sentiment in the Sonth. I
am speaking particularly of South Carolina; but the case of South
Carolina is the case of the whole South. Sonfh Carolina 18 not an
exceptional State. Becaunse she was the *first in the fray,” is that
any reason why the other southern States are not responsible? They
were of age; they acted for themselves. The history of South Caro-
lina, the action of South Carolina, represents the action of all of
them, and the feeling of the white people of Sonth Carolina repre-
sents the feeling of the white people of the whole Sonth. I do nof
think any one will dare to deny that unless he is very reckless.

THE INFAMOUS BLACK CODE,

I hold in my hand the laws of the Legislatnre of South Carolina
passed in the session of 1865-66. This was after the war, and after
South Carolina had passed intothe handsof her old rulers. Under
the Administration of President Johnson Governor Perry was ap-
pointed provisional governor and a Legislatnre was chosen composed
of the old leaders. If they had this spiritin 1860 and during the war,
this record shows that they had not forgotten it years afterwards.
This record shows that they had not abandoned one iota of that spirit
towards their colored fellow-citizens, becanse the black man then was
their fellow-citizen. The black man was a free man then. It is true
he had not the right to vote, but he was a free man. That Legisla-
ture met in Colambia, the State capital, and proceeded to general
legislation. But among the very first acts that they passed was the
act which is known all over this conntry and all over the world as
the “black code” of South Carolina, a code that should disgrace
every one of its anthors, and every man who voted for it should be
ashamed to show his face among an intelligent, an enlightened, and
a civilized people. And yet these same people are claiming that they
alone are fit to rule in South Carolina and should be put into power,
and think it a great hardship that the negro will not consent to let
them rule over him again and pass such laws. I will trespass npon
your time in order to give the Senate an idea of this code, becanse
I do not presume that many Senators have ever read it. So many
things have happenéd in the last ten or fifteen years, events have
crowded themselves upon us so rapidly, we have madoe history so
fast, that a great many important events which the statesman should
take notice of, ay, which the voter should take notice of, have
passed from memory, This is a law fo amend the criminal code: -

Sec. 10. A person of color who is in the employment of a master engaged in hus.
bandry shall not have the right tosell any corn,rice, pease, wheat, or other grain;
any flour, cotton, fodder, hay, bacon, fresh meat of any kind, poultry of any kind,

mal of any kind, or any other prodact of a farm, without baving written evi-
dence from such master or some person authorized i.l\' him, or from the district
judge or a magistrate, that he has the right to sell snch produet.

Then it goeson toprescribe the punishment for that offense. That
law is to apply to the laborer, it is to n.]l)‘pl to the man who tills the
soil, the poor man now free, the man who before the law is the equal
of the proudest man in South Carolina; yet they passed a law and
imposed a heavy penalty upon him if he dared to sell any product of
his farm without the written consent of his master. This word

“master” may sound very strange. People will argue perhaps thafl

slavery was over, and there were no masters. As I read further in
this book I will show you that by this law they provided that the em-
ployer ghonld be known as master and the employé should be known
as the servant, and yet it was not in the days of slavery; this was
in the days of freedom. This was after the war, after we had what
they called , and after the adoption of the thirteenth amend-
ment abolishing slavery; and yet this law was to apply fo the man of
color, (and not the while man,) the man who had fought for and
helped to preserve the life of the nation.

SEc. 11, It shall be 2 misdemeanor for any person not anthorized to write or give
to a person of color a writing which professes to shosw evidence, &e.

If any white man should give a colored man a permission of that
kind he is fined. Here is section 13, which provides—

Persons of color constitute no part of the militia of the State.

‘When they had the authority in the Legislature, when they ruled
after the war was over, and they pretended to accept the logical re-
sults of the war, they took care to laws that the colored
people should not serve in the militia. When the colored people got
into power in South Carolina, what did they do? Did they passsuch
a law as that, tgbroviding that white men should not serve in the
militia? Noj; y passed a militia law that white men and colored
men, democrats and republicans, all, could avail themselves of, if they
chose. Is not that a shame that the white democratic leaders of
South Carolina should make a record like that, which shows so mnch
illiberality, when three years afterward another law is on the statute-
book which says, “No, we do not pass any suchilliberal laws; we ne-

pass a law that civilized nations can recognize and be proud
of ; we will open the militia organization to all classes and all colers
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and to all people” This is the spirit of the legislation since recon-
struction.

SEC. 14. 1t shall not be lawful for a person of color to be the owner, in whole or
in part, of any distillery.

They were careful they should not have distilleries. I think that

was a pretty good idea.
8kc, 22. No of color shall migrate into and reside in this State unless
within twenty daysafter his arrival within the same he shall enter into a bond, with

two freeholders as sureties, to be approved by the judge of the district court or &

That is, no man of color shall dare to go into South Carolina un-
less in twenty days he give bonds to be approved of by the judge of
the district court. And who is he? Of course he is a democrat. Of
course that was the only kind they elected in those days. That'’s
what's the matter; they do not get them elected now.

If he failed to give bonds, as provided in the statute, he must leave
the State, and if he refused he was to be whipped by order of court,
and, if still refusing for fifteen days, he shounld be kept at hard labor
(virtnally sold) for five years. !

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that the law now?

Mr, PATTERSON. O, no; that is not the law now. The negroes
do not pass such laws to apply to white people, but white people pass
such laws to apply to ne, They had not learned down re
that the war was over; that was the trouble. Here is another:

Visitors or other persons ghall not be invited or allowed by the servaunt to come
or remain upon the premises of the naster without his express permission.

I ask northern democratic Senators, Would you like to vote for a
law of that kind to apply to the poor white man of the North? Is
there a democratic Senator on this floor from the North who would
dare to vote for such alaw? Yet thislaw was passed to agﬂply to free
colored men in South Carolina by your democratic friends. If that
law was in force in Sonth Carolina, the democrats could carry the
election without any trouble by as large majority as that by which
they carried Alabama the other day, betause the colored people, if
this law was in force, could not leave the plantation; no man counld

there to see them; and of course we should have democratic ma-

orities; but it is not in force, thank God, and I do not think it will be
50O,

When the servant shall depart from the service of the master without good canse

he shall forfeit the wages due to him. The servant shall obey ail orders of tho
master or his agent.v::aﬂ shall be honest.

That is a very good idea. /

Yor any acts or things herein declared to be causes for the discharge of a servant
or for any breach of contract or duty by him, instead of discharging the servant,
the master may complain to the district judge or one of the magistrates, who shall
have power, on being satisfled of the misconduct complained of, to inflict or cause
to be inflicted on the servant suitable corporal punishment.

I need not explain that; everybody understands what that is. The
whipping-post had not been ent down yet in South Carolina, and this
by a Christian, civilized people:

The contract for service shall not be terminated by the death of the master,
wi!.l\mljtr the assent of the servamt.

" -

The rales and
rervice as housely
dn{“f" ;erahallha hie right to inflict the t such corporal pu

© mas ve the rig upen servant such cor pun-
ishment as he may think proper.

He may think very severe punishment proper to inflict on these
free citizens of America. Here is a section in regard to “mechanics,
Chrtisans, and shop-keepers : ”

No person of color—

That does not say * no person,” bnt \ :
Ko of color shall pursue or practice the art, trade, or business of an ar.
tisan, mechanie, or shop-keeper, or any other trade, employment, or business (be-
sides that of husbandry or that of a servant under a contract for service or labor)
on his own sccount and for his own benefit, or in partnership with a white pérson,
gr as agent or servant of any perscn, until he shall have obtained a license there-
or.

Then it prescribes what he shall pay for the license.

All of eolor who have not some fixed and known plaee of abode and some
lawful and reputable employment, &e., may be arrested as vagrants, and, by order
of the district judge, be fined and hired out.

In other words sold into slavery again.

I have read these extracts to show the spirit that actuated the
Legislature of 1865, a Legislature that met after the war; to show that
the same spirit prevailed as during slavery : that these people were
unwilling to accord to the colored man, although free, the rightsthat
had been secured to him by the war,

Mr. President, I will not take the time of the Senate in reviewing
the history of the Ku-Klux in South Carolina. It is well known that
there were Ku-Klux in other States. The kuo-klox organization ex-
isted in nearly every State in the South,and I will not weary the atten-
tion of the Senate by referring to it, but I will read for the informa-
tion of the Senate an extract from the speechi of Reterdy Johnson,
who was employed by friends of the parties charged with ko-kluxing
in SBouth Carolina before the United States court to defend them.
You all know who the late Reverdy Johnson was. I merely read this
to get his testimony as to the facts in regard to these trials. I have
heard Senators on this floor referring to the ku-klnx outrages in

ations prescribed for master and servant apply to persons in
Pemnts. conferring the same rights and imposing the same

Sonth Carolina deplore them very much, but I have heard them de-
plore in much stronger terms the manuer of the arrests that were
made of the parties who committed those horrible ontrages. If they
did not express sympathy for these parties who were implicated, they
certainly did not express any condemnation of these crimes. I will
ask the Clerk to this.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

I have listened with unmixed horror to some of the testimony which haa been
brought before yon. The.outrages proved are shoeking to humanity ; they admit
of neither exouse nor justification; they violate every obligation which law and na-
ture impose nupon man; they show that the parties éngaged were brutes, insenai-
ble to tg: obligations of humanity and religion. The day will come, however, if it
has not almufn arrived, when they will deeply lament it. Even if Jjustice shall
not overtake them, there is one tribunal from which theveis no hope. It is their
own ju ent; that fribunal which sits in the breast of every living man; that
smsli{ still voice that thrills throngh the heart, the soul of the mind, and as it
speaks gives happiness or torture: the volce of conscience, the voice of God. If
it has not already spoken to them in tones which have startled them to the enorm-
ity of their conduct, I trust, in the mercy of heaven, that that voice will s&m.k be-
fore they shall be called above to account for the transactions of this world. That
it will so speak as to make them penitent, and that, trusting in the dispensations
of heaven, whose justice is with mercy, when they shall be bronght be.
fore the bar of their great tribunal, so to speak, that incomprehensible t:ﬁmnal,
there will be fonnd in the fact of their penitenoe or in their previous lives some
grounds upon which God may say, pardon. — Columbia Union, September 2.

Mr. PATTERSON. That is stronger testimony than I could give.
Mr. Johnson certainly believed everything he said, or he would not
gzge iven that testimony against the very clients he was there to

end.

Mr. President, I have attempted to show that the parties impli-
cated in the Hamburgh massacre were not low p?e; that tgey
were the respectable people of that community. The history of the
Ku-Klux trials shows that the parties implicated in those erimes were
not low, irresponsible, and ignorant people. The testimony goes to
show that the whole community, if they were not implicated as mem-
bers of this organization, countenanced it. I remember an instance
that occurred in Judge Bond’s court. A young man was ealled up
for sentence. He had been indicted and pleaded guilty. He was a
fing lookin% yom;ﬁ fellow, twenty-one or twenty-two years of age.
Judge Bond ecalled him up and asked him his name and where he
lived. He said he lived in Spartanburgh. He asked him if he had
heen a member of the order of the Ku-Klux. He said he had been.
He asked him why he joined. He said, “They said they would
kill me if I did not join.” “Who wonld kill you?” “My neigh-
bors.,” “Why would they do it1” asked the judge. “Why,” said
he, “they said they all belonged to it and every man in the com-
munity must join,” This transpired in court. - The judge asked him
if he had Leen on any raids. He said yes, he had been on one or two
raids where there had been one or two negroes hung. He asked if
he did not think it was wrong to hang n without {rial and with-
out any cause. “Why,no,” he said ; *they said it was not wrong;
no harm in ki'llin% negroes if they were radieals.” That young man be-
lieved that; hebelieved it religionsly. The jndge said now, “Why did
you not tell your father when they threatened to kill you if you did
not join the organization1” “Why,” said he, “he belonged.” He asked
him if there was any conmty officer or township officer at hand. He said
“0, yes, therewere.” “Why did younot tellthem?” “Why,"” said he,
“they belonged.” He asked him if theyha{lnnychnmhaa in that town-
ship—Limestone Township. “0,yes.” He asked him did he ever go to
chureh. Hedid. Heasked him if they had any elders inthe church, any
rmlingmen in the church. “Yes.” “Why did youn not go and tell these
eldersthat these neighbors threatened to kill youif you did nof join this
order?” *Why,” said he, “the{ belonged.” “Well,” the judge asked,
“is there a preacher there?” “Yes” “Why did yon not go and #ll
the preacher?” “Why,” he said, “the preacher belonged too; for he
was there at a meeting of the order the last night I was.”

I only give this as an instance to show the eondition of society, to
show how these ontrages and these erimes are participated in. That
young man was honest; that young man was in earnest. The whole
scecret of this t-hiuf, the whole canse of this spirit is because of the ed-
ncation that the democratic leaders in the Sonth have instilled into
the minds of the peoHIo. That is the cause of this trouble. The young
men in Edgefield and Aiken and from Angusta, who were en-
gaged in the Hamburgh riot have been taught from their infancy
that slavery was right, that secession was right, and that rebellion
was the remedy. They have been taught to believe that negroes had
no rights that white men were bound to respect, and they associate
the white radieal with the negro, whether he is a native or a northern
man, They believe that. They have been taught to believe that the
killing of negroes because they will not vote the democratie ticket or
because tg:ny insist upon voting the repnblican ticket or because they
will hold office isnot wrong. Letany Senatorgo from this place to-day
to Edgefield Connty and ask if the gentlemen charged in this return of
the coroner's jury have lost caste in Edgefield or Aiken County or in
Augusta, Georgia, for their participation in these crimes and the
answer will be “no.” Not one of them loses caste. The neighbors
respect him as much as before these ontrages. That is a fact that no
man will deny. It shows a vitiated pnblic sentiment, and it is all
traceable to, and the parties responsible for it are, the democratic
leaders of the South. _

I do not say this in any unkindness towa#d the people of the Soush.
I say the people of the South should infarm themselves; theyshould
resist sueh eounsel from their domoeratie leaders. I they are bound
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'hfy the chains of such a prejudice, if they hold human life so cheap,
if they believe that a man should be killed and murdered or knocked
on the head because he seeks to vote as he pleases, I say it is their
duty as Ameriean citizens to ecorrect that impression and the sooner
ihe better. Why, Mr. President, if Samuel J. Tilden was to go to
Edgefield County to-morrow and be received by the democracy of
mﬁid County, the chances are that M. C. Butler would be the

an of the committee to receive him; he certainly would be on
the committee, and he certainly would meet Mr. Tilden and meet him
as his equal.

ME. TILDEN'S SYMPATHIES WITH THE WRONG.

It is well for the New York Herald to come out and say to Tilden
that he must come out and denounce these outrages. Mr, Tilden did
not do so. My able and distinguished and amiable friend from Con-
necticut [Mr. EATON] yesterday said that Mr, Tilden had nothing to
do with such things—nothing to do with the interests, the lives, and
liberties of five millions of his fellow-citizens! I say that Mr. Tilden,
a man who aspires to the Presidency of the United States, should be
ready to use his power and his influence and his voice at any time
and at all times, before his election and after, to prevent the murder
of American citizens, It is his duty; and if he had written one line
in bhis letter of acceptance of the nomination by the democratic party
for President that would have stopped these murderers, that would
have stopped this violence, that would have sl:of)ped the shedding of
human blood for opinion’s sake in the South. It was his duty to do
it, and if it lost him democratic votes he should have been man enough
to have said “I do not want a democrat’s vote who wants to vote for
me because he thinks I s{mpathize with murder,” Great God! Do
you want to elect Samuel J. Tilden by such means? Cannot he be
elected without the votes of all the murderers in the United States?
Is he to be the candidate of all the murderers in the United States?
I hope not. I have too much t for him. Let Samnel J. Tilden
be elected President of the United States by the votes of the honest
people of the country and every man will say amen ; but for the sake
of the country, for the sake of the nation, for the sake of civilization,
do not let it go abroad that Samuel J. Tilden cannot be elocted unless
he gets the votes of all the murderers in the country. I want to see
Hayes and Wheeler elected ; but if they must be elected by the vote
of one murderer I t}ilmy God that they may be defeated. Now led the
democrats join with me in that about Tilden.

THE STATE AUTHORITIES.

Mr. President, early in the diszussion of this question it was said,
Let the State authorities of S8outh Carolina do their duty and bring
these guilty parties to justice. The State anthorities of South Car-
olina are trying to bring these people to justice. They have had them
arrested and I want to show you what they are doing about it. The
warrants were placed in the hands of the sheriff of Aiken County.
These are no common fellows, I want you to understand; these are
gentlemen. They are not she kind of men whom you can send the
sheriff after and catch by the collar as you would a common fellow,
He dare not do that, The sentiment of that community would not
tolerate it. These gentlemen meet at the office of Mr. Batler—not M.
C. Batler, but a namesake—and they surrender themselves to the
sheriff, and make an arrangement to be at the Aiken court-house on
a cerfain day to give bail, and the entire bar of Aiken has volunteered
to defend the accused. Every lawyer in Edgefield County has vol-
unteer to defend the accused. The democratic county convention of
Edgelield met since this transaction, and they passed a resolution ex-
tending their “aid and sympathy to all the parties who may Dbe
arrested for complicity in the transaction at Hamburgh.” That is a
formal, solemn resolntion of the democratic county convention of the
County of Edgefield, in which so many of these unfortunate gentle-
men reside; because they are nnfortunate. I always have sympathy
for any person who is gunilty of such erimes. I have no love for hn-
man misery ; I want to see no one of my neighbors in trouble; but
this resolution extends their aid and sympathy to these people. The
judge of that district is a democrat. He was elected by a republican

segislature; but as far as I have heard about him he is an honest
man, & good judge, and I think he will do his duty.

In South Carolina our jury law provides that the juries shall be
drawn from the taxables, not from the voters. The jury-list is made
ncp from the list of taxables. With such a sentiment in Edgefield

ounty, with such a sentiment in Aiken Connty! with the manner of
making up the juries, I ask what the chance is for a conviction?
These people do not care any more about going before that court, not
half as much as I do about standing here and making a speech, for
of all things in the world that I dislike it is that of making aspeech.

Mr. CONKLING. You are doing very well and making a good

speech.
PUBLIC SENTIMENT DEFEATS THE COURTS.

Mr. PATTERSON. Thank yon. These people have no fears of the
State courts. They know they are in accord with the sentiment of
the white democrats in the whole county, they know they have got
a sentiment in the whole State tosarround them and to protect them.
Senators may think it is very harsh for me to speak in this way of
the State I have the honor in part to represent on this floor. I am
not responsible for this sentiment. I am not responsible for this
feeling, In all the speeches I have ever made in Sonth Carolina
I have advised the colored people to be law-abiding, to give unto

others the same rights that they ask for themselves, and I have
tried to incnlcate upon them the same principles that govern citi-
zens in Penns{llvania, and I have no desire except for the very best
interests of the State of South Carolina. I am only speaking of
facts; I am speaking of what does exist, and I do not think there
is a democratic Senator on this floor who will deny the existence of
this feeling. Why, Mr. President, the people of the South are not
singular in this respect. They may be just now ; but let us go back
a few years. How many gmrs has it been since there was the same
feeling in the Northern States? Less than forty years ago Lloyd
Garrison was mobbed in the streets of Boston and a rope tied around
his neck and he was marched through the streets of Boston, by whom ?
Was it by the low people, was it by the blackguards? No, by the
best people in the city of Boston, because they were in favor of slav-
ery and they were op to abolition, and this man was a vile abo-
litionist, a pestilential fellow. Why was that done? Why was it tol-
erated? Why were not the parties punished? Because behind the
action of that mob was the public sentiment that was depraved and
vitiated just as this Fnl}lio sentiment of the South in regard to viola-
tions of the rights of colored people and radicals, as they are called ;
for we never hear the word republican there at all; we never hear
anybody called republican in the South ; it is radieal, and radical
“means nigger.” That is what they say. Forty years have passed,
and Boston has got rid of that sentiment. I am not a very old man,
but I remember very well in Pennsylvania when an abolitionist was
a despised and hated man. I know when we orgaui.md the republi-
can party in 1855 in Pennsylvania they called us **nigger-heads ” and
“woolly-heads,” the mildest phrase was “black republicans,” and
when we went out to make speeches they would throw rotten eggs
at us. Who did that? The dl;m()cra.t.a in Pennsylvania.

The time was—my good friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. WALLACE]
knows it—when it would have been very unsafe for an abolitionist
to have gone up info the county where he lives and made a speech.
He knows it and I know it. Within forty years Pennsylvania Hall
was burned in Philadelphia because the abolitionists held meetings
there. Public sentiment in Pennsylvania has been changed since
then; more enlightened and more civilized ideas prevail there. Now
I ask that the people of the South shall educate themselves, I am
nof here to ask the North to pass judgment upon the people of the
South. I am not here to ask you to send armies down there again to
inflict woes and horrors upon the people of the South because the
have this spirit. I ask you to forbear, to give the people of the Sou
an olgportunity to recover from this niihtmm, as you have done at
the North; give the people of the South an opportunity to get edu-
cated np to the idea that the American citizen is an American citizen,
and is entitled o the same rights everywhere. They will learn it.
The time will come, and it will come in Georgia, and if will come in
Texas, and it will come everywhere, that an American citizen will be
as safe there as he is in Pennsylvania or in Massachusetts ; but it has
not come {:ﬁ and many, many will be the victims who must lose
their lives before they learn that lesson. It is in behalf of these vie-
tims that I plead. I ask in their name,in the name of these inno-
cent people that a party that has the power will use it to stay the
hand of this violence. In the name of God and in the name of hu-
manity, raise your hand to save the lives of these poor, innocent, and
unoffending men ; and when that is done this long-continuing Iliad
of our woes will cease, and peace and coneord will prevail through-
out the land.

USE OF UNITED STATES TROOPS.

It is seid the Government of the United States has been called
upon for troo I want the trials to go on in the courts. I want
the State authorities to exhaust all their power. Iknow that in the
South the presence of United Stafes troops is offensive to our demo-
cratie friends, and I am such a good-natnred man that I do not want
to offend anybody. I know theydonot like the presence of the blue-
coats there, and why I cannof understand. I do not see what harm
they do there. I say right here that since I have been in Sounth
Carolina—eight years—the United States troops have been there all
that time, and I challenge any citjzen of South Carolina, no matter
whohe is, to show thetime and the place when the United States troops
were used fo interfere with the right of the voter, or used for any
other purpose than to protect the life of the citizen, except once,
and that is the only instance in South Carolina since reconstruction,
and I am going to speak of that for the benefit of our democratic
friends; for it is a case in point, as the lawyers wonld call it.

I have here the New York Sun of July 31, 1876, and that is a Tilden
paper. I am going to read this. I state the fact on my own respon-
sibility and knowledge, and I want to show that somebody else has
heard of this. Thisis a democratic paper—the New York Sun—that
flies the names of “ Tilden and Hendricks.” It refers to what oc-

.carred in 1871, when Mr. Wagener was the democratic candidate for

mayor of Charleston :

D“::ﬁ the election of Mayor Wagener the negroes openly avowed their pu

of g the election, as &to{ done before, by clubs and stones. The whgm'

thﬁh thoroughly prepared. shrank from the contlict to which they had been in-

vited by the tarbulent wretches, and called in the United States soldiers to protect:

them in the exerciso of their snfirages. Evon the soldiers at the polls conld not re-

m the turbulence of the agmuﬁncm andl it was not until several had been
ked down and one or two shot that ﬁ:ay wers quelled. -

I was there and know all abeut it. General Wagener was a can-
didate for election to the mayoralty. The repablicans had an honest
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majority in the city of Charleston of about twelve hundred at that
time. ey have more now, as the population has increased; but
at that time they had twelve hundred. Efforts had been made on
both sides. The democratic city committee of Charleston went to
the commandant of the troops at the arsenal and asked him to place
troops at the election polls of the city of Charleston; and that was the
first time in the history of South Carolina and the only instance where
troops ever were placed at the election polls, and I defy and I chal-
lenge any man to contradict that statement. The only time that ever
the United States troops were present at the polls, the only time that
ever they were used at the polls was at the instance and request of
the democratic city committee of the eity of Charleston. The result
of it was that the ne were driven away from the polls; one negro
was shot by the soldiers, another was wounded so that he died, and
the democrats carried the election by seven hundred or eight hundred,
and of course they were happy, because they are always happmhen
they carry elections, it does not make any difference how. t is
the only case when the troops were present at the election polls, and
the democrats usked it. WeEear about the United States troops being
sent south ; we hear about their interfering with the rights of voters.
I challenge any man to show me an instance in South Carolina that
there was nny‘tiing like that, and all the republicans protested against
it. If we cannot carry South Carolina at the coming election with-
out troops being stationed at the polls we do not want to carry it.
MARTIAL LAW IMPRACTICABLE.

The troops are in South Carolina to suppress domestic violence if it
occurs. The New York Herald says, “ Why does not Governor Cham-
berlain march a regiment of colored militia over to Hamburgh, declare
martial law, and hang these people I’ Let me ask southern Senators
if Governor Chxmbarfnin dare do such a thing as march a regiment of
colored troops over to Hamburgh and to declare martial Jaw and com-
mence hanging these people? I ask the Senator from Georgia, I ask
the Senator from Florida, I ask the Senator from Texas, as good eciti-
zens, if they would advise Governor Chamberlain to do so rash a
thing? How little the man knew who wrote that editorial about the
condition of affairs at the South when he advised the Governor of
South Carolina to march a regiment of colored soldiers into any
county of the State and declare martial law and commence hang'inﬁ
white democrats. He wounld inangurate a war of races that woul
involve the whole country in bloodshed, and bring shame and sorrow
upon the entirenation. Everysonthern Senator knowsthat istrne. It
would be the act of a madman for him to attempt any such thing. It
is not in his power to do it ; he dare not do it ; and he would be false to
his duty if he were to attempt to do it, because he knows that it
would ina te a war of races, and no man conld imagine where
it would end. With the militia on the one side that he dare not nse,
and the rifle clubs on the other side over which he has no control, his
only resort is to the courts; and if they fail, all the governor can do
is to call npon the President of the United States that troops shall be
stationed in these counties to prevent further violence and outrage
and murder; and that is all he proposes fo do, and that is all, as I
understand, the Constitution authorizes the President to do.

SOCIAL OSTRACISM.

Now, Mr. President, there is one subject that I want to say a word
about in regard to the South. The republicans charge that there is
social ostracism at the South. The democratic party down there deny
that. In regard to this social question I have this fo say: I never
quarrel with any man becanse he does not invite me to his house, and I
do not like any man to quarrel with me becaunse I do not invite him to
my honse; but for a man to say that there is no social ostracism of
radicals at the Sonth I think is not correct. In all the years that I
have lived there I have heard complaint made, made more particu-
larly by the native republicans than by the northern men. Northern
men do not care anything abont it. Native republicans have told me
the story of their ostracism; how their families have separated from
them; how their friends have refused to unite with them. Why? Be-
cause they left the democratic party and joined the republican party;
in the language that they have expressed it, “gone back on your own
people.” Iwant the southern [l)anple to get over that prejudiee. Let
the southern people nnderstand that a man should exercise a freedom
of opinion, and if his neighbor who was once a democrat with him
chooses to become a republican, let him do it. It is not so in the
North. There was a time when it was so. There was a time in the
North when if a man became an abolitionist he was hooted at. Iu the
Sonth that time is to-day. If he becomes a republican, his neighbors
distrust him, they ostracize him.

CARPET BAGGER.

Now a word about the carpet-bagger. I belong to that distin-
guished class of individuals, I was born in Pennsylvania, and I am
prond of it. There I learned the very essential doctrine of true
Christianity, “ Love thy neighbor as thyself.” That doctrine I var-
ried with me to South Carolina. I have tried to practice upon It and
I hope I shall continue to practice that doctrine so long as I live.
But it will not do to say that there is no proseription because a man
is not born in the SBouth. I will grant that a northern man may go
south, go into business, keep quiet, vote the democratie ticket, and
I do not think anybody will knock him in the head ; but the man
who goes south, carries with him his principles, carries with him his
manlivod, » man who lives in a community, pays his taxes, becomes

a citizen, and attempts to exercise the same rights that the man in
Ohio or f’ennsylvnnia does, is at once called a carpet-bagger and is
sef upon by these peolp]e, and when he goes ont to address an andience
of colored people and make speeches, everything he says is incendi-
ary. I never made a speech in South Carolina that this News and
Courier did not come out and say that PATTERSON was making another
incendiary speech. I never said anything in South Carolina except
what I am saying here, and I submit to the judgment of every can-
did man if I have made any unfair statement.

WHY REPUBLICANS IN THE BOUTH ARE UNADLE TO MAINTAIN THEMSELVES.

Here I want to call the attention of the North fo this idea. The
people of the North say, * Why do not republicans in the South main-
tain themselves better?” O, my northern friend, you have nof
studied this question as we who live in the South have. When the
wat closed you had in the Grand Army a million of men fighting for
the ideaof freedom. You had all along the line that separates loyalty
from disloyalty more than a million o%r men fighting for what? The
Union? Noj; it was the grand idea of American g-eadom that they
were battling for; the Union wasonly an incident. It was the grand
prineiples of the Declaration of Independence they were fighting for.
To save them you had tosave the Union. The war closed ; the mailed
hand that struck at the life of the Republic was stricken down, and
yon withdrew your armies; but ideas are not controlled by armies.
Ideas roll on, roll on. They may be a thousand years in their journey,
but roll they will and armies cannot stop them. It was the idea of
American citizenship, the idea of true American freedom that you
were fighting for, and youn turned that battle over to the poor bond-
E:.en, and the native white and the northern man who joined in with

im.

I ask the northern people if it was a fair fight. Did you not hand
over to us a conflict that tried your strongest and your last energy,
and yet you turn the battle for that great idea over to four million
bondmen just emerged from a bondage of two hundred years and a
few native white men who had the conrage to come out and say, “We
will accept this new gospel, we will accept the logical consequences
of the war, and we will join this republican party and the few north-
ern men who went down there.” And what has been the resnlt? That
struggle has been going on day after day, year after year, in State
after State; an unequal struggle. We had the old enemy to fizht, an
enemy that you had to fight, an enemy that met yon and made you
pour out all your treasure and the best blood of the North npon a
thousand battle-fields. We had that enemy to meet. They had
brains; they had wealth; they had experience; they had military
prowess; they had numbers; they had all the property in the Sonth;
they had all these advantages in this conflict, and we had nothing
except our lives.

The cry of “nigger™ was sent up North and northern republicans
took it up,and, to their shame be if said, they believed too much of
these slanders and these lies that weresent North pu ly to poison
the public mind. They believed too much of them. The word “scal-
awag” was coined for that purpose. The cry of “ carpet-bagger”
was sent up from the South all over the North and a great many good
people at the North were made to believe that every northern man
who went South was a thief. The sonthern people know better than
that. There are democratic thieves down there and republican thieves,
and white thieves and black thieves, and native thieves and northern
thieves. The thieving is not confined to the carpet-begger bya lon
deal. No, Mr. President, this ery of “earpet-bagger” is like the ol
cry of *‘ abolitionist.” Before the war the ery was “ the abolitionists
are irying fo steal onr slaves.” Now the cry is ““the carpet-bagger
is trying to steal onr money,” the same spirit and attered by the same
men; it was democrat then, it is democrat now; and why is it that
the people of the North do not nnderstand thisery? Sonth Carolina
they say is a “ nigger” State. I believe in the doctrine that the ma-
jority should rule. That is claimed to be democratic doctrine, and I
want them to act npon it. Sonth Carolina has thirty-six thousand
colored majority in her population, as appears by the census of 15875;
and yet demoerats get mad there becanse the ne do not elect
them to office ; and why shounld they elect them to office? They know
what they were before the war. Nobody wants to repeat that history.
After the war was over here is the kind of laws in this black code
that they passed for the negro as soon as they got power; and yet
they turn around and damn the “ nigger ” because g: will not vote
for them and put them in office. I say if the negro does that, he
ought to be damned, and I tell them that on every stump in South
Carolina, and I'will do it again.

A FREQUENT QUESTION—SUFTOBE muusréloc?xs HAD RULED IN SOUTH CAROLINA IN
1 -

Nr. President, let me ask the people of the North this question:
Suppose the negro, the scalawag, and the carpet-bagger had ruled in
South Carolina in 18607 I ask is not that a pregnant question?
That question gives rise to a train of thought that would occupy the
mind indefinitely. It requnires no imagination to point out what
wonld have been and what has been; volumes could be written upon
that idea. If the negro and the scalawag and the earpet-bagger
ruled in Sonth Carolina in 1860, how vast would have been thechan
in the history of this conntry. Wonld you have had any war? Would
this mountain of debt have ever been dreamed of ! O, Mr. President,
that is not the sad part of it. The six hundred thousand lives that
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were sacrificed in this war would not to-day be charged against the
democratic leaders of this country, No, sir; if Sonth Carolina had
been republican in 1860 we should have had no war; the democratic
politicians could not have dragged South Carolina out. The demo-
cratic politicians cannot South Carolina out to-day. There are
quite too many of these objectionable classes there, as they call us.

THE NEW DANGER.

Sonth Carolina was the Pandora box from which proceeded all onr
ills. From it proceeded all the woes the country has been snffering.
It was the first to secede. The first gun that was fired at Fort
Sumter involved this country in a war and roused this people to a
sense of their danger. Now, as a South Carolinian, (for I claim to be
that,) as a representative of South Carolina, I stand here to-day to
speak of a new danger. If any man will ask me if I believe the
southern people contemplate another secession, I tell him no ; they do
not thinkof such a thing; but there is asentiment abroadin the whole
South that these democratic politicians understand. No English-
sEeakin people ever made such sacrifices in defense of an idea as
the southern people did in defense of “the lost cause,” They be-
lieved they were fighting for their liberty ; they believed they were
attempting to relieve themselves from an oppression as intolerable
and unbearable as the oppression that our forefathers attempted,
and did successfully relieve themselves from in the confest with
Great Britain. They believed it then; they believe it to-day.

Have yon ever heard a democratic Senator on this floor get up and
say that he Lelieved the lost cause was wrong? Noj; it is the boast
of these people that they fonght honestly because they believed
they were right. History never deceives any person. History will
repeat itself. These people in the South believe that their liberties
were stricken down at Appomattox. That flag of the stars and the
bars represents a priuciple dearer to them than life, and they sacri-
ficed their lives freely and cheerfully in defense of that principle.
They were conquered, but the spirit of liberty never has been driven
out of any people. It may be stricken down, but it has never been
in the history of the world forgotten by a people. They may be
overcome, they may be held within the power of a stronger nafion;
but they never forget an idea that they once fought for, and that idea
with the Southern people is that they were fighting for their liberty.

I do not wish to be misunderstood npon this point, because I say
nothing here that I do not believe. 1 say that South Carolina was
the Pandora box of all our ills ; she was the first to strike; she led
the southern column; she inaugurated secession and rebellion by
her bold and able leaders. I say that Sonth Carolina to-day has the
whole question in her power: she is to-day the key of the situation.
South Carolina is the only State in the Syuut-h that the republicans
have any certain prospect of carrying. Sonth Carolina is the only
State that is to-day certainly a republican State. But let this spirit
of Hamburgh, let this spirit of Ku-Klux, let this spirit of violence,
let this spirit of murder go on, and let South Carolina be swept into
the vortex of democracy, and you have a united South, and Isay to
the people of the South in all kindness—my home is there, all that I
have in the world is in South Carolina, my interests are their inter-
ests, the evil that overcomes them overcomes me—and I say to the
people of South Carolina that when they consent to have that State
swept into this vortex, they may make np their minds to prepare for
a new horror. A united South jnst as trnly means a united North in
the future as it did in 1860. Unite the South and you unite the
North; you array one section against the other section and it means
war,

Senators may say that this idea is an air-drawn d r, the crea-
tion of my own heated imagination. No; my friends, in behalf of the
people of the Sonth, I say no, This new horror will be visited upon
the people among whom I live just as certain as God rules above.
Let this thing go om, let the Bouth unnite, and you will unite the
North, section against section. 1t means a quarrel; ihe rule of the
stronger, and that means oppression of the weaker, and the time will
come when the wise counsel and the clear head of the statesman will
not solve this gnestion. The last resort will be the only arbiter.
God forbid that I should do anything in my place here in this Senate
to bring abont this new horror for these people. The Sonth has suf-
{fered enough; the South has lost enongh of blood and treasure; and
I say to the democratic politicians of the South and the democratic
politicians of the North, do not bring about this new danger.

THE SOUTH NOT ALONE RESPONSIBLE.

Now, Mr. President, the South is not alone responsible for this
spirit ; the democratic party of the North is responsible for it. Up
to 1860 was not the democratic party of the North in accord with the
democratic party in the Sonth on the question of slavery ! Did they
not say that Judge Taney’s decision was right in the Dred Scott
case! They encouraged this spirit; they had it themselves years
before. That is history. The democratic party of the North kept
abreast with the democratic party in the South, and in 1860 they
charged along the whole line against the column of freedom, They
charged up until when? The whole line charged until the first fire,
and then the left wing of the army of slavery that was in the North
fell back, and the right wing of the army of slavery met the army of
freedom boldly and manfully and fought it ont, and their friends in
the North, the left wing, sneaked eff. There is not a democrat in the
Sonth to-day but has contempt for them. I have heard thousands of

them say that they had contempt for the democratic party of the
North, because they encouraged them to go into the rebellion, and,
when the first gun was fired, they sneaked back. That is trne. If
the demoeratic party of the North had kept their pledges to the demo-
cratic party of the South, the North never could have whipped the
South. They promised to do it or the Sonth never would have gone
to war, never would have gone into rebellion.
JUBTICE TO THE WAR DEMOCRATS.

Right here I want to say, in justice to the thousands and hundreds
of thonsands of brave and true and gallant democrats who went into
the Army, that I do not include them in thisleft wing of the rebellion
whose ranks they left to fight treason. They accepted the new 1R
I know Ifelenty of men in Pennsylvania, democrats, who before the war
said, “ Before you fellows go down there to whip the South you have
got to march over our dead bodies,” and who when the war came, when
Fort Sumter was fired on, when the intﬁitity of the Union was in
danger, went into the ranks and fought like brave and gallant men,
and thousands and thousands of them lost their lives on the battle-
field. I say that much to the credif of the northern democrats who
went into the Union Army. I thank God for another thing, that we
find very few northern demoecrats who went into the Union Army who
are democrats to-day. There was a class of democrats all over the
North during the war, the rear-guard of the confederate army, who
believed everything that my friend from North Carolina [ Mr, RaxsoM]
was fighting for; they believed everything that the gallant soldier
from Georgia [ Mr. GOrDON] was fighting for ; but, unlike them, they
had not the courage, they had not the manhood to fight it out on the
battle-field, but they staid at home sneaking and voting and declaring
“this war is a failure.”

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY—DBOURBANISM. .

The demoeratic party is like the Bonrbon party in France. They
never learn anything and never have fur%f:wn anything. They
neither know how to rule nor to fight, They have always been on the
side of aristocracy, caste, and oppression. For forty years tha{ have
opposed progress and fought stubbornly every advance made by the
nation in the cause of human rights. The t truths of free speech,
freedom of the citizen, and nniversal suffrage have found in this party
constant, violent, and bitter ogﬁmsitiun. And when their resistance
was no longer heeded they cl a career of infamy by rebellion and
an attempt to overthrow the temple of liberty they had so long pol-
luted with their presence. They are correctly described by Tennyson :

They are the ancients of the earth
And in the morning of the times.

In the South they raise the ery of white man against the black
man, and upon this color line appeal carry the elections, thus array-
in% race against race, and to prove that they, the white democrats,
willnot consent tolet the negro rule over them even where the negroes
have overwhelming majorities in number. This spiri% governs and
controls the white democrat, and is the true cause for the violence
constantly ocenrring in political campaigns in the South.

Now, a word about southern democracy. Bad as it is, illiberal as
they are, sometimes I do think that I should rather live among the
sonthern democracy than among this northern democracy ; oune we
understand and the other we do not understand, and they do not un-
derstand themselves. One is an open enemy to republican ideas, the
other is as hostile, but low and eowardly. That mob that went howl-
ing throngh Hamburgh, South Carolina, on that night were insane.
They were insane because of their education, because of their associa-
tion, because of their feaching; buf it was not a mob of ignorant
men ; it was a mob of men who claim to be intelligent, men who hold
high positions in society. The cried “shoot the nigger;” and shoot
him they did. That is not ithe only mob of men who have gone
throngh a city at night nttering the cry of shoot and crueify. We
read abount another mob away back in the olden fime, amob that went
howling through the streets of Jerusalem, erying, *“ Crucify him, eru-
cifyhim.” Was thatmob amob of ignorant men? No. Thatwasamob
of the best people in Jerusalem, as the account tells us, sent out by the
high priest and elders, Their ery was “erucify him.” They were the
gentlemen of Jerusalem. I do not know whether they were demo-
cerats or not. [Laughter.] I au)]lpose if some democratic editor
should get it into his bead that that mob in Jernsalem that night
that went throngh the streets howling “erucify him” were demo-
crats, and that the chief priest and elders were democrats, it would
shake the faith of my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. EATON l be-
cause he conld not possibly believe that any but the rabble could have
been engaged in that dreadful work; and if Christ had been
crucified by democrats of his class, it would, in his cstimation, of
necessity have been a proper thinghto do. He wonld say he did not
believe it. If the democrats get the idea inte their heads that that
story is not true, that these fellows whe went through the streets
were democrats, I am afraid it would shake the faith of the whole
democratic party; and, with their bad politics and no religion, God
only knows what would become of them. Why, Mr. President, if
there had been a democratic newspaper published in Jerusalem at

that time, and an election pending for president and vice-president
of the province of Palestine, Dana wounld have done very well to

have been the publisher of that paper. The very first thing the
editor would have done the morning after the erncifixion would have
beep {o run up the name of that high priest, Caiaphas, for presi-
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dent, and Pontius Pilate for vice-president. 'Why should they not
run up the name of Caiaphas? Did not Caiaphas proclaim before
the Sanhedrim that this new religion of this man Jesus of Naza-
reth was a failure; that by it no man conld be saved. Now, of
course, he is a fit demecratic candidate for President. Did not Sam-
uel J. Tilden, in 1864, in the democratic S8anhedrim at Chicago, as a
member of the committee on resolutions, solemnly declare to the
})eople of America and the world that the war for the Union was a
ailure and by it the Union could not be saved ? Is not one the pro-
totype of the other? Itis the most fortunate thing for Samuel J.
Tilden that this high priest Caiaphas is not alive ¥, or he would
have beaten him to death for the nomination at the Saint Louis con-
vention.
RECONSTRUCTION ACTS—RADICAL RULE.

Mr. President, I have wandered off on to national polities; but I
ira{l:‘t. to talk shlith}:;lml;)re abou:l 18131&&:11 Cumlin:llbgore I con:lllnélﬁa.
t is charged that all the woes, e distress, e misery, e
bankruptey ex[.ilerienced by the people of South Carolina have been
brought upon them by the reconstruction acts and by radical rule.

8ir, I deny this charge. It is politically convenient, but historieall

false. The democratic party and the democratio leaders North an
South are mainly, if not wholly, responsible for the disasters that
have overtaken that section in the present decade. I am astounded
af the mental and moral blindness to current facts that can exempt
those leaders and that party from its due share of responsibility in
the premises. Their demands, however, bold and unblushing as they
are, are not without precedent. The gnilty Macbeth whose bloody
instructions drove the dagger to the heart of the gentle Banquo also
denied his guilt ; ay more, he made this denial face to face withthe
- pale specter of his murdered victim who rose before him clad in the
pe ing garments of the grave. He lied in the presence of death
when he exclaimed : :

Thon canst not say I did it; never shake
Thy gory locks at me.

Mr. President, thng((llnaint and sterling old English writer, William
Wootten, when asked to define the word “ambassador” answered
“An ambassador is an honest man sent abroad to lie for the benefit of
the commonwealth.” It appears now that the democratic leaders are
in many instances sent away from home and democratic papers are
Eaid that a similar service may be rendered to the democratic party.

ut it is due to the truth of history and to the American people that
we should &mt the facts as they are in regard to the reconstructed
States. I shrink from no responsibility which those facts rightly in-
terpreted impose upon the republican party of this nation. To this
end I invite the attention of the Senate to a brief review of the con-
dition of the Sounth prior fo the ?Jmmga of the reconstruction acts,
and before the advent of the republican party to power in the South-
ern States; and since we may best 1|udge of the virtue of any system,
political or otherwise, by contemplating its effects in that sphere in
which it has had its widest and most extreme apﬁlication, I shall,
therefore, cite South Carolina, the S8tate which 1 have the honor in
part to represent on this floor, as the %pical State of the South in
exempll.fy?ug its general condition so far as affected by the recon
struction acts of Congress. The fairness of this test will not be ques-
tioned by our opg:nents, since the proportion of colored or republican
voters is larger in my own Sta te than any other State, with the ex-
cafgon perhaps of M':usiasip i.

t South Carolina itself furnish the crucial test of the charges
made against the republican parfy. South Carolina, where the insti-
tution of slavery erowned its rulers with its richest diadems, jeweled
with the tears of eight generations of suffering bondmen, arrogantly
and defiantly challenged this great Republic to armed conflict and
declared open war against its just authority. B8he was the first in
the fray, the last on the field, and may well exemplify the condition
g Lzar sister-States under a system applicable by like agencies equally

COXDITION OF THE 8OUTH.

Let us inquire into the condition of the people and the State be-
fore the advent of theradicals to power. It willnot be claimed that
the peaple of that State were oppressed, robbed, plundered, and beg-
ﬁmd (to repeat language used upon this floor) by the radicals until

aﬂ ﬂt into power, which was in 1868. Yef, Mr. President, all these
evils had been visited upon that people before that to a degree al-
most beyond conception and human endurance ; and I ask by whom ?
Will any one dare tosay by the negro they so unjustly assail! ‘Who
Einnged that once prosperous State into the throes of secession and re-

1lion and overwhelmed life and property in a common ruin? Was
the negro or E)ar white, who composed four-fifths of the population,
consulted? No, sir! The few oinpmsed the many and one of the
fairest States or this Union, its blood, and its treasure were offered
up as a sacrifice to the mad folly of a few wicked rulers. That was
oppression followed by plunder, robbery, and beggary. Yet democratic
Senators have no terms of censure for such as these. Had itheir mad-
ness involved only themselves in ruin, the history would have been
sad enough, but the precious blood poured ont on a thousand battle-
fields, the suffering of the wounded, the waste and destrnction of
property, the mountain of debt, and the disgrace to the nation were
the sacrifices required to atone for the great folly of a fow mad men
in Seuth Carolina.

But the heart sickens in dwelling upon the picture, and I pass to
the date of the provisional government for the State under Johnson's
administration. Governor Perry was appointed in 1865, and was
succeeded by Governor Orr, who was elected and took office that
year. He held office nuntil 1868, and during all that time the former
rulers, the men who had plunged the State into secession and ruin,
were in power and enjoyed the offices of honor and profit. No negro
voted before 1868, and there was no radical y there before that
date. The Government said to the colored people who had just
emerged from a cruel bondage of two hundred years, “You are no
longer slaves, but we deny yon the attributes and defenses of free-
men,” thus making their condition worse than when enduring slavery.
During the whole war they had been loyal to the Union and patiently
wnitin%for the year of jubilee, which their faith assured them would
come. He (the negro) scorned to obtain, during such a time, his liberty
by servile insurrection, and, like the Sepoy, imbrue his hands in the
blood of innocent women and children. Up to that time (1868) the
Government gave him his liberty only; and now let us inquire how
the democratic politicians requited his long years of unrewarded toil
and devotion and kindness to them and their families during their
years of peril. I challenge democratic Senators to point to the erec-
tion of one school-house or one church, or the passage of one act of
legislation for their improvement or benefit by the politicians now
restotred. to power through the magnanimity of a generous Govern-
ment,

In passing here I may add that we can point in sorrow to the fact
that school-houses were burned by these men that were erected
through the eontributions of northern people. And they went fur-
ther than that. The school-master and the scrl’mol-miatreaa were driven
from their homes, maltreated, and in some instances mmurdered be-
cause they came down there to spread intelligence and teach the peo-
ple this new gospel ; they came there to enlighten the people of S8outh
Carolina as the people of Massachusetts were enlightened forty years
ago and get ont of their minds this old prejudice.

The Legislature of that State in 1865 was composed of the chivalry,
the heroes of the late war, the gentlemen for whom demoeratic Sen-
ators so eloquently plead, who again attempted to fasten the chains
of slavery upon the black man, violated the civilization of the age,
requited the charity and magnanimity of the loyal North to whom
they were indebted for their lives and property, rewarded the for-
bearance and devotion of the former slave, and outraged all decency
by passing the

BLACKE CODE
by a vote of 103 to 21 in the house and but 1 vote in the negative by
the senate, (Winsmith,)—a statute, the spirit born of slavery alone
could have concocted, its \'crﬁbormrs bringing down upon its au-
thors a shocked and indignant North, and which should have covered
them with shame.

Senators have ne langunage of censure for that Legislature and its
shameless act, but grow eloquent in denonneing a legislature of rad-
icals for paying rewards of $35,000 for the arrest of murderers and out-
laws, who in palliation of their offenses plead that their vietims were
radicals, victims for opinion’s sake, and that tooin free America. No,
sir, what we cannot and dare not defend, and we do not wish to cen-
sure, we in charity will cover with the mantle of silence.

A fellow-fecling makes us wondrous kind.

This was the love of these democratic politicians for the freed slave
which we hear them prate so much about when they ask his vote to
return them to power. Such love is like the instrument of torture,
which invites the vietim to its polished and luxurious seat but to in-
close him in its deadly embrace. Theirtreatment of the former slave
when he was in their power again was illustrated by the maxim
“ that we learn to hate those we have injured.” The policy of thus
giving power to the former democratie politician who had ruined the

tate and denying it to the loyal freed slave was a sad and fatal mis-
take, and was atoned for by the loss of thousands of lives in the Sonth.
The result soon proved that, and Congress so declared it, over the will
of a faithless Execntive. I refer especially to this infamous black
code of South Carolina, to which I have frequently alluded, as evi-
dence of the malice shown by the democratic po]jticﬂms for the freed-
man, and ask their apologists to show any act of legislation since the
freedman assnmed power at the command of the Government and in
obedience to that good old demoeratic doctrine that the “majerily
must rule” which showed any resentment, which was for the benefit of
one class against another, and that was not for the benefit of all.

But I do not wish to anticipate. I have shown that the power of
the State was up to 1868 in the hands of the demoecratic politicians
and former masters; you all know no colored man voted up to that
time. But for two years a struggle had been going on between Pres-
ident Johnson and Congress. It was feared the negro would be al-
lowed to vote and the negro wonld assume power, and thus the ne-
cessity that the “ bland and thild-like ” manners of the heroie order

of the Ku-Klux should be taunght to the radicals of the State. But .
in order to take time by the forelock, as the evidence before the ku-
klux committee proves, these angels of light commenced their visits
to fallen man early in 1866; and yet there could be no oppression, no
robbery, plundering, or beggary of the people by the negro until his
advent to power in 1868, Yet murders and whippings had been com-
mitied upon these defenseless people for two years by a hidden hand,
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and no effort made fo bring them to justice by the then rulers. The

lamented Randolph had bean killed in 1855 in cold blood, in daylight, | Froperty

as he stepped on the platform at Cokesbury depot; a man of ability,
character,and pure patriotism, chairman of the republican State com-
mittee, and killed because he was a black man and radical. Yet
white democrats were present with eyes open and did nof see who
did it. Now I ask who was ogrprease(f, robbed, plundered, and beg-

ared up to this time, 18687 Not the white democrat, but the loyal
gluck man. Ay, more, he had been murdered and whipped, and no
protection offered him. He had canse for resistance, for ku-klux-
ing, for mardering his opﬁwssors; but he patiently submitted to this
new tyranny, although the law made him free. It was a sad mock-
ery on freedom, and cost the lives of multitudes of its votaries.

These democratie politicians then in power refused to accept your
constitutional amendments, and Congress at last, backed by the North,
determined to enfranchise the negro; and in 1868 he assamed power,
and from that date he is responsible for its use,

The administration of Governor Scott went into power in 1868,
with a large radical majority in the Legislature, and nearly all the
offices in the State were fi by men of the same party. Some of
the jndges and others during the next two years, who professed re-
publicanism to secure office, fell by the way-side and smote the hand
that fed them. During his first administration the tdxes were very
low. No class legislation was enacted. Wholesome and beneficent
Jaws were passed for the benefit of the rich and poor alike ; the school
system was organized, and from that time dates the revival of busi-
ness and the renewed Ymaperi.t. of the people.

These democratie politicans, by secession and rebellion, by laws like
the black code, failure to do iust.ica to the colored man, and refnsal
to accept the logical results of the war, had oppressed and ruined and
plundered the people and bankrupted the State, and when they turned
over the Government to these radical successors in 1868, the condi-
tion of things was worse than at any time during or since the war.
They left but $§45 in the treasury, the interest on the public debt
unpaid for years,an immense floating debt of past-due obligations
and Btate credit gone, old bonds selling at twenty cents, the credit of
the State havin% been blown away by the first gun fired at Fort
Sumter. With the bitter hostility of the former ruling classes, and
under such discouraging circnmstances, the new administration went
into office; and the wonder is not that they succeeded so well, but
that they succeeded at all.

PROSPERITS OF THR BTATE RESTORED BY THE COLORED MAN.,

I say the colored man found the State impoverished and the people
suffering for food and they have given them plenty and prosperity.
The Legislature at once settled the labor question ; the laborer, con-
fident that his rights would be proteeted and that he would now be
paid for his labor, went to work, for there was no pay under the
demoeratic rule. In 1868 the first good crop was made. The owners
of the sail were at once benefited, and since then annually they have
had crops, labor has been rewarded, capital has been repaid,
and the general prosperity of the people has increased as raEid}y asthat
of any other State east of the Blue Ridge range. In eight yearsthe
banking capital hasincreased threefold, almost every important town
now has ifs bank, and all from the surplus of the country. People do
not start banks unless there is business to do and they have the cap-
#tal upon which to establish them.

The railroads then were dilapidated and embarrassed with debt;
now they are in good condition, well stocked, and doing a profitable
business, all showing receipts double and treble what they were in
1868. Nothing more surely indicates the growth of a country than
constantly increasing trade and travel on railroads. The produets of
the State for sale and export in 1874-'75 amounted fo $35,000,000, con-
sisting of cotton, rice, naval stores, lnmber, &e. Virginia and North
Carolina cannot make such an exhibit. The crops of cotton are
greater than before the war and the price more remunerative. The
State debt has been funded into & new bond, and when it is all
funded the debt will be £6,000,000, The floating debt has been pro-
vided for in other ways, and will certainly be paid off. Expenses of
the State government and the taxes have been largely reduced, and
the people of the State have full confidence that a few more years
of such prosperity will relieve the State from its financial troubles.

The Sta#e census taken in 1875 shows the total population of the
State to be 923,000, while in 1870 it was only 705,000. The cities and
towns have increased in population, while the rate of improvement
in the way of new buildings has been snrpris'mg. Charleston has
a greater population than ever in her history and is rapidly regain-
ing that commercial supremacy to which her fine har bor, central lo-
cation, and superior facilities entitle her. And all this prosperity
under radical rule.

I invite attention to the following statement of the debt and wealth
of the State at different times:

P RS R R R s e K Ul g 2 e F R et e e $12 (27, 090 16
b, o e e S SR T e S e S S e S B R 480,319,128 00
Valoe of 81aves c.ovvevevvannas 211, 203, 000 00

Balance without slaves..... S e e R S N e 278, 116, 122 00
1865.
m..ﬂ........

dissishdddssniviiadin dissnanha Semssssssssanassnnnan

15, 502, 046 30

But it is charged the Legislature has been reckless and the expendi-
ture largely increased from what it was under democratic rule, I
admit there has been extravagance and the taxes have been foo high.
Is it not true of all the States and of the General Government that

the expenditures since the war have tly increased and the ¢
of economy and retrenchment is h beyond the limits of Soug
Carolina? But the case of that State is an exceptional one. Under
democratic rule, the legislation and ex}[:enditures of the State wers
for the benefit alone of less than three hundred thousand white peo-
ple, while the interests of over four hundred thousand (free but) col-
ored people were entirely ignored. True, they were asked to per-
form all the labor, thus paying the taxes for themselves and their
employers, but not one do of the revenue was ever applied for
their benefit. They were not a part of the body-politic, and were
only counted as so many “ beasts of burden” and that too without
owners.

Under the new order of things and enfranchisement of the negro
the population had snddenly swelled to over nine hundred thonsand
free citizens, The machinery of the old government was so rude, un-
just, and unfair it bad to be abandoned and a new system of li_uvarn-
ment had to be established, “a government of the people, for the
people, and by the people ;7 one that would foster, protect, and cher-
ish the rich and poor, white and colored, all alike.

Now, Mr. President, I have briefly and frankly reviewed the lnstari
of South Carolina under the rule of the democratic politicians an
that of the republican party, and I submit to everget:iandid man if un-
der the former the people were not opé)ressed, robbed, plundered, and
beggared, and the prosperity of the State utterly destroyed; and is
it not trud that under the radical rule the prosperity of the Blz.nt,e has
been restored !

_ LABOR QUESTION.

It is true that up to 1268 the labor question gave great trouble,
and prevented the making of crops, but whose fault was it? The
negro, it was said, waslazy and would not work. No law but his own
interest and necessity could compel him, and unless he was interested
it was folly to expect him to work for the white man. When he was
}mid he worked faithfully, but refused to work unrewarded. Laws

ike the black code and compulsory contracts forbidding him from
leaving the plantation without his employer's permission were well
calcnlated to disturb the kind reiafion yhich should exist between
employé and employer. He was forbidden to attend political meet-
ings and to vote, when af last the franchise was given him by Con-
gress. Why should the colored man work for nothing for the white
man any more than the white man for him? This was one reason of
the sad condition of the Sfate until 1868, when the radieals got power
and gave confidence to labor of full protection. From that time u
to this date all the labor in South Carolina has been done by the col-
ored people, and to them they are indebted for their rapidly increas-
ing prosperity. They found the State poor, and its people, because
of bad laws and wicked rulers, suffering for actual necessaries of
life ; and to-day, after eight yearsof their rule, the people exhibit to
the world evidence of their prosperity in many ways and count the
increase of their wealth by millions.

POSITION OF THE NEGRO—HIS LOYALTY AND IMPROVEMENT

Labor in South Carolina is to this day considered dishonorable, and
white men do not and will not work as colored people there do, and
as millions of white men do at the North. Slavery crushed out the
manhood of the slave and left him no hope this side of the grave. It
is gone, but still casts its dark shadow across his path. e love of
liberty is as strong with the negro as the white man, while his desire
for learning and information is wonderful. He is patient, withont
resenftment, peaceable and moderate in the nse of his newly acqnired

yower. He 1s loyal to the Union, and carried your flag through the
te war, althongh to him for generations it had nof Eotm auﬁng of
stars, but of stripes only. Two hundred thousand were
borne on the rolls of your Army, and 30,000 sealed their devotion to
the cause with their lives. Not one armed negro ever was found in
the confederate ranks. He was ever the devoted friend, the trusty
ide, and tender nurse of the Union soldier, who always knew that
in the slave he had a friend. Napoleon, the great master of the mili-
tary art, Jaid it down as a cardinal maxim that *in war nothing must
be regarded as done while anything remains to be done.” All history
demonstrates thatin every emergency the adequate policy is the best.
For governments, as for individuals, the path of duty is the path of
safety, and this nation must insist that every right teed by
the Constitution to the colored man shall be enjoyed by him freely
and peaceably.
THE SOUTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE.

The other day a Senator on this floor [Mr. THURMAN]}—I wish he
was present—attempted to sneer at the South Carolina Legislature.
A majority of the House is colored, bt in the Senate the proporiion
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of colored and white is about equal. On the democratic side in the
house we have Mr. Trenholm. our northern democratic Senators
do not know him the southern democratic Senators do. He was the
Confederate States secretary of the treasury, and is an able and in-
telligent man. We have Chancellor Johnson in the house, an ex-
chancellor of the State, and we have Mr. Crittenden, Mr. Barnwell,
and several of the ablest lawyers and representatives of the demo-
cratic party in the State. Upon the other side there is the speaker of
the house of re ntatives, a colored man, Hon. R. B. Elliott. He
resides over that house with as much ability and dignity as any man
fe\rer sawin a ker’s chair. He wasa memberof the other House
of Congress, and while there he met one of the most distingnished
representatives of the Southin debate on the civil-rights question. He
made a speech in thatdebate in answer to Mr, Stephens, of Georgia, and
I have never heard that Mr. 8tephens or any one else ever atfempted
to answer it. He is fo-day the peer of any man in that Legislature.
There is no democrat upon that floor who will say that he considers
Mr. Elliott in point of ability beneath him. But he is not the only
one. There are a dozen able colored men upon that floor, Curtis,
Simons, Banfield, Hamilton, Thomas, Humbert, Miller, Boston, T. A.
Davis, Spencer, Freeman, Hayne, and others that I could name, who
would do honor and credit to any legislative body ; but because they
are colored they must be sneered at. Why cannot democratic Sena-
tors be frank enough, and honest enongh, and American enough to
do justice to every American citizen, white or black,
ake the senate. We have the representatives of the bar of South
Carolina in the senate—men sent from counties where there are dem-
ocratio majorities. Inthe Statesenate Lieutenant-Governor Gleaves,
colored, presides with grace and ability. General Swails, also col-
ored, is president pro tempore, and has no superior as a presiding offi
cer. Nash, Jones, Warley, Johnson, Clinton, Maxwell, Cain, Carter
‘White, Green, Myers, Jervey, and Gilliard sil of whom are senators,
I will mention. I know that I am not making a statement that any
man will contradiet in South Carolina when I say that there is not
a white democratic senator npon that floor who claims that he is the
m{)arior in point of ability or fitness for the place of ang of these
colored senators whom I have named. The legislation of South Car-
olina is as wise, as beneficent, and as creditable to the Legislature of
that State and as useful to the eorlie as the legislation of any State
of this Union. I will compare the Legislature of South Carolina with
the Legislature of any southern State.
You need not go to the Legislature of South Carolina to find col-
ored men who cannot spell. You can find white men in this Capitol
who cannot spell who are holding high positions and representing
the democratic party. O, no; democrats cannot all read and write.
A great many of them cannot read and write. I see my good-look-
ing friend from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] coming alun& the
Chamber, and I want fo tell him something., In 1872 I went down
throngh the State of North Carolina on' the cars the day before the
election for governor, when he was a candidate. I was in the smok-
ing-car, and entered into conversation with a gentleman. I asked
him about the election. I did not know my friend from North Caro-
lina then personally, but I knew him by reputation. Since I have
known him I have learned to love him and to respect him. This man
did not know me. 8aid I, * Who is §oinﬂ' to be elected 1” O, MER-
RIMON ; MERRIMON will be elected.” “Is that so?” He said, “All
the white people in North Carolina are going to vote for MERRIMON.”
“Are not any white men going to vote for Tod Caldwell 1” He said,
#0, no; he is a damned radical.” Said I, “How about the colored
vote?” “0,” said he, “the negroes are all going to vote for Tod
Caldwell.” *“Itisall wrong; no man shounld vote who cannot read or
write.” “These damned negroes cannot read or write, any of them.”
That fellow was strong for MERRIMOY, and he was going home to
vote, and he was opposed. to negroes voting because they could not
read or write. By and by we came to a station and I saw something
that attracted my curiosity. I asked him what station it was. He
said he did not know. I told him I had a list of stations along the
- North Carolina Railroad in my pocket, but I did not have my glasses
with me, and I handed it to him telling him that Concord, or Salis-
bury, naming some place, was the last place, and I said, *‘ You can
see there what is the next place.” You (mg“lit to have seen him,—
this fellow who was going home to vote for MERRIMON, who was op-
posed to negroes voting because they could not read or write. He
took that list, he looked at it, he twisted it aronnd and then turned
it the other way. I asked him, “ Are yon near-sighted?” “No,” he
said, “that is very fine print.” ‘Yes,” said I, “it is very fine print,
but you are a young man and not near-sighted; you ought tobe able
to read and write.” “ Well,stranger,” said he, I never went toschool
much; I cannot read.” Said I, “ Yon cannot read!” He said, “No, I
cannot read.” “Well,” said I, “did yon not tell me a few minutes
ago that you are going to vote for MERRIMON?” He replied, * Yes,
sir; Tam going to vote for MErrIMON.” “ Baut,” said I, ¥ did yon
not tell me that the fellow who could not read or write should not
vote?” He replied, “I said a negro should not vote because he conld
not read or write, but a white man ought to vote,” That is the idea;
white men should have the right to vote if they cannot read or write,
out youa should not give that right to the colored man.
Because colored men hold seats in the Sonth Carolina Legislature,
low-minded and ignorant men, North as well as South, attempt to
sneer and misrepresenf them. With gentlemen of frue refinement

and education the trne standard of merit is not the color of the skin,
but the head and the heart. Fill the former with knowledge and the
latter with pure patriotism and genunine humanity, and yon describe a
good citizen, and one worthy the respeet and confidence of all the
people. Because negroes have only recently been found in our legisla-
tive bodies, ignorant peogla argue they are not fitted forsuch positions.
Two colored men satin the British Parliament from 13832 to lm while
twenty negroes sat in the French Assemby of 1792, and history records
that they acquitted themselves with credit. They prove that they
are as well fitted for positions of honor and responsibility as white
men, when the opportunities for education have been the same.

The colored people in Sonth Carolina are attending school and are
learning rapidly. Iwill here mention the progress we are making in
South Carolina in schools. When the reconstructed government, took
possession in 1868 there was not a school-house open. We have now
nearly twenty-five hundred school-houses open in South Carolina.
We have nearly three thousand school-teachers, and we have 110,000
young men and young women in schools. In 1860 §75,000 was appro-
priated for schools. We spend now a million dollars for common
schools. If these people who are concerned in these riots like Ham-
burgh are not too old, if we shonld just get them to go to schools and
teach them, we would have no more Hamburgh riots. Should the
negro not have credit for that?. Iwish I conld say as much of every
other southern State. I wish that the cause of education in every
other southern State was fostered as it is in South Carolina. This
foul spirit that murders men for opinion’s sake and withont any re-
gret,. but believes it is right, wounld soon die out; but there is no remedy

or it except education. i challenge any democratic Senator upon
the other side to get up in his place and tell us the condition of his
State and compare it with S8onth Carolina. Let him say whether the
cause of education is prospering in his State like it is in my State
under negro and radical rule. *The school-master is abroad” in S8onth
Carolina, and I pray God that he may travel into our sister States.

PRESIDENTIAL IBSUE.

One or two words more and I have done. Sounth Carolina, like eve
other State, feels an interest in the presidential election. Inthe Sout
we have no polities like yon have in the North. There we hear noth-
ing about soff money or hard money, It is nof tariff or free trade
with us, In South Carolina it is a question of existence. All that
the repnblicans there ask is to be let alone and in time we will work
out the redemption of the State. We ask that our lives may be pro-
tected, and that we may live there in peace. The republicans of South
Carolina, in common with the republicans of all the other southern
States, feel that the election of Mr. Tilden bodes evil to them. Their
wpers convince us, the declarations of their speakers convince us.

e know that many of the men who vote for Tilden are the men who
commit these murders. If these men vote for Tilden they must hold
the offices if he is elected, and if these men are to hold the offices,
they will shield and protect crime; they will shield and protect the
murderers; we will have no protection, and the former bondman must
make up his mind to become virtually a slave to the old master and
the white radical must leave the country.

I ask Senators, I ask the people of the North, if that is not a kind
of politics that they are not accustomed to; but, go help me C od, I be-
lieve I am telling the honest truth when I state that that is all the
politics that we have gof in Bouth Carolina and all that the republi
cans in every State throughout the Sonth fear. Why should the
democratic party be returned to power? Let me ask the honest peo-
ple of the North if the democratic party is any more honest than it
was in 1860, when it was driven from power becanse of its corruption
and its fraud, its villainies and its bankruptey of the Treasmy T Let
the people of the North answer that question. Let every wan who
goes to vote ask himself the question if the democratic party to-lay
is any more honest than it was in 1860 7

Mr. President, I ask another question, which I hope the pcople will
ponder. Let every loyal man in the North when he comes to cast his
vote for President ask himself whether the demoecratic party is any
more loyal to-day to this Union than it was in 1860, when the demo-
cratic party turned over the wreck of this Government to Mr. Lin-
coln's administration, with rebellion rampant thronghout the whole
country, a new and bastard government set ng within the limits of
this Government, which a democratic President helped to bring about.
He had not the honesty, he had not the fidelity, he had not the loy-
alty, because his party had no loyalty, to s'op this secession and this
attempted dissolution of the Union and he had not the courage to go
against his party. Letthe northern voter ask himself that question.
In the name of the poor, down-trodden colored man of the South I
implore him to do that. If the people of the North vote blindly and
think not serionsly upon this question, upon us tirst, but upon them
afterward, falls the result of their folly.

I have nothing to say against Mr. Tilden’s character as a man. It
is not necessary for my purpose that Ishould do that. The other day
as I was going up the street I saw a beantiful flag. 1t was the flag of
the Union, the Stars and Stripes, stretched across the street, Ilooked
upon the beautifal blue of that flag and I counted thirty-seven stars.
Tied to the foot of that flag was the name of SBamuel J. Tilden for
President. The thought rushed npon my mind, Samuel J. Tilden to
be President of thirty-seven States when he declared solemnly in
1864, in the democratic convention, that the war for the Union was a
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failure, and consented to blot from that bright escutcheon eleven of
those bright and beantiful stars. Yet that man fo-day is put up by
the demoeratic party as a candidate for President of the United
States which he did not save, which he was willing to let be dis-
solved, and by whom? By the democratic party. The next name
was Hendricks—Tilden and Hendricks. There was one line which I
wanted there, and if I had the power I wounld write it. It is this:
“No more murders for opinion’s sake.” Isay right here, with fall
knowledge of the responsibility of the assertion, that there are but
two men in the United States who have the power to command the
bad men, the murderers of the South, to halt. There are but two
men living to-day who can say to the murderer of this class whose
hand is raised to strike the innocent victim in the South, “ Halt;”
and those two men are Samuel J. Tilden and Thomas A. Hendricks,
becanse every murderer whose hand is raised, and whose hand will
be raised between now and the election, is a democrat, and he is
their friend, and he will vote for them. The President of the United
States has no power to prevent these murders. This Con has
no power; the General of the Army has no power; but the candi-
dates of the democratic {)arty, they, and they alone, have the power.
They who are respounsible to the penc[ﬂe of this country owe it to
their God to issue that edict. If it defeats them let it do so, but
in God’s name, for the sake of humanity, for the sake of the credit of
the country, they should use their influence with these bad men of
the Sounth to stop these outrﬁes.

Senators may not have stndied this question as I have. They may
think I am trying toshake the “ bloody shirt.” Senators will testify
that I have been quiet since I have been in the Senate abouf the
“bloody shirt.” B8ir, I have hesitated to attempt to describe the condi-
tion of affairs at the South because the truth isso frightful as to make
men at the North believe it is fietion. No, sir; half the trath has
never been told, and I had hoped that no necessity should arise to
require me fo address the Senate upon this subject, as I preferred to
cover the errors of my people with the mantle of silence, but duty
compelled me to no longer keep silence. I am in favor of peace; I
want reconciliation ; I want harmony beiween the sections. The
northern people have forgiven the sonthern man for being a rebel.
They take him by the hand and say he is a citizen. They invite him
to this high place of power and they invite him to all the places of
power and responsibility under this great Government. I ask the
southern white man to conquer his prejudice and forgive the m’iﬁm
for being free, being a voter, and being his equal before the law. The
South has been famons in the history of this conntry. She has been
greaf in counsel and gallant ‘%on the field, and she has reflected honor
upon the whole country. y cannot the white man of the South
conquer his prejudice and extend the hand of frue friendship and
protection to the republican, no matter where he comes from and no
matter what his color may be 1

No, Mr. President, I am not trying toshake the “ bloody shirt,” but
I speak words of “truth and soberness.” The people of the North
are not aware of the true condition of things in the Sonth. If the his-
tory of the crimes and the murders since the war for opinion’s sake up
to this time conld be written and published it wonld be a record that
would appall this nation and shock civilization. More men have been
murdered in cold blood in the South for opinion’s sake since the war
than were killed in any one battle in the war on the Federal side, and
that, too, in frea America. 1 make that statement not hastily. The
facts and the record will prove it, and I beg the Reopla of the North
to consider if. If such a carnival of murder had been visited upon
the North they would realize it. We wholive in the Sonth do realize
it, but we have not the power to help onrselves. The power of this
Government, the seat of empire, is at the North. You hold the key to
the position. You have got the power and you are responsible for the
rights and lives of these people. I praymy people of the North, from
whom I have descended, who have the same blood that flows in my
veins, for my sake, for the sake of my family, for the sake of the poor
colored man thronghout the 8ounth, who is as loyal to the flag as the

roudest, the greatest, and the best man in the Nortl, to consider these

acts. I beg them to consider them and reflect upon them when they
come to vote, and if they do conclude to vote for the democratic can-
didate for President, I say so be it. But I have the satisfaction that
I have given them my warning. I have entered my protest against
his election.

South Carolina in this contest will do her duty, and in the face of
these dangers, in the face of these out and these murders the loyal
people of South Carolina will do their duty and their whole duty, not
as politicians, not as partisans, but as American citizens. We believe
in the Erinciples of the republican party. We believe they will pro-
mote the prosperity of this whole country. We believe they are right,
and believing in them, the republican party of that State will sustain
them, Every republican in South Carolina is prepared to go out and
take his life in his hand, and we have to do that in every campaign.
This Hamburgh matter is no new thing for nus. We had murders,
we had violence, we had our meetings broken up in 1874, in 1872, in
1870. We are nsed to all that. When we go out there to make a
speech we take our chances, and it is not any more pleasant than a
person would imagine. Somebody has got to do it, and the republi-
can leaders in South Carolina do not hesitate to do it; and while we
do our duty we expect our friends at the North to do their duty.
When the storm rolled over the North in 1874 and carried the State of

my distingnished friend here from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL]
into the demoecratic eolnmn, South Carolina stood true. Sounth Caro-
lina was then found on the side of the trne American principle, and
she will be found there again.

Every colored man in South Carolina will pray that Mr. Hayes and
Mr. Wheeler may be elected, not as politicians, but because they be-
lieve that the election of Hayes and Wheeler will give them protec-
tion. They want time to educate their children, they want time to
work out their own salvation in their own way, and they do not be-
lieve that they can do it under a democratie inistration. They
have a right as American citizens to be given that opportunity.

RETUEN TO POWER.

Mr. President, a few short years ago an army of brave and desperate
men, full half a million, well-tried soldiers, commanded by officers of
genius and skill, experience and co , were drawn up in battle
array beyond the line that separated loyalty from disloyalty. That
army was the “mailed hand” of abastard government, whose corner-
stone was ‘“‘human slavery,” and whose flag was not the Btars and
Stripes, the flag of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, and Jack-
son, the dead patriots of the Republic, but the stars and bars, the
miserable rag of Davis, Toombs, Hunter, and Benjamin, the living
traitors of a betrayed nation. That mailed hand was raised against
the life of this Republic; ay, that army was knocking at the very
gates of this capital. That army met its “Appomattox;” that hand
was stricken down, and that flag was furled in defeat, it was then
hoped forever. The glorious snnlight of peace, clouded by the sad
sorrow for their martyred President, cheered the hearts of all true
Axgz.srica.na. have passed F d

leven years have away. Forgiveness, generosity, an -
nanimity have been extended with “ 1 measure ” by the vﬂﬁr
to the vangnished. Not one drop of b has been demanded as an
atonement for the crime of treason. The armed traitor of yesterday is
the respected ruler or honored representative to-day. Yet it is a fact,
as I have already stated, that more American citizens, many of whom
assed safely throngh the “fire and hail” of the battle-field, have
n murdered in the Southern States during the past eleven years
for opinion’s sake than were killed on the f side in any battle
during the war.

The same men who directed the movements of that army in war
have since by what they call peaceful means obtained political eon-
trol of nearly every southern State. Nearly one-third of the pres-
ent Congress comes from what was but yesterday the confederate
army, while scarcely one-tenth of this present Congress comes from
what was but yesterday the Army of the Union. The Romans opened
the doors of the temple of Janus in times of war. We in times of
peace open the doors of our temple of liberty to our enemy of yes-
terday, and invite him to l:msida at its high altar upon promises of
peace and sealed by the solemnity of an oath.

The traitors of yesterday were democrats, t.heg are democrats to-
day; they enter Congress as democrats, join hands with their demo-
cratic allies from the North as naturally as the links of a chain are

| united, but to allt:({) arances that chain never was broken, but has

always been uni y the mystic bonds of an ardent sympathy.
This we are told is the return of democracy to power and means

peace.

Mr. President, it is recorded im the history of Franece that the allied
armies of Empe ass¢mbled at her capital to witness the coronation
of Louis XVIII after the fall of the great Napoleon. In the vast throng
who gazed npon that scene, made lendent by the jewels of the
most powerful dynasties of the world, there stood a soldier of the em-
pire who had grown gray in war while followinf the Mﬁ}? of the
mighty Corsican alike over the vine-clad hills of Italy, throngh the
olive groves of Spain, and amid the deadly snows of Russia. As he
contemplated the scene, with his heart beating in sorrow beneath the
cross of the Legion of Honor which he had earned by his gallantry at
Austerlitz, a Bourbon nobleman, not recognizing in him one of the
ﬂ'en&diem of the Old Guard, said to him: “Is not this magnificent 1

it not grand ¥ What could make it more perfect?” * Nothing,”
answered the batile-scarred veteran; “nothing but the presence of
my brave comrades who died to prevent it.”

1 say te the loyal people of this nation to beware in placing in the
presidential chair a State-rights democrat. Already we have seen
gixty wounded Union soldiers, employés of the House, dismissed, and
fortyex-rebel soldiers appointed to theirplaces. The one- Union
soldier made to give place to able-bodied ex-rebel soldiers. Union
soldiers of the North, you know the reason; and think well over this
Eicture before you cast your votes in November. Yonder flag, which

oats so proudly from the Dome of this Capitol, the emblem of a na-
tion’s honor and pride, the re%reaentat\ive of its greatness @nd power,
honored at home, respected abroad upon every land and sea, may be
lowered hg' the new roler and in its stead may be unfurled the “ stars
and bars,” a fit representative of a nation’s degradation and a free
people’s shame. The last democratic President lowered the flag, de-
stroyed public eredit, and let the Union be broken up ; and what as-
surance have we that the same treason may nof again be witnessed
under another democrat if elected 1 3

When that time comes, loyalty will furl the Stars and Stripes, de-
posit them in the fomb at Mount Vernon, the only place on American
soil sacred against the hand of the vandal, burn the battle-flags of
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the Republie, plow up the cemeteries in which are deposited the
ashes of a nation’s dead, and thus remove every remembrance of the
late struggle which may be offensive to our new masters,

By a democratic trinmph, is treason to gain all i’; lost at Appomat-
tox? Is this the feast to which you invite the American people in the
coming election? Is this the price you demand for the peace youn
promise?  Is this the hidden purpose of a democratic triumph, not
to be revealed until the power i» secured 7 :

In the campaign of the scheme of secession was concealed and
denied by the democratic leaders north. The American people have
before them that terrible Jesson, and in 1876 let them meet tEJ'm new
issue with full knowledge of its great danger and settle it at once
and forever. God t that my fears may not be realized, that the
people of the Bouth may be spared a new sorrow and the nation a
new shame,

AllThave tosay in conelusion is that Thope the people of the North
will wake np to the real issue involved in this contest. Itisnota ques-
tion of currency at the North any more than at the Sonth; if is not a
questionof hard money or soft money at the North ; it is nota question
of tariff or free trade. Every man in the Senate, every man in public
life in the United Btates, every intelligent man thronghout the North
knows that, after all, the sceret spring in this contest is the question
of loyalty. The question for the people of the North to decide is, Will
you and are you d to trust this Government in the hands of the
democratic party, controlled as it now is, with its present leaders North
and South ¥ That is the question in this national contest. That is
the question that must be decided ; and I have so much confidence in
the good sense, in the integrity, in the patriotism, and in the loyalty
of the people of thie North that I believe that their verdict will, be
in favor oF the right, and that the right will prevail.

For the democratic party, withsuch aims and such designs upon the
integrity of the Union and the existence of the Republie, I can only
express my horror by quoting the following verse:

Kt st s
v T
And infamy be written o
In lightning on thy tomb.

Mr. HAMLIN and Mr. WALLACE rose.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylva-
nia yield to the S8enator from Maine 7

Mr. WALLACE. For what purpose ?

Mr, HAMLIN. I think I rose on my feet before the Senator from
Pennsylvania did. I am very sure I did.

Mr. WALLACE. I have had the floor on this question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the S8enator from Maine rise to
this question 1

Mr. HAMLIN, That isnot an inquiry to be put to me by the Chair.
If 1 rose first I am entitled to the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine claims the
floor, having addressed the Chair first.

Mr. HAMLI¥. The rule provides that the Chair shall recognize |
will:l.ich Benator is entitled to the floor when two shall rise at the same
time.

Mr. WALLACE. I was certainly recognized by the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rule
requires that the SBenator who first addresses the Chair shall be rec-

ized. The Bepnator from Maine first addressed the Chair. The
Chair did ize the Benator from Pennsylvania, but strictly
within the rule he will be obliged to recognize the Senator from
Maine, if he insists. The Chair would say in justification, however,
of the recognition that the Chair understood that the Senator from
Pennsylvania desired to speak upon this subject. It was for that
reason that the Chair addressed himself to the Senator from Maine
and asked if he rose upon this question. That is the justification of
the Chair,

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state that the Senator from Pennsylva-
nia had the floor the other day and very kindly gave way to me.

The PRESIDENT ﬁ;o tempore. The Chair understands that, and
for that reason the Chair recognized the Senator from Pennsylvania;
bat the Senator from Maine is correct, according to the rule.

Mr. INGALLS. I was present in the Chamber the other afternoon
when the Senator from Pennsylvania rose and addressed the Chair to
speak upon the pending question. My recollection is that he was
recognized, and that the SBenator from South Carolina then asked the
‘Senator from Pennsylvania to yield o him, and that he did so with
the consent of the Senate. It seems to me that under the rule which
has uniformly prevailed, the rnle of which the Senator from Maine
is so strenuous an advocate, courtesy, if nothing more, and the uni-
form precedent, would certainly require that the Senator from Penn-
sylvania should have the floor after the Senator from South Carolina
has eoncluded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Sena-
tor from Kansas is correct in his statement. The Senator from Penn-
glv:mia had the floor yesterday, and yielded to the Benator from

uth Carolina; but having yielded, of course lost the right to the
floor, but the Chair supposed the Senator rose to speak on this qnes-
tion and mco%nized him for that purpose. The Senator from Maine
first addressed the Chair, and according to tie rnle, raling strietly,

the Senator from Maine has the floor.

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say a word ugt;n this subject of courtesy,
because I hope I am as incapable as any Senator in this body of act-
ing discourteously toward any member of it. In the first place, a
little bill with which I was charged here, and in which all Senators
are interested, got under this great big load of hay precisely by the
same movement which I have risen to inangurate. A&'ﬂin, knowing
that the Senator from Pennsylvania had gotten the floor yesterday
and expected to follow the Senator from South Carolina, the Senator
from Pennsylvania I know will do me the eredit to say that I called
upon him and stated to him that I was incapable of doing a discour-
teous thing to him, but sitnated as I was in rélation to the post-route
bill I felt that it was my duty, at the importunity of Senators all
over the Chamber, to see if I could get the floor and get the Senate
back to that bill, and back precisely in the same way it went from it,
by moving to lay the pendinﬁ:rdar upon the table, If the Senator
from Pennsylvania insists that under these circumstances he ought
to have the floor, I will not make that motion, and I submit it to him.

Mr. WALLACE. If the S8enator from Maine moves tolay the pend-
ing motion on the table, it necessarily cuts off debate, and I, in com-
mon with all other Senators who wish to speak on the subject, will
be foreclosed by the action of the Senate on account of other business
pending before the Senate. I think that would be perhaps a breach
of courtesy. The Senator from Maine did call npon me, and asked
me the question as to whether I desired to speak, and said to me that
he intended to move to proceed to the consideration of the post-route
bill if he could get the floor for that purpose. 1 will state that he
did say so to me, and hence I rose as rapidly as I could. I thought
I had the recognition of the Chair; but it seems I was mistaken. ~If
the Senator from Maine insists, I have nothing to do but to submit.

Mr. HAMLIN. I want, then, to say to Senators who have come to
me and asked me to get the post-route bill again before this body, and
to whom I said I would make the effort, that I decline to do so simply
n]?mﬁ the ground that the Senator from Pennsylvania insists upon
the floor. .

Mr, WALLACE. Mr, President—

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me a
moment ¥ '

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARGENT. Before Congress adjourns the Senate ought by all
means to take action either favorably or unfavorably upon the legis-
lation pending which has passed the House in reference to the Ha-
waiian treaty. I doubf if there is a 8enator upon the floor who will
disagree with me upon this proposition. We certainly ought to act
promptly npon it for the benefit of trade, either that the treaty shall
go into effect or release business from the embarrassment which the
uneertain condition of this legislation has put upon it. I ask the con-
sent of the Senate that this sub{ect be made the special order for
Saturday next. I think that will be enongh ahead to allow Sena-
tors to make their speeches and to dispose of the matfers pressing
upon the Senate.

Mr, MERRIMON. We want to adjourn on S8aturday.

Mr. BARGENT. Ido not think we can adjourn before next Mon-
day. At any rate I will take my chances. I have waited from day
to day for an opportunity to call this measure up and could not do it
without incommoding Senators.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that as there is now a prospeect of an ad-
journment I will make a suggestion that will dispose of this political
matter. I suggest that after a reasonable recess we meet to-night to
allow Senators who desire to make speeches (and I am one of them,
becaunse I wish to speak briefly and do not wish to stand in the way
of business) to come here this evening and finish this political ques-
tion. Then I think the three days left of this week will be sufficient
to dispose of the business that the Senate will desire to act upon. As
a matter of course neitherthe Hawaiian treaty bill nor the post-route
bill ean be acted ufmn to-night, bnf we can afford an opportunity to
speak to those who choose to attend and we shall probably have
enough Senators to vote upon the resolution. I think everybody or
nearly everybody will vote for it at the end, it being merely to print
several thousand extra copies of a document.

Mr. HAMLIN. Having yielded the floor to the Senator from Penn-
sylvania I now ask the genntor from Pennsylvania to yield to me
the floor for the purpose of aﬂ"ordinﬁ me an opPoﬁnnity of moving
that the Senate take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening.

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Maire allow me to have
some understanding with reference to the Hawaiian treaty first ?

Mr. HAMLIN. Well.

Mr. SARGENT. If there should be a session for debate to-night I
should like to have Friday assigned for the consideration of the Ha-
waiian treaty. I ask the Chair to submit the question to the Senate
that the Hawaiian treaty be made the special order for Friday next
after the morning hour,

Mr. INGALLS. Suobject to appropriation bills.

Mr. BARGENT. Of course not to interfere with the appropriation
bills.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that to-morrow morning I propose
to eall up the report of the conference committee on the river and

harbor bill.
The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from California asks
that the consideration of the Hawaiian treaty be made the special order

for Friday next at one o’clock p. m., which requires a two-thirds vote.
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Mr. DAVIS. I wish to make an inquiry as to the post-route bill.
I think that bill ought to pass and we ought not to make any order
to interfere with that bill.

Mr. SARGENT. This will interfere with no bill whatever,

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no possible objection to making this s
cial order; but, as my friend from California knows, a special order
does not amvount to anything ; it is suEerseded by the unfinished busi-
ness ; and there is one bill that I think we ought to consider in prefer-
ence to any other bill that is before this body, even the appropriation
bills, and that is the bill for counting the electoral votes for President
and Vice-President. I think it would be criminal for us fo adjourn
without at least attempting to pass some bill of that kind.

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from California to make the Hawaiian bill the special
order for Fridsy next, at one o'clock.

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 14.

Mr, SARGENT, I will not press the matter at this time; but I
give notice that I shall vex the ear of the Senate unless I get this
thing attended to.

Mr. MITCHELL. I also give notice that I will join the Senator
from California every time he does it. I think it would be a case of
self-stultification if the Senate shonld adjourn without taking action.

Mr, HAMLIN. I will join the Senators and make a trio m that.
Now I renew my motion,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion ?

Mr, HAMLIN. That the Senate take a recess from half past five
to half past seven o'clock to day.

Several BENATORS, Say five.

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, from five to half past seven o’clock.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me. I
think if we have a session to-night it may be possible to report the
logiialative bill from the conference committee.

. HAMLIN. Then we shall consider possibilities. This general
discussion is regarded of more importance than your post-route bill,
and I do not know but that it should be more than your other pub-
lic business. I will express no opinion upon that just now. I ask
that my motion be put.

The PRESIDEN fm tempore. The motion is that the Senate take
a recess from five o’clock to day until half past seven.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. With the nnderstanding that this evering will
be for debate only 1

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir,

Mr. SHERMAN. No; we must go right on.

Mr, McCDONALD. Is it the understanding that the debate is to
close on the pending resolution to-night? [*“Nol!” “Nol”]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no understanding on that

int.

I:()Mr. KERNAN. I understand that it is for business as well as
debate.

Mr. SHERMAN. And the Senator from Pennsylvanis has the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Maine.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of five o’clock having
arrived the Senate takes a recess until half past seven.

EVENING SESSION.

The Senate re-assembled at half past seven o'clock p. m.

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALLACE] is entitled to the floor on the resolution of the Sen-
ator from Indiana, [ Mr. MORTON.

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
%ion of House joint resolution No. 100, which has been read twice at

east.

Mr, EDMUNDS. I hope I may be allowed to make a report.

Mr. SPENCER. Very well.

THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to make a r, from
the Commilttee on the Judiciary. I am instrueted by the Committee
on the Judieiary, to whom was referred the joint resolntion (H. R.
No. 1) proposing an amendment o the Constitution of the United
States, to report the same favorably with an amendment. I give no-
tiee that I shall move to take it up to-morrow.

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator have the amendment printed 1

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be printed under the rule, of course.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a res-
olution of the Senate of the 24th ultimo, a statement showing the
aggregate number of civil officers in or connected with the Navy De-
partment, not including laborers or mechanics employed by the day
or contractors, for each of the years named; which was ordered to lie
on the table and be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apawms,
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted on its disagree-
mient to the amendments of the Senate insisted ou by the Senate to

the bill (H. R. No. 25712 making np;)r&})riations for the legislative,
execntive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year
ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, agreed to the further
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. WILLIAM R. g!onmsox of Illinois, and Mr., JoHN A.
Kassox of Iowa managers at the further conference on the part of
the House. [, 19
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message also annonnced that the 8 er &w tempore of the
House had mgned the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon signed by the President ﬁl;antempm : :

A Dill (H. R. No. 1823) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht
Ella to that of Myra;

A bill (H. R. No. 2252) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood ;

A bill (H. R. No. 2602) to relinquish the title of the United States
?o certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali-

ornia;

A bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton
County, Kentucky ;

A bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the Erayment.of certain indebt-
edness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house and
post-office building ; and

A bill (8. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes,
and for other purposes.

DISTRICT GOVERNMENT.

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 100) providing a commission to
frame a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia,
and other purposes. )

The joint resolution was read.

Mr, DAVIS. I ask the Senator from Alabama whether this comes
from the Committee on the District of Columbia unanimously ! 1 see
no member of that committee on this side present. :

Mr. SPENCER. It comes from the Committee on the Distriet of
Columbia, and the committee are unanimous. The resolution has
passed the House, and the committee propose to amend it so as to
make it a joint committee.

Mr. EDMUNDS. -Is the thing taken nup?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. If has been read for in-
fci\rmatit;n. Will the Benate proceed to the consideration of this res-
olution

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bubject for a call for the regunlar order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate, as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, subject to a call for the regnlar order. .

The Committee on the Distriet of Columbia proposed to amend the
joint resolution bystrikingout inline 3the wurxu # twonon-msidan:{”
and inserting * three members;” by striking out in line 4 the words
“ Districtof Colmmbia and one resident thereof,” and inserting “ House
of Representatives;” by striking out in line 5 the word “appointed,”
and inserting “ designated ;” by striking out in line 6 * two residents
of said District and one non-resident thereof,” and inserting * three
Senators;” by striking out in line 7 the word “ selected,” and insert-
ing “ designated ;” so as to make the joint resolution read:

Regolved, dc., That a commission, mskﬁnﬂgo‘! three members of the House of
ge{mtaﬁwe, to be designated by the Speaker of the House, and three Senntors,

muated by tho&r&ddmg officer of the Senate, is hereby a ted, whose
dutyit sliall be, llurtn§ @ recess of Cangress, to preparea au.tu{ﬂe of govern-
ment for the Districtof Columbia, and appropriate dranghtsof statutestobe enacted

lﬁy Congress for carrying the same into effect, and report the same to the two
o

uses, respectively, on the first day of the pext session thereof. It shall also be
the duty of said commission to prepare and submit to the next session of this Con-
& stat of the proper n of the expenses of the government of
the District of Columbia, or any ch thereof, including interest on the funded
debt, which shounld be borne by said District and the United States, tively,
together with the reasons upon which their conclusions are based. - Bai omnmg-
gion are authorized to employ such assistance as may be needed to enable them to
discharge the duties hereby d on said ission ; and the sum of §5,000 is
hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to defray the neces-
sary expettses of said commission. i
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the reso-
Intion whether it is usual to provide by law for a joint committee of
the two Houses? This is a law making appropriations, and then to
rovide for a committee of three Benators and three members of the
ouse of Representatives to be appointed. £
Mr, SPENCER. To be designated. The resolution as passed by
the House provides that two non-residents of the Distriet of Colum-
bia should be appointed and two residents, two by the Speaker and
two by the President of the Senate. The Committee on the District
of Columbia thought after consultation with numerous citizens that
it would be better to appoint members of the respective Houses, and
they have amended the resolution accordingly. °
Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say if is better. My only inquiryis asto
providing by law for each House appointin meml}emﬂ its own on
i pq:l'ﬁcu]a.r commitiee. That belongs to their own constitutional
privileg
Mr, BPENCER. As this resolution had passed the House we con-
cluded this would be the shortest way to get at the matter. The
House provided that o eommission should be appeinted, not of mem-
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bers of Congress, and we have amended it so as to provide for a com-
mission of members of Congress. We thought this was the shortest
way of getting af if.

L}r. I:SM 8. This is a joint resolution and isin the nature of
a bill with an appropriation, and it requires each House of Congress
to do a thing which the Constitution gives them the power to do by a
mere resolution.

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and
the amendment was concurred in.

. I now call for the

Mr. EDMUNDS lar order.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The

ator from Vermont calls

for the re r order.
Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will allow this to be finished.
It has been up several times.

HAMBURGH RIOTS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the resolu-
tion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MorTOX] to print ten thousand
extra copies of the President’s message and accompanying documents
inreference to the Hamburgh riots; on which the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WALLACE] is entitled to the floor.

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Pennsylvania
will yield for a few moments I shounld like to call np a House bill that
I have tried to get up several times and I think it can be disposed of
in a few minntes. It is House bill No. 3849,

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I have called for the regular order against my
fsr:and from Alabama I would not be courteous to yield to another

nator.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ‘Senator from Pennsylvania
has the floor.

Mr. WALLACEJ. ier meident, I slml]i not attempt to defend thia
outrage at Hamburgh. Like many another outrage upon society, it
can neither be pslﬁagt.ed nor defended, if the faects charged in the docn-
ments sent to us are true. But, sir, if this offense, heinous and out-
rageous as it is, shall be judieially investigated by the courts consti-
tuted to arrest, investigate, try, judge, and dgunish; and if these courts
shall visit upon this outrage prompt, condign, and legal punishment,
1 shall rejoice. I shall rejoice, sir, because of the vindication of out-
mged. law. I shall rejoice that in ithat community, among a people
whe claim to have the power to govern themselves, they have suc-
ceeded in vindicating that power and have vindicated the majesty of
law, They will then have proved their capacit(fl for self-goverment.
But they are upon trial. 1t is for them to vindicate their capacity
in the proof that comes from this very situation. If they shall thus
vindicate themselves, it will add another proof to the theories of our
friends on the other side.

But let me ask those who find in something else the cause of these
outrages, why it is that they always occupy their minds and always
vex the public ear when important elections are pending? Why is
it that we hear so little of them on other occasions and at other times 1
Why is it that only when the people are upon the eve of an election
in whieh the rulers of the country are to be changed that these out-
rages come to the public mind and communities are stirred to their very
depths by accusations, by tergiversations, by charges of riot an
hloodshegand of wrong and injury? Why is it that peace and order
and the administration of the law, the vindication of the majesty of
the law,are found in all the reconstructed States controlled, governed,
and directed by democrats, while from those alone in which some
other power is in eontrol do we find these reports of outrages, of
broken law, of riot, and of bloodshed 1

Mr, EATON. Wzi.ll'my friend from Pennsylvania yield to me for a
moment? ST

Mr. WALLACE. Certainly.

Mr. EATON. T have just received a dispatch which I desire to
read in this connection. I had the pleasure yesterday to say here on
the floor of the Senate that the election in Alabama had been carried
on with absolute fairness, The Senator from Alabama [ Mr. SPENCER]
avowed that there had been intimidation. Doubtless he believed if ;
I did not, and I so expressed myself. I have just received this tele-
gram, which I desire to read:

Senator W. W. EAToN:

Alabama thanks yon f:;{nur generous defense of her in the Senate :euterdnlz.
The election was condueted throughout the State with absolute fairness and with-
out the slightest disturbance or complaint of intimidation that we have heard. The
democrats have elected their State ticket by over forty thousand majority, and at
least four-fifths of both branches of the Legislature. Negroes in large numbers

voted with us.
W.D. GRAHAM,
Chairman Democratic State Commi

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Benator from Pennsylvania allow me a
moment ! I desire to state, in answer to the dispateh read by the
Senator from Connecticut, that the majority in Alabama is very large
and that on Monday last imga republican counties, for instance the
county of Greene, which has, ever since the republican party was
formed, given over 2,000 majority,voted the democraticticket ; that the
county of Sumter, which has a republican majority of 2,000 in it, voted
the democratie ticket; that the county of Marengo, which has a re-
publican majority of 2,000, voted the democratic ticket, Those coun-
ties voted the democratic ticket simply because the colored people
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wera afraid to go to the polls and vote. The colored people did not
vote, and it was intimidation and nothing else, the chairman of the
democratic State committee to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, what better answer is there to
the arguments of the S8enator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] and the
Senator from Indiana [Mr. MOR’I‘OXJ than that the State of South
Carolina, the State of Louisiana, and the State of Mississippi are the
only placers in which they can find these ontrages. Why isit thatin
democratic States, in States that are reconstrncted and controlled by
democrats, prosperity is returning, peace and order prevail? Why is
it that there the freedman is contented and industrious? Why is it
that taxation is being reduced, that the communities are orderly,
that material prosperity is increasing? Why is it that in all of these
States nnder democratic rule order prevails, business is restored, ma-
terial wealth grows, taxes lessen, interest on State bonds is being
paid, the credit of the Btate is being restored? Why is this, I ask,
while in States that are still under control of others than the demo-
crafic p in the South the freedman is discontented and riotous,
outrages, blood, and murder are heard of, the people are discontented
and unhappy, taxation is redoubled, and the only right that a white
man has there is the right to be taxed? Why is it that in all these
Btates material prosperity is lessening, prosperity decreasing? Why
is this? Can there be any other answer than that in the latter the
power, the control, the interference of the Federal Government ex-
ists, and men are not permitted to govern themselves as we do in the
North, regunlating and controlling our domestic affairs in our own
way; our township affairs, onr roads, our achonIB]] everything that
concerns us as & people from the bottom upward through the town-
ship, the county, the State, to the Federal Government; while in
these States you undertake to rule them from the top through the
gawer of the Federal Government with the bayonet, through the

tate, through the governor, through the power that the Federal
Government only controls and directs. This is the trne answer to
it, and it is an answer that goes to the very essence of S8axon liberty.
It is an answer that will come to you wherever and whenever you nn-
dertake to reverse the fraditions of the governments and people from
whom yon get your liberty and your laws.

The old S8axon form of government, the government of the people
themselves in their closest relations to their home life, the home gov-
ernment, home rule, is the only rule for any free people. When you
give to these people the entire and absolute control of their institn-
tions themselves; when youn take away the Federal bayonet and
cease to vex and ogpress them by interfering with them, then yon
will have peace and order; taxation will be reduced ; the credit of
the Commonwealths will be restored, and you will have contentment
and industry and peace and order and just administration of the

law. -~

But it is charged that the free schools are distnrbed ; it is alleged
that edncation does not } osper in the States that are reconstruocted
and under democratic control. Such is not the fact. Bir, but yester-
day, this week certainly, we have the information from the trustees
of the Peabody educational fund that in all the States south save and
except alone the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Florida,
their school systems are being properly managed and cared for, while
in those States the report states that they are not being Fmpcr!y man-
age(l, that they are not being cared for. The report of Mr. Stearns,
the general agent, is as follows:

The report shows the general flourishing condition of public schools in the South-
ern States, except in the three States of Florida, South Carolina, and Lonisiana.
Mr. George ¥y Russell, who has been spending the last wi in the South,
gave it as his opinion that nothing could be expected from these States in the way

of advancing their educational interests until there was a change in their State
governments.

Here is an answer to the eduncational argnment of Senators, and
you find this answer everywhere in the democratic South. The
charge of the Senator who was last upon the floor in this regard may
be placed side by side with the report of the general agent of a non-
parfisan independent educational fund, and let the people judge be-
tween them.

This is a political disenssion. It has degenerated into such. We
recognize if; it is declared to be such by our brethren on the other
side. We have already had extracts from the letter of acceptance of
Mr. Tilden ; let me read another brief extract.

Speaking of the South and the negroes, he says:

Bat, in aid of a result so beneficent, the moral infl of every good citizen, as
well as every nﬁlnvmmental authority, ought to be exerted, not alone to maintain
their just equality before the law, but likewise to establish a cordial fraternity and

good-will among citizens, whatever their race or color, who are now united in the
one destiny of a self-gover &

Place this declaration side by side with the eoncluding paragraph
of the report of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. BoUTWELL] on
Mississippi, which reads thus:

3. Th titutional tee of bli form of to
Stato will require tho United States, if these disorders increaso or oven continte
and all milder measnres shall prove i to remand the State to a territorial
condition and through a system of Buhﬁueduuﬂon and kindred means of improve-
ment change the ideas of the inhabitants and reconstruct the government upon a
republican

Follow this with the argument of the cool, clear-headed Senator
from Vermont made on this question, in which he looks to reconstruct-
ing reconstruction, and then I ask Senators on whose side will thoss
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who love peace and order, who believe in the stability of government
and in honest payment of the public debt, be found? Senators who
oceupy the vantage und of leadership, as do these Senators, do
not deliberately conelude their Stato papers or make their studied
addresses without a purpose to execute the conclusions at which they
arrive. Sir, is it to Ee questioned whether the order and law loving
people of the North, nay more, sir, the capital of the North, will not
scan these declarations with the closest scrutiny? I mistake much
their temper if this programme be not the tocsin of danger, the fire-
bell in the night, to aronse that capital and those people to the just
apprehension of what the entertainment is to which they are invited.

at, sir, this is not all. One of your most pronounced partisan
papers but yesterday denounced in unmeasured terms this programme
in emphatic and decided langunage. The New York Times of yester-
day, the mouth-piece of the capital of the city of New York on the
republican side, emphatically denounces it.

t says:

A more outrageons proposition cannot be easily imagined, That in this centen-
nial year, before the echoes of our national self-glorification have died away, grave
Senators should p:]'l-prnu to vest somewhers a power which on its face would be
equivalent to a confession that the Republie is a failure, is a circumstance that
would tax the credulity of any dispassionate observer. Hers ia the proposition,
however, and in a form that leaves no room to doubt the earnestness of its
antbors, It is a proposition so far in excess of the needs of the oecasion, so
vbnoxious to all wl?o wounld preserve the administration of the Government inthe
spirit which has imparted all its'vitality and earned for it all its glu?rh. s0 directly
in conflict with the feeling that dominates among the peopla and, therefore, in a
party sense so inexpedient, that we would fain believe its acceptance by the Sen-
ole impossible. The reconstructed States are paris of the Union in the same sense
that applies to New York or Massachuse.ts; aml it is monstrons to suppose that
the Government or any department of it may be clothed with an anthority whereby
it may ** remand a State to a territorial condition,” if in the opinion of the partisan
ma;wrilty for the time being the local administration be not ** upon a republican

Now, sir, if it shall be, as I said when I began, that in this matter
South Carolina shall prove herself able to defend the majesty of the
law, we shall all rejoice. If in this dnty cast upon her, for it isa
duty if she be a sovereign State, to protect life and property, to pun-
ish erime, to vindicate the broken law—if in the performance of her
duty in this she shall be successful, I and all who act with me will
be prond of its accomplishment. But she is upon trial. She cannot
us a government controlled by people whom you claim can govern
themselves, demand of the Federal Government interference and aid.
These people are upon frial. Can they govern themselves? Can
they punish crime? If they eannot, let those who can, come to their
aid in public affairs throu%lh peaceful and home agencies,

Now, Mr. President, with my hand npon my mouth, and my mouth
in the dust, with humiliation of face I am compelled fo refer to what
was said upon the floor of the Senate the other day in regard to the
great State which I in part represent. If wasin reply to a declara-
tion of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN] that my colleague said
that all the murders committed in Pennsylvania by the Molly Ma-
i_:uires werse committed by democrats. My colleague is mistaken, Mr,

resident. These men are of both political parties; many of them
are nnnaturalized citizens, desperadoes who come to our Common-
wealth from other countries, who cousort with the miners, band them
together, and form organizations which are violent, arbitrary, and a
terror to the people. ’%hey have honey-combed several of our counties
with crime, and I am humiliated that I am eompelled here on the floor
of the Senate to admit it as the fonlest blot upon the escutcheon of
that proud old State. Yet the fact is here, and it is my duty as one
of the re ntatives of her people to say what is the trath.

[At this point the honorable Senator yielded that the Senate might
take a recess till half past seven o'clock p. m.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned I was
endeavoring to express a sense of the humiliation that as a Senator
from the State of Pennsylvania I felt in being required to express
here on the floor of the Senate any reason, any cause why she should
be unable in any portion of her broad domain to vindicate law and
punish erime. But it is here; the question is in the Senate. It has
been brought here by the Senator from Ohio and my colleagne; and
it is my duty to say that however much there may have been of
breaches of law antfof order, of violence, erime, and bloodshed in
that Commoniwealth, it is not all attributable to one political party,
that both political parties have members among the organization
that has committed these violations of law, and that many of its
members are unnaturalized desperadoes from other lands. Dut the
communities in which they exist have become, through a species of
terrorism they have exercised there, to a large extent demoralized;
crime has honey-combed two or three counties, and officials, whether
republican or democratic, have become in a manner under the con-
trol of this organization. That violence occurs, that murder has oc-
curred, eannot, be denied. That the power of the counties has been
attempted to be exercised in vain also cannot be denied. I have no
recollection that executive power has ever been called there ; but, if
80, it too has been powerless or weak to stem the tide of lawlessness.
Bat, sir, recently an attempt has been made through the efforts, not,
I am sorry to say, of executive power or the power that ought to con-
trol it—the police, the grand juries, the sherifis of the counties—but
through a great railroad organization, headed by a democratic presi-
dent, which placed its police and its power among these desperate rien,
traced them to their lairs, and is now dragging them to the light and to
justice. The courts before which they are being tried are presided
over by democrats; the juries before whom they are being tried are

selected under a non-partisan jury law; and I believe that six men
have been convicted of murder in the first degree. These crimes are
now being drawn to the light; the prosecutions are being pressed ;
these men are being driven to the wall; terrorism is ceasing and law
and order is about to prevail in that State in which law and order
originated, for from Penn and his followers and their theories came
the system of law and obedience to constitnted anthority that now
governs this country. From that Commonwealth more than from
any other in the country proceeded recognition of law, of orderly
methods, and of peace; and it is my pride to say that the people of
that great Commonwealth will immediately, if not throngh regular
channels at least by some power, coerce order, vindicate law, punish
crime, and permit no further outrages upon its [:a.ce.

I also read in reply to what hasbeen said on this subject what was
said to the jury in the frial of one of these men in the county of
Schuylkill by the gentleman to whom I have alluded, the counsel for
the Commonwealth. I read from the argument of Hon. F. B. Gowen
in the court of oyer and terminer of Schuylkill County in the trial
of Themas Munley for the murder of Thomas Sanger, a mining boss:

Then we knew we were freemen. Then we cared no longer for the Molly Ma-
guires. Then we could go to Patsy Collins, the commissioner of this county, and
say to him, “ Build well the walls of the new addition of the prison; dlrg the
foundations deep and make them strong ; put in good mmnq and iron bars, for,
as the Lord liveth, the time will come when side by side with William Love, the
murderer of Squire Gwither, yon will enter the walls that you are now buildin,
for others.” en wo conld say to Jack Kehoe, the high constable of a
borough in this county, * We have no fear of you.” Then we conld say to Ned
Monaghan, chief of police, and mnrderer and assassin, * Behind you the scaffold
is pam] for your reception.” Then we conld sayto Pat Conry, commissioner of
this county, “ TvI:)e time has ceased when a governor of this State dare to pardon a
Molly Maguire; you have had your last pardon.” Then we could say to Jobn Slat-
tery, who was almost clected judge of this court, ** We know that of you, that it
were better you had not been born than that it shonld be known." Then all of us
looked up. Then, at last, we were free, and I came to this county and walked
through it as aafeiy as fu the most crowded thumnghfnm of Phl.h

*

Can yon imAgine the condition of the people of this country with murderers upon
the bench and in the jury-box and in control of all the ])ﬁn:dpnl offives of the coun-
ty? Ilived in the apprehension of all this for two years and a half alone, and God
kuows that when the time comes that all I know may be told to the world it will
reveal a history such as will make every American citizen hang his head with
shame. T have seen a society of murderers and assassins havtm{ft.l members in
the highest places of this county. I have secn them elected to fill the positions of
constables and police officers. I have scen a trusted member of that band of mur-
derers a commissioner of the eounty. I have seen this organization wield a politi-
eal power in the State which has controlled the elections of nr%«:t Commonwealth,
I have received the information of meetings between soma of highest officers of
the State and the ehief of the murderers, at which large sums of money were paid
to secure the votes of this infernal nssociation, to turn the tide of a State election.
God knows if ever in the worlil there was a revelation as deep and damning as that
now laid open to the people of this Commonwealth for the first time.

Now, Mr. President, can it be, is it to be said that the order-loving
people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, that t German
population, than whom none respect order and obey law more, that
all of the people of that great Commonwealth are to be stigmatized
with the crime of a single locality; yet this is the argument that
comes tous in regard to the South.

8ir, I have done with this humiliating subject in regard to my own
State. I regret that it has come here. I could dono less than I
have done. T have given to the Senate what is the truth, the record,

Now I take up, and I am sorry that the Senator from Indiana [ Mr.
MogrToN] is not here, a speech of that Senator delivered in the S8enate
on the 15th of Jaly, in which he produces a statement fronf the
Treasury Department, which statement is lengthy and elaborate.
That Senator said in introducing it:

I have the statement from the Treasury Department;

Some fonr or five months ago, on the 9th n? February, f %ﬁﬂ%ﬁ% lizl mm
a resolution calling on the Smmta?- of the Treasury to make a statement from the
books of the Treasury of all the defalcations and failures to make settlement, from
whatever cause, that had occurred in our country since the 1st of January, 1834,
Th.:t I:?;anuaed ﬂ:; il:uut aﬁl:’:liusliau%ﬁu&gf General Jfgkm. That ﬂ:iocumt wn;
Ben and wit an an A i oﬂinia]ly. comes over the L
the Secretary of the Tmsnrg; it];a true. S

I propose to examine this valnable doecument, to test its value by
recoried facts, and to see whether its statements are true, or, if they
be taken as trne, whether they help the canse that it was produced
to serve. If is trone that the Secretary of the Treasury on the 19th of
June sent to the Senate a mass of documents, & mass of names, an im-
meuse, voluminous document at least five inches in thickness and
eighteen inches square. The columns of that document were not
added. It appeared npon the face of it that credits were to be en-
tered ; it agepeamd that charges were to be made to the men who were
alleged to be defaulters thereon. It was incomplete and unfinished
in every particular, and it showed this upon its face. It lies now in
the office of the Secretary of the Senate incomplete, unfinished, buried
in the tomb of the Committee on Printing. It was nof honored by
the poor credit of being printed. This was objected to by the Sen-
ator from Ohio, and it was sent to the committee as valueless, That
«document, which was not worthy of being printed, served to produce
to the Senate and to the country a massof figures, a tabular statement
and compendium which has been sent to the coun#ry and is now be-
ing circulated broadcast as a veritable doeument, Sir, that state- -
ment is nnreliable and untruthiful to show the real defalcations due to
the Government, and the Senator from Indiana in the concluding part
of his remarks admits it. He says:

The statement is not correct in this, Mr. President, that there are defalcations

put down that do not exist, that were afterward settled ; but so far as the propor-
tivn i3 coneerned between the different administrations, so far as my pn%oso is
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concerned in the comparison I propose to make, it is the same as if every defalca-
tion here stated took place. 'Fhe objection is that the statement is noebri» small,
but too 1 stated wherein it does not present she facts, that some of these de-
falcations In all administrations were afterward settled or turned out to be nomi.
nal; but that pertained just as much to one as to anbther, and, so far as the object
I have in view is concerned, it is a fair statement, because it shows the proportion
in all administrations, and now I propose to give it just as it is fu.mi.ahns from the
books of the Treasury Department.

But this is not all. The Senator from Indiana says this statement
comes here over the signature of the S8ecretary of the Treasury. This
is a mistake. A statement somewhat like that published did accom-

y it, but it was neither signed nor certified ; and the speech of
Eh&::ﬂenm demonstrates that. It was not signed nor certified in the
paper. If the statement of the Benator from Ohio in reference to
what was told him by a Treasury official be admitted to bé frue, if it
were verity and intended to impart the truth, why is it not certified
to? If true, it would be honored and not discredited as well by the
Senator as by the Treasury officials whom he quotes. The published
table nowhere shows his certificate, but says it was prepared under
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. This statement, sqgelabo-
rate and complete, so unfinished and mysterious, so untruthful and
unreliable, is printed as Senate Document No. 118, and has upon its
face the indorsement that it comes from the Treasury; but it has no
signature. The documents themselves npon which it is based are not
printed because they are unreliable, but the statement printed gives
the fi they contain. Why was it not prinfed? ¥ is it not
certified 7 Is it authentic? Does it give the truth? The Senator
from Indiana admits that it does not. Other Senators admit that it
does not, and they quote the officials of the Treasury as discrediting
it. When the motion to print was up the Senator from Ohio said of
this document as follows:

Mr. SuxrMAN. In regard to the printing of the document I should like to have
that question referred to the Committee on Printing. T will say that my attention
was called te the document itself by an officer of the Government in the Treasury

t. It covers several volumes, most of them matters of mo ible mo-
menh which ecan be of no interest to any mortal man, woman, or child, I think it
w do great injustice to thousands of worthy men to print this document. The
Sceretary of theTrmurf in the letier read says he has commenced from the time the
last report was made in 1830, There may have been some general statements made
in the mean time, but nothing like the detail here. These papers were shown to me.
As a matter of course, the Secretary of the Treasury felt bound to go back and do
. Here [exhibiting] are some of the tables sent here—great, long tables.
There are general results from these tables that are shown also in the tabular
statements that accompany the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. I have no
ohjection to printing this t pt on t of the great cost that will be
Evg:;d the unfairness and injustice that will be done to innecent people now

Ves.

Mr, Pr‘:ident. these tables show that most of the ns named as defaulting
officers were men in the military, naval, and civil service of the United States, who
aro now dead. The names of their swreties are given here, many of whom are
dead ; the amounts range from &1 up to §100,000. Scandals without number all
over this broad country of ours will be pnblished to the world without any good
whatever if we print this document, It gives the accounts of every ofticer of the
Government from 1830 to this time. I notice many cases of this elass. Daring the
Indinn wars, and during our recent civil war, & soldiar may have been killed in
battle who was chnrges with a lot of muskets, and against his account they all
stand in the balance charged to him, while it was stated that he was killed in bat-
tle, &c. Consuls bave died abroad and it has been finpossible to settle their ac-
counts, and yet balances are cha at the Treasury De; ent against the
consul. Honorable men, men of the highest ank in the publie serviee, men of the
greatest distinction in this country, have little halances 1 aﬁm‘mt them, and
they would now be published in the list of defaulters. There may have been noth-
ing due from them, but if there were some little discrepancy in their accounts thn]y
aro atill anbalanced. Such a list would injuwﬂy the reputation of honorable
officers in the civil, military, and paval service, if published, although they are
little matters, sometimes amounting to but a few dollara.

Tho officer to whom I have referred called my attention to the fact that while
the Department was obeying a simglo, plain duty, no one pretended that this money
was due by these peoplo; and yet it is charged on the books of the Treasury Do-
E:I;-Jnmt a8 & claim against them, but it never would be and never could be set-

On the objection of the Senator from Ohio this voluminous, this
unreliable document was sent to the Commitiee on Printing., It
came back to the Senate on the 27th of June with a report against
printing the document, but for printing the tabular statement that
contains its results. The aggregate of the document was reported in
favor of, but the document itself was reported against. On that day
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ANTHONY] said :

It contains a list of all persons, including those not now in the public service,
against whom there appears to be a balance on the books of the ry. Invery
many instances the balance is nominal, not real, sometimes so designated ; in vm-ﬁ
many cases it arises out of misunderstanding between the disbursing officer an

the accounting officers of the Treasury, which, when they come to be explained and
adjusted, may be decided in favor of one y or the other. In very many in-
it from balances

stances due from ofticers of the Navy who have gna down
with their ships with !.l:mr}mpers upon them; officers of the Army who have fallen
in battle or died in hospital and whose vouchers have been lost; while it is npgar—
ent from the supplies which they had purchased and from the men whom they had
paid that the money intrusted to them had been expended for the pu for
which it was appropriated. According to the law these all appear upon books
of the Treasury as indebted for the nnsettled balances; for, while the Treasury
charges an officer with everything paid to him, it does not credit him with what
he has paid ont until it is ned and adjusted according to regulations of the
t. Many of theseare charges for overzayments; thatis, where an officer
paid to some creditor of the Government more than ho was legally
authorized to receive; aml of course the disbursing officer must suffer the conse-
nence of his error, That is a blunder, but it ia not a crime. e Lias not embes-
gled 1ho money; he has not defrauded the Government; he has made a mistake
and paid a man a thonsand dollars, for example, when it appears from all theinfor-
mation yet in the p jon of the Tr 'y that he only ought to have paid him
£000; and therefore he stands as a defanlter for §10 on the books of the "
This may in many cases remain yet open for adjostment. I am sure that nobody
wants to publish the names of suach mon, living and dead, as embeszlers and de-
faulters n any SeRse.

The great defalcations, the criminal defaleations, are all known:

8, they are all
made n?nblic; they cannot be eoncealed withont criminal comtrlicit{
cers.

of the accounts

ing o . They are put in snit against the defanlters an n.;in nst their bonds-
men; and other cases are put in suit, the results of which do not always show that
the officer is a defaunlter. I')I‘

here may be cases of honest differences of opinion be-
tween the officer and the Department as to the law, which are to be setlﬁzd by the
courts. A great many cases grew “,ﬁ before the present improved system of kcep-
ing the accounts, when disbursing oflicers who were also receiving officers received
the revenues of the Government, disbnrsed the expenses of their ents, and
turned over the balance to the Treasury. That system prevailed until it was re-
formed in our day, and under that Estam the result of every difference of opinion
between & disbursing officer and the Department wonld stand as a de tion
against him, Some of these cases are so trifling that I have collated a few of them.
Althongh T should not read the name of anﬁ person who woald suffer by it, I sup-
pose the illnstrions name of Washington g will not suffer if I say that he
stands here as a defaunlter to the amount of three cents! Here is another officer in
the list whom I was instrumental, among others, in commending to the publie

service, in which he greatly distinguished 1 shall hold myself ible
for his defaleation, principal and interest in gold. It amounts to ene cent, I do not
suppose anybody will think that Robert Walsh was an embezzler or defaulter to

the Government, and yet he is put down for a small amount. Here I find an old
colonel whom I knew well, who died in 1854, who is marked as a defanlter for

G0,
nllr. President, I do not wish to impair the eredit of the ﬁl‘ banking house of
tkiscizf\;. but I am bound to say that Corcoran & Riggs stand down herc as de-
fendants under this call.

Bariog Brothers are down, and, worse than that, the English ment itself
is put down as a defaulter. As we have All.l.st settled nearly all onr old difficnlties
with England and got into a new one, I do not wish to see the credit of that
ernment impaired, and for its relief I must say that a marginal note reads: “T'he
Secretary of State rays he has no doubt this was seftled long ago.” It oceurred
inclsé:i. but it stands'on the books as over §1,200 of default by the British govern-
men

Mr, President, T might go over a great many illustrations of the same kind, but
I have made quite sufticient to show that, while there are of course in the great
operations of the Treasury many defanlters and many embezzlers, nothing could
be more unjust than to mix them up with these persons whoare marked in t
in the Treasury, but who are not defaulters in any sense whatever, and probabl
do not owe the Government anything. Certainly it is not likely that Corcoran
Riggs, Baring Brothers, and the British government owe the Treasury anything.

That is what Senators said in rd to this docnment, and yet the
table is printed. They diwmtlitrgﬁ: source, they deny its truth, they
repudiate its statements ; yet they order its resnlts to be printed and
preserved, and it is nsed as a campaign docunment. They make cam-
paign speeches upon it. They quote it as true, and they calculate re-
sults from it, What becomes of political fairness if such proceed-
ings as these are to be countenanced by the Senate? What Eecomea
of the verity, the truthfulness of the record of the Senate if state-
ments of this kind are to be printed and filed with our records to re-
main there as official docnmenis from the Treasury Department?
The basis of this statement was bad, the structure unsonund, and the
results it produces are ntterly and absolutely unreliable. The state-
ment is incorrect in every particular; the losses are not truthfully
stated, and necessarily the conclusions are not correct; and yet the
Semator from Indiana prints the statement and relies uponit. A
leader of the House—I dare not refer to what is said in the House ;
but in the REcORD of Sunday I find a speech that also relies upon
this and quotes it in extenso, to a figure, administration by administra-
tion, the ratio of losses fixed by this most veracions document, Itis
quoted by the republican leader of the House, not by him alone, but
another prominent republican gentleman of the House in his speech
also quotes and relies on it.

It is for ns to test this statement by known facts, ascertain whether
it is true, discover for ourselves whether it can be relied upon, learn
whether thisisthe kind of budget tobe given to an intelligent people on
the eve of a great political contest by the Senate of the United States
from which the people are to make up a verdict which is to contzol
their destinies for four years. Let us examine it by the tests of the
record ; let us examine it by printed doenments; let us test its truth
by that which cannot be gainsaid, and if we find that not only have
Senators here discredited it, but that on its face it bears falsehood,
then the cause that it attempts to serve must be baseless and bad in-

At the ountsef it may be said that it is of course difficnlt for those
who are in opposition to obtain the necessary access to records to get
the data on which to contradiet a statement of this character.

Mr. EDMUNDS., What does the S8enator mean by that?

Mr. WALLACE. I mean by that that we are compelled to grope
our way through printed records. We go for data to the Treasury
Department, and find it occupied with something else ; to other De-
partments, and printed orders intervene; and when wego to the Treas-
ury we cannof get a voluminons mass of doenments in time to serve
our purposes, and yet Senators get it, I do not pretend to say that
there is any willful disposition to refuse information, yet I say that
printed orders are in the road, that time cannot be given to the offi-
cials to furnish the documents in time for nse on such occasions as this.

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, because that is rather
a serious implication, I wish to say for one, and I feel pretty sure that
I am stating the truth, that no diserimination whatever is made in
the Treasury, or any other Department, between Senators, with re-
ﬁ?rd to their political faith, or their race, or color, or whatever, and

e Senator can get all the information from the Treasury that my
}}ouomhla friend from Massachusetts, an Ex-Secretary, can, at any

ime. :

Mr. WALLACE. Ihave no doubt that T can getit; it will not be
denied, but it will not come in time to serve the purpose.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will come in the same time that it will for
anybody else.
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Mr. WALLACE. The Senator may have that opinion, but I am
entitled to mine. We are obliged to grope through printed data; we
are obliged to meet the accusations that we find on this printed state-
ment in the best way we can. If we prove its falsehood in vital
points we think we shall have disposed of it. If we prove that ifis
untrue and false in certain vital points, the maxim falsus in uno, fal-
sug in omnibus apples, and we can rely on the people to fail to be-
lisve its reliability as a whole.

The Senator from Indianastates that during the last term of Presi-
dent Jackson, from January 1, 1833, to December 31, 1837, or as it
should be, from March 4, 1833, to March 4, 1837, the ratio of loss by
defalcations was $10.55 per 1,000, and he relies on this statement to
demonstrate this and the fi given by it he says is the actual
amount of defalcation. Thisstatements owe?’éx}ud he relies upon it,
that there were losses by receiving officers of §1,353,825, and there were
losses by disbursing officers of $1,163,000, a total loss of §2,5 7,000,
Here is a specific, distinet, and accurate statement apparently. Let
us see how fallacious it is; how wild a statement these loose data
fornish, It is fortunate that we have the data for these four years
or we could not meet these charges; but it happens that on the rec-
ords is found a report of Hon. Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the
Treasury, made in 1839, to the House of Representatives, in which
the real losses by defalcations from 1789 up to that date are stated.
That report is found in House Document No. 10 of the Twenty-sixth
Congress, first session. It shows the losses b{ receiving officers to be
$214,648, not $1, It shows the losses by disbursing officers to
be $230,336, not $1,163,000; total losses on both sides §444,934, not
§2,647,601; thus making the trifling difference of $2,102,000, On the
figures of the Senator from Indiana this difference makes the ratio
$1.87 per thousand of losses in place of §10.55. Can we rely npon data
of this character, when we find upon the records of the Government a
statement over the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury pal-

ably, plainly, distinctly saying that instead of the losses being
£2,54 for those four years they were $444,9847 From one we learn
all. I have extracted these figures, and have a table which I annex:
Extracts statement amount of dafaleations and ratio of losses from

1789 mm 4, 1837, ﬁﬂm qum. to m«;‘ﬁd in House

Document No. 10, first sesvion Twenty-sizth ress, b i debt.

DISBURSEMENTS.

Mokl fox fouk FORIS .0 - e it add i batoal o ol e e 87,130, 428 08

R CRIARORRIONE - st e nond § s nsia sy ad s n e s T & RS s 45 S S 230, 336 32
Batio'of Toms Pt §LO00. . - o 2o aisel s gnaansedbsnsnssdunssnsshennss 260
‘Whole number of defanlters.........c......c...ceeiseensianscsnnss B4
Total loss by disbursing officers from 1789 to 1837 .........ccinnaias 4, 956, 573 56
RECEIPTS,
Period from March 4, 1833, to March 4, 1373:
Total receipts. ........ $136, 531, 971 64
Total defalcations. .... 214,648 03
Ratio of loss per §1,000 .... vu 150
TWhols number of QOfAIErS. - o« .zuesnenemesnaneanasesanssaamnns 18
Total loss by receiving officers, 1780 to 18M...cuv.aiee Sseadeianes £2, 038, 549 81
Total receipts and disbursements du Jackson's last term...... $213, 662,399 T2
Total defaleations during Jackson's last term. ... .ccevecnena... 444, 35
Ratio of loss R iy T T S T e T T 190
Ratio of loss during same term as stated in Treasurer's report . ... 10 55
Error as shown by original officlal report. ......cociiienaiiiiiinn, B 65
Whole amount of,losm from 1789 to March 4, 1837, (42 years)..... 6, 995,123 37
N T N S Ly A S o S el S S S e 145, 731
Whole amount of loss from July L, 1861, to June 30, 1875, (14 years) 14, 253, 303 47
T AR M AR I S S S e DI S o TR g

Mr. Secretary Woodbury in his report on the finaneces made to Con-
gress December 3, 183Y, discusses this subject so broadly and spe-
cifically and so thoroughly refutes this namneless statement as to its
figures, that I quote him:

The cular losses in each dential term also desired by the resolu-
tion tbm\re been ascertain edl,-w:;ld a8 thﬂr fnrm strikin snlngon of some
of the general canses of those losses, the ods in which the t and some of
the swallest ones happened among each of public agents might be usefull
desi here. g the banks the largest losses were from 1513 to 1817 then
consisting entirely of depreciation on notes taken, and next from 1821 to 1824, con-
sisting then chiefly of deposits; while from 1829 to 1833 and from 1833 to 1837 they
Were s than in any period since 1813. Among disburaing officers. looking to
the amount disbursed, the largest losses were from 1821 to 1825, next from 1817 to
1821, and next from 1800 to 1813; and they were smaller from 1829 to 1833 and from
1833 to 1837 than in any other termwhatever, except from 1789 to 1793.

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Pennsylvania is calling atten-
tion to some errors at the Treasury Department. Idesire to ask him
if he has noticed some of the errors in the statements of Mr. Tilden,
the nominee of the democratic par?r He states the amount of the
out flow of gold from this country for a series of years, but omits to
deduct what has flowed in, making a difference from the true state-
ment of $200,000,000 ¢

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator has taken the floor and interjected
a speech without asking my leave.

he PRESIDENT pro !g;pore The Chair asked the Senator from
P_eri(lln;ylvauia if he yielded to the Senator from Vermont. Does he
yie :

IV—336

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator.

Mr. WALLACE. Iwill only say that, following theexample of the
other Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. EpMUNDS, ] I am making a politi-
cal speech, and I trust I shall not be again interrupted.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the other Senator from Vermont yielded to
interruptions continually.

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator from Vermont is a much older set-
tler here than the Senator from Pennsylvania. When he gets to be
as old in this Hall as the Senator from Vermont he will yield as often
as the Senator.

Mr. MORRILL. I only desired to call attention to two errors, the
one in regard to the outflow of gold and the other in regard to taxes
amounting to from four hun to five hundred millions.

Mr. WA%‘.;LACE. I decline to yield. I continue to read from the
report of Mr. Secretary Woodbury.

The loss on each £100 from 1829 to 1833 was only nineteen cents, and from 1833
to 1837 only twenty-six cents, while in some previons terms it was as high as $2 16
In this class the most ous losses compared with all in office were from 1517
to 1821, next from 1821 to 1825, and next from 1813 to 1817. The smallest propor-
tion in this t, except during the first two terms under the Constitution, was
%thsl?ﬁi‘i’al and except those and the third term the next smallest was from

Among collecting officers, if lookgdn; to the amounts collected, the est losses
were from 1797 to , next from 1809 to 1813, next from 1817 to 1821, next from
1805 to 1809. The most numerons defaults, compared with the whole number of
that class in office, were from 1809 to 1813, next from 1803 to 1809, next from 1821
to 1825, next from 1817 to 1821, and next from 1825 to 1828. The ratio of them from
1829 o 1733 and 15833 to 1837 was not one-fourth as large as in some of the periods
just enumerated. Indeed it was less than in any previons terms from the &
tion of the Government except four, and the number of such defaulters was less
than in any presidential term since 1804.

Mr. President, I might stop here and treat this veracions statement
from the Treasury Department withont signature as a discredited
witness, but because the printed records give us no specific data with
which to meef its falsity as to subsequent dates, I take it up as a
whole and contrast it with such records as I can find on the suhbject
and ask that reason and sense shall guide us to the truth.

It seems that the aggregate loss by the statement published be-
tween 1834 and 1861 is §15,269,000. Thisis too large ; the Senator ad-
mits it himself. It contains discrepancies with the figures that I have
alredy read. 1f those four years are a test, it is $7,000,000 too large,
The whole sum of the losses for forty-eight years is less than §7,000,-
000, as shown by this statement of Secretary Woodbory. The actual
losses by death and hopeless insolvency are shown by Mr. Solicitor

2 | Btreeter on the 25th of October, 1856, to be §7,822418. The defalca-

tion shown by the books of the Treasury may have been larger, but
those actually chargeable to profit and loss are stated by Mr. Streeter,
as Solicitor of the Treasury, up to that date. This included debts in
jndgment for many years. It excluded all of which any hope re-
mained for collection. This statement plainly contradicts the Treas-
ury figures. He reports the ascertained insolvents up to October 25,
1856, and the statement of the Senator brought from the Treasury
comes up to 1860.

Report of ascertained insolvents up to Oclober 25, 1856, as per report of F.
B. Sureeter, Solicitor of the I\wauryt ki
Debts originating in Navy Department ..

Debts originating in War Department... 153
Debts originating in customs ............ , 303
&_Et.s oﬂ?{nna‘?iggx i{n fﬁ]rgji;ﬂ:n intercourse . i 360
ts ori b e A 490
Debts originating fn lands. .. ... ... i , 627
Debfs originating in miscellaneous acoounts ...vueveeeeevnivnernnn 800, 628 90
6, 213, 345 69
Balances due from banks, unavailable...ees ceeeeeenrrieiinnnenanaa. 1,609,072 32
oML JONON .~ v v e nm s 7w sy s un rh anh v § s m e n A S 7,522 418 01

Treating these figures as the actnal losses down to July, 1856, we
will follow the sunits of the Government to 1859 throngh the reports
of the Treasury in order to learn the aggregate losses to that date and
ascertain if we can if the data given us are true. By them we learn
that suits for $4.100,000 were bronght, that $2,030,000 thereof were
collected, and §2,057,000 uncollected. If we add this latter sum to the
lost debts, we find the whole loss to be $9,830,000 and not §15,260,000.
These figures expressly contradict this statement, so that there is no

y | possible escape.

This brings us to the conclusion irresistibly that the figures from
1834 to 1859 are not the real sums of the losses, Bat, for the sake of
the argument, let us assume that this statement of Tosses from the
the Treasury is correet, its figures are true, its conclusions are justly
drawn. Then let us glance at the results that follow. If this vera-
cious paper be literally true, we find that the greatest total lossshown
by the statement through receiving officers from 1861 to 1875 was
$4,348,000; from disbursing officers, $9,905,000. In fourteen years the
total loss was §14,253,000 ; annual loss,§1,018,000. Lossthrongh receiv-
ing officers from January, 1834, to June 30, 1861, 82,907,000 ; through
disbursing officers from January 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861, $12,361,000.
'lI‘ota.lfloqs in twenty-seven and a half years, $15,260,000; an annual

088 0 .

Talkin, figures of the Treasury statement itself, it shows a loss

of a million annually, while during the twenty-seven and a half

years p g there there was a loss of something over half a mill-
ion a.mms.ll%. A loss of but a million annually—a trifle, a mere
bagatelle; officials take but fourteen and a quarter millions in four-
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teen years, hence our economy is plain. The people are sufferin
and our expenses are increasing, hence our economy is plain. This
is the logic of the argument of the document I am commenting

on,

Where have the losses occurred that this total gives as the aggre-
gate thereof from 1861 to 18757 By report made to the House in 1574
we find that one hundred and fifty-seven phuaymaaters in the Army are
in arrears §768,706. From the report of the Naval Committee of the
House we learn that oue hundred and twelve paymasters in the Navy
are in arrears §1,154,000. From the unprinted docnment we find that
one hundred and forty-eight collectors of internal revenue are in ar-
rears about $3,600,000; and that out of four hundred and ninety-five
defaunlters in the Indian service these Pa; show two hundred and
seventy-seven in the past fifteen years,and but two hundred and eight-
een in the thirty years preceding. From the letter of Mr. Pratt, Com-
missioner of the Internal Revenue, we learn that of cash deficiencies
of collectors of internal revenue between March 1, 1869, and February
28, 1876, there are §592,751, :

The statement that I have referred to is contradicted by the facts ;
leading Senators challenge the data and refuse to permit that data
to be printed. Common sense and the rule of practice in ordinary
affairs certify it not to be true, and the conclusions are irresistible
that the figures given as the losses from 1834 to 1859 are not the sum
of the losses sustained by the Government during those years, but are
overstated. The nnprinted document being untruthful, the data based
upon it is necessarily false and the resnlts deduced therefrom are with-
out support in fact ; but this table and these figures have gone to
the conntry. Three leading members of the re‘frublican party have
accepted and indorsed the statement, and it and their speeches are
being sent broadecast over the land under the franks of members of
Congress, How untruthful it is let us see further.

It states the receipts of the Government, after leaving out the war,
since July 1, 1865, at $3,039,184,922, and the disbursements at $7,909,-

434,948; making a total of meei}l)‘ts and disbursements since the 1st of
July, 1é65‘, of $16,048,520,870. The mind of the ordinary man is not

more bewildered at the attempt to grasp the magnitude of the pro-
portions of £16,148,520,870 than it is amazed at the cool audacity
which will parade these figures as the aggregate receipts and dis-
bursements of the Government during a period of ten years of peace,
and attempt to build thereon a superstructure of argument for an in-
telligent peogie. Exeluding from the calenlation everything but the
acinal exgen itures of the Government, and ascertaining by the data
given us by the Senator from Indiana the sum-total of the losses for
ten years, from July 1, 1865, as well on account of receipts as of dis-
bursements, we fin that those actual expenses have been $2,077,-
573,973; that the aggregate sum of the losses has been §7,145,786; the
average annual expenditures, $207,757,397 ; the average annual loss,
’714%\78; and the loss per $1,000 of exgandit.ure $3.43in the ten years.

I have the figures and the ratio of loss for the ten years endin
June 30, 1875, tabulated, which I will not detain the Senate to

For these ten years the Senator from Indiana says the ratio was in
Johnson’s administration forty-eight cents ; in Grant’s first adminis-
tration forty cents, and in the last three years of Grant’s administra-
tion twent;-aix cents on the $1,000; while we find it to be an aver-
age of £3.43 on the §1,000.

Let the people judge between us.

Losses and ratio of loss per $1,000 for ten years ending June 30, 1875, upon
the basis of the actual expenditures of the Government, excluding the pub-
lic debt and interest :

Period, July 1, 1865 to June 30, 1860

T S e SR L R es 8397,

T ML SR LA AN T S W DS RO T V) 236, 916, 239

T RS SR R B R S iy S oie o cusapas damai basmsrs 7 A BN L 55
GRS 4L it Lk od d e n B mmren duidmn § i AR s by S 1,030, 820, 906

July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873:

pression or in the reduction of taxation? How do they aid to give
cheap government, honest government? These are the issues of the
present hour, and no tirades on the past, or its corruption, or its fig-
ures of expenditures, or on sporadic grievances in isolated localities
will divert the minds of the people from these, the real, the grave,
the vital issues of the pending campaign. They who administered
the Government in those days were tried before the great tribunal of
the people, and in obedience to the law of our being, both natural
and political, the safety-valve of the Republic, the only protection
in & government of law when it is maladministered, the remedy of
change, they were driven from the seats of power.

The issues of the ﬂ;:reaent and of the recent past as they affect the

ple now and in the future are here. They confront yon now and
ere. They are the issues that impend before the people and they
are to be answered. It is not for &ou toarraign the past, but it is for
on to answer for the present. by do the people ery for bread ?
hy do they demand amgloyment Why are they found in thon-
sands throughout all this broad land seeking employment, hunting
bread for their children and their wives? Why are our manufac-
tures destroyed, our business men bankrnpted? Whence comes this
universal distrust of those who rnle? Why is it that the people in
every part of this broad land distrust those who rnle? Isyour ad-
ministration of the Government an honest one, is it a just one, is it a
cheap one? Is your financial policy awise one? These and kindred
questions press now upon the people, and the people will have them
answered. Those who suffer and who see those whom they love snf-
fer, think deeﬂly, think seriously, think earnestly. The people suffer
and they think.

‘Why have the expenses of the Government inereased since 18721
Is now from official fizures. The whole sum expended in the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, was §270,569,695. The whole sum
expent‘ied for the fiscal &7 r ending June 30, 1875, was §274,623,392,
The increase was $4,063,697. The decrease on account of interest on
the publie debt, included in both items, was §14,264,295, and the gross
increase was $18,327,992. Deduct increase in pension and Indian ap-
propriations from 15872 to 1575, §3,245,745, making an actual increase
of expenses from 18572 to 1875, for civil service, War and Navy De-
partments alone, of §15,082,247,

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator allow me to correct him ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania decline to yield 7 i

Mr. WALLACE. I cannot yield. I have already stated that I de-
251111;103 t.tL be interrupted. The Senator can make his speech after I get

ugh.
Mr.gBOUTWELL. I have no speech to make, but I should like to
have the Senator correct.

Mr. WALLACE. 1In those years the civil service increased from
$60,084,757 to §69,100,884, making an increase of the civil service from
1872 to 1875 of $8,116,127,

The civil service cost the people in the fiscal year ending June 30—

1 AL Ty AL ST TO e ] BT A 51,110,097
1869 . b6, 474, 061
i . 60,984, 757
o Net 7 s rase o b kv BTN BEL

Showing a gradual increase since the war, until by the last report
it reaches $17,990,859 more than in 1867,

Ezpenditures of the Government for ten years ending June 30, 1865,

Total ex- |For interest| Civil serv.| Pensions

Year. | “randed. | ondebts. |  ice. dIndians| War. | Navy.

1866..... £520, 750, 940(3133, 067, 741|841, 036, 961| 18, 852, 416:§284, 440, 701843, 34,
1867.... | 346,729, 124] 131, 034, 011 51,110,027 25,579,083 05,224, 415| 43, 751, 501
1868.... | 377,340, 284| 140, 424, 045( 60, 011,018| 27, 883,060, 123, 246, 648] 25, 775, 502
1869.... | 321,400, 597| 13¢, 964, 242| 56, 471, 061| 35,519, 544) 78, 501, 900{ 20, 000, 757
1870. ....| 309, 653, 560| 129, 235, 408| 60,234,017 31,748, 140 57, 655, 675| 21, 78I, 229
1671 ... 292, 177, 188| 125, 5‘?6.5&.’1 69, 498, 710 34, 443,804 35,799, 991/ 19, 431, 037
g 270, 559, 695| 117, 357, 839| €, 934, 757| 33, 505, 130{ 35, 372, 157| 21, 249, 809
¥ 5| 100, 856, 607] 73,323,109 37,311,130 46, 323, 158 23, 526, 256
302, 107,119, 815 69, 641,593 35, 730, 876 42, 313, 927| 30, 932, 557
1875..... 274, 623, 392| 103, 093, 544| 69, 100, 884| 38, 840, 41, 120, 645 21, 497, 626

Total .w,m,sns,ssel \ i

600,
T R o ey A Ry T S T e e

O B S e T S A e A T 680, 709, 179

July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1675:

1B o s e prp R S S A e $105, 514, 058
b - R R TN 4 S R R e M T e ey e b g

Pokad LG LAL I oV s o L et T P LT 367, 043, 856

5 TGN AR B g T A gl iensaerasraes & 077,573,973
Total loss receiving and disbursing........cceeannseaeee e $y e b anE 7,145, 786
e T PR G SR O T e e el e S 3.43

Now, Mr, President, I am done with this statement. Let what I
have said on the subject and the references that I have given go to
the country side by side with the statements and the speeches that
have been made based upon it, and let an intelligent people judge
between them as to their truth.

But if it all be true, how does it affect the question that is before
usnow! How do these figures help to give relief from business de-

Mr. President, here is the plain proof that your expenses are in-
creasing and your Government becoming more costly, You profess
your desire to retrench. You cannot retrench if you would. Those
who create abuses in governmental administration or suffer the
necessities of their political being to press them forward and thus
iucrease expenses can never reform them. It is as true an axiom in
political theory as anything that exists therein, that those who ereate
n expenses or wrongs in administration can never reform
them. The momentum of party organization, the hordes of needy
retainers and the demands of officials who manipnlate the primaries
control and direct official action. You are in the groove of party and
party necessity and you cannot get out if you would. The onlyrem-
edy is the lever of change applied by the people. -

i: your financial policy a wise one, or is it a fruitful cause of enr
present ills? Can a policy which has created and nonrished a sys-
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tem by which $48,000 in gold in February, 1865, has in eleven years
produced $112,000 in dividends and now aggregates $108,000 in sur-
plus and other outstanding profits in addition, and under which the
owners thereof can now go into the market with their $100,000 of
bonds bonglht. for £48,000 in gold in 1865 and sell them for $126,000, be
anything else but a cause of distress and disaster?

Yet this is the record of a part of your system, and it is not an iso-
lated case. I take eighteen cases of a similar character distributed
through the State in which I live, not old organizations with their
accretions, but new organizations dating from June, 1863, to March,
1865, and here again I speak by official figures. I have the data from
the Comptroller of the ury in regard to what I say under date
not earlier than the 1st of July. These organizations date from June,
1863, to Mareh, 1865, when the greenback dollar was ranging from
forty-two to seventy-six, averaging about sixty-five cents in gold.
With a capital of §2,800,000 these eighteen institutions have deposited
bonds to t.ge amount of $2,819,000, Their dividends to July 1, 1576, are
§3,851,455. Theirsurplus and other profits are 1,866,751, and the total
dividends and surplus in twelve years on §2,800,000 is §5,718,204.

If the bonds that tl:uaiyl deposited are sixes of 1831, they can go into
the market to-day with the $2,819,000 of bonds costing in gold in
1863 and 1864 $1,832,350, and they can sell them for §3,551,940 in legal-
tenders. Thus the investment of §1,832,350 in 51:1(1 yields §7,437,794,
or more than 400 per cent. in twelve years. In these fignres are found
the traces of the ruin of manufactures, of merchants, of business men
of every class. The system that permits such resultsis bad and only
bad eoutinually; the legislation that fosters, that produces, or that

rmits such a condition of things needs correction and amendment.

hat legi.slntion lies at your door; it is not ours.

This 18 but one of the evils of this financial policy. It should be
corrected by recognizing the existence of other powers and other in-
terests than aggregated wealth. The time has come in this country
when something else than aggregated wealth is to be recognized as
the power of the country. There are men of brains and musele, liv-
ing, breathing men of this country in other vocations who haverights
as well as those who represent aggregated wealth. The fime has
come for the pendulum to swing in the other direction, and those in
power will mark well the query as to whether the hour has not struck
now,

1s the country to tread remorselessly under the lead of the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the path to specie payment without
preparation? Since July 1, 1865, we have expended for administra-
tion and paid debt amonnting to $3,861,502,508. This is equal to the
delit of Great Britain. No more exhaustive labor was ever imposed
upon any people. Is it strarjge that we are distressed, exhausted,
and poor? Is it the part of wisdom to continue this destructive proc-
ess or shall we make haste slowly in onr march to specie payments?
Is there to be no time to breathe? Isit strange that the people grow
restive! Are there to be no moments of rest for those. w}ilo ave
saved as well the faith as the unity of the Republic? Is this gener-
ation to be forced into bankruptey in order that the next may be
freed from debt? No wise government will do so for such an idea.
1t is the path of prudence to postpone resumption until the people are
rested from the exhaustive processes of the past ten years, from the
finanecial distressof the past three years, and nntil by natural and steady
growthof confidence and business resumption will come with ease and
with safety. This is no question of inflation. It is simply a ques-
tion of the removal of a standing menace from the business men of
the country, the removal of an appalling shadow which they believe,
whether rightly or wrongly, is tEe canse of their present trounble.
It isno question of hard money or soft money. The people I repre-
sent on this floor believe in paying their debts in honest money, in
coin. And, sir, my vote will never be found here recorded either for
the inflation of the currency to the extent of one dollar or for any-
thing else than the honest payment of the public debt in coin, Bnt,
gir, they ask with the earnestness of an houest people, where are the
evidences of g‘our ability to ra{ayonr notes? Where are the signs of
preparation for resumption it the news that comes to us from
the East but recently in which the A. W. Sprague & Co. mills are
shut down and eight or nine thousand employés turned Joose upon
the world? See the picture in my own Btate. The thriving me-
chanic or laborer who but three years since bought his lot and built
his house, paid upon them the half and gave his mortgage for the
balance, finds that under this policy his house and his lot both go to
pay the mortgage; the hard carnings of all his years are swept away
to increase the value of the Government’sobligations, which flows from
ihe shrinking of the value of real estate and the swelling of the
valune of thoséobligations under your system of legislation, aud his
wife and children are to be turned homeless upon the world.

The enterprising man of business too, the man who is between capi-
tal and labor with his hand upon both, the scheming, active, ener-
%-;etic man, the middle class in this country, upon whom all of its

uture depends, the live, energelic, business man with an intelligent
brain, a cunning hand, and an industrious body, this man having
but a small capital, hires money from the capitalists to conduct his
business, and he, too, under the operations of this system sees himself
unable to meet that which he has agreed to pay, and he, too, must go
to the wall. Property decreases in value on every side. Money and
moneyed securities appreciate as the threat continues; men grow sus-

picious; values are nnsettled in every direction; sheriffs’ sales in-
crease; bankrupt merchants are found in every calling; the shadow
of self-murder falls upon the path of many. Your legislation in the
interest of aggregated wealth and against the businessman has given
us this condition of thin Since thense of a mixed currency there
has never been an hour when all-the pager obligations of the country
could be redeemed in coin. Credit and confidence were as essential
as the modicum of gold that was at its roof. Can credit and confi-
dence ever come while values fall and business men quake and eapi-
talists refuse tolend ! To steady values and stay panics we must not
only provide specie, but we must bring the public mind to the conclu-
sion that they do not need it. Can such a condition of thingsever
come while the shadow of enforced reanmsption without preparation
appalls them with its unknown terrors? Bir, Pennsylvania, pointing
to her record—and I speak for the vast majority of her people; Iam as
conscions of it asIam that I am here—Pennsylvania, pointing to her
past réeord, her sacrifices, and her suffering, to her prostrated induns-
tries, to her manufactories closed, to her mines abandoned, to her fact-
ories untenanted, to her iron nnsold, to her coal in heaps, to her lumber
in piles, to her tens of thousands of unemployed men, arti labor-
ers, and miners scattered all over that broad State; Pennsylvania,
that t Commonwealth, here and now recognizing her obligation
to pay her debt to the utmost farthing in coin—Pennsylvania and her
pao‘%e ask for time, for preparation, for an easier road fo resumption.
y do the people distrust those who rule? Is your administra-
tion of the Government an honest one in their view ? It is for Eou
to answer? Are the people justified in thelr belief that we have had
an administration of the Government that has discarded statesman-
ship and songht inexperience, that has ignored integrity in official
trust and patronized the corrupted and the vile, that has permitted
wealth to be gathered from meager salaries, that has tolerated the
jobber and the specnlator on the threshold of the White House, that
as reversed the philosophy of the Trojan who feared the Greeks and
those bearing gifts, that has held complicity with gold-gambling and
nurtured and petted a whisky ring, stolidly winked at con'ulyt prac-
tices in the custom-honses, disgraced the country in the S8an Domingo
and the Secor business, lost an Attorney-General who resigned pend-
ing charges of misuse of the pablic money, a SBecretary of the Interior
by unrefuted charges of corruption in h’s Department, a Secretary
0¥ the Treasury foreed from his place by public indignation, a Post-
master-General whose method and record were nnsatisfactory to a dis-
erjminating people, a Secretary of War whose trial for bribery has
just been concluded, and a minister to Greaf: Britain whose methods
a unanimous committee declared to be improper and nnjustifiable?
Are the people justified in this belief? Are they right or are they
wrong when they ask with impressive earnestness, Has not the rulo
of oﬂ‘.ﬁ:iul accountability been held for n&u%}.\t, and have not positions
of honor and of trust been made the bauble and the gift of personal
preference, and ca]ﬁa;ity and honesty been among the last qualifi-
cations required 7 ve we not had briberyin the War Office! Are
there not charges of swindling of pensioners, and of plundering in
mail-lettings and in surveys of the public lands, of bribery at elections,
of black-mailing of merchants, of conspiracies to cheat justice and ae-
quit burglars, of disgrace in diplomacy and personal misgovernment ¥
Are these charge not true? If the people be deceived in regard to
these charges, if they be not true, give them the proofs and they will
acquit you ; give them the proofs, and they will not hold you responsi-
ble; but theseissues are those to which the people at the present hour
seem to apply their attention. They are the vital points, the pith and
marrow of the strnggle, If they are true, have they been indorsed ?
The seventeenth resolution at Cincinnati reads thus:
The national administration merits commendation for its honorable work in the
ment of our domestic and foreign affairs, and President Grant deserves the

continued and hearty gratitude of the A merican people for his patriotism and his
immense services in war and peace.

I make no assertion that these charges are proved; I say they are
in existence. They are for you fo answer, and you have indorsed
the Administration under which the people believe them to have been
in existence. If these be not true, it is for you to show their un-
trath. 1t is very plain that the issnes sought to be made to-day in
this Chamber are not those fo which I have endeavored to call atten-
tion. The issue that yon seek to manufacture relates to the South.
Yourissue is to be based upon the misdeeds of the sonthern people. It
is not the questions of cheap government, of honest governmént, of a
sound financial policy; but it is solely on the outrages you claim
have been pe?etmt-ed by the southern people that yon seek to have
the issue fought. We have had this in the speeches of the Senator
from Bouth Carolina, the Senator from Vermont, and the Senator
from Indiana. We ask you,is your administration ¢f the Govern-
ment a cheap one? Let the increased expenses found in yonr an-
nnal Treasury reports answer that question. Is your financial policy
asound one? Let the condition of the business people of the conntry
answer that question. Is your administration of the Government an
honestone? Let therecords of the past seven years and the belief in
the minds of the people themselves answer that question.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, before I proceed with what I in-
tended to say to-night, I wish to refer very briefly to one or two points
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE.] I express
my profound regret that the Senator has deemed it his duty to make
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the closing paragraphs of his speech. His quiet, kind, and I may say
ntle wag with us led me to form the impression that he wounld not

o injustice to any one, and especially would not arraign the President
of the United States and men high in authority on nameless charges
and innuendoes. And now he says he makes no charge. Hemakesin-
nuendoes, he repeats the common garbage of the street, the same kind
of garbage that was published to defame the memory of Washington,
Jeé:::son, Madison, and would have driven any man but Jackson to
his grave, that haunted the life of every man who has had the mis-
fortune to be President of the United States. He makes no charge.
He repeats these baseless innuendoes and then says, * come forward
with your proofs and disprove them.” Is that the way in which a
man and an administration and a cause are to be tried here? I believe
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania will regret the closing para-

phs of his speech. The rest of the speech is political. He says so

1f, and it was golitical if to be political.is to be harsh and un-

just; but he will find that it is not politie, becaunse in polities'a man
must never

gerate; he must laﬁ down the line and plummet and
pursue the mark of unbending truth.

Now, Mr. President, there were two statements made by the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania that shocked me at once. He says that the
republican party and my friend from Indiana, who is not here, put
upon your record a statement that was not signed, that had no mark
of official anthority, that was published to the world, and is false.
If I understood himn correctly, that was the charge. Now upon the
files of the Becretary, when he spoke and when the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. MorTox] offered a ‘{:mlted statement showing the per-
centage of losses by defalcations during all the Administrations since
1834, there is and was an official document which accompanied the
statements called for, and among which was the table read by the
Senator from Indiana, and this document is signed “B. H. Bristow,
Secretary of the Treasury.” I will read the closing paragraph. Af-
ter calling attention to the long list furnished, he says:

Inreply I have to transinit herewith the statement of balances called for, also a
reca; itu.litio‘n showing the amount of such losses, also the amount of the receipts
and disbursements of the Government for the same period and the ratio of losses
gnrsl,om to the aggregate received and disbursed, arranged as nearly as practica-

le in periods of four years each ; also a statement showing, as far as known to
this Department, the stocks held by the United States in trust or to secure moneys
paid; as called for by the terms of the resolution.

There is his sign-manunal, known I suppose to every Senator on
this floor. This pager now iaelongs to the files of the Senate, and I
produce it here. That recapitnlation, as it is called, is a frue state-
ment taken from the records of the Treasury Department, and it is
fortified by names to the last cent; and because we did not desire to
print these names, which no doubt would do injury to many living
and to the dead, therefore the statement which accompanied that
list is to be denounced as having no official signature, no official sane-
tion, and being false. I show yon the official signature of Benjamin
H. Bristow, a gentleman who at least has never been dishonored by
falsehood, and this is the official document, the correctness of which
is disputed in a political speech.

‘Then, in order to show that there had been large defalcations in
the internal-revenue service, the Senator produced the old, stale
story that I have myself three times during this session met by the
official denial; and that is that a certain statement often made on the
stump that official defaleations in the collection of internal revenue
amounted to over $20,000,000, when the pal_:er itself npon its face
over the signature of R. W. Tayler, Comptroller, shows that it is not a
statement of defalcations, bat it is a statement of uncollected balances
due from the people of the United States to collectors of internal reve-
nune whose acconnts are in process of settlement; and here is the doe-
ument. It has been several times referred to. We also have the
official statements since that time that the actual loss or defalcation
on collections by collectors of internal revenue was something less
than $2,000,000; the precise amount I have not now before me. All
I can say as to these most striking statements made by the Senator
is that if the rest of his are as wild as these the people of
Pennsylvania will find it out before the election, and, instead of its
being political, it will be a very bad document for my honorable
friend. I will allude after a while to the statement in which he

ves us credit for paying $3,801,000,000 interest and prineipal of the
public debt. I pass that, however, for the present because that was
the wildest statement of all.

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator will observe that I said the pay-
ments on account of the expenses of the Government and the debt
since 1865.

" Mr. SHERMAN. I did not so understand the Senator, but I give
him the benefit of his correction. Before I get throngh I will give
the exact amount collected during the time referred to.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator from Ohio refer to the last-
named document by its number, so that it may gn in his speech?

Mr. SHERMAN. * Executive Document No, 14 ,third session Forty-
first Con It has been referred fo before.

Now, Mr. President, this resolution has given rise to an extensive
political debate, and in the course of that debate more than one Sen-
ator has referred to the democratic platform and to the commentary
upon that platform by Governor Tilden, the candidate for President
on the democratic ticket. Now, sir, I propose to subject this demo-
cratic platform and the commentary of Governor Tilden to some crit-

icism; and in order that I may not do injustice, in order that I may
not exaggerate and go beyond the bounds of reason, beyond the
bounds of striet fact, I will have in the course of my remarks every
paragraph of this platform and all that is material in the letter of
Governor Tilden which bears on our currency and our public debt
read to the Senate, and then I will test the promises and pretenses in
this platform and in this letter by the actual facts and conduct of
the democratic party. :

8ir, neither an individual nor a party is to be tested by what it
promises, The greatest scoundrel that ever lived conld outpromise
the most honest man that ever lived. It is the conduct and acts of
a party, as well as the conduct and acts of an individual, that give
it character, and it is the acts and tendencies of the party that will
lead the people of the United States to decide whether or not this
party can be restored now safely to power, and not the mere empty
promises of a platform. My friend from Pennsylvania used one
phrase that I thonght was very well. He said the republican party
was in the grooves, in the ruts; it was impelled by party necessity.
I want to show what have been the es and the ruts and the
party necessities of the democratic party by sober facts and figures;
and, in order that I may not seek to go gacf: and blacken the demo-
eratic party by what occurred during the war, I intend to confine
myself mainly to that which relates to onr enrrency and to our debf,
and to show youn here upon the record what has been the course of
the democratic party upon the very topics embraced in the financial
promises of this platform.

Mr. President, what is this platform? The first paragraph which
relates to the subject now hefore ns is a very brief one, It is in
pursuance of the purpose which dictated this party platform of sound-
ing often and long the word “refornr.” After acquiescing in all the
great things we have done in the memorable disputes between the
republican and democratic parties, they demand reform, and they go

on to say:
Reform is o to establish & sound currency, restore the public credit, and
maintain the na honor,

% To establish asound currency.” Who established the present eur-
rency composed of United States notes and national-bank notes?
The rgmhlicsn party, against the vote of nearly every democrat in
both Houses of Congress. The United States notes were established
by the act of Febrnary 25, 1862, and but two democratic Senators
voted for it and they were wreathed with immortal honor from that
moment. The national-bank act was passed here by a pretiy close
vote, not a single democrat voting for it. All our national-currency
laws were republican measures, passgd against the vote of nearly
every democrat, and it is conceded now,not only by the peolxle of this
country of both political parties, but by the people of all nations
who study the laws of currency, that we have established the best
paper currency that has ever been devised by mortal man, lacking only
one quality to make it perfect, and that is the eapacity of being con-
verted on the demand of the holder into gold and silver coin.  Our
national currency, the mode by which it is goarded, printed, sur-
rounded, its absolute security against loss, all of these have excited
the admiration of all, and earned the highest compliment from Gov-
ernor Tilden for its strength and safat.%r. How are you going to re-
form this system? What measure of reform do you propose about
our United States notes and national currency? Do yon Eropom in
the name of reform to restore to the old State banks, with their many
colored forms and varions and changh;% value? Lay not you hands
on this system except in the way of advaneing the notes fo par in
gold and silver, which I will come to presently.

But they talk about “restoring the public credit.” Restoring the
ublic credit! When was the public credit higher than it is this
ay? How was it when the democratic party went out of power,

when our bonds were sold at 11 per cent. discount—

Mr. BOUTWELL. Fifteen.

Mr, SHERMAN. Yes, sir, 15 per cent. discount ; and they actnally

id 10 per cent. interest to get money enough to carry on the or-
inary operations of the Government.

Mr. CONKLING. Twelve per cent.

Mr. SHERMAN. Twelve per cent, was it? Ialways want to keep
within the line, and I will not exaggerate knowingly. But, sir, they
talk about restoring the public credit. All our bonds to-day are
worth more than par in gold in the money markets of the world.
We are now offered money, gold, upon our bonds at 4} per cent.; and
the House of Representatives refuse to give the Secrefary of the
Treasury the power to sell a 44 per cent. bond of a particular descrip-
tion in order to accomplish the great reduction of 1igper cent. inter-
est on nine hundred and ailghty-ﬁve millions of bondsnow bearing 6

r cent. interest. We early in this session, without a party division,
y the nnanimous vote of the Benate, my democratic associates join-

ing with us, a bill to make some change in the funding law
so that we might negotiate 43 per cent. bonds at parin gold. We
conld have done it in April last, but the House refused to do if, or
have neglected thus far to do it. Restore our credit! Our credit is
second only to that of Great Britain among ail the natious of the
world, and Great Britain is a nation of nnexampled wealth, drawing
to her stores and supplies from every country in the world. But, sir

to-day the bonds of the United States are worth more than those o

Germany or France, or any other country only save Great Britain.
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And now, forsooth, we are to bring the democratic party back to re-
store our public credit!

What is the next thing they are going to do in the way of reform !
To maintain the national honor! When before was the national
honor more highly advanced than it is at this moment? Who has
upheld the national honor in the field of battle and in foreign courts,
at home and abroad, in war and in peace ! In 1569 when a danger-

ous controversy as to the construction of our bonds sprang up, \_ﬂm MoDonal

was it that upheld the national honor? The republican party against
the vote of every member of the democratic parfy in the Senate, as
I will show you in another connection. We, forsooth, are to restore
the democratic party in order to preserve the national honor!

‘What is the next paragraph in this platform 1

‘We denounce the failure for all these eleven years to make good the promise of
the legal-tender notes, which are a changing standard of value in the bands of the
mpeople. and the non-payment of which is a disregard of the plighted faith of the

L.

We are charged with the failure of advancing our notes toward
E.?: in gold, or advancing them at all. Now let us see what is the

istory of these notes, During the war, when the republican party
was conducting the administration and was sm'ugglm(éagainst ad-
versaries which almost endangered and overthrew our Government,
onr credit did fall down and our notes fell with it, until it was true
at one time, in the darkest hours, that $48,000 of gold would, to use
the case put by my friend from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. WALLACE, ] have
bought 110,000 of paper money. Was that our fanlt? Are we res
sponsible for that? No, sir; and at the close of the war oar note-
were still so far depreciated that they sold in 1865 for from 48 cents
to 68 cents in gold. What, then, di¢ the republican party do to ad-
vance these notes to gold? By an almost unanimous vote of both
Houses we passed a resolufion declaring that the Secretary of the
Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, should proceed to fund the floating debt
and contract the greenbacks, and thus march toward specie payments.
That process was arrested by a strong popular feeling that grew up
after it had been in operation about eighteen months—so strong that
in this Senate every democrat voted to stop that contraction. In
the House I believe every democrat voted for it, and every republi-
can in the Senate also voted to stop that contraction except four,
two from New England and two from the State of New York., I was
one of those who voted fo arrest, for the time, the contraction of the
currency. If we caused a check of our progress toward specie pay-
ments, I share with others and all the democrats in both Houses
must share in that responsibility. But still we did pursne the steady
policy of funding all the floating indebtedness and carried it out, so
that in 1869 onr notes had been advanced to 76 cents in gold. What
was done then? Then the question came up how to strengthen the

in advaneing our notes to the par of gold, I call your attention to the
vote. Ido not wish to arraign gentlemen by name, but only give
the vote as it stood. The yeas were 33, and the nays 10; as follows:

YEAs—Messrs., ﬂnthon%a(}hud!er. Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry,
Fowler, Gilbert, Harlan, ITis, Howard, Howell, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont,
Morton, Osborn, P v, Pratt, ¥. Revels, Rice, Bawyer, Schurs, Scott, Sher-
e e
d, Sprague, Stockton, and Thurman—10, v '

Not a single democrat voted in the affirmative. Thus that bill
passed this Senate March 11, 1870. It has in it the provisions now
recommended by Governor Tilden himself ; and yetf these gentlemen,
now as then the leaders of the democratic party, voted in lg?() against
the very proposition that he and they now in their platform denounce
us for opposing and hi]](].ﬂl’i.ﬂ%i ‘While we voted for what he proposes
now, they voted against if. Here is the bill as it passed the Senate.
The first two sections were very much like the present refunding act.
By the third section authority was granted to the Secretary of the
Treasury to issue 4 per cent. gold bonds, *“ payable in coin at forty
years from date ;” and it contains this provision :

And such bonds may be disposed of, either in the United States or elsewhere
R e St Ty
tions of the United kmm;fmmamgn e duts of thie lents of sach Bonds.

Here is precisely what Governor Tilden himself now recommends,
and thatbill went to the House, and there a united democratic vote,
with the aid of a portion of the republican vote, who had then al-
ready canght the idea that more paper money would be a good thing,
defeated the funding bill of the Senate, and sent us back portions of
it now the law called the refunding act. And yet we are denounced
by the democratic party, sanctioned by Governor Tilden, for prevent-
ing the advance of these notes to gold ; for not doing what with their
Etl_noat and united strength and votes they tried to prevent us from

oing.

llﬁ?gw let me read from another section of this funding act that was
stricken out by the House. The eighth section of the bill provided—

That the amount of circulating notes which any bank may receive from the
Comptroller of the Currency under the provisions of section 21 of said act may
aqn& but not exceed, 80 per cent. of the par value of the bonds deposited, but
shall not exceed In the aggregate the amount to which such bank may be entitled
under said section.

That is, in order further to advance the notes to par, we required in-
stead of 90 per cent. to be issued only 80 per cent., and thus provided
for a retirement of bank-notes as well. We further provided in the
last section—

That as circulating notes are issued under this section an equal amount of United
notes shall be canceled and destroyed.

publie eredit, how we should advance our notes still further toward | States

the coin standard; and the republican party, after a long debate,
in March, 1869, introduced an the bill called the “bill to
strengthen the public credit.” o did-that? Where were my
democratic friends then? Where was this party that now denounces
us with political crime becanse for eleven years we have not ad-
vaneed to a specie standard? There and then was the opportunity
which removed the last doubt upon the United States notes and the
bonds. The questions that then clounded our credit were, first,
whether or not the bonds might not be paid in greenbacks; and sec-
ond, whether we intended to pay the greenbacks in coin, or intended
to let them drift along, supported alone on the uneasy wave of pub-
lic credit. We seftled those questions by the “ act to strengthen the
public eredit,” by declaring that both bonds and notes should be pay-
able in coin. This act plainly tended to advance our public credit
and the value of the legal-tender notes. Where were our democratic
friends then? I have here the vote. The vote in the Senate was 42
in the affirmative and 13 in the negative, as follows:

YEss—Messrs. Abbott, Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, Cattell,
Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, wcm'm Drake, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry, Fessenden,
Gilbert, é-rimoa. arris, Ho Kel McDonal ﬁorﬁ’ll. Nye, Patterson-
P Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, urz, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sum.
e 100, o, e ol Lo
Ross, Spencer, Stookton, Thurman, and Vickers—13.

There is not a single democrat among the yeas, and I recognize
among the nays many of the honored leaders of that party that now
arraigns us for delaying for eleven long years the march toward
specie payments. That act which everybody sees now was the erucial
point which advanced us rapidly toward the specie standard was op-

by the whole mass of the democratic party. By the operation
of that act ing a single year our notes rose from seventy-six cents to
eighty-eight cents in coin, so that in March, 1870, our United States
notes were worth eighti-eight cents in coin. There was but onestep
necessary then to be taken in order to bring those notes up to par in
coin, and that was some suitable measure to gradually redeem a por-
tion of them and to maintain them at par.

Now I wish to recall to the mind of Benators what oceurred in 1870.
The Committee on Finance matured a bill which was bronght into
the Senate and debated for many days; it was called the funding bill
ot 1870. T have here a copy of that bill as it passed the Senate. It
passed the Senate with evelgorepnblicsn in the Senate in favor of it
and every democrat in the Senate opposed to it. Before I read the
provisions of that bill and show you what effect it would have had

Mr. BOGY. That bill did not pass the House where your party had
a large majority. The democrats had hardly enongh members to call
for the yeas and nays. .

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to answer that. You say why did it
not pass the House when the republican party had the madorigl I
answer that the democrats did all they could to defeat it and had
aid from the republican party; but I ask yon, does it lie in your
months to arraign us because we could not do what we attempted
and what you hgnped to prevent us from doing ¥

Mr. BOGY. At a proper time I can explain that the bill was injn-
dicious, in my estimation ; but the democrats had no power to pre-
vent its passage even if it had been a good bill. Yet that bill itself
I think can be shown to be injudicious.

Mr. SHERMAN. Governor Tilden now recommends the very
things contained in that bill, and, becanse we could not carry both
Houses in favor of the proposifion and you aided to defeat if, we
are to be arraigned by you! Well, sir, if that is what yon call logic
in politics, Goc% save me from such logie. I know that the minority
is not responsible for what is donei“ ut it is responsible for what it
heli))a“to fmvenh and what it aids in doing. A minority should not
lie back like a stubborn mule in the traces and prevent the wagon
from going on. It may not lead the team, but it must do its duty.
And, sir, I never heard yet in a legislative body or in any community
or in any party,in a family or in a honsehold, that, because one mem-
ber has not the direction and command and control, he will therefore
do nothing. A soldier, a captain, a colonel may not give an order;
the generﬁ must command as the majority must in a legislative body;
but must therefore the soldier and the captain and the colonel lie
back and donothing? And, worse, shall he oppose and resist and then
shall he arraign the genemi because he could not do what these sol-
diers prevented? That is the position of the democratic party. And
now Governor Tilden and the Saint Louis convention scold at us that
for eleven years we have not advanced these notes to par in gold
when they Eave resisted our efforts and every honest effort made in
that direction.

Now I will go alittle further. During all these controverted eleven
years no democrat, high or low, in either House of Congress ever pro-
posed a bill or measure that looked to resumption.
t,oMt' BﬁI;ARD. I do not know that the Senator exactly has a right

say that.

Mr?SHERMAN. Have I not t

Mr. BAYARD. I think not.
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Mr. SHERMAN. Give me a case,

Mr. BAYARD. Iecan. If you will go to your committee-room you
will find there a measure of the most stringent resumption that yon
ever had in your hands, sir, and have not brought it into this Senate
for the last three months, and which has the votes of the three demo-
cratic members of that committee.

Mr. SHERMAN, What is that bill?

Mr. BAYARD. Itisabont the resumption of specie payments. You
are aware that since I came into this body and had a seat upon the
committee of which you are chairman there never has been an act,
there never has been even a measure that had a face toward speedy
resnmption that I have not stood firmly by from the beginning to the
end. We had no control to bring measures in the Senate, and the
Senator ought not to stand here and say that the democratic party
have not stood, as he knows they have stood in this Senate upon his
committee, in favor of the sternest measure of specie resnmption.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do say that the Senator from
Delaware has been from the beginning an earnest, able, and consci-
entious advocate of every measure toward resumption, but his party
has not heen. f

Mr. BAYARD rose.

Mr. SHERMAN. T hope my friend will not interpose. I now sa
again, and I will allow any gentleman to interrupt me so as to te
me the measnre, show me a single measure tending to produce re-
snmption or in that direction introduced by a democrat or by the
democratic party and voted for by the democrats during these eleven
years to promote and provide for specie resumption. Individual
members have been faithful to their duty, My friend perhaps went
a little beyond the rule in referring to what oceurred in committee,
The bill that he alluded to I suppose is the bill of the Senator from
Vermont, [ Mr. MORRILL,] is it not ¥

Mr. BAYARD. Ireferred toa fact within the Senator's own knowl-
edge, as I think. My party was but a mere handful ; when I came
here we had but eight members of this body, and I was the sole dem-
ocrat npon this Committee on Finance, The Senator knew what my
action had been ; he knew that I had represented my party ; and yet
in mny presence he arraigns us for the failure to restore specie pay-
ments. I theught he bad no right to do so, ana I brought the fact
gg&-.k to his own knowledge, which jnstified me in saying what I

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot yet exactly understand the fact the Sen-
ator allndes to. If it is the fact that we have before us a bill that
tends toward specie payment, introduced by the Senator from Ver-
mont, fl\ir MoRRiLL, ] undoubtedly that is true ; but what occurred
upon that bill, I do not think I am at liberty to stateor even to refer
to. Leave out that fact, and the Senafor will find, and I again call
his attention to the point, that the bills introduced for specie resnmp-
tion were by republicans.  Whatever might have been his action and
his individual efforts, the party with which he is associated have
steadily opposed these measures. I throw out of view as entirely im-
material all the long debates we had in the session of 1873-'74 when
there was a development of a great \fa:rietf of opinion in both polit-
ical parties. I lay that ont of view and hold no man responsible for
it. But the republican party did at the next session of 1874-"75 resolve
that they wonld take some distinet and definite step toward specie re-
sumption, and we introduced a bill for that purpose; and that bill,
called the resumption bill, was voted against by ewrydemncmt in this
body and in the House also.

Mr. BAYARD. The Senatoris in error if so small a fraction as I
was in that party may be considered. I did not vote against his bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. Did you vote forit? °

Mr. BAYARD. I did not, and I gave my reasons to the Senate, I
thought it was a bill no honest man could vote for.

Mr. SHERMAN. I had forgotten that he did not vote. I think
the Senator will bear me witness that I would not do him injustice
for a moment. Now since he mentions it I recollectit. But every
demoerat who did vote, votatl against it; and, if Le chose to withhold
the power of the State which he represents here so ably from the
consideration of that question, we must still look to the balance of the
leaders of the democratic party to see where their is.

Now I want to come to the next proposition. The fifth proposition
contained in this platform is this:

We denounce the improvidence which in eleven years of peace has taken from
the people in Federal taxes thirteen times the whole amount of the legal-tender
notes and squandered four times this sum in useless expense, without accumulating
any reserve for their redemption.

Here we bave got the democrats on a fair simple question of arith-
metie. Now let us test that question. Can I be mistaken that a
great party now seeking to be restored to power in this country could
make a statement like this if it is not true ?

I find by the tables before me that the greenbacks outstanding are
$369,619,228, and I find that thirteen times that is $4,705,050,
have here a statement of the aggregate receipts from all sources—
not from taxes alone, but from all sources—irom customs, from in-
ternal revenue, from direct taxes, from premium on loans and sales
of gold coin and miscellaneous items, from the first+of July, 1865,
until the first of July, 1876, being a period of eleven years, was

‘$4,192,633,801. This sum includes premium on loans and sales of
gold, which ought not to be considerered because it is not part of the
revenue, for it is largely used and balanced by premium on bonds

purchased, thus redncing the aggregate revenne to near four thousand
millions; but I take the entire aggrezate of all the receipts of every
kind that came into the Treasury of the United States. If then we
take the difference of these two sums we find that these demoeratic
platform-makers have made a mistake in a simple question of arith-
metic of $512,417,163. That is not much. My friend from Pennsyl-
vania can beat them on figures. But still when a great party under-
takel t«t: state facts and multiply and divide, they ought to give true
resu

Now let us go a little further. They say we have squandered four
times the amount of the greenbacks; four times the amount of the
greenbacks is §1,478,476,912, or say, in round numbers, $1,500,000,000
that we have wasted and squandered. If the republican party has
squandered £1,500,000,000 it deservesimpeachment almost as bad as the
democratic party, but not quite, for different reasons that I will not stop
now to enumerate. But let ussee what became of this $4,192,000,000;
and here again I turn to the official documents, and these are drawn
from the same official statements. I find that we have paid on the
principal of the public debt between the dates named $500,252,802;
interest on the public debt $1,335,344,845; we have paid on pensions
£206,239,865 ; in all $2,131,000,000 for these three items; and that is
more than one-half of the whole amounnt I have got to account for.
And what were these items T Ts the republican party responsible for
theseitems ! Are we responsible for the public debt? Are we re-
sponsible for the interest paid on that debt? Are we responsible for
the pensions paid to the poor disabled solders withont arms or legs,
blinhd sm’d wandering over our country, or their widows and their
orphans

r. EDMUNDS. If I may intérrupt my friend, for one I am obliged
to say that I think we are, for if we had not been they would not
have got them.

Mr, SHERMAN. I have not taken that view of it; but I think
the common public mind of this conntry holds the rebels of the South
responsible, Althongh they suffered like us, yet it was their attempt
to break np this Government of ours which we were bound in honor
and manhood to defend to the last gasp at whatever cost of life or
treasure, I think the commonest sentiment even of our own friends
at the South, late our enemies, is that they are responsible for this.
They thought they were fighting in a good canse. We knew we were
fighting in a good cause; and if at the expense of the loss of hun-
dreds of thousands of our bravest men, at the loss according to the
estimate of Mr. Wells of some $7,000,000,000 of treasure, at a loss of
all the interest that may accumulate and all the pensions that may
be paid, yet we consider the resnlt asof priceless valne beyond meas-
ure either of men or money. Thank that by these sacrifices we
have a country extending from ocean to ocean, from Maine to Lonis-
iana, with no hostile lines erossing our plains, our rivers, our mount-
ains—one country, one and indivisible; and I trust so will be until
time shall end. For this inheritance which we have won for those
who come after us we count this treasure as not lost but won,

Now, sir, I have accounted for more than half already of this large
sum that we are charged with. Whatelse? We have paid in bounty
and other war claims and other expenditure of the war, which are
conceded by everybody to be the direet result of the war, the amount
of $453,424,048.91.

Mr. DAVIS. Between what dates?

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave the dates, July 1, 1865, and June 30, 1876.

Mr. DAVIS. Is that the same date published here?

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely the same; and I here call the attention
of my friend from Connecticut, [ Mr. EATON, ] who I'believe is not pres-
ent, who complained alittle about a statement sent here b{ Mr.Conant.
I have no doubt that that statemeut is true upon the logical basis
upon which it rests; but I prefer not to go so far, and not to char
as war losses many of the items mentioned by Mr. Conant; but I take
as the basis of my statement the statement prepared mainly I think
by General GARFIELD, at any rate introduced in his speech of Feb-
ruary 24, 1875, showing the nature and character of the claims paid
in two years that make up this sum of $453,424,000 paid on war ex-
pﬁnsﬂs during the eleven years referred to, and I will read some of
them,

The great body of them is the bounty claims; unpaid money due
soldiers at the close of the war, and paid after June 30, 1865; prize-
monez;:na captors; collect.in§ and rilling volunteers; pay of two
and three year volunteers ; defending suits for seizures of abandoned
and captured property; various relief acts; payment to captors of
rebel ram Albemarle; bounty for destrnction of enemy’s vessels;
claims of loyal citizens for supplies furnished during the rebellion,
and so on. Here is a formidable list that I will not repeat, because it
is contained in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which shows you the
elements upon which this computation is e,

I have also the statement of Mr. Wells, of the State of Connectient,
who became specially expert in examining questions of revenue, and
he states in one of his official reports—I tgink it was in 1869-'70—the
cost of the war, and he says that the payments made out of the cur-
rent Treasury even at that time were more than one-half the expense
of the National Government. Ihave taken none but what are deemed
to be proper items to make np this sum of $452,424,048, and I have
the details here by years, giving the amount each year, which I will
embody in my remarks, showing the amounts of such nundisputed war
clais as were paid out of the current receipts of the Treasury :
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War expenditures from July 1, 1865, to July 1, 1876,

gy
Eugs
Interest on pub- =
Year. Pensions. lio debt? % § Eg
- €8
§15, 605,352 35 | $133, 067, T41 69 |$1635, 370, 809 £3
.| 20,936,551 71 | 143,781,501 91 | 51,595 174 85
.| 93,782 386 T8 140, 424, 045 T1 | 64, 084, 439 B5
| 28 476, 621 78 , 694,242 80 | 36,162, 628 49
28, 340, 202 17 129, 215,408 00 | 20,764, 704 08
34,443 804 B8 125, 576,565 93 | 15, 522, 670 46
.| 928,533, 402,76 117,357,630 72 | 22 007,124 04
| 29,350, 426 £6 104, 750, 638 44 | 23,152, 300 51
.| 29,033 414 66 167,119,815 2t | 18 012, 900 63
.| 29,456, 216 22 103, 003, 544 57 | 15, 312, 273 96
28, 257, 305 69 100,243,271 23 | 12 419,012 31
206, 220, 865 86 | 1,335, 344, 845 21 | 453, 424, 048 91
War expenditores .......ccoocimcnnnniarcsnsnnssensncsnsannanss 5 084, 008, T50 08
Principal of public debt paid during eleven years above......... 252,
P e B e e L e L Vi 2, 585, 251, 562 57
‘What is the aggregate of these items—$2,585,251,562.57. Besides

those that I have deducted, I have left as still to be paid out of the
ordinary run of the Traasulz many claims that ought manifestly to
be charged to war claims. Almost every branch of expenditure was
largely swollen as the unavoidable result of the war: the vastly in-
creased expense of collecting this large revenue, the enormous in-
crease of our judiciary fund growing out of disturbances the direct
result of the war, and various other items about which there may
be some dispute. I have only taken those that are undisputed; and
what is left 7 When we deduct these $2,585,251,562 from the 5“,192 B
000,000 of gross receipts there is a balance of $1,607,000,000 to pay all
the expenses of the Government, for eleven years, Army and Navy,
Congress and the civil Iist.hjudiciary and foreign intercourse, all the
multiplied operations of the Government, including the purchase of
Alaska, including the innumerable items that have tended to swell
the expenditures since the close of the war; and yet they tell us we
have squandered §1,478,000,000 ont of the $1,607,000,000. That is a
simple sum in arithmetie. That is the basis of gross error npon which
this Baint Lonis platform rests; and I say that, while a t deal is
excused in political warfare, the man who framed that plank in yoor
platform ought to be called to an account by yon for a vast fabrie of
demonstrated falsehood.

But, sir, that is the plank that will be rung upon on all the stum
of this country. We are charged with squandering nearly all the
money that is left after paying the undoubted war claims out of
$1,607,000,000 out of which the expenses of the Government were ?]aid1
and I haveno doubt very large sums, perhaps three hundred millions
or more of this sum of sixteen hundred amis1 seven milli WEre ex-
penditures directly traceable to the war. But let us pass from that.

There was one rather strange spectacle presented by that Saint
Lonis convention, copsidering its composition, considering the men
who controlled it and ruled its counse! Th?iv arraign the republi-
can party because we have honestly paid our debt, principal and in-
terest, and paid enormous claims in the South, amounting to over
$100,000,000, and several hundred millions in bounties and back-pay
to our soldiers; and when we have done that, to find the men who
com the Saint Louis convention, largely composed of the lead-
ers of the rebellion, eriticising us for squandering the public money
it seems to me is rather a strange and novel spectacle; bat we are ac-
customed to such novelfies now. ;

But let us take the next plank in this platform:

‘We denounce the financial imbeeility and immorality of that party which during | expen

eleven years of %eaw has made no advance toward resnmption and no preparation
forr tion, bat i 1 has obstructed resumption by wasti w?rresuumea
and ting all onr surplus income, and while anmually to intend a
Eedy return to specie payments has annnally enacted hinderances thereto.

such a hinderance, we denounce the resumption clanse of the act of 1875, and we
here demand its re; i

Mr. President, I think the philosophy of E:lit.ioal management in
making a gl,a.tform has exhausted itself in that plank. Itis founded
upon the false pretense that the democratic p ever favored re-
sumption. I think I'havesufficientlyshown that. en it goes on and
denounces us for hindering resnmption, for annnally enacting fresh
hinderances, or as devising such a hinderance as the fixing of a day
forresumption. Thisis the logic of this plank: “ We, who were always
in favor of resumption, charge you with always hindering resum

tion and passing annual acts to prevent it.” Governor Tilden,in his
commentary, says we did it repeatedly to hinder resumption, * and we
completed the hinderance by passing the resumption act fixing a day
for resumption.” That resumption act I now say in the face of the
American people has resulted much more favorably than I had hoped.
I introdnced it with fear and doubt, believing that it was not power-
ful enough to accomplish the good that it has done. Let us look at
it. Under the operations of the resumption act we have retired $29,-
200,000 of bank-notes by the voluntary action of the banks, merely
in their effort, each for itself, to strengthen itself in view of resump-

¥
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tion. We have also retired $12,380,772 of United States notes which
are paid and canceled, not hereafter to be redeemed in coin. We
have also provided for the actual redemption and cancellation of the
whole amount of the fractional currency which is now being snper-
ceded by silver coin of the old standard and weight. Thus much has
already been accomplished. It is only a year and a half since the act
was passed, and we have already retired over $41,000,000 of currency;
we have provided for the retirement of $45,000,000 of fractional cur-
rency; and we are now this moment at resumption in silver coin, the
ancient coins of the United States,

I will now read the jeremiad of Governor Tilden over this resnmp-
tion act: .

The act of Congress of the 14th of January, 1875, enacted that on and after the
1st of January, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin the legal-
tender notes of the United States on presentation at the office of the Assistant
Treasarer in the city of New York. It anthorizes the Secretary to prepare and
provide for such resumption of specie payments by the nse of any surplus revenue
not otherwise appropriated, and by issuing, in his discretion, certain classes of
bonds, More than one and @ half of the four years have passed. Congress and the
President have continued ever since to units in acts which have legislated out of exist-
ence every possible surplus applicable to this purpose.

Here is a severe arraignment of somebody for not passing acts in

50 | 2id of resumption since the 14th day of January, 1875. That is the

complaint made by Governor Tilden nﬁnmsb Congress and the Presi-
dent. The republican party confess that they made the law provid-
ing for resumption of tional currency, Eroviding for the gradual
retirement of greenbacks and bank-notes, but we have not provided
the means of resumption! It is sufficient to say that, if Governor
Tilden had read that resumption act through, he would have found
there the most ample means furnished by the act itself to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to bring about and maintain resumption at the
time named. He has the whole power of the Treasury of the United
States and all the eredit of the Government, the power to issue any
of three classes of bonds, Butf, _waivinﬁ that, suppose there were de-
fects in that resumption act, and its only defect that I know of was
that it did not contain specific measures and directions to the Secre-
tary as to the mode and manner of resumption and as fo the means
to resume; that defect I pointed out when the bill was introduced,
and I also stated that if the resumption act was defective in this re-
gpect Congress would be in session every year and it was to be pre-
sumed that Con would provide any additional legislation neces-
sary to accomplish the end in view. That was known to everybody,
an? now Governor Tilden denounces Congress and the President
these unmeasured terms :

More than one and a half of the four years have . Co
ident have continued ever since to unite in acts which hav
ence every possible surplus applicable to this purpose.

‘What has the President done? It is the President that is arraigned.
That act was passed on the 15th of Janunary, 1875. C’o:gress ad-
ioumed on the 4th of March, 1875. On the 4th of March, the repub- .

ican party lost its power over Congress, much Lo the regret I believe
of the people of the United States. From that time on there is other

and the Pres-
ted out of exist-

responsibi ‘H than ours for the acts of Congress. If it was necessary
to pass anci lmtiou_in aid of resumption, Con must pass
it. What hasthe President done? The President in his annual mes-

sage to Congress expressly called attention to the fact that the proper
means were not pointed out by this act and called ugun Congress to

ive him the means. Here is the annual m, of President Grant
Eat. December, now nine months ago. The President in his annual
message recommends—

That the ofthe’l‘:umrybeauthoﬂmdtored:&:rauf,mtwm
$2,000,000 monthly of legal-tender notes, by issuing in their a long bond, bear-
ing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent. per annum, of denominations ranging from

to §1,000 each. This would in time reduce the legal-tender notes to a volume
that could be kept afloat without demanding mdammin large sums suddenly.

Third, That 3&1&@&1 power be given to the tary of the Treasury to
accumulate gold for final redemption, either by increasing revenne, curtailing ex-
penses, or both—it is preferable to do both; and I recommend that reduction of

ditures be made wherever it can be done without impairing Government ob-
ligations or crippling the due execution thereof.

General Grant recommended this Congress to do precisely what
Governor Tilden says they have not done. They assail General Grant
every day of their lives with the vilest calumny—a man who carried
onr banner throngh its danger in battle, whose life is distinguished
by heroism, and whose name will be remembered with honor and
veneration long after all of us have disappeared from the memory of
time. He is arraigned as Washington was arraigned, like a common
criminal; but this thin E that he asked this Congress todo, this House to
do, is what Governor Tilden says now ought to be done. Governor
Tilden yet has the heart to arraign General Grant, and General Grant
recommended as President: precisely what Tilden says he would
recommend. I willshow younthat Tilden in his letter has only quoted
the identical recommendations of Grant almost word for word ; that
is, a funding bill and an accumulation of gold. And yet Governor
Tilden, governor of New York and President that would be, arraigns
the President for doing exactly what he advises should be done. The
Becretary of the Treasury also fortifies the recommendation of the
President by asking that—

Anthority be given for fundin, tender notes into bonds ng a low rate
L ¥ be gi g logal- bearing

There is what the President and his chief executive officer have
done; and yet Governor Tilden arraigns them for doing it and says




9368

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

AvgusT 9,

Congress and the President have continued eversince to unite in acts
to prevent resumption. If Congress hasdone it, who is responsible
Is the fenate responsible? We sent to the House a bill that wonld
have lowered your rate of interest on the I mass of the publie
debt 1% per cent. per annum. What attention did they pay to it?
None whatever. What bill have they introduced to carry out the
recommendation of General Grant or Governor Tilden? Where is the
act introduced in the House of Representatives to accumulate gold
or to provide for funding? None; and now I will tell yon why it
was not done in the Senate. It was because we knew it would tend
to prevent the introduction of such a bill in the House. I say that
such a bill funding United States notesinto ad g:r cent. coin bond was
not re ,such a one as we reporied in the Senate in 1570, because
we believed the passage of it in the Senate might tend to defeat itin
the Honse. We conld fairly infer this, becanse our passage of a fund-
ing bill to redeem 6 per cent. bonds with 4} bonds by a unanimous
vote was ignored by the House. I can tell mny friend from Delaware
that I coulil convince him that we were justified in that belief.
Mr. BAYARD. Every man must act on his own responsibility.
Mr. SHERMAN. Governor Tilden arraigns.Congress for not in-
troducing a bill to provide for funding. He arraigns his own party.
One would P.u[\pose, in reading this letter of his, that he was arraign-
ing the republicans. Sir, the power has from us to the other
House. We had power in Congress for only six weeks after the
resumption act passed, and the democratic House has had the power
for nine months to pass such an act, and yet Governor Tilden arraigns
the President for doing what he adviaes, and in so doing he arraigns
his own party, the demoeratic Honse, for not introducing such a
Empoaition as he promises, as he favors, or says he favors. Thus we
ave the nctual fact of a democratic House, representing the demo-
eratic masses, showing what they intend to do when they have the
full power of this Government, and the mere empty, bald, scolding
words of the presidential candidate, chosen by that (fomy’ as to what
he will try to do if Congress will allow him to it. Why, Mr.
President, it does seem to me that it presents the candidate for the
Presidency on the democratic ticket in a very awkward position,
arraigning his own democratic associates.

I wish now, Mr. President, to call your attention specially to the last
arngmj)h of this plank in the democratic platform, which I charge
ere and which I will now prove was an afterthonght inserted in

this plank agaivst the wishes of Governor Tilden ; against his desire—
as a politieal trick intended to carry an election; that he was op-
posed to it, and yet he devotes nearly one-half of his written letter
in trying to convince somebody that fixing a day for resumption was
a hinderance to resnmption. I have in the Star this evening a
little paragraph which paraphrases the letter of Governor Tilden
very well. It is the logic of a bummer applying to _his promises the
logic of Governor Tilden as to the promises of the United States in
* the resumption act :

“I have it,"” remarked an impecunions bommer on the Avenue Saturday, pans-
ing in his pernsal of Tillen's letter. “I know how to make ‘ thonghtful men * be-
lieve I'm going to pa{hmﬁ debts. Il take back my fie to pay 'em.
That'll fix it. Why the d—1 didn't I think o' that ese promises o' mine de-
stroy all confidence among thoughtful men, whosejmment willat last sway ];ub-
licopinion. An attempt to act on such woul afresh mlnm!ty&go ifie
of confusion, distrust, and distress. Yes, sir; that's been my great financial fail-
ure—a ' promises.”

Mr. Tilden believes that the best way to keep a promise is to with-
draw it, These notes nre outstanding now wi& a law upon our stat-
ute-book that yon will redeem them at a certain time. e best way
is to withdraw that promise! That is his logic; and this,in order to
secure confidence, not for the note but for the maker of the note,
the man who withdraws the promise! .

I proceed to show you, Mr. President, by a reference to the pro-
ceedings of the convention in Saint Lonis, that when the friends of
Governor Tilden went there they went determined to carry the plank
that was read to you without the last clanse which demands the re-
]Jeal of the day fixed for reaumﬁtion ; but in the commitfee on reso-

utions this particular ph was added by the vote of those who

were called inflationists. %hst clanse was added against the remon-
strance of those who sapported and favored the nomination of Gov-
ernor Tilden. Afterward when thisresolutionas I have read it to you
was rted to the convention General Ewing, of Ohio, dissatistied
with the disingenuousness of this plank in the platform, seeing how
totally ridienlous it left the Ohio demoerats who the before de-
manded more paper money and opﬂoeod all plans resumption
insisted upon striking out this plank that has been read to you and
inserting another provision, and I will now read from the New York
Wold wﬁat occurred :

General Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, at the request of several members of the com-
mittee, presented a minority rej as to one phrase of the platform, as follows :

*That the fol]r.mlnf-11 1 the resolutions be stricken out: ‘ As such hin-
;It:ranuo waldt-nomw e resumption clause of the act of 1875, and we here demand

Mtﬁ%a. I desire to briefly state the ohjections to the clanse which we pro-
E:se to have stricken out: It denounces one clause only of the specie-resumption

w, the clause fixing the time for the resumption of payments, leaving the
rest of the act to stand unobjected to, and, by implication, approving it. But why
does it object to the el i B it is destroying the business of the country
in connection with the balance of the law? Not at all; but merely becanse it is a
hinderance to specie anmenta. the fair inference being—at any rate, if not a fairone,
an inference that will surely be drawn—that the objections of the national demo-

tion, and the objection to that date is a hinderance to resumption, and the constrne-
tion will be given, and with some degree of plansibility at least, that the demo-
cratic party want resumption earlier than the day fixed. [Applanse.]

Such was the statement made by General Ewing at the time, Hear
the answer of Mr. Dorsheimer:

Mr. DorsHEIMER. I do not pro to k : a :
pose here to make a straight ispﬂumtwoggm wf‘rfp::tl“;lj:rzlmt?::eyt: IB{l rllalmnillx::?s.
cheering.] By that we stand or fall. [Cheers.] If yon want soft money, give
your votes to the resolution offered by the most dmiignished soft-money advo-
cate in the United States. [Cheers and hisses.] But if you waat to leave to
the hard-money men some chance to carry their State, then stand by the re-

of the committee, lcheeru,}which was a compromise so great that a protest

as been signed by every one of the eastern democratie States, and to which I have

Eub my signature. [Cheers.| Here is a middle ground which does leave somo

ope; but if you declars, in the language of the gentleman from Ohio, [General
Ewing,] for a repeal forthwith, then abandon all your hopes. [Cheers.]

No one can read this debate that occurred in the Saint Louis con-
vention without perceiving at once that this last clause was a trick,
a device, with a double meaning, intended to be used in different
sections with that double meaning. In Ohio and in the Western
States it would be held that the repeal of the resumption clause was
a repeal of the resumption act, and it is already being so done, while
in New York it would be held that the repeal of the resumption clause
was simply to wipe out of the way a hinderance to resumption, so that
resumption could come sooner; and this double-dealing is plainly
shown by the phraseology of the plank itself and by the debate that
occurred there. Mr. Dorsheimer sald: “ We have given you all we
can or dare do, and we have adopted this phraseology as a compro-
mise and there we will stand.” geneml Ewing might put his own
construction on it and Mr. Dorsheimer might put his, and this is the
thimble-rigging manipulation in the presence of the people of the
United States on a question that so deeply affects them; we know
that will be the result. Governor Tilden’s K’.tber, the whole tenor of
it, shows a careful balancing of words. He conned and parsed over for
more than a month words that when you read them one way mean
80, and when you read them another way mean otherwise. It was
carefully studied. Trained as he is in the school of Mr. Van Buren,
or in the school of that greater statesman, Talleyrand, who believed
that words were invented to conceal thoughts, the langnage is care-
Iullf weighed and framed so that it will read well in Indiana and
well in New York, beuring a different interpretation wherever it is
read, according to the humor and whim of the man who reads it. But
Governor Hendricks states distinctly in a letter which was pub-
lished why he wants the resnumption clanse repealed by the House of
Representatives. He wrote to a Repmsenmﬁa? in Washington that
“ a repeal of the resumption clanse in almost any form will elect the
State ticket and carry the Indianapolis distriet.” It was the election in
Indiana and in the Indianapolis district which cansed the House after
eight months of weary studying and donbt to finally tremblin%ly send
to us a provision torepeal asingle clause of the act, and now when yon
read the act without that clause it is very hard to tell what effect
tlatil wtign of the House if adopted woulrgr have upon the meaning
of the ac

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will yield I move that the Senate

ourn.
“dglr. DAVIS. Ishould like to ask a question before we adjourn.
Did I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that between June
30, 1865, and June 30, 1876, the reduction of the deht was §500,000,000 1
Mr.SHERMAN. Over$500,000,000. Ihave given the exact figures.
And then, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, (at ten o'clock and n
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, August 9, 1876.

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

PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT.

Mr. LAWRENCE. I ask unanimons consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real
estate in the Distriet of Columbia, with an amendment by the Sen-
ate, for the purpose of moving that the House non-coneur in the Sen-
ate amendment and ask a committee of conference.
m&em was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s

e.

Mr. LAWRENCE. I move that the House non-coneur in the Sen-
ate amendment and ask a committee of conference.

The motion was agreed to.

PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY.

Mr. WADDELL. I desire to renew the motion I made yesterday.
I ask nnanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table and puton
its passage the bill (8. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship
Company to carry the mails in their new iron steamships. I pro
to offer an amendment to coxeect the date by striking out “7th Feb-

ciatio party to the specie-resumption law are confined only to the date for resump- | ruary, 1865,” and inserting *“ 17th February, 1865.”
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There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s
table, and read a first and recond time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read. It authorizes the Postmaster-General to accept
from the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, for service in transporting
the mails of the United States between San Francisco and China, the
steamships City of Sidney, City of New York, and City of San Fran-
cisco, the same being new iron American-built ships of more than
three thousand tons register; said iron steamships to be substituted
for any wooden side-wheel steamers now lawfully doing service un-
der the act of Congress of February 7, 1865 ; provided that nothing
contained in the bill shall be construed as urea.t.in%, reviving, or rec-
ognizing any claim noxendiﬂg, or as a basis of any claim which
may hereafter be preferred, against the United States by said steam-
ship company growing out of any existing law or contract whatever,
except such as may lawfully exist under the law of February 7, 1865,

Mr. RANDALL. Iaskthe gentleman from North Carolina whether
this bill in any way extends the subsidy heretofore granted.

Mr. WADDELL. Not at all. The committees of both Houses were
particularly careful in framing the language of the bill. As the
name Pacific Mail Steamship Company was not of a very odorous one,
we were on our guard and tried to protect the Government from any
responsibility whatever.

Mr. RANDALL. -The subsidy, if I understand it rightly, expires
in two years.

Mr. WADDELL. The contract expires next January.

Mr. LUI'TRELL. Next December,

Mr. WADDELL. The sum and substance of the matter is this:
Under the contract of February 17, 1865, for carrying the mails the
steamships were described in the contract and were to be of a par-
ticular charaeter. Since that time this company has built new iron
steamships, and when it went to the Department to obtain the priv-
ilege of carrying the mails in them the Department decided thatun-
der the law the mails could not be carried in any other character of
steamships than those described in the contract. On behalf of the
committee, in order to correct an error of date, I move to amend the
bill by striking ont “7” and inserting *“ 17,” dfter the word “ Febru-
ary,” wherever it occurs in the bill, so that it will read “ February
17, 1865.” And in order to obviate an objection which was suggested
to me yesterday by some gentlemen on this floor I will move, with
the consentof the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, tostrike
out the last clause of the proviso, which is as follows : * Except such
as may lawfully exist under the law of February 7, 1865, above re-
ferred to.”

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the Clerk again read the proviso.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be constrned as creating, reviving,

i which may

or recognizing any claim nuwlgemling. or as the basis of any elaim
hereafter be preferred e United States by said steamship company, grow-

ing out of any law or contract whatever.

Mr. RANDALL. That might by inference imply that we recog-
nized tne fact ihat there is a claim, which we onght not to do.

Mr. WADDELL. Those who had charge of the bill thonght they
had exeluded any claim. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
RANDALL] can suggest any other langnage that will better protect
the Government the committee will agree to it.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can readily see that, not having
the contract before me, it is impossible for me to suggest the proper
, language to protect the United States. Iam perfectly willing, so
far as I am concerned, to say that the transportation of these mails
shall be transferred from the side-wheel steamers to the iron steam-
ers of this company.

Mr. WADDELL. That is all this bill is intended to accomplish.

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the Clerk read all of that proviso.

Mr. WADDELL. I have moved to strike out the last portion of
the proviso, to obviate an objection which has been suggested.

Mr, RANDALL. Let that portion be read.

The Cletk read as follows :

m}.’.‘mt :Z“h a8 may lawfully exist under the law of February 7, [17,] 1865, above

Mr, GARFIELD. I think it would be safer for the Government
not to strike out these words. It seems to me they ought to be in
rather than out.

Mr. RANDALL. Not the last clanse.

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes; that clause adds nothing, and I think it

ought to stand.

: . RANDALL. That very exception might recognize the exist-
ence of a claim.,

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the House will not strike ont those words.
If you strike them out, you will by exception recognize the claim.

Mr. RANDALL. I am very timid about legislation in reference to
these steamship companies, and particularly this one.

Mr. WADDELL. That is what made us try to guard this bill in
the way we have done.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I would suggest that the fol-
lowing be inserted in place of the part proposed to be stricken out:

Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be construed to deprive said
company of ita compensation for ocean. service under the contract made by
anthority of an act of February 17, 1865,

That will make everything clear.

Mr. WADDELL. I do not know that I have any objection to that.

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it be added to what is in the bill, without
striking out that last clause.

Mr. RANDALL. No, strike that out.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. If only gives the company the
amount it gets to-day by the act of 1865. By striking out the last
clause, without inserting anything, the company may be deprived of
the subsidy which it has been receiving all the time. Therefore I
suggest this amendment. Is it satisfactory ?

Mr. LUTTRELL. There seems to be some misunderstanding in
relation to this,

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it is necessary to put that in.
There is no danger that the company will not get all that the law
ever intended to give them gr by implication can give them.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I want tosay to my colleague
[Mr. RaxparL] that, if this exception is stricken out and my amend-
ment not allowed to go in, the steamship company cannot get the
subsidy it now gets every month. BStriking out that clause strikes
out all contracts whatever.

Mr, RANDALL. O, no.

Mr. WADDELL. I think the gentleman is mistaken abont that.

Mr. RANDALL. There hasbeenan appro riation heretofore made,
il'fo I gu!;’ erstand rightly, to comply wit nll].l the contracts we are

und by.

Mr. GARFIELD, If the gentleman is right, striking out this por-
tion of the proviso will nullify all the appropriations heretofore made.

Mr. LUTTRELL. If this portion of the proviso is stricken ont and
the gentleman from Penunsylvania [ Mr. TowNsSEND]is not permitted
to offer the amendment he has just read, the Pacific Mail Steamship
Company will not be allowed to receive the compensation now given
them every month for carrying the mails.

Mr. RANDALL. I shall object to any amendment being made, ex-
cept such as the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads recom-
mend, unless it ean be printed so that we can examine and fully un-
derstand it.

Mr, LUTTRELL. Then I ask that the bill go throngh, as the com-
mittee of the House and the Senate have passed it without amend-
ment. We have examined if carefully and guarded it well. We were
very eautious in this matter. I am willing, however, that the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. TowNsEND] should place any amend-
ment on it that he desires ; all we ask is that the company shall be
allowed to snbstitute iron steamers instead of the old wooden steam-
ers which are now almost useless.

Mr. RANDALL. I think the committee are right in moving to
strike out the last clanse of the proviso, and I trust that the gentle-
man will now call the previous question on the bill,

Mr. WADDELL. I call for the previous question.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I do not wish to imperil the passage of the bill
by gla.cing any amendmentupon it. The iron steamers are now lying
at San Francisco, and we desire to have them substituted for the
wooden steamers,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to understand the
sitnation. Did the gentleman from North Carolina demand the pre-
vious question to the exclusion of the amendment of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Tow~NsEND 1]

Mr. WADDELL. Idemanded the previous question to the exelusion
of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RANDALL. Whiciemember from Pennsylvaniaf?

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair understands that there is
an amendment coming from the committee. He desires to know if
the gentleman from North Carolina admits the amendment of the
gentleman from Fennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEXD. ]

Mr. WADDELL. I do not.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ;
and under the operation thereof the amendments offered by Mr. WaD-
DELL were to.

The question recurred upon the third reading of the bill a8 amended.

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask leave to offer a substitute to the proviso.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That carfnot be done under the opera-
tion of the previous question.

M. LAPHAM, I ask that it be read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is notin order exeept by unanimous
consent,

Mr. LAPHAM. If the gentleman from North Carolina will hear it
I think he will assent to it.

The SPEAKER pro tem Is there objection to the reading of
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York, [EH.r
LapHAM 1

Mr. WADDELL. Yes, sir; I object.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and if was accordingly
read the third fime, and passed.

Mr. LUTTRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
palt);?ed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. GARFIELD. I call for the regular order.

EMPLOYMENT OF INDIAN SCOUTS.

Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent fo take from the Speak-
er’s table the Lill of the Senate conceraing the employment of Indian
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scouts, which ought to be passed at this time. [Loud eries of “ Regu-
lar order.”]
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMEXT.

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I rise to a privileged question. I desire
to present to the House the report of the majority of the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in relation to their investigation
of the affairs of that Department. I will state that the committee is
authorized, as I understand, to report at any time, and that the mi-
nority report is ready.

The SPEAKER profempore. 'Was the committee authorized to re-
port at any time ? 3

Mr. CLARK, of Missonri. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will receive the re-
wrt. -

: Mr. CONGER. Is this a matter of higher privilege than the mat-
ter before the House under the call for the regular order? We are
acting now on a question of privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this matter is
of higher privilege.

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will state that this matter will only
ocenpy a moment. I move that the report be printed and laid upon
the table, and yield fo the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNOX]
to present the views of the minority of the committee.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I present the views of the minority
with the safe request that has been made by the chairman of the
committee,

The report of the majority of the committee and the views of the
minority were ordered to be printéd and laid upon the table.

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to have it understood that these
reports are not to be bronght back by a motion to reconsider.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No motion to reconsider has been
entered.

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois, No, but I ask that the order be made by
unanimous consent that the matter shall not be brought back by a
motion to reconsider.

Mr. RANDALL. Isthere any matter for the action of the House
connected with the report ?

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. There is none at all.

There was no objection, and the order was made,

ANNIE GIBSON YATES.

Mr. BAGBY. I report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
which was anthorized to report upon this subject at any time, the
bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension to Annie Gibson Yates.

The bill was read, as follows:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed
to place on the pension-roll eub,,:;c:. to the provisions and limitations of the pen-
sion-laws, the name of Annie Gibson Yates, widow of George W. Yates, latea cap-
tain in the United States Army, who was killed at the battle of the Little Big Horn
on the 2ith day of June, 1876, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month
from and after the passage of this act.

The report was read. Ifstates that George W. Yates was a capfain
in the service of the United States in the Seventh Regiment of
Cavalry and was killed in the battle with the Indians June 25, 1876,
leaving his widow, Anuie Gibson Yates, and three infant children
sarviving him; that he was killed in the service of the United States
and in the line of duty. The committee therefore recommend the

of the bill.

Mr. CONGER. My recollection is that this bill was recommitted
with instructions to the committee to report the names of widows of
other soldiers who were killed in the same engagement.

Mr. BAGBY. This bill for the relief of Mrs. Yates has no connec-
tion with the bill to which the gentleman alludes.

Mr. CONGERE. I am informed that the instructions in regard to
other persons interested in a measure of this kind related to another
bill. I therefore make no objection fo this.

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BAGBY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
psa?ed and alse moved that the motion to recousider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to. 5

PASSAGE, OF PACIFIC MAIL SUBSIDY.

Mr. LYNDE. I rise fomake a privileged report under the instrue-
tions of the Committee on the Judiciary, which I ask may be printed
and recommitted, and also printed in the Recorp. -

Mr, MILLS. Let it be understoud that the report shall not be
brought back on a motion to reconsider.

A MemBeEr. What is the subject of the report?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the introductory
paragraph of the report, which will show its subject.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred the papers and testi-
mony taken by the Committee of Ways and Means of the ForIt{ ird Congress,
with instructions to inquire what action should be taken by the Honse in reference
to the persons now members of the House charged with complicity in the alleged
corrupt use of money to procare the of an act providing for an additional
subsidy in theChina mail serviee during the Forty-second Congress, and with giving
false testimony in relation thereto before the Committeo of Ways aud Mcans of
the Forty-third Congress, have considered the same and report—

Mr. LORD. I am instructed by certain members of the Judicia:
Committee to presenta minority report upon the same matter, whic
I desire to have printed and recommitted, and also printed in the
REecorp along with the majority report,

Mr. HALE. Not to be brought back on a motion fo reconsider !

Mr, WILBON, of Iowa. What is the object of having these re-

rts printed in the REcorp? If printed as a document we shall get
it from the decument room.

Mr. LORD. We ask to have the reports printed in the RECORD
because the Judiciary Committee think it ought to Le done for the

of getting the matter before Congress.

The SP. iR pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa ob-
ject to the rint-ing of the reports in the RECORD |

Mr. W].LEON of Jowa. I understand that under the order of the
House they will be printed in document form and can be obtained
by us from the doenment room.

Mr. HOAR. My friend from Iowa will remember that any member
by calling for the reading of these reports can have them printed in
the REcORD; and the making of this order without the reading
saves time,

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My object was to ascertain the reason for
asking the printing in the RECORD.

Mr. BANKS. I will tell the gentleman. If the report be printed
in the RECORD, it will appear at once and can be read by us to-mor-
row. If printed merely in document form, it may be two weeks be-
fore waﬁet it, and not one man in fifty will see it in that form.

Mr. FRYE. And it is a subject which when it comes before the
House will nndoubtedly provoke very extensive discnssion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no objection be made these reports
will be ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be bronght
back on a motion to reconsider, and also to be priuted in the RECORD.

There was no objection.

The reports are as follows :

The Committes on the Judiciary, to whom were referred the pa and testi-
mony taken by the Committee of Ways and Means of the Forty-thirid Congress, with
instructions 1o inguire what action should be taken by the House in reference to
the persons now members of this House charged with complicity in the alleged cor-
rupt use of money to procure the passage of an act providing for an additional sub-
sidy in the China mail-service during the Forty-second Con‘greu and with giving
false testimony in relation thereto beforoe the Cominittee of Ways and Means of the
Forty-third Congress, have considered the same, and report:

That the Committee of Ways and Means of the Forty-third Congress, after a
thorough investigation of the charge that a large sum of money was used to secure
the th_wu;h Congress of an increased annual appropriation to the Pacific
Mail Steamship Company, in the natore of a subsidy, report, among other things:
“The results of the evidence are that about §00.000 was disb upon the alle-
Et.ion that it was used in aid of the passage of the act now under investigation;

at about 365,000 a to have been paid to the exelusive use of persons hav-
ing no official connection with such legislation ; and that the disposition of the re-
maining $335,000 rewains in doubt upon the evidence presented, but without any
testimony showing that it was a reward paid to any person at that time a member
of either Honsze of Congréss; and that the nnr.umaintgttendlng the disposition of

i8 latter sum is owing to the refusal of WiLLiAM 8. Kix6 to testify the truth, and
to the failure or refusal of Joux G. SCHUMAKER to present all the facts which the
committee believe it waa in his power to give."

The committee report the following resolutions:

Resolved, That a copy of the testimony taken before the Committes of Ways and
M upon the question of a corrupt use of meney to procure the of an
act Ermd.ing for an additional snbsidy for the China mail-service be delivered to
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, to be by him laid before the House at
the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, to the end that they may make
further inquiry and take due action npon the questions affecting WiLLIAM 8. KiNg
and JoBN G. ScnUMAKER, and further p therein as they shall deem just.

Ttestlved, That the Clerk of this House transmit to the Uniteil States’ district
attorneg a copy of the evidencoe taken before the Committee of Ways and Means
:F-cm the question of a corrupt use of money to procure the passage of an act pro-

ding for an additions] subsidy for the China mail-service, with direction to lay so
much of the same as relates to the truth of the testimony civen by WiLLIAM 8. Kixa
and Jonx G. ScHUMAKER, before the grand jury of said Distriet, for such action as
the law secms to require.

The above resoluiions were adopted by the House, and a eopy of the evidence
taken before the Committee of Ways and Meaus upon the question of a cnm?t
use of money to procure the passage of an act providing for an additional subsily
for the China mail-service has been transmitted to the United States district at-
torney for the District of Columbia by the Clerk of the House in accordance with
said resolation,

The whole subject is properly before the eourt; the offenses charged are crimes
by statute, and the Constitution provides—

“No person shall be held to answer for an infamous crime unless on a present-
ment or indictment of a d jory."

Your committee are O]Ei.ﬂiun that the Housg of Representatives has no anthor-
ity to take jurisdiction of viclations of law or offenses comniitted against a pre-
vgms Congress. This is purcly a legislative body, and entirely ted for the
trial of crimes, Tho fifth section of the first article of the Constitution authorizes
% gach Iouse may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for dis-
orderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.”  Thia
power is evidently given to enable each House to exercise its constitntional func-
tion of legislation unobstructed. It cannot vest in Congress a jurisdiction to try a
member for an offense committed before his clection; for such offense a mem-
ber, like nn]y other citizen, is amenablo to the courts alone. Within four years
after the adoption of the first ten amendments to the Constitution, Hamphrey Mar-
shall, a Senatcr of the United States from Kentucky, was charged by the Legisla-
ture of his State with the crime of perjury, and the memorial was transmitted by
the governor to the SBenate for its action. The committes to whom it was referred
reported t the jniisdiction of the Senate, and sa.f:

“That in a case of this kind no person can be held to answer for an infamous
crime rnless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, and that in all such

r 1 © d ought to be tried by an imparti Jhur{!of the State or dis-
trict wherein the crime shall have been committed. = Until ho legally convicted,
the principles of the Constitution and of the common law concur in presuming that
he is innocent. ~ And they are also of opinion that as the Constitation does not give
urisiiction to the Senate, the consent of the party cannot give it, and that there-

re the said memorial ought to be dismissed.
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This report was adopted by a vote of 16 to 7. This is the constrnction given to
saiil section in the first case presented to cither House after its adoption by the
statesmen who framed the Constitution, and we think itan authority which shonld
control tho ease before the committes. We know of no public interest which will
be promoted by further investi-ation.  Yonr committee therefore recommend that
the Honse leave these charies where they now are, in court, to be finally adjudi-
cated and disposed of without any interposition or further action of the House.

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY.

The undersigned members of the Judiciary Committee, to whom was referréd the
resolution of the 24th of January last, sct forth in the report of the majority, re-

spectfully report:

That the only q now presented to the Honse is the D'tl“""ﬂo“ of jurisdic-
tion, which question arises nnder the last clause of section 5 of article 1of the Con-
stitution :

“Each House may determine the rules of its proeeedinﬁal._(!mnhh its members
for disorderly behavior, and, with the conenrrence of two-thirds, expel a member.”

It will be seen that there are noworids of limitation on the power to expel, which
poems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House; in other
worde, does not the Constitulion refer 1ailier to the fitness of the member to hold
the office, resting on considerations of publie justice and poliey, than to the time of
hisclection?  Yet the undersigned do not deny but that there are limitations on the
power of this Houss arising from the circumstances of particular cases, and the
relations of this House to the constituency of an accused member; therefore, as
will be seen, the undersigned need not urther in this case than to assert juiis-
diction, because the offenses complained of wero not known to the constituents of
the members in question antil after their election.

Without asserting the gunilt of the accused it is sufficient to say that the grava-
men of the charges made against them is that one of them (Mr. SCHUMAKER) re-
coived the sum of §275,000 and the other, {Mr. Kixg,) while an oflicer of the House,

75,000 for the lrmmm of purchasing tho votes of members of the Con, for a
subsidy to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and it is conceded that the all
n\ro.pt-llﬂn ?f such money by them was not wn to their constituents until
their election,

1t is also alleged that one of the members (Mr. K1x6) testified falsely con
the moneys received by him before his election to the present Honse and that the
other (Mr. SCHUMAKER) 80 testified after his election to the present House before a

committee of the Forty-third Con
ilt of the accused members have

TTesS,

The fact that the questions involved as to the
been referred to the courts of the District of Columbia does not and cannot affect
the question of jurisdiction, nor in any manner release the House from its daty in
the premises, as has been beld in the cases of Kilbourn and Belknap.

The ease of Humphrey Marshall referred to in the report of the majority is not
a case in Eﬁnt_ He was accused of the crime of perjury committed before a State
court in Kentucky; a majority of the Senate concluded that he was entitled to a
trial before a jury; if the members in the eases before this Congress were
of the crime of perjury committed in a State court,in dealing with the question
entirely dlﬂ’vrem?:ﬂnalderal.ions might be presented. The commitiee of the Senate
in the ease of Marshall say, * That in & case of this kind no person can be held to
answer for an infamous crime unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand

nry."” J

This decision, however, only relates to trials in court in the administration of
criminal justice, and not to protective justice h{v proceedings on impeachment or
expulsion from either Honse of Congreas. Without now discussing or deciding
the question to what depths of infamy a member must have sunk, if condoned by
his constifuents, before the IHouse should exercise the power to expel him, or with-
out deciding that there is any dt:gth of infamy which if so condoned would au-
thorize such expulsion, it is sufiicient to say that in the cases before the House the
offenses as alleged related direcily to the attempted corruption of members of the
Congress of the United States, which erime or erimes, wherever ori ted, were
Enm:u:ntlumt.ed, as alleged, in the District of Columbia or within the halls of the

A "

!in the State of New York, in the case of George G. Barnard, one of the justices
of its supreme court, he was held liable to impeachment for offenses committed by
him before he was elected to the term of oftice which be then held. The senate of
that State has asserted the same principle. £

The Senato of the United States has recently held jurisdiction in a case in which
gm alleged limitation, if any, forbidding it, is found in the words of the Constitu-

011,

The undersigned therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution :

FResolved, That the House of Representative Jurisdiction in the cases of
Wuiam 8. Kixe and JonN G. ScHUMAKER, and that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Civil Service Reform to ascertain and report the facts.

SCOTT LORD.
WM. LAWRENCE.
GEQ. F. HOAR.
B. G. CAULFIELD.

T am of the opinion that the Hounse ought not to assume jurisdiction of a case
where a member is charged with having sworn falsely at a time prior to his elec-
tion, especially if such member has been indicted therefor before the proper judi-
cial tribunal, and pending his trial. But whero the chargo is thata member of the
Houee has received money to be used by him to corrupt legislation in Congress, for
which offense no indictment has been found, I think the Honse mvptglpetgiy take
jurisdietion, though the offenses charged were committed prior to his election. I
am desirous that an inquiry be made to ascertain whether this latter offense has
been committed by either or both of the accused members, and for that purpose,
and to that extent, I coneur in the report of the minority of the committee.

] EOQ. W. McCRARY.
VENEZUELAN CLAIMS,

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Forci%: Affairs, to whom was
referred the message of the President of the United States, with ac-
companying correspendence relative to the Venezuelan mixed com-
mission, and also sundry memorials on that subject, have had the
same under consideration, and have directed me to submit a report.

Mr. GARFIELD. Is this a unanimous report !

Mr. SPRINGER. It is.

Mr. HALE. How is this a privil report 1

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 will state that this is the unanimous report of
the committee so far as the recommendations are concerned, although
certain members of the committee have appended their own explana-
fions to the report.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. Has the committee the right fo report
on this subject at any time?

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir, under the resolution of the House.

Mr. HALE. How has it that right ?

Mr. SPRINGER. More than forty-eight hours ago the report was

read to the minority of the committee, and their explanations accom-
pany it.

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is not forty-eight hounrssince the
resolution to which the gentleman refers was passed.

Mr. SPRINGER. It is exactly forty-eight hours now.

Mr. HALE, Why, the resolution was adopted at five o’clock on last
Monday evening.

Mr. RANDALL. Isuggestif nomember of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs objeets, certainly it must be right. Y

r. SPRINGER. This is the unanimous report of the Committese
on Foreign Affairs. :

Mr. HALE. It doesnot by any meansfollow. The resolution agreed
to the other night was adopted after full deliberation, and I do not
propose it shall be brokenollx)om in any case whatever.

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the question was
asked at the time whether reports which were nnanimous could not
come in at any time, and the gentleman from Maine expressly stated
there wonld be no objection to them.

Mr. HALE. Isaid that in any case where both sides of the com-
mittee wanted to report.

Mr. SPRINGER. And thaf is the case here.

Mr. HALE. I said in such cases consent would be granted.

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a unanimons report.

Mr. HALE. I do not know anything of that kind. There is no
member of the minority of this committee that comes in and asks to
have this report considered.

Mr, SPRINGER. The minority of the committee ean speak for
itself. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MONROE] who sits near the

ntleman is a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman from Ohio, as a member of the mi-
nority of that committee, states that he wants this matter to come up
now, I have nothing further to say. Otherwise it is not clearly here
under that rule we adopted on Monday. The gentleman from New
York will bear me out in that.

Mr. BEEBE. I will say this: I did not understand the arrange-
ment, so far as I am concerned, as does the gentleman from Maine.
However, I learn that such was his understanding and so have held
baek my report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection then by any
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Chair understands
t{;a re]lmrt may be made. If there is objection the Chair must enforce

e rule.

Mr, HALE. I leave the objection entirely to the minority of the
committee,

Mr. MILLS. It is privileged, as the minority has consented to the
making of the report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably.

Mr, BANKS, What is this report in reference to? Is it the Ven-
ezuelan investigation 1

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir.

Mr, BANKS. As a member of that committee I object to its being
published now,

Mr. SPRINGER. On what ground ?

Mr. HALE. Thisshows the wisdom of my calling attention to the
matter.

Mr.BANKS. Theresolution accompanying the report is suspensory
of judgment on the part of the Government. The report over
the whole matter, and expresses conclusions from which the minority
of the committee dissent, myself positively, in regard to it.

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s dissent is part of the report.

Mr. BANKS. We have not considered the question, nor is the tes-
timony in. It does not belong to the resolntion.

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s dissent is on record as part of
the reg»rtu
Mr. BANKS. No, my assent is to the resolution reported; but my
dissent is to the conelusion of the report.

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the gentleman from Massachu-
setts to object to the consideration of the report now 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must sustain the point of
order made under the rule adopted on Monday, and the report cannof
be received at this time, objection being made by the gentleman from
Massachusetts, a member of that committee.

MISSISSIPPI INVESTIGATION.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. Irise to a privileged report from the Com-
mittee on Pnntmg I am instrueted by that committee to report back
a concurrent resolution from the Senate that four thousand copies of
the report of the Special Committee to Investigate the Late Election
in Mississippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use
of the Senate, with the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word " Scnate,” in the last line, add the following: “And House of

Repr tatives; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the use
of the Houseof Representatives;" so it will read :
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That ﬁnwﬂeopiea
of the rt of the Special Committee to Investigate the late Election in Missis.
mﬂ the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the Senate and House
m!:i:‘u; L.500 copies for the nse of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the
nse o @

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman reporting this what is the
customary course in such cases? I see here the Senate has passed a
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resolution, as I understand, providing for the printing of 4,000 copies
of this valuable report, with the expectation that the House com-
mittee would report an additional number for the use of the Honse.
As I listened to the reading, it seemed to me the committee had taken
the number the Senate fixed for that body, and distributed it to both
the bodies. Is it not customary to give the Senate the number of
copies of any particular report that its Commiftee on Printing recom-
mends and is acceded to by the Senate, and then for the House, in-
dependent of that, to order an additional number? I do not see wh;

we shounld eut down the number called for by the Senate, which is
four thonsand copies, to fifteen hundred copies. The report is on an
important subject-matter. It has already given rise fo debate in the
Senate, which will nndoubtedly be mgro onged; and whenever the
matter comes up here it will be treated as a matter of very grave and
almost vital interest. The number of copies called for b;' e Senate
does not seem to me to be too large for that hody; and if we have
}:{wice as many here, I do not think that would be too large for this

ouse,

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I presume the gentleman from Maine is cor-
rect in his statement of the course which hasbeen pursued in the past.
Some of the members of the Senate were anxious that action should
be taken upon this matter. The resolution was sent here for con-
currence on the ]part of the Honse, because the printing of four thou-
sand copies would cost a greater sum than §500. And as we had here-
tofore during this session in other matters made a division of copies,
we made a division in this case. This is not diseriminating against
one body or in favor of the other,

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he
allow me to move an amendment. As I have said, this is a very im-
portant matter. If we make the number for the Senate, say three
thousand copies, and for the House six thousand copies, that will be
only nine thousand copies of the report for both bodies. And I am
very sure that that number will ?eedily be exhausted, because the
public interest—and it is not confined to one party—in the question
18 t:.-iry great. I would like to move the amendment I have indi-

cated.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. As the gentleman from Maine is perhaps
aware, the reports of the majority and minority of the commitfee are
being published broadeast throughout the land; and if it had not
been the wish of the Senate to have this number of copies printed I
shounld not have given my assent.

Mr. HALE. What does the gentleman mean? Does he mean that
they are being published in the newspapers 1

Mr. VANCE, of Obio. Yes; when published in the prominent news-
papers they are within reach of and read by the people of the conntry.

Mr. HALE. Btill I think the publication in the newspapers is not
sufficient.

Mr. RANDALL. This is a campaign document, I suppose, and the
Senate desired to have it published.

Mr. HALE. Ifit be a camtgaign document it is a campaign docu-
ment on both sides. One of the ablest of the democratic Senators has
made a minority report.

Mr. RANDALL. Let each side print what they think p:rer.

Mr. HALE. I think that would scarcely be a good rule. We
publish as congressional documents important reports that have a
political bearing and publish them generally very freely, althongh
the newspag:m and party associations publish them aside from that.
It does not follow because a report from a committee on a grave sub-
ject-matter which has been discussed as this has been on both sides
and reported on Dboth sides has political bearings thaf it should on
that account be given the go-by here.

Mr. RANDALL. We do not give it the go-by any more than you
give the go-by to the reports of other inves "ga.tiona which you print
only up to the amount fixed by law, §500. We do not desire to incur
an unlimited expense in printing snch documents,

Mr. HALE. Itis a very small saving that can be effected here,
This is a subject-matter which I donot timk the gentleman can afford

an nny-wise wisdom upon.

girpeRﬂ.ngALL Iam reminded that this investigation of af-
fairs in the State of Mississippi was conduected just as other investi-
gations have been conducted in this House, and to which the gentle-
man from Maine has objected ; that is, in a secret manner.

Mr. HALE. I fail to see in the discussions in the Senate any com-
plaint on that score.

Mr.REAGAN. Then the gentleman from Maine has not examined
the minority report. The investigation was conducted in secret,
against the votes of both of the democratic members of the com-
mittee.

Mr. HALE. I was speaking of the discussions in the Senate. I do
not think that information npon this important matter should be
suppressed or should be kept from the people. I think both of the
reports should be freely published.

r. RANDALL. This isbut an entering-wedge for the printing by
Congress of political documents. The investigation was gotten up
in my judgment for political purposes only. You made the same
charge against us that we have been conducting these investigations
for political purposes. And yet, perhaps for tgat reason, we asked
for the printing of no additional copies of the reports.

Mr. E. Have we on our side ever ohjected to the printing of
additional copies 1

Mr. RANDALL. The printing of additional copies involves a large
ex{anse which I am unwilling to inenr.

. HALE. Task the gentleman from Ohio to allow me to offer
the amendment I have indicated, that I may take the sense of the
House upon it. :

Mr, VANCE, of Ohio. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the number pro-
vided for is amply sufficient, with the publication of these documents
through the newspapers of the country.

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman decline to allow me to offer my
amendment simply to try the sense of the Hounse on increasing the
number of copies of these reports! The gentleman can shut me onf
if he chooses.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I should not shut the gentleman out if my
mind were not clear upon the point. I must decline to admit his
amendment,

Mr, HALE. All I want is a vote upon it. I punt it in that way
simply to aid in the diffusion of intelligence upon this subject-mat-
ter. te.ow the gentleman can shut me out if he chooses. All I ask is
avo

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. If this resolution wonld shut out a dissemi-
nation of these reports from the people of the country I should not
hesitate a moment to permit the amendment to go in, but the gentle-
man knows the prineipal part of both the reports has been or will be
published in every prominent paper in the country.

Mr. HALE, That is just my point; we want an anthentic official
report and not one culled and picked by newspaper editors to go out
to the people. We want the official report to be sent to each eitizen.
Ido not want that the New York newspapers or the Boston newspa-
pers shall tell what is in the report.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. As I understand it, the newspapers do not
cull or pick from the reports; tha{ simply publish them in full. One
of the reports was published in a Washington paper.

Mr. HALE,  Not in fall.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. The principal points were published.

Mr. HALE. But the report was not published in full. I ask the
gentlemsn if he will allow me to submit my amendment to a vote

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. For the reasons I'have already stated, I must
decline to allow a vote on that amendment.

Mr. GARFIELD. Ihopemy eolleague [Mr. VaNcE] will allow mea
moment. Iwanttosaythat the report involves the integrity of a whole
State and the validity of its Legislature and its elections under that
Legislature, and there can hardly be a graver question than that which
raises the question whether a State Legislature was legally organized
or not. This is a complete report of both parties, and they ask that
it be printed. It seems to me only fair that an official document shall
not be garbled, but that the full statement of the case shall go to the
country. Iam sore that gentlemen on the other side will not put
themselves in the attitude of suppressing the report.

Mr. RANDALL. I wonld snppress any report that proposes to re-
duce a State of this Union to a territorial condition simply because
the peaple of that State happen to vote for a certain political party.

Mr. GARFIELD. If thatwere true, and I were in the gentleman’s

lace, I would ask that the report be printed and sent into every
mlet in the country.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I call the previous question.

The question was puf on seconding the previous question; and on
a division there were—ayes 81, noea%&

8o the previous question was seconded.

The question recurred upon ordering the main question.

Mr. HALE. I ecall for the yeas and nays on ordering the main
question, so as to give us an opportunity of putting in my amend-
ment if the main question be voted down,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. The gentleman will understand that the
Senate asked for only four thousand copies, and the only difference
between our report is that we ask the distribution of a part of these
copies to the House.

r. HALE. But my amendment cuts the Senate out of one thou-
sand copies and gives us six thousand.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 63, not
voting 118; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, John H.
{;., Bann.inlg. Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Boons, Bradford

. Caldwell, Cate, Canlfield, John B, Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of
Missouri, Clymer, Cox, Cutler, Davis, Dibrell, Durand, Durbam, Eden, Fa kner,
Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock,
Hardenbergh, John T, Harris, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond, Hereford, Abram S.
Hewitt, Hupkiniallcmsa. Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Knott, Frapklin
Landers, Lev]y, wis, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Mc¢Farland, McManon,
Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Mutchler, New, Odell, Payne, Piper, Powell, Randall, Rea,
Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, Wiliam M. Robbins, Roberts,
Saw: Scales, Shedkley, Singleton, Slemons, Spencer, Springer, Stenger, Steven-
son, Stone, ’I‘enﬂ. Thomas, Thom: Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, John L.
Vance, Robert B. Vanee, Waddell, Erastus Wells, Whitthorve, Alpheus 5. Will-
fams, James Willilams, James D, Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, amin Wil-
acul's, and Yrates—104,

AYS—Messrs. George A. ley, John H. Baker, Ballon, Blair, William R.

Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Burleigh, Cannon, Caswell, Conger, Crounse, Dan-
ford, Davy, Eames, Evans, Fort, Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Benjamin W. Iarris,
Hoar, Hurlbut, Hyman, Joyee, Kimball, Lapham, Lawrence, Lynch, MacDougall,
McCrary, MeDill, Miller, Nash, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Page, William A. Phillips,
Pierce, Plaisted, Poppleton, Potter, Pratt, Rninet\’: Ruosk, S8ampson, Sinniekson,
Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Tarbox, Thornburgh, Washingion Townsend,
Tufts, Van Vorhes, Wait, G. Wiley Wells, Whiting, Willard, iam B. Will-
jams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—63.

ley,
, Brigt, Cabell, William
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NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, William H. Baker, Banks, Basa, Bell,
Bliss, Dlonnt, Bradley, John Young Brown, Buckner, Samunel D). Burchard. John
H. Caldwetl, Campbell, Candler, Cason, ijpin. Chittenden, thmab{io]lius,
Cook, Cowan, C ulberson, Darrall, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas,
Dunnell, l-:ghartfmg‘;fi Ely, Freeman, Fuller, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin,
Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henr‘{ﬂll. karria, Ha.rt.ril]ﬁe. Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays,
Heodee, Henderson, Henkle, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Holman, Hooker,
Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, King, Lamar,
George M. Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Magoon, Meade, Mil-
liken, Money, Monroe, Morrison, Neal, O'Brien, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Phili
Platt, Purman, James B. Reilly, Robinson, Miles Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler,
Schleicher, Schmmaker, Seelye, William E. Smith, Southard, ‘Efaﬂm, Stowell,
Bwann, Teese, Martin I Townsend, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C.
Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren,
Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Wigginton, Wike, Androw Williams, Charles G
Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Woeod, Woodworth, and
Young—I18,

Daring the roll-call,

Mr. HOUSE said: My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is detained from the
House on account of sickness.

Mr. SCALES. I desire to state that my colleagne on the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs from Arkansas, Mr. WILSHIRE, is absent from
the House npon committee work.

Mr. FREEMAN. I am paired with Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am paired with the gentleman from
Kentucky, Mr. MiLuikeN. If he were present I wonld vote “no.”

Mr, WILLIS. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. LEAVENWORTH.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr.
WALLING, is absent by leave of the House.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

The question was npon the amendment reported from the Commit-
tee on Printing, to add after the word “ Senate,” in the last line of the
resolution, the following :

And House of resentatives; 1,500 coples for the use of the Senate and 2,500
copies for the use of the House of Representatives.

The amendment was agreed to.

The question then was npon concurring in the resolufion as
amended.

Mr. REAGAN. ' Before the House votes on that question, I desire
to say one word. 3

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not now in order.

'I‘hg question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 75,
noes 7.

Mr. POPPLETON. No quorum has voted.

The SPEAKER f)ro tempore, No quorum having voted, the Chair
under the rule will order tellers; and appoints Mr. VANCE, of Ohio,
and Mr. PAGE to act as tellers.

'f;le tellers took their places; but before the House proceeded to
vote,

Mr. POPPLETON said: I will withdraw the point of order that no
quornm voted.

The'SPEAKER pro iempore. Is there any demand for a further
count

There being no call for a further connt, the resolution, as amended,
was declared to be concurred in.

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the
resolution was concurred in ; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

PRINTING THE AGRICULTURAL REPORTS,

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill
No. 1036 be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

There bainﬁ no objection, the bill (8. No. 1036) to provide for the
printing and distribution of the reports of the Commissioner of Agri-
culture for the years 1874 and 1875 was taken from the Speaker’s
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on
Printing.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. PAGE. T call for the regnlar order,

Mr, CROUNSE. Irise to make a privileged report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
man to make a privileged report.

UNITED STATES SURVEYS AND SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITIONS,

Mr. CROUNSE, I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands,

- to whom was referred the joint resolution of the House No. 161, author-

izing the Secretary of State to publish a history of the several sur-

veys and scientific expeditions by the United Stales during the pres-

ent century, to report the same back, with a recommendation that it

do pass. This joint resolution was referred to the committee a few
days since with leave to report it at any time.

The joint resolution directs the Secretary of State to cause to be
prepared and published a brief history of the several surveys and
scientific erpe!lit-iuns ordered and prosecuted by the United States
during the century just closed, including in said history the various
foreign and oceanic expeditions, the surveys of the coast and of the
lakes, and the several topoiraphica!, scientific, and military surveys
of the interior, the same to be reported to Con a8 soon as practi-
cable, said history uot to exceed eight hund octavo; and to
enable the SBecretary to carry inte effect the resolution the sum of
$7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated.

Mr. RANDALL. T wonld like to ask the gentleman whether, in his
opinion, that amount of money will complete the work 7

Mr. CROUNSE. 1am soadvised upon consultation with the proper
authorities.

Mr. GARFIELD. When I first drew up this joint resolution, I put
in the sum of $10,000. The Librarian of Congress, who is an expert
in all such matters, told me that he thought that $7,500 would be
sufficient, and on that hiut and snggestion I cut the amount down to
§7,500. I think this will be one of the most interesting centennial
records of the progress of this country that can be made.

Mr, CROUNSE. I eall for the previous question.

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered;
and under the operation thereof the joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and v

Mr. CROUNSE moved fo reconsider the vote by which the joint
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

EMPLOYES IN PRINTING BUREAU.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by nnanimous consent, submit-

ted a concurrent resolution concerning certain employés in the Burean

of Engraving and Printing; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. COX. T desire to make a request on behalf of my friend from
West Virginia, Mr. WiLsoN, who has been ill nearly all the session
and who desires to go home. There is on the Speaker’s table an ap-
plication by him for leave of absence for ten days. I ask unanimous
Epnsant that leave of absence be granted him for that length of

ime.

No objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. PAGE. I now insist upon the regnlar order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being ecalled for,
the House will now resume the consideration of the unfinished busi-
ness at the time of adjonrnment yesterday, upon which the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoanr] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. BLAND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Do I un-
derstand that the unfinished business of yesterday takes precedence
of the morning hour to-day 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will refer to the rule
concerning the morning hour, he will find that the morning hour be-
gins after the reading of the Journal and the completion of the unfin-
ished business at the time of the adjournment the day previous,

Mr. BLAND. May I inquire what is the unfinished business?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the consid-
eration of the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to
reconsider the vote by which the message of thg President in regard
to the sundry civil appropriation bill was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

Mr. BLAND. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor for
that purpose. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] ob-
tained the floor yesterday and yielded to a motion to adjourn. He is
now entitled to the floor, and while he holds it the motion to lay on
the table cannot be made. When the floor is yielded that motion can
be made by any gentleman.

Mr. BLAND. I hope that will not be done, and that we will have
something more important to take up our time than to prove that
the South is against the North or the North against the South.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor and will proceed.

POLITICAL CONDITION OF THE BOUTH.

Mr. HOAR. Mr, Speaker, I was desirous the other day, when the
gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. LAMAR | coneluded his interesting re-
marks, to make some observations which were suggested by his speech.
I havein vain songht an opportunity until the present time. I listened
to the speech of the gentleman with mingled feelings of pleasure and
regret. I always hear him with gratification whenever he chooses to
ndgli;uasu the House on important public questions. His s h the
other day was a masterpiece of intellectual power and skill. I can-
not conceive that the opinions he advanced could have been defended
with more power of ment or commended with more adroit and
persuasive appeal to those of his countrymen who differ from him. I
certainly am not one of those, if any there are, who would impuate to
the gentleman from Mississippi any want of sincerity in the opinions
he has advanced in this debate, or in the positions he hasheretofore
taken which have attracted the attention of the country. I shared
with the people of my own State in the pleasure created by his manly
and eloquent tribnte to the memory of onr beloved Senator. I do nof
arrogate to myself the right to go behind the public utterances of
gentlemen in debate here and im})ut& to them motives which Lhey
themselves disclaim. If I did, I freely say that I deem it incredible
that a man shonld know how to touch the noblest chords of manly
sympathy in the hearts of his countrymen unless such sympathies
Were ¢o ial to his own breast. I was therefore especially sorry
that in sounding for his party the key-note of the coming presidential
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campaign the gentleman seems fo have wholly abandoned the senti-
ments toward the majority of his countrymen and the Government
of his conntry which actuated him on the occasion to which I have
referred.

His last speech, however philosofhic its gnise or however appar-
ently ealm or impartial, was in full accord with the uniform tone of
the democratic press, northern and sonthern. It was in full aceord
with the nniform cnrrent of speech which has prevailed among his
associates in this Hall whenever questions relating to the eondition
of the South have arisen, beginning with the snppressed utterances of
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. H1LL] in the early part of the ses-
sion, who threatened us with a new war in which he and his friends
were to defend the Constitution against republican invasion, eontin-
uing with the speech of the gentleman’s own colleagne from Missis-
sippi, who told us we had broken every oath we ever took, down to
the time when the gentleman from New York made his grim and
ghastly jests over the Hamburgh massacre, and when the eloquent
gentleman from Virginia, ‘‘out of theabundance of the heart the mounth

king;” denounced “the tyrannical Government” of his eountry.

:Eas it in mockery or in self-delusion that after the arraignment of a

majority of his countrymen made by the eloquent gentleman from

Mississippi, he ended by commending to us the sentiment of the poet—
Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

. The gentleman’s speech was a bitter invective against the Govern-
ment, of whose magnanimity in restoring him to his political rights
after an attempt to destroy it he confessed himself the other day
a conspicuous instance. The murders and outrages committed upon
weak, unoffending, defenseless American citizens are to him but the
attempt of a down-trodden people to turn itself in its agony under
the heel of an oppressor. The attempt of the Government of the
United States to exercise its constiiutional anthority to preserve to
the majority in any sonthern State the right of free and fair elec-
tions are to him but the exertion of a hostile and alien power to keep
down in the dust what he terms *his people,” by which term I sup-
pose he means the white democrats of the Sonth. The amendments
of the Constitution by which four millions of the laboring classes of
the SBonth, whose fathers had dwelt for generations npon its soil, to
whose unpaid toil its greatness, its wealth, its prosperity are largely
owing, to whose Christian forbearance the safety of the homes of the
wives, of the children, of the South was due while the whites were
away during four years of war waged for their oppression—a body
of people speaking the same langnage, of the same religion, bonnd
to them by ties so close that he says “every black man and black
woman and black child in the South was bound by the most tender
affection to some white man or white woman or white child"”—the
amendments, I say, by which these persons were enfranchised he
speaks of as “ erushed in” upon the institutions of the South. He
compares this enfranchisement to the sudden pouring in upon the

e of New England and New York of 4,000,000 of Chinese coolies,
E:he policy by which 4,000,000 negroes received their place as equals
among 15,000,000 suggests to him Gibbon’s famous sentence that the
most hateful %::}mtmm in the world is the rule of a people by its
own slaves. y:

Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

1 trust the people of the North will read the speech of the gentle-
man from Mississippi. They will judge of the expediency of com-
mitting the destinies of the colored people to a party of whose senti-
ment those to which I am replying are by the common judgment of
its members the mildest tﬁpa.

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment '

Mr, HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. BINGLETON. While the gentleman is npon this subject and
declaiming so eloguently in behalf of the colored people of Missis-
sippi, degmting their condition—

. HOAR. The gentleman, I suppose, does not interrupt me for
an ment.

Mr. SINGLETON. T hope the gentloman will allow me a moment,
I have always been courteous to my associates on this floor,

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

Mr. SINGLETON. Iwanttohaveread atelegram whichI received
this morning from some colored citizens of the gf:m of Mississippi.

Mr. HO I object. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that any cour-
tesy of debate requires a gentleman to yield to another to make an
argument or to put in what he regards as facts on the other side. If
I have misrepresented the gentleman personally, or misrepresented
any fact in regard to his State, I am perfectly willing to yield for a
correction.

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me to state the pur-
port of this t,elelgmmf

Mr. HOAR. If it pertains to what I was stating. ¢

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to set the facts in a proper light before
the country. This telegramT have received this morning.

Mr, HOAR. I will not have any doubts about the question of
courtesy ; I yield for the reading of the telegram.

Several MEMBERS. Send it up to the desk to be read.

Mr. HOAR. Noj; read it yourself.

Mr. CONGER. They will not extend your time, and why do you
let it be read ?

Mr. HOAR. O, they will not refuse that, T am sure.

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to state before the dispatch is read this
one fact: The parties who have sent that telegram, one of them was
a republican clerk of the county court of Yazoo County last year,
but is now acting with the democratic party. The other one was a
slave belonging to my wife’s father’s estate, to whom, in conjunetion
with five others, I sold a plantation for §13,500, every dollar of which
has been paid, and he is now living on the place with others. The
dispatch will explain ifself. I want, while yon are making such a
clamor over the troubles of the colored people in Mississippi, that you
hear what they say for themselves.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hon, 0. R. SINGLETOX ;

Big barbecue on hand for 15th August. Your presence is indispensable and we
urge you to come. Answer,

Yazoo Crry, Misstssiert, August B, 1876,

W. H. FOOTE,
LEWIS HOY,
Committee.
Mr. SINGLETON. I want to say in addition that these gentlemen
are both colored and supporters of the democratic pmipy. hey were
once republican. Now you see where they stand. 1Itis an invita-
tion to a barbecue, gotten np in part or in whole by colored people.

Mr. HOAR. I wish the gentleman would come up sometime in the
course of the summer to a clam-bake on Cape Cod, and I will extend
him an invitation now for that purpose. [Laughter.]

Mr, LYNCH. I wish to state that I know glr Foote personally,
having served in the Legislature with him for several years. I know
him to be a good republican when le is at liberty to be that., Ie
lives in the county of Yazoo, (in Yazoo City,) a county that was car-
ried last year for my honorable colleague by a system of organized
terrorism and violence. Otherwise, that gentleman, instead of in-
v’it.i:(F my colleague to s}l;eak, would invite whoever may be nowi-
nated against him to speak.

Mr, SINGLETON. 6’1‘:9. word in response. [LaWghter.

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentlemen on the other side extend my time ?
[Cries of *Yes.”

Mr. SINGLETON. I donot think there will be any objection to
the extension of the gentleman’s time. I regret the gentleman from
Maine was not equally as courteous as the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts when I asked him to yield to me yesterday.

Mr. HALE. I knew my time was rnnuing ont and deeclined to
yield to other gentlemen besides the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. SINGLETON. But we will not discuss that In the county
of Yazoo the registered vote was about 3,500, perhaps 3,600, and I
received of that number abont 3,347 votes. You may intimidate men
and keep them from the polls, but you canuot drive them to the polls
and force them to vote the ticket you wish.

Mr. HOAR. I do not know about that.

Mr, SINGLETON. There was no intimidation at said election on
election-day. I have in my possession now a circular printed and
published by Mr. Foote, and a number of others, declining to be ean-
didates at all, because they did not wish or intend to run on the
republican ticket, having abandoned the party, as they said. I have
said circular in my possession, and will produce it before the House

if n ¥

M% I make no question of the individunal character or
kinduess of heart of the gentleman from Mississippi. On the con-
trary, I am happy to state publicly that some soldiers in my district
heard with pleasure that he had taken a seat in the Congress of the
United States because of his chivalrous kindness to them when they
were prisoners and under his charge. But in the State of Mississippi
at the last election, the democratic chairman of the State committee
telegraphed to one of his associates to take care that the chairman of
the republican State committee was not murdered, saying that they
had nearly got through their election and all was Eoing well and they
did not want to give any handle to anybody; and his correspondent
replies by telegraphing—I have forgotten the name of the man now—
but the democratic correspondent telegraphed back that the republi-
can ;vas all safe and that he owed the safety of his life to that dis-

atch.
£ Mr SINGLETON. That happened in my own county.
to know the gentleman, General Warner. He came to tﬁc
Madison, at one of the little out-of-the-way voting-precinets, on the
day of efaction, and I do not suppose there was any man there who
was not in as much danger of being injured as General Warner. His

re;enca “Iims not considered of so much importanece as to put his life
in_jeopardy.

Mr. HOAR. The person to whom the chairman of the democratic
central committee telegraphed did not so consider it. He said he
owed the safety of his life to the safe-condunct sent by telegraph.
“Your dispatch saved Warner,” was his reply.

Iintended to deal with the subject a little later on. The argu-
ment of the ﬁentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] was in sub-
stance this: He said there existed thronghount the civil service of the
country great corruption, and on the mrt of the majority of the
American people great dissatisfaction ; that there stood between the
remedy for that maladministration and the people an organization
called garty, the republican party. He quoted certain authorities to
show that such an o ization having in its control some hundred
thousand of office-holders could permanently deprive forty millions of
the American people of the right of self-government and prevent them

I chance
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from executing any reform. He said that the objection fo overthrow
that party and remove them from power consisted in the fear that
it was not safe to trust the liberties of the newly enfranchised col-
. ored men at the South, and the gains erystallized into the amend-
ments of the Constitntion, to the demoeratic party of the former
slave States. He half conceded and half denied that there had been
any outrages or murders on the part of the democratic party of the
Southern States. But if there had been, he said, everything that
had happened was justified by the misgovernment under which those
States labored and by the unwarrantable Federal interference with
their right of local self-government. That is the substance of his
argument, and it is that argument to which I propose to mﬂf
The gentleman, however, not very consistently with his claim that
this strong, vigorous, wealthy, defiant American people could not de-
fend itsel nst & hundred thonsand postmasters and custom-house
officers, went on to scont the idea that the armed democratic organi-
zations of the Southern States, drilled and compacted, numbering
millions, wielding the State power of those States, could ever be a
menace or danger to the liberties of the same American people. On
the other hanﬁ? his argnment was that the hundred thousand un-
armed people, the insignificant postmasters and custom-house officers
and revenue officers of this conntry, constituted a danger to our liber-
ties which, when they reached the number of a hundred thousand, it
was impossible for the American people to overcome; while at the
same time the armed, d te, unsernpulons millions taking goaseﬁ-
sion of and wielding lawlessly the ]iowera of from eleven to fifteen
States, and allied with their political associates at the North, consti-
tute no danger which any wise statesman counld for a moment regard.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to address myself to these propositions
in their order; in the first place, to the claim that there is a preva-
lent corruption or maladministration of political affairs in this coun-
try which should alarm or excite the fears of the American people for
the purity of their Government or the perpetnation of their liberties.
I do not think any man will accuse me of refraining anywhere from
fully asserting, emphasizing, and condemning any act of misgovern-
ment or corruption becanse that act proceeded from a republican
quarter. I e that the republican party has in some important
cases misplaced its confidence and that there has been in some high
quarters error of judgment in selecting and failure of vigor in detect-
ing and removing unworthy officers; but having investigated this
question with some care,I declare my belief that the sixteen years in
which the republican party have held the power in this Government
have been purer and freer from corruption or maladministration of
any sort than the sixteen years which followed the inanguration of
General Washington. I believe that is true not only proportionately,
but absolutely. We have forty millions of lation, and they had
but five or six. We have nearly a hundred thounsand office-holders
and raise a revenue of three hundred millions a year, and they had
but a few thonsand offiee-holders and raised a revenue of but a few
millions. But I believe there is absolutely less of corrnption and less
of maladministration and less of vice and evil in publiclife than there
was in the sixteen years which covered the administration of Wash-
ington, the administration of John Adams, and the first term of Jef-
ierson. I agree with the gentleman from Mississippi himself when
e says! :
‘We must believe that the moral character of our people is sound, that they enter

upon the second mmr{of their nationality with increased moral earnestness, with
gher standards of publio virtue and official rectitude.

hI believe, with that accomplished orator and scholar Dr. Storrs,
that—

There never has been a time, not here alone but in any country, when the fierce
light of incessant inquiry on men in public life would not have revealed
forces of evil like those we have seen, or when the condemnation which followed
the would have been sharper.

The republican party, as I have said, has controlled the Govern-
ment for sixteen years, a term equal to that which covers the whole
administration of Washington, the whole administration of John
Adams, and the first term of Jefferson. It has been one of those
gerioda in which all experience teaches us to e t an nnusoal mani-

estation of public corruption, of public disorder, and of evils and
errors of administration. A great war; the time which follows a great
war, great publie debts, enrrency and valnes inflated; the exertion
of new and extraordinary powers for the safety of the state; thesud-
den call of millions of slaves to a share in the Government—any one
of these things would be expected to create great disturbance, and
give rise to great tam}mtatinns and t corruptions. Our term of
office has seen them all combined. And yet I donof seruple o affirm
that not only has there been less dishonesty and less maladministra-
tion in the sixteen years of republican rale proportionally to the num-
bers and wealth of the people than in the first sixteen years after
the inauguration of Washington, but there has been less absolutely
of those things.

‘Why, Mr. 8peaker, one of the most famons generals of the revo-
Intionary war, whose life extended down to the period to which I
have alluded, while he was Quartermaster-General, was in partner-
ship with a firm for the purpose of selling quartermaster’s stores to
the Government and making a profit, corresponding with his partner
secretly and in cipher, he Attorney-General and Secretary of
State, Washington's friend, while he was Secretary of State was de-
tected in receiving money from France as a bribe to thwart the for-

ai%n policy of the administration of which he was a member. An-
other Cabinet officer of Washington, Hamilton, being charged with
a corrupt official relation with a citizen, defended himself by ac-
knowledging to his conntrymen, over his own signature, a profligate
relation to the wife of the person named. Still another Cabinet offi-
cer of Washington wrote a letter, which is in existence in my own
State, in which he admitted to his correspondent, and begged his
correspondent to help him to conceal from the public view, an act
of personal dishonor compared to which the erime charged upon Bel-
knap is as the act of an archangel. Why, sir, at the beginning of
the last four years of the period of which I speak who were the can-
didates whom the great American people brought forward for their
first office? Who received an equal number of democratic votes with
Jefferson in the electoral college? Who was snpported by the feder-
alists in the House against Jefferson through thirty-seven ballotings?
Aaron Burr, the man who, by an act half duel and half murder, de-
prived his conntrymen of the precions and costly life of Hamilton;
Aaron Burr, who a few years after, the great office of Viee-Presi-
dent scarcely laid down, o ized a treasonable and corrupt intrigne
against the Government of his country and against neighboring ter-
ritory, the I{unisllment of which he escaped by an acquittal by a jury
on technical gronnds, Chief Justice Marshall presiding in court.

Now, Mr. Speaker, these things were not known. Washington con-
cealed the act of his Secretary of State from his conntrymen and ac-
cepted his resignation. The difference between the two generations
is the Drummond light which the press turns upon all these transac-
tions and under which the moral sense of the country indignantly
demands their exposure and punishment. I wonder if the gentleman
from Mississippi or any of his associates on the otherside of the House
have heard of the Yazoo elaim. In the year 1795 the State of Georgia
owned the lands now constituting the greater portion of the State of
Mississippi on the eastern bank of the Mississippi, then called the
Mississippi country. An association was got np fo buy those lands
at an inadequate and fraudulent price from the Le%:i] ture of the
State of Georgia. They had been offered some £200,000 or a million
dollars; but they passed an act selling them fo this association for
£500,000, There was a t pablic excitement on the subject, and
the next year the Legislatnre of Georgia ordered an investigation.
They found that of the majority of the honse of representatives of
the State of Georgia every man had received a bribe in money or
lands, and that the same was true of a large number in the senate,
who bad passed the bill by a majority of one. The next year they
passed a statnte, which I have before me, in which they recited the
facts I have stated and proceeded to enact that the public records of
the State of Georgia concerning this transaction should be taken into
the court and burned in the presence of the Legislature. They pro-
vided also that wherever a deed was recorded under that statute in
any county of the State the record should be taken to the county
court and there burned; “ to the end,” as the law on to say,
“that no trace of so unconstitutional, vile, and fraudulent transaction
sho:}’ld appear except the infamy attached to it by the repealing stat-
ute,

Now the State of Georgia subsequently ceded this tract of land back
to the United States, and claimants under the frandulent sales came
to Congress under the administration of Mr. Jefferson and a lobby
was formed, of which the Postmaster-General of the United States
under Mr. Jefferson was at the head, and they attempted to get a con-
firmation of the fraudulent grant through Co It is said—
whether it be true or nof I do not know—that seventy members of
the two branches of Congress had been corruptly induced to promise
their consent to the passage of that bill. t fact, however, does
not rest on any proof. Youn will remember also, Mr. Speaker, that in
the time of John Adams he sent to the Senate a nomination for a high
military office of an unworthy son-in-law of his own who had been
detected in some breach of trust; the nomination of a man so un-
worthy that his own Becretary of War lobbied at the doors of the
Senate Chamber to prevent his confirmation.

Now we hear from that class of persons called “independents”
expressions of discontent. We hear it from the universities and from
the scholars of the country. I rejoice that they are alert in regard
to the evils of political administration ; but, sir, the condemnation
which came in former times from the same class could hardly be ut-
tered upon this floor by any gentleman who desires to preserve his
character for candor or moderation. Ihave i my possession (I wish
1 had it here) a cql)g of a g:lm delivered in 1803 by Mr. Brackett be-
fore the Phi Beta Kappa Society at Dartmonth and published by a
committee of which Ezekiel Webster, afterward one of the most cel-
ebrated men in the State of New Hampshire, was chairman. Mr.
Brackett in that poem, amid the applause of the scholars gathered
at the festival of that famousand learned university, draws a pictare
of the degradation of his country in the fifteenth year of its con-
stitutional existence in vigorous strains worthy of Pnga. He sup-

- the mighty shade of Washington to rise on the banks of the

'otomac—

His warm cheek glowed, and flashed his angry eyes;
Then from his brow the laurel-wreath unbound,
And threw the withering honors on the ground.

This is his portraiture of Jefferson, then President :

Cimmerian gobling brooded o'er the hour
When here a wild projector rose to power;
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Delnsive schemes distend whose plodding brain,
‘Whose philosophic robe debaucheries stain.
He, weak in rule, unskilled in moral lore,
In practice infidel, in spirit poor;
Despised in person, and debased in mind,
At once the curse and pity of mankind,
Pleased with his simple garb and sable whore,
Reviles the God his countrymen adore.
Refined in insult! There we saw him shed
Theatrie sorrow o'er the mfﬁht-y dead |
Oh, then, then Heaven's in t thunders ul.a]nt:
The shade was wounded, and the virtues wept
Here is the picture of Albert Gallatin, that accomplished scholar
and statesman, like Agassiz, one of the two great and costly gifts our
sister-republic of Switzerland has given to America, as he seemed to
contemporary eyes. Gallatin was then at the head of the Treasury.
Columbians! see, disgraced and drooping, stand
Your eaigla. half unfled hg m&v'& ]:suﬂ 1
Columbizns ! see a fo chi vice,
Vile leech of state, whose virtue 's avarice,
Sedition nursed and taught in faction’s seh
With front of triple brass, your treasure rule
Columbians! see the foes of virtue rise,
By sland ted, and upheld by lies!
Columbians ! see your veterans basely spurned,
Your heroes slighted, and your chiefs unmourned !
Bee ! nor while merit from your board is driven,
Expeet the favor of offended heaven.
The society of the Phi Deta Kappa return to the author their cordial thanks
for hisingenious and sentimental poem and request a copy for publication.

This was the sentiment of Dartmouth in the fifteenth year of the
Republie. It was not mach different at Harvard.

Ipdeaire to read to the House some extracts from the writings of
Fisher Ames, who retired from Congress during the administration of
General Washington, and who represented the city of Boston, to show
what he thonght of the condition of the country at that time, He
was chosen president of Harvard about the time these letters were
written. I shall read only a few passages taken almost at random
from his letfers:

Our con is too big for union, too sordid for patriotism, too democratic for

n
liberty. Wtﬁc is tobecome of it, He who made it best knows. Its vice will govern
it by practicing upon its folly. This is ordained for democracies.

Then he goes on to say—

Property at publie disposal is sure to corrupt. Here, to make the result equally
inevitable and inveterate, power is also to be for some ages within the arbitriam
of a house of representatives. Before that period Botany Bay will be a bettering-
house for our public men. Our morals, forever sunning and fly-blown like fresh
meat hung np ?n the election market, will taint the air nce. Liberty, if
sheisnota goddess that delights in carnage, will choke in such an atmosphere, fouler
than the vapor of death in a mine.

Again he says:

Suppose an attack on property, I caloulate on the *‘sensibilities " of our nation.
There is our sensorinm. Like a negro's shins, there our patriotism wounld feel the
kicks and twinge with es that we shounld not be able so much as to conceive
of, if we only have our faces spit in. In this case we could wipe off the ignominy,
and think no more of the matter. He that robs me of my name takes trasﬁ
What is it but a little foul breath tainted from every sot's lungs 1 But he who
takes my purse robs me of that which enriches him, E.umd of me, and therefore
1 will have vengeance, y

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be misunderstood; I do not
wish to be misrepresented in this matter. Let no man assert that 1
refer to the evils of those days as either excuse or palliation for the
evil of onrs. That generation was a frugal and honest generation
in the main, and they would have visited with the swiftest condem-
nation and punishment, as this generation will visit with the swift-
est condemmation and punishment, every breach of publie trust,
whether throngh dishonesty or usurpation. But they did not send
to England for Benedict Arnold. They did not restore the tories to

ower, They did not go down on their knees to George I1I and ask

m to take them back into favor. They believed that if the Consti-
tation could not be administered honestly by a majority of the friends
of the Constitution, it could not be administered honestly by a ma-
i:uit of its enemies; that if liberty was not safe and pure in the

ands of those who loved her, then liberty was a failure upon the
earth, and they did not think of intrusting her to the hands of those
who hated her. 8o in this generation had they lived to-day they
would have done simply what a distinguished president of the con-
vention in my own State, whom the gentleman quotes, recommended;
they would have taken the Government from the hands of the lovers
of liberty who are dishonest and put it into the hands of men who
entertain the same sentiments but who are honest. It would never
have oceurred to them that because among one hundred thousand
men there are fonnd gome few who will not keep the eighth com-
mandment, * Thoun shalt not steal,” which is a mandate for all the
public service, they shonld l:ut in power men who have no regard for
the sixth, “Thon shalt not kill.

The gentleman has very frankly stated what I admit is the one
most vital issue in the coming campaign. If is an issne which tran-
scends all questions of finance, of economy, of vigor of administra-
tion, by as much as questions of freedom and human rights transcend
all questions of mere property, It is an issue which the former slave-
holding and rebel classes at the South deem so vital, that upon it they
have impacted themselves together, as firmly united as they ever were
in the interests of slavery, as thoroughly drilled and disciplined as were
their best troops in the war. It is the question whether the policy

which has been hitherto pursned toward the colored people of the
Sounth by the republican party shall be continued, whether the power
of the nation shall be pledged to them for the protection of their
rights, or whether they shall be left wholly to the mercy of the white
democrats at the South when they have gained, as they hope to gain
by such methods as they have pursued and are pursning, the entire
control of their State powers. This issue the democrats of the South
deem so vital that they seem willing to risk all differences among
themselves on other questions and to adopt any platform and sup-
port any eandidate by whose aid they can hope to carrg one or two
northern States with votes enough to give them a President.

The American people had to choose between three policies in deal-
ing with the four millions who had been emancipated by the war:
irst. To restore without condition the rebel States to their old
powers, leaving the negro to be dealt with by the former masters
without interference from national aunthority.

Second. To keep the old States out of the Union, governin
as Territories until new generations, with new opinions and
had n up to be intrusted with self-government.

Third. The policy in part adopted to confer by amendments to
the Constitution of the United States citizenship and the right of
s on the enfranchised race, and imFose upon Congress the
power and duty of passing all needful laws for their protection.

The second of these alternatives, the keeping the States that had
rebelled in subjection as Territories, is a plan which to-day finds few
defenders. Nearly a majority of the people at the North regarded it
as unconstitutional. Whether constitutional or not, it was utterly
repugnant to the principles, the habits, and the character of the whole
people. Eleven vassal States kept in subjection by governors eivil
or military, and a complete system of government appointed from
without. Whatever effect this wonld Ea\'c had on the governed,
there can be no doubt that it would have been in the end utterly de-
structive to the governing States. There is no lesson taught more
clearly by history than that the habit of wielding arbitrary power
by one man over another or by one people over another tends to the
injury of the men who wield it.

he only alternative left, therefore, was between the policy advo-
cated by the gentleman and that actually pursued by the people of
the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I propose to contrast the policy adopted by the Amer-
ican people of dealing with the emancipated race with that which
the demoeratic party wounld have adopted as evidenced by its con-
duct whenever it possessed either the legal or the physical power. I
do not fear the comparison either of principles or of results.

Beforé bringing these two policies to the test of actual experience,
let us consider “iatv we ought to have expected beforehand from the
known constitution of hnman natare. It is an old parliamentary
adage, that “ Youn shounld not put out the child to a nurse who would
strangle it.” The writers of the civil law warn us against commit-
ting a ward to a hostile gnardian, tanquam agnum lupo ad devorandum. -

I would not of course apply this maxim literally to any large class
of my fellow-citizens. But to commit the rights of these men in
freedom to men who thought their just and rightful condition was
that of slaves, that the rights of these two million women should be
left to those who thntht it right to whip women, that the edncation
of these children shounld depend on men who thought it right to sell
little children, would hardly seem to be an act of political wisdom.

But let us bring to the test of actnal experience the theories of the

ntleman from Mississippi. We are able fortnnately to know some-
thing of their fruoits in Fegislation and something of their fruits in
action. For a few years after the war the democrats of the South
by the policy of Andrew Johnson were permitted to have nncontrolled

on of the legislative powers of several of the Southern States,
One of them was the State of Mississippi. I hold in my hand a small
but most remarkable volume, the public laws of Mississippi for the
year 1865.

The gentleman sought to find some palliation for these odious laws
by citing the opinions of Governor MORTON uttered in that year, that
it was desirable to postpone for ten, fifteen, or twenty years the grant
of the full elective franchise to the colored race. He would have it
believed that Governor Andrew of Massachusetts held a like opinion.
He is wholly mistaken as to Governor Andrew. Governor Andrew
opposed the reconstruction of the S8outh on the Dasis of the colored
vote alone, and proposed to admit master and slave to the enjoyment
of the franchise on the same ferms, imposing on both alike an edu-
cational condition. Hemaintained that we must deal generously and
with cenfidence with the men who had carried their States into rebell-
ion, whom he termed * the natural leaders of that society.” Bat the
conduct of the Legislatures of Mississippi and the other States over-
turned all the theories of Governor MORTON, and struck a cruel blow
in return for the confidence of Governor Andrew.

The opening sentence of the constitution of Mississippi declares—

That all freemen when they form a social compact are equal in righta.

I think it will be perceived that in the opinion of that Legislature
the negro was not present when the social compact was made. They
then proceed to provide, in article 8 of the constitution, that—

Secriox 1. The institution of slavery having been destroyed in the State of Mis-
sissippi, neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punish-
ment of crimes, whereof the ¥ shall have been duly convi shall hereafter
exist in this State; and the mmnst its next session, and as the

them
bits,
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ublic welfare may require, shall provide by law for the tion and security of
person n.nq property of the freedmen of the State, and guard them and the .ém
against any evils that may arise from their sudden emancipation.

Under that authority “to guard them—the freedmen—and the State
against any evils that may arisefrom their sudden emancipation,” be
food enough, Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, to listen to what they did.

n the first place, on psﬁ 82-86 of tiﬁs volume is “An act to
confer civil rights on freedmen, and for other purposes.” In the first
place, they enacted that no negro should own s‘alzjv real estate ; he
might own personal property ; but no person should lease any real
estate to a negro. He could not own in fee, nor have any interest as
tenant, in any real estate. And then they ge on and provide—

That freedman, free negro, and mulatto shall, on the second Monday of
Jan A | and annuoally thereafter, have a lawful home or em ent, and
et o Mol v plvsent

The same act then goes on to provide “ that every civil officer shall,
and every person may ”—just listen fo this, you who represent con-
stituencies of northern laborers—

That every civil person shall, and every person may, arrest and carry back to his

or her legal employer any freedman, free negro, or mulatto who shall have quit the
perviee of his or her employer before the on of his or her service without
good caase, and said officer and person s be entitled to receive for arresting
and carrying back every

dmerﬁngwomﬁyé aforesaid the sum of §5, and ten cents
per mile from the place of arrest lace of delivery; and the same shall be
yinidéhy the employer and held as a sabo.ﬂ’ against the wages of said deserting em-
ploye.

Then, upon affidavit made by the employer before any justice of
the peace that his servant has left him without good cause, the negro
is to be seized, brought before the justice of the peace, and trial is to
be hud; and from the judgment of the justice either party may a
peal to the.conunty court, and the justice may commit the negro to the
custody of the employer in the mean time until that appeal is settled.

Section 9 of the same act provides—

That if any person shall or attempt to persnade, entice or cause any

'men, free n or mulatto to desert from the legal emplo t of any n
before the expiration of his or her term of employment, or s knowinﬁ y em-
ploy any such en, free negro, or mulatto, or shall knowingly give
or sell to any such freedman, free nmﬂr mulatto any food, raiment, or other
th:f:(f' he or she shall be ty of a meanor, and, upon conviction, shall be
fi not less §25 not more than £200 and costs; and if said fine and costs
shall not be imm the eourtshall sentence such convict to not exceed-
ingh{:-wn months’ imprisonment in the county jail, and he or she shall morever be
liable to the party injured in damages.

And here is a further act to amend the vagrant laws of the State.
The act, in its second section, provides—

That all freedmen, free negroes, and mulattoes in this State over the age of eight-
een years, found on the second Monday in January, 1866, or thereafter, witﬁno
lnwf’ul employment or business—

If he is ont of work even; that is all that is required—
gmfmd unlawfully assembling themselves together either in the day or night-

o— 2

And by a later statute it is expressly enacted that all the old laws
relating to slavery shall be applicable to freedmen ; so that the hold-
ing of a political meeting or any other meeting is an unluwful act
under this law—
and all white persons so assembling with freedmen, or usually associating with
freedmen, free negroes, or mulattoes on terms of e;hma. * = » ghall be deemed
vagrants, amrlE on conviction thereof, shall be fined in the sum of not exceeding, in
the case of a man, free negro, or mulatto, §50, and a white man, 200, and im-

prisoned at the discretion of the courththe free negro not exceeding ten daya. and
the white man not exceeding six months.

So that, under the authority to pass laws to guard the freedmen
against any evils that may arise from their sudden emancipation, the
white men of Mississippi enact that any white man who associates with
a free black citizen on terms of equality is to be deemed a vagrant,
and puonished by fine and imprisonment; and I am not so sare that,
so far as the aunthors of that linw were concerned, it was not a wise
law, so far as the morals, honesty, and fitness for citizenship of the
negro were concerned, to exclude them from his society.

Then there is another act providing— A

That no freedman, f.manefm, or mulatto, not in the military service of the United
States Government, and not licensed so to do by the board of police of his or her
county, keep or carry fire-arms.

And the penalty is $10 and costs; and any white person who shall
sell, lend, or give to any freedman, free negro, or mulatto any fire-
arms is to be subject to fine and imprisonment.

Now, by the uniform confession of the white democrats of the
South, their homes during the war were guarded by these same freed-
men, then slaves, and they were guilty of no disturbance, no act of
violence, no outmge. They therefore could not have supposed that
they were in any danger by permitting these freedmen to have arms.
Bat it was that the negro should not be recognized as enjoying that
first constitutional prerogative of the free citizens of this {?.apublic,
the right to bear arms, that this law was enacted. Then there is this
further provision in the same law:

That all the penal and criminal laws now in force in this State defining offenses
and preseribing the mode of punishment for crimes and misd itted
by sluves, free n 3, and mulattoes, be, and the same are hereby, re-enacted and
declared to be in ?ull force and effect against freedmen, free DW and mulattoes,

except so far as the mode and manner of trial and punishment have been changed
or altered by law.

And the aet further provides—

That if any freedman, free negro, or mulatto, convicted of any of the misdemean
ors provided against in this act— -
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Including the erime of being out of work—

shall fail or refuse, for the of five days after conviction, to pay the fine and
costs imposed, such person shall be hired out by the sheriff or other ofticer, at public
outery, to any white person who will pay the said fine and costs and take such
convict for the shortest time.

And there is no limit as to the time.
[Here the hammer fell.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HEREFORD in the chair.) The
time of the gentleman has expired.

hflr. GARIﬁELD. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex-
tended.

Mr. BLAND. Imove that the time of the gentleman be extended.
How much additional time does he want?
Mr. HOAR. I cannot tell exactly. I will get through as soon as
I possibly can.
ere was no objection, and an extension of fime was accordingly

granted.

Mr. HOAR. Now remember that all these laws were passed in
Mississippi before there was conferred on these freedmen any politi-
cal powers, They were not the result of bad government. They
embodied the ideas which the sonthern democrats then entertained
of what was just and right in carrying out in faith the amend-
ment of the Constitution prohibiting slavery. This was the action of
these men toward a class of their fellow-citizens whom their own
constitution declared to be free.

I should like to take the sense of the workingmen of any northern
State this summer as to what they think of the fitness for rule in
the Republic of a party that proposes to sell free citizens for the crime
of being out of work.

These laws in substance were copied in the State of Lonisiana. I
have the Lounisiana laws here, but will not read them. They were
substantially copied in Texas, and I think in Georgia and several
other sonthern States.

In the same year Mississippi rejected the fhirteenth amendment;
so that they desired to preserve slavery in Kentucky, Maryland, Del-
aware, and Missouri.

Truly—

Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

I now wish to call attention to one other matter. I will ask the
Clerk to read an extract from a report made by Hon. Luke P. Poland,
who my friends on the other side will concede to be one of the most
candid, impartial, and just men we have ever had in public life.
The report relates to a time before any carpet-bag governments were
ebabll(.ia;ed in the South. I ask the Clerk toread the paragraphs I have
marke

This is the account of a transaction in the State of Louisiana in

1864.
The Clerk read as follows:

In 1864 a convention was held which framed the constitution of the State. It
adjourned subject to the call of its president. In 1866 it was summoned to meet
ag‘:;in in New to consider some proposed amendments to the constitution,
which had gone infoeffect. It was claimed that by the adoption of the constitution
its funections were exhansted, and that its future assembling conld have no official
character. If this were true it would seem to have been harmless.

Its members were unarmed and unprepared for resistance. This body was set
upon in the hall where it assembled by a mob consisting of citizens and policemen
of New Orleans. In the langnage of the roport of the congressional committee of
the House of 1866, who full invasﬁinted the whole transaction, * There has been
no occasion in our pational history when a riot has occurred so destitute of justifi-
able eause, resulting in a massacre so inhnman and fiend-like. The massacre was
begun aud finished at midday. An intention to disperse and slaughter the mem-
bers of the convention and those ms, white and black, who were present and
friendly to its purposes, was mereilessly carried into full effect.” The police were
active on the side of the rioters. Twe hundred and sixty persons were killed.
The report proceeds:

* The committee examined seventy-four persons as to the facts of violence and
bloodshed upon that day. It is in evidence that men who were in the hall, terri-
fied by the merciless attacks of the armed police, sought safety by jumping from
the windows, a distance of twenty fect, to the gmumf and as they jum ere
shot by police or citizens. Some, disfigured by wounds, fought their way down
stairs to the street; to be shot or beaten to death on the pavement. Colored persons
at distant points in the clt'ir, peaceably pursuing their lawful business, were at-
tacked by the police, shot and cruelly beaten. Men of character and position, some
of whom were members and some D:}mcmtum of the convention, escaped from the
hall covered with wounds and blood, and were preserved almost by miracle from
death. Scores of colored citizens bear frightful scars, more numerous than many
soldiers of a dozen well-fonght fields can show, proofs of fearful danger and
strange esca Men were shot while waving handkerchiefs in token of surrender
and submlm?;l ‘White men and black, with arms nplifted praying for life, were
answered by shot and blow from knife and club ; the bodies of some were ‘ pounded
to a jelly;' a colored man was from under a street-crossing and killed at
ablow ; men led in out-h and £ pilesof lumber were eagerly sought
for and slanghtered or maimed withont remorse: the dead bodies upon the street
were viola by shot, kick, and stab ; the face of a man *jost by ing his last’
was gashed by a knife or razor in the bands of a woman ; an old gray-h man

bly walking the street at a distance from the institnte was shot through the
; were taken out of their houses and shot; a policcman riding in o
bug,llg deliberately fired his revolver from the carr into a crowd of colored men ;
 ¢o) man two miles away from the convention hall was taken from his sho
by the police, at about four o'clock on the afternoon of the riot, and shot and wound
in side, hip, and back. One man was wounded by fourteen blows, shots, and stabs;
the v of another received seven pistol-balls.  After the slanghter had measur-
ably ceased carts, wagons, and drays, driven throngh the streets, gathered the dead,
the dying, and the wounded in *promiscuous loads,’ a policeman, in some cases,
riding in the wagon, seated upon the living men beneath him. The wounded men,
taken at first to the station-honse or lock-up, were all afterward carried to the hoa-
pital.  While st the station-honses, until friends found them with medical aid, tlleir
were left to suffer ; when at the hospital they were attended to with care and skill,
Baut this was done at no cost to the city o to the State,
“ VWithout asking permission, so far as the committee learned, those wounded men
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were carried to thé hospisal under the care of the Freedmen's Burean and shelter,
treatment, and food were farnished at the cost of the United States.

“In the year 1868 occurred in Louisiana six bloody and terrible massacres. Ar.
Poland re)ﬁ'h!thumomthantwu thousand persons were killed in that State within
a few weeks of the presidential election. In the parishof Saint Landry the repub-
licans had a reﬁg_fdgte:w ty of 1,071 votes. the spring of 1808 they carried
the parish by 678 votea.

the fall they gave Grant no voie, not one, while the
democrats cast 4,787 for Seymour. Here one of the bloodiest riots on rec-

ord. The Ku-Klux killed and wonnded over two hundred republicans, hunting and
chasing them for two days and nights through fields and swamps. Thirteen cap-
tives were taken from the jail and shot. A pile of twenty-five dead bodies were
found half buried in the woods. Having conquered the republicans, killed and
driven off the white leaders, the Ku-Klux captured the negroes, marked them with
badges of red flannel, enrolled them in clubs, led them mtheg-‘l:ls.mndethem vote
thes:nomtlehaket, and then gave them certificates of the e

Mr. Speaker, this was before all bad &ovemmemt of carpet-bngﬁm
ornegroes. Itwas withouf other cause than the desire to carry an elec-
tion and to give an illustration of the meaning of the gentleman’s
maxim—

Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

I will not detain the House by a recital of the terrible murder at
Colfax in 1873, a deed which our report pronounces—

‘Without palliation or justification; deliberate, barbarons, cold-blooded murder,
gmmnd like the massacre of Glencoe or of St. Bartholomew, a foul blot on the page
Oy,

Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

In 1874 took place an election for State officers and members of the
Legislature. I ask to have the history of the transactions of that
year read by the clerk, as given by myself in the report just cited.

The Clerk read as follows:

We now come {o the events of 1874. The campaign was inaugurated by the for.
mation of a party designed to divide the people of Louisiana on the line of race-
Its eonvention at Baton Rouge begins its addresa, ** We, the white men of Louisi-
ana.” This party assumed varions names in varions localities, almost always indi-
cating a pnrgae to make the race issue distinct.

Agreements were entered into in various parishes, signed by hundreds of t);lmm-s.
to employ no laborer who did not vote their ticket. Hand-bills like the following
were circulated in French and English:

* Louisianais: Pour sauver volre ‘E-an-ia, il fant renvoyer les ndgres. (Par la
faim, animal le plus féroce est dompté.")

“Tonisianians: To savo your country, donot employ the negro. Wild beasts can
only be tamed by hunger.”

After the white-league rising of September 14, 1874, an account of which is given
hereafter, risings took place in many parishes. The Kellogg officers were driven
{rom power and compelled to fly for their lives. After the re-establishment of the
ge government in some cases thoe officers were not permitted to resume their

netions.

The speeches at public meetings and leading articles in the urged the peo-

le to deedsof violence. We snbmit a collection of extracts taken from many lead-

g and influential jonrnals published in varions parts of the State. We have not
space to make extracts from them in this report. They are enough of themselves
to estallish its conclusions as to the purposes and conduct of leaders of the
white man's party in the campaign of 1374,

It is impossible fo state, in the space which this report can properly cover, the
details of the deeds of lawless viclence which were proved before the committee.
In ms::gdpnri.shea the legal officers were driven out by force. Ilepublicans werp
murid or compelled to fly for their lives. Whatever the pretext, the real of-
fense was their political opinions.

Buford Blunt, Stato senator, an eminent and influential colored preacher in the
Baptist Church, whose efforts to establish schools in the parish are highly spoken
of in the report of the State superintendent of education, was compelled to promise
to ﬂﬂi up all politics, and afterward to fly for his life.

len Greene, a State senator, a native of Georgia, who had lived in the Stato for
many years, had established in the parish of Lincoln a tannery and shoe manufac-
tory. Hides and bark wore produced in abund in the neighborheod. Mr.
Greene had furnished machinery which required the employment of skilled labor
and had introduced abont eighty workmen from New England, to whom he paid
an average of §30 %manth, making a pay-roll of §2,500 per month to be expended
in the town. In May, 1574, Mr. Greene was required to resign his office, with
threats against hislife. His workmen were so disturbed by the eondition of things
that they refused to remain, and a new body, who had becn engaged in Massachu-
setts, hearing of the rising of S(glwmber 14, refused to kee]ljuth r engagements.
Thus the people of the parish of Lincoln prefu.r to send their hides half way across
the continent, have them tanned and manufactured into boots and shoes in Massa-
chusetts, by workmen to whom the flour, sugar, rice, and cotton are inlike manner
conveyed, and then brought back to Louisiana in thé form of boots and shoes, and
to pay tribute to the manufactorer in Massachusetts, to the carrier and commission-
m ant, rather than to allow manufactures to be carried on in their own State by
men who may be allowed the free expression of their political opinions.

THE STORY OF JUDGE MYERS.

H. C. Myers resides in tho parish of Natchitoches, about five humdred miles
above the city of New Orleans, on Red River; has lived there eighteen years. 1lis
wife and their six ehildren were born there.  For several years he was register of
the United States land office for the northwestern distriet of Lonisiana ; waselected
garlah Judge in 1870 and 1872, which position he held until Febroary, 1874, when

& was appointed iuﬂga of the seventeenth judicial district of that State, compris-
ing the parishes of Natchitoches, SBabine, De Soto, and Red River. He appears to
be a man of good education, of culture, of refined speech and manners; and your
committee fail to see that any charge of mal or mis{easanee in oflice was at all sus-
tained. Early in the spring of 1274 there were nursed and assiduonsly cultivated
in that parish fierce and clamorous political antagonisms. The White 0Was
organized, the removal of all republican office-holders determined upon, and, as
has been well said of anofher locwity, * the air was full of assassination.” In May

otices were posted in pi places, as follows :

g K K"

“ Boullet, Myers, and all other radicals in this parish. Your fate is scaled.
Nothing but your blood will apy us. The people of Natchitoches, ine,
Winn, De Soto, Rapides, Red Rivqr, Bienville, Claiborne, Jackson, and Caddo are
ready at & moment’s notice, and will exterminate all radicals.”

Abont this time Judre Myers was warnoed that hia life would be forfeited if ho
remained another day at hishome. Iiswife, two of his children, and hisaged father
were sick ; one of the children and the father hopelesaly ; so eays the judge. “ Quite
sick; my little child dying; my aged father, at tho other ead of the town, also dy-

ing. I kissed my little baby, it in the care of its w mother and the Al-
;nght;. I left my home, not E:l‘;:“gd even to visit my inth(e?w

The judge and Judge Boulles fled in the night-time by cironitons paths, without
even achange of clothing, lest it mizht lead to suspicion, and finally arrived at New
Orleans. From that day to now he has never ventured to his homs, and dares not
doso. In less than a'week after he loft the babe died, and the father, too, and
says the wife in her testimony, ** I was left alone with my sick and dying children.
None of my neighbors came to my assistance. My child died. I sent to the tomb-
builder to make its little tomb, and he o democrat refused to do it.” From
the testimony of the judge and his wife, incidentially of others, your commit-
teo are compelled to believe this a true story,

We were anxious to obtain the facts in the terrible tragedy of Coushatta, and
were able to do so frem several witnesses, but li‘rinuipally from Mr, Twitchell, a
brother of one of the victims, and from Mr. Abney, & merchant of that town,
whose reluctant admissions, nnder a rigid cross-examination, satisfied us was the
chief conspirator. This is the fearful story proven to our satisfaction :

The tehell brothers, from New Hampshire, both young and active men of
business, one a man some time married, the other but a before his death,
with five or six other menfrom the North, with their families, settled in this little
town, bringing with them earnestness of purpm.uin‘t:gt% economy, and habits
of industry. The reasonably: ted resnlts follo :+ The hamlet grew into a

perons and flonrishing New Englmd village, with its saw and grist mills, its
t white-painted honses with their

, its stores and store-louses, its ple
its churches and scgool-lmma. Business flourished. About

lawns and

twelve hun colored men were gathored into the vi . Their labor was in
demand ; their wages and pmmpttﬁnpaid. Their children eagerly availed
themselves of the school privileges abundantly aforded. The col votors find-

ing that these men never betrayed their confidence, but in all ﬂﬂn%s were aiding
them, elected thiem to the mangﬂgnﬂsh offices; and they, thus elected, from a
sense of duty, honestly and faithfully administered the same. Everything in the
nﬂm WS Prosperons, ble, and happy. Dat there was there asmall party
of te conservatives, headed by Mr. Abney, who determined to rule, who ac-
knowledged no right te the black man but that of service, who had no feeling to-
ward their white neighbors recognizing in the black a citizen other than intense
Jealousy and hatred.

The usual result followed. Aungnst 25, 1374, these officers were waited upon and
ordered to resign; they declined; then they were informed that death alone was
the alternative. Knowing that the inexorable decree had gone forth, that nothing,
neither service to the town, to the State, to their neighbors, nor the faithful per-
formance of duty, nor virtue, nor integrity, nor prayers of themselves, of wives, or
little children could save, they besought their cruel neighbors to send them in
safety ont of the State, promising never to return. An escort was raised by this
man Abney of twenty mounted men. The gﬁunsrs. taking all of their ready
money, about §2,000, themselves in the hands of the ﬁm Abney issned
military orders to what he called political clubs, but we believe white-leazuers,
along the route to furnish aid. su&phen. &e. The march was commonced, and,
within thirty miles of their homes, these prisoners were all murdered, terribly mu-
tilated, buried, and no father, widow, brother, or son was permitted even to visit
their graves until the bodies were decomposed. None of the white man's party
have ever songht the murderers ; no pursuit has ever been made, no inquiries ever
set on foot by them. A man riding one of the horses of one of the dead men has
been seen in the parish, but no one arrested his course or asked him about the
bloody decd. No republican, white or black, has dared to commence prowedlnﬁ:s.
Abney was arrested and admitted to bail in a small sum, and with impunity insnlts
the majesty of outraﬁlvd law by boldly appearing as a witness before this commit-
tee. More, ho was troduneci by the conservatives to the witness-stand with a
flourish of trumpets as a loaduzl::' merchant of that section of the State, A brief
extract from his ¢ross-examination will indicate his connection with the crime:

“Mr. FrRYE. Was thero not one other officer at that time requested to resign ?
“Mr. AnNEY. Yes.

“Mr. FrYE. What was his name1

““Mr. Auxey, Scott.

“Mr. FRYE. Was he killed?

"ﬁ”ﬁi}m “'leoia with your guard?’

“ Mr. FuyE. d he our

“Mr. ABXEY. No. s g

“Mr, FrYE. Why notf

“Mr, ApxEY. Iwouldn't let him; I compelled him to remain behind.
“Mr. FRYE. Was he a master-mason {

“Mr, AnNxgY. Yes. g

“Mr. FrY:. Were you a master-mason ¥

“Mr, ApNEY. Yes.

“Mr. FrYE. Were any others of the persons masons 1

“Mr. Apxey. I did not know that they were."

Now, against those murdered men no crime was ¢ ed, no dishonesty alle
no malfeasance in office proved. Abneyalone said tltlugﬁ.\smi cheated in ug‘tnmgg{
tracts, but your committee gave no crcsﬁ't- whatever to hi tﬂsl;lmontﬁ.

Thus by the murderous hands of neighbors, of men who pride themselves upon
their tiun in society, of those who had never received from the vietims other
than kindness, were these men deliberately slain. _And there is practically no law
in Louisiana to bring them to punisliment.

WHITE LEAGUE.

The White League is an ol ization which exists in New Orleans, and contains
at least from twenty-five hnndred to three thonsand members, armed, drilled, and
oflicered as a military organization. Organizations bearing the same name extend
thronghout many parts of the State, It was pretended that this tiom in
the city was simply as a volunteer police force, the regular police being inefficient;
that it has no tion wi iations of the same name in other parts of the
State, and that these latter are large political clubs without military o on
or arms. A brief examination and a brief eross-examination effectually dispelled
this pretension. Several of its wembers and officers were examined before the
committea. So far as was shown, this organization in no single instanée performed
police functions. Its organization, equipment, drill, and diseipline wers wholly
military. Its namewasnotappropriate to a volunteer police, but was appropriate to
an association de&ifmd to put the whites of tho State into power by force. It had
canuon. On tho 14th of September, 1874, it rose upon and attacked the police of
the city, the pretext of the attack being the seizure of arms which it had importeil
from the North, and, having defeated them with considerable slaughter, it took
possession of the State-honse, overthrew the State %)wmmanu and installed a new
governor in office, and kept him in power until the United States interfored. This
rising was planned beforeband. Its ling officer, Ogiden, published an
elaborate and pompons report of his mili movements, in which ho expresses
Lis thanks to his aids anil other officers for their important and valuable services
before and daring the day of the action. In other parts of the State organizations
under the same name existed, and we have no dunb’l that their pngxm and meth-
ods wero also identical. In one parish their meetings were called by notices,
headed, " Attention, White League,” and signed by an officer in his military ea.

city. Abney, the leader of the band at Coushatta, when he sent off the repub-
jcan prisoners nnder a guard, gave a military order for supplies anl guard to the
highest ofticer of a club in another town, on obedience to which, if his story were
true, the safety of the lives of the }srisunum depended.  Yet ho profi 1 {0 have
no other power than that of president of an ordinary democratic club addressing
the president of a snbordinate or brasch club of the samo tion.
The White League of Now Orleans itself was and is a constant menace to the re-
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publicans of the whole State. Its commander can, in o few hours, place bodies of
men, armed and drilled, in any of the near parishes, or those on the coast, or into
Mississippi, Alabama, or Texas. It doubtless contains many persons of gmperty
and infl 1t also contains many p of very different character. 1t wonld
be desirous and able to overthrow the State government at any time, if not pre-
vented by the power of the United States. They still retain more than one tgon
sand stand of arms, taken from the State on September 14 and never returned.

‘We cannot doubt, that the effect of all these things was to prevent a full, free,
and fair election and to intimidate the colored voters and the white republicans.
The very formation of a white man's party was a menace of terrible import to those
who remembered Colfax and Bossier and the convention. .The press was filled
with threats of violence. The agreement to discharge laborers, the sn tion that
wild beasts are tamed by hunger, was evidence of the samo spirit. Theoverthrow
of the State government by the White League on the 14th of September; the turn-
ing out large numbers of parish officials in the country, compelling them to flee for
their lives ; the fearful lesson of Coushatta; the formation, arming, and drilling of
League, the natural snccessors of the Knights of the White C ia;
gs ina community where there is no IE‘l punishment for political mur-
der must, in the nature of things, have filled with terror a people timid and gentle
like the colored population of even if we had not taken abundant evi-
gnlt:a m::is to special acts of violence and erime and their effects on particular neigh-

rhoods.

Mr. Moncure, the conservative candidate for State treasurer, claims a ty
in the whole State of about five thousand. A far er number of republicans
than enough to overcome this majority must have prevented from registra-
tion or driven by terror from the polls.

In view of these facts, we do not hesitate to find that the election of 1874 was
neither full, free, nor fair; that in large ofarﬁm of the State the usual means of
instl'ncﬁng‘;nd g the pfopla. organizing and conducting a campaign,
could not carried on by republicans without danger to their lives; an at
many more voters than were needed to give the m;i):blicnn party a complete
;i&o;y were prevented from vouing at all or coerced into voting the white man’s

@

Mr. HOAR. Truly
Thy gentleness hath made thee great.

I am not to be frightened or ridiculed when I discuss these things
by the taunt from any quarter that it is “shaking the bloody shirt.”
When the ﬁarmant, however humble or mean, is drenched with the
heart's blood of an American citizen I have but one question to put
to my munu%, Anne hee vestis filii tui?—Know you if this be your
sow's garment ;

I agree with the gentleman that the union of nearly all the blacks
in one political party, and of nearly all the whites in another, is a fact
deeply to be lléplﬂm(i. Party spirit bears evil frnit in abundance
when animosities of race and class do not minglla with it. Buf I can-
not doubt that whether the white republican leaders have sought to
foster this discussion on the colorline or not, it wonld long since have
disappeared if the leaders of the white people of Lonisiana had not
hammered and welded tﬁet.bar the masses of the eolored population
by a system of conduect calculated to excite in the highest degree their
fears for their freedom, or their political and socinf rights.

The people who would persnade us, and to some degree persuade
themselves, that they are willing o give the negro all his rights
under the Constitution seem 10 lose all their understanding of what
justice and equality really mean when the negro is concerned. They
think, and very justly, that it is a great evil to mass all the colored
votes on one side. [t never oceurs to them that it is an equal evil to
mass all the white votes on the other. On the contrary, their ani-
mosity is specially directed against those whites who act withne
They have little reprobation for those leaders who advise the whites
to band together in an agreement not to employ negro laborers who
vote the radical ticket, or forrthe planters who followed the advice.
The life of no man would be safe, as one of their witnesses very
frankly admitted, who, when it was time to gather the cotton-erop,
should advise negroes to refuse to work for planters who are nof, re-
publicans, The white who kills a negro goes unpunished. A fear-
ful vengeance overtakes the negro who snaps a cap at a white man.
In Faria after parish the whites turn out public officers whom they
dislike by force, and no punishment follows. The assembling of a
body of negroes at the command of the sheriff to maintain his lawfal
authority is followed by the Colfax massacre.

Sonthern gentlemen speak with contempt of persons whom they
term “carpet-baggers.” The Constitution gives to every American
citizen the right to choose his home anywhere on American soil
and to take such part in public affairs as his fellow-citizens shall as-
sign to him, Shall not the American citizen born on our soil have
ihe rights to which we gladly welcome natives of other lands? Ifis
not to the carpet-bag, but that it is held in American hands, that the
southern democrat objects.

The gentleman will perhaps claim that the opinions of his class at
the South have changed since these laws were p , and since some
of these ontrages were committed. If they have not changed, surely
no man will be bold enough to say that the rights of the colored peo-
ple would be safe for an instant if they were p%ace(l within the power
of that class. But admit that they have changed and that they are
now reconciled in opinion to the a{O}ition of slavery and to the equnal-
ity of all persons before the law and in the rights of citizenship.
Ah, Mr. Speaker, that is a fatal admission. What tribute could be

nder, what concession more complete, to the snecess of the repub-
ican policy of reconstruction than to confess that it has resulted in a
change of sentiment like that.

Will the gentleman from Mississippi claim that he does not now
think that 1t is a misfortune that the rebellion did not sncéeed, that
it was a misfortune that the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth
amendments were nd()ﬁbed, and that this belief is nof shared by his
political associates ? tlis Dbe his belief and theirs, they would be

strange guardians of the rights of the race which these amendments
emancipated. But if this be not his belief and theirs, I point to their
conversion as the most triumphant evidence of the wisdom and the
success of that policy which, while it has raised four millions from
slavery to citizenship, has in ten years eradicated from the under-
standings and the hearts of the white people of fifteen States the
prejudices of centuries.

rrors in administration, mistakes in finance, extravagances in
expenditures, confidence unworthily bestowed—these have been the
lot of all parties in the past, and will doubtless be repeated in
the future. Even dishonesty and corruption have existed in all par-
ties. They must, in the natureof the case, be practiced but by a few,
and will be cured in a free government, whatever party may be in
power, by the ple whose resources and industries they burden
without distinetion of party. But to have changed the opinions and
conquered the prejudices of a people angered by defeat, imbittered
by years of bloody war, so that they have become reconciled to the
policy and convinced of the justice of raising their formerslaves, men
of another color and another race, o civil and political equality with
themselves, this is a trinmph of administration glorious and splendid,
to which history can furnish no parallel; compared with wsEich the
lanrels that a Cmsar reaps are weeds.

Mr. Speaker, I do not deny that in all these years the democrats of
the Sounth have made some pro, But it has been a progress in
which nothing has been dune to themselves. Whatever they have
learned, either of freedom, of justice, or of republican government,
they have learned from their opponents. s

They have been the unwilling pupils of the reli]ublica.n party. Like
Dantﬁ':dstl))u]s, whose necll:s Satan had twisted, they ]};wi: m:rch%d OI?
impe y astrength other than their own, perpetually looking back.

EEJ much, Mr. Speaker, for democratic ]egfa.iation in’ the matter of
reconstruction. It shows a concerted, crafty scheme to reduce the
negro to a system of peonage which degraded him below the condi-
tion of slavery, but imposed no corresponding obligation upon the
master. This leﬁislation, cruel and hateful as it is, is mercy itself
compared with the conduet of southern democrats to the negro when
freed from the restraints of the Federal power. I have given a few
specimens, not hecause I desire to revive or preserve their odious or
painful memory, but because they bear with terrible weight apon the
issue now presented to the American people.

The republican party, in my judgment,in prescribing the conditions
upon which the States of the Sonth should be re-admitted were guilty
of one serious omission. Recognizing and affirming in their State
constitutions, as the people of every northern State %mve done, that
a system of universal eé]ucation is absolutely essential to the success
of a system of nniversal suffrage, they committed the folly, the fatu-
ity, of imposing by nafional authority upon the South, with their
four millions of freedmen just freed from slavery and a still larger
number of ignorant whites, a system of universal suffrage, making
no provision for education. But by the Burean of Eduncation and by
religious and charitable organizations and private aid we have done
much in that direction.

All the teachings of the Old and New Testament are summed up by
the Auathor of our religion in two simple and sublime commandments,
on which hang all the law and the prophets. The great philosopher
of our day, in one homely and noble verse, has expressed the whole of
republican government in a space as brief:

The noble craftsman we promote,
Disown the knave and fool ;
Each honest man shall have his vote,
Each child shall have his school.

o o vaihall,

Or lar:ld. or life,

1If freedom fail ?

The gentleman makes eloquent but vagne charges against the ex-
isting administration for its conduet in relation to the Southern
States. What one act of the Government gives him just cause of
complaint? Does he now dare to insist on his objection to either of
the three great amendments to the Constitution? He has ventured
no such objection in this debate. Does he deny that Congress has
power to enforce them ¥ If he admits the power the dnty in proper
cases follows. Does he place himself on record as complaining of the

licy o:e({m.r})ose of the legislation of 1871, by which the homes of
g(i)a colored fellow-citizens thronghont the South were protected from
outrages such as moved the indignation of Reverdy Johnson? He
will searcely make that issue to-day. Does he deny thatit is the duty
of the United States to gnarantee to all the States a republican gov-
ernment, and on constitutional demand to protect the lawful govern-
ments of the States against lawless insurrection? If he does he must
repudiate the origin:% Constitution as well as the amendments. The
only reproach he utters against the Government is that the State
governments for which it interfered were badly administered. But
the United States is bound to support all lawful State governments
against insurrection without considering their administration. The
vital difference between the gentleman and the republican party is
that he seems to think that the remedy for what he dislikes in gov-
ernment is resistance by force. His logic would lead to the result
that yon are to vote against a State administration only when yon
like it, and revolt against it and attack its adherenls with knife and
pistol when you do not like it.
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The gentlemen quoted from a report of which I was the author a
statement that the President had based his interference in Louisiana
on the unlawful order of a judge. I think the assignment of that
reason :eﬁmva error on the part of the President. I now admit, as
I declared in the report, that the order of that judge was entitled
to no respect whatsoever, and that the assignment of that reason
tended naturally and inevitably to influence existing discontents and
to make the democrats of Louisiana believe that no better reason
existed. But the report also declared that in our jud%ment KellogE
was lawfully elected; that the difficulty in ascertaining the trut
was caused by the frauds of his opponents and their destruction or
carrying off the returns, If wasin our judgment the constitutional
duty of the President to rec and support Governor Kellogg.
The whole of his error, which the gentleman from Missiasiiipi dwe
on a8 a justification or palliation for the acts of lawless violence, was
the assignment of an unsound reason for the performance of his clear
sworn daty.

The two systems of dealing with the colored race are these:

The republican party sets them free and secures their freedom by
the Constitution itself.

The democratic party would have left slavery to exist in Kentucky,
Maryland, Missouri, and Delaware.

The republican policy secures them equality before the law.

The democrats sent white men to the penitentiary who associated
with them on terms of equality.

The republican policy pledged to them the whole power of the Na-
tional Government to protect their homes from the Ku-Klux Klan.

The democrat left it to the judgment of the Ku-Klux Klan to de-
termine when its outrages should cease.

The republican policy made them freemen, citizens, voters; while
the democratic would have left them peons.

Mr. Speaker, there is another evidence of the wisdom of the Amer-
ican people in conferring the r:Ehta of freemen upon the colored peo-
ple to Wiiﬂh I think neither the House nor the country will be in-
sensible. During the past seven years there have sat in this Hall an
average of seven colored Representatives, Most of them had been
slaves, deprived by the laws under which they were born of the
right to learn to read, to attend public meetings, or to avail them-
selves of any of the common methods of obtaining information con-
ceminﬁ;ﬂpub ic affairs, All of them came from humble places in life.
Yet what equal number of members of this House can be chosen on
any principle of selection that will stand higher, either for fidelity,
wisdom, or propriety in the discharge of their high duties. Who can
cite an instance of an improper ntterance in speech or of an undignified
or unbecoming act of a colored Representative? ‘What colored man
has been compelled to'suppress from the official reports any angry or
intemperate utterances which have come from his heart in the heat
of debate? Have the memories of ages of cruel op(})remion endured
by their race—have the terrible cruelties of recent days wrung from
ﬂ.lyeir lips a single expression of hatred, or led them to urge on their
political friends, who held the Government by such large majorities,
a single measure of revenge?

They have had to meet the most unexpected emergencies and en-
counter the most formidable antagonists. The genfleman from New
York, perhaps the most trained and experienced debater in this
House, has not forgotten how in the Conﬁram before the:last the

ntleman from South Carolina with equal courtesy and dexterity
ﬁ:ft him unhorsed and on his back in the sight of the House and the
whole conntry. When the able gentleman from Georgia, the late
vice-president of the southern confedemcﬁ made his most powerful
and carefully prepared speech to the last House on southern affairs,
he was replied to on the instant by another colored Representative.
It is no disparagement to the gentleman from Georgia to say, that in
dignity, in ability, in constitutional argument, the speech of Mr.
Elliott was in no wise inferior to that to which it was areply. I
mean no disrespect to anybod{when I declare that the poliey which
gave to the loyal slave his right to be represented or to be a Repre-
sentative here is as fully vindicated by its results as that which gave
the rebel master the same rights.

Mr. Speaker, I have said much that I have been constrained to
utter in this debate with t reluctance and pain. The gentleman
from Mississippi undertook to cite in his speech from a report of which
I had the honor to be the author, extracting only such admissions as
he could find in its ?ages against the conductof my political associates,
while he was wholly silent in regard to the terrible arraignment made
1ot by the report, but by the historic facts which it cites against the
party to which he belongs. In my judgment,Mr. Speaker, the gentle-
man from Mississippi made a fatal and grievous error. If he and a
few of his associates, North and South, wounld give the same manly
utterance of condemnation against men who seek to accomplish po-
litical results by murder and assassination that has come from repub-
lican lips against republican misgovernment, the whole evils which
distract that fair portion of our country would be over in a month. I
had the honor in that report to say, and I repeat it now :

The public sentiment of the rest of the country, more potent than any legisla-
tion, might stop the whole trouble in a month. I?inst&ml of seeking to gain par-
tisan advantage from evils which are ruining this fair State, the two parties of the
North would each resolutely set its face agninst the evil done by its own side, little
would remain for Congress or President. Tho difficulty of the southern problem

would have disappeared long ago if the democratic party of the North had given it
to be clearly understood thataﬁxey would have no political association with men

—

who would eommit, tolerate, extenuate, or overlook murder; and the republican

party of the North had been nnanimous in making it understood with equal em-

g}}u!s that t.‘g:fuwould have no affiliation with men who wonld plunder the public
personal gain.

Mr. Speaker, I hate for any purpose to revive these odious and
ainful memories. Whatever oppressions have been suffered have
n suffered by my countrymen. Whatever crimes have been com-
mitted have been commifted by my countrymen. But we cannot
discharge our own official duty, the American peoglo cannot wisely
exercise its high functions of self-government without a knowledge
of the facts of our own history, however grievous and humiliating, I
believe the wisdom of the people will find a peaceful and constitu-
tional remedy for these evils whether of administration or lawless
out: I do not agree with the gentleman from Mississippi that
that remedy is to deliver the innocent into the power of the gnilty,
or that Congress should lay down its high functions to prevent crime
at the demand of the eriminals,

Do the democrats of the Sonth who are concealing, apologizing
for, abetting these crimes reflect that they are educating their young
men r? become a generation of assassins? Mr, BOUTWELL says in his
report :

The committee find that ﬂ:egom:g men of the State, especially those who reached

0

manhood during the war or who have arrived at that condition since the war, con-
stitnte the nucleus and the main force of the dangerous element.

Do the democracy of the North reflect that they are seeking to ob-
tain Eower, not by a fair election, but by the aid of the votes of States
in which their party is an armed conspiracy organized to overthrow
freedom of election, and that their success is to substitute for the
EIm;sitit[':tion of the United States the principles and the practices of

exico

The duty of the people is plain. Punish crime; punish corruption;
unmask hypocrisy, But trust liberty only in the hands of her frier:;:{
and let the Constitution of your country be administered and defen
by those who love if.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks,
announced that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments
disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appro-

riations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
vernment for the year ending June 30, 1577, and for other pur-
poses, asked a further conference with the House on the disairceing
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part
of the Senate Mr. WixpoM, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BAYARD.

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

A bill (H. R. No, 2041) fo amend section 2201 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bills of the following fitles:

A Dbill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington; and

A bill (H. R. No. 3856) for the relief of William H. French jr.,
United States Army, late an Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of
the following titles; in which the coneurrence of the House was re-

quested :

A bill (8. No. 795) to enable Moses Marshall to make application to
the Commissioner of Patents for the extension of letters-patent for
improvement in knitting-machines; and

bill (8. No. 796) for the relief of the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn.

The message also announced that the Senate had a to the
amendments of the House to the bill (8. No. 779) to provide for the
sale of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians
in the States of Kansas and Nebraska.

POLITICAL CONDITION OF THE BOUTH.

Mr. HOOKER. In the absence of my colleague, Mr. LAMAR—

Mr. HOAR. The ientleman from Mississippi will f[th me to say
before he proceeds that I took the pains to say to Mr. LAMAR some
days ago that it was my Em‘pose to reply to him, and yesterday to
ingicat,e to him that probably I would have the opportunity to do it
to . I was very sorry he could not be here.

Mr, HOOKER. In the absence of my colleague, [ Mr. LAMAR,] in
reply fo whose speech the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts in great part have been addressed, I feel it my duty, though
coming infto the House to-day with no expectation whatever of K&r—
ticipating in this discussion, in his absence fo say something. And
more especially, Mr, Sl:eaker, do 1 feel this incumbent upon me be-
cause while the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts may
be considered as referring to the entire South, they have been con-
fined in a very large degree to the acfion and conduct and legislative
proceedings of my own State. y

I came 1to the Hall while the gentleman from Massachusctts was
speaking, and while I suppose from what oceurred on yesterday that
his object was to reply fo the speech of my colleague, the sentiments
which were then falling from him would not have indicated to an
ordinary listener what the particular topic was which engaged the
attention of the House and to which the gentleman from Massachu-
setts had arisen to speak. For he was then diggi.ngtgp the events of
the past extending back to the administration of Washington, and
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the great and powerful men who were gathered around that admin-
istration,
- He was seeking out with sedulous zeal the black spots wherever he
thonght they existed in the characters of the prominent men of the
nation and the country to which he says he is proud to belong. He
was holding them up to the gaze of the House and through your rec-
ords to the gaze of the country as evidences of the fact that corrup-
tion had always existed in the Government, even back to the daysof
Washington and his administration ; I suppose in order fo induce his
listeners to draw the inference that the corrnption which had been
exposed by the investigations of this House, the frauds upon the peo-
ple, the peculations upon the Treasury, which had existed in his own
party for the last fifteen years, might find some justification and some
excuse in the history which he was thus narrating. I leave the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts and the party to which he belongs the
honor of this ghoul-like digging into the graves of the t men who
have lived and died before us; and I hope that he and they will en-
joy the gratification of feeling that this presentation of what he is
leased to term the corruption and the dishonor of his own country
Eﬂs fitly come from the party that in this age and in this centennial
riod has culminated in those qualities which he is seeking to de-
‘end. Ienvy him not the lesson which he draws from this. I envy
him not the evident purpose for which he has drawn it, to vindicate
&113 social standing and the moral position of the party to which he
ongs.

The greater portion of the sL:eech of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, as I have before remarked, refers to the action of the South-
ern States generally with reference to the condition of the freed peo-
ple immediately after the war. It is asserted that there is & feeling
of hostility in the breast of the southern people toward this race,
which would not only lead the present gencration to slaughter them
for political purposes, but which wounld induee the present men and
women of the South, the present generation of southern people, to
train up their own children as assassins. The arraignment to which
the gentleman from Massachusetts subjected the distingnished char-
acters he alluded to in his opening remarks was very well followed nup
by the arraignment of an entire section of his own counfry on a
charge that they, by the policy and laws which they were adopting,
were not only disposed themselves, invhumanly and brutally for party
purposes, to murder the colored race, but were raising up their own
children in these assassin-like ideas.

It is extremely difficult, Mr. Speaker, amid party excitement and
party ant;;ionism and party acrimony to impress the mind with the
actual truth. It is extremely difficult to discuss the question which
has been discussed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr.HoAR
with coolness, calmness, and deliberation, but yet with just enough
the real sentiment which seems to stir his heart in this matter, to im-
press us with the conviction that he labors under the idea that a
whole section of this country, comprising twelve or thirteen States,
can justly be denounced as assassins for political p I say it

is to induce the human mind to accept and acknowle(lg.e the act- |,

ual truth. I believe, however, that it is the desire of the American
people, or of the great body of the American people, without regard
to party, fo understand the question as it actnally exists and arrive
at the truth,

Now, sir, what is the truth ¥ Af the close of the war a large body
of citizens who had been held in slavery, in reference to whom I had
occasion to remark in an address which I made to the House some
time sinee who were born slaves without any fault of their own as
we were born masters without nrlesg fault of our own—this large body
of men, with about eight hundred thousand voting population, were
at once made electors and invested with the elective franchise. The
question as to what was to be the policy to be adopted in reference to
them, how they were to be instructed in the new duties placed upon
them, was a very grave question. If was not only discussed in the
State convention, in the convention of my own Btate as well as oth-
ers, but it was discussed in the Senate of the United States, and the
most important republican Senator to-day, [ Mr. MorTON, of Indiana,
under a resolution adopted then, proceeded to my own State in 1
to make an investigation. When the question arose as to what was
the course to be pursued in regard to the recently enfranchised
Ele and as to how soon they could be safely invested with the baﬁ?)t

e took a position more extreme than any sonthern man; he took a
Emition in consonance with the law of the gentleman’s own 8tate of

assachusetts in 1814, and repeated in the revision of her laws in 1836,
that the colored persons who had been recently enfranchised by the re-
sults of the war ought to nndergo a period of probation of from seven
to ten years to qualify them to exercise the efectiva franchise inftelli-
gently, and when this was charged in the Senate Chamber by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. vazﬂaos,]hit was ad-
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana that he took that position
too. I say, therefore, that it was nof strange that a very grave ques-
tion was presented to the convention which met in Mississippi in
1865. If adopted a constitution recognizing the freedom of the col-
ored man. When the Legislature met, the first Legislature called af-
ter the adoption of that constitution, that Legislature was composed
largely of what were known as Union men, the men who had consti-
tuted the old whig party of the State. I believe that that Legisla-
ture was com without exeeption of men of that class, and that
Legislature, to whose action the gentleman from Massachusetts has

referred, elected to represent the State of Missisaip;ii two gentlemen
distingnished for their devotion to the Union, men who had subjected
themselves to some odinm during the war and had incurred some sac-
rifices ; I allude to the late Chief Justice Sharkey and to the present
republican Senator, [JamES L. ALCORN.] These were men who were
elected by that Legislature to represent the sovereignty of the State
in the Senate of the United States, showing what was the character
and complexion of the men who composed that I;g?rialature. Now
the statute of the State of Mississippi has been referred to which
provides that a colored man should be required to have his residence
by the 1st of January.

Sir, these people were all homeless and houseless; they were un-
provided for; they had no means. They were made citizens; and I
undertake to assert that no man from a northern State, from the State
of Massachusetts, which was the first to manumit her slaves, down to
New Jersey, which was the last to manumit her slaves, that no State
enacted penal laws, and controlling laws, and limiting laws with re-
gard to the rights of the new-made citizens as to rights of life and
prgl)crt_v less penal than did the State of Mississippi.

r. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ?

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman mean to say that there were no
persons in Mississili)pi who desired to impose extreme penal laws upon
the colored people

Mr. HOOKER. I mean to say this, that so far as the Legislature
was concerned the members of that Legislature were known as Union
men, and I suppose a Union man in Mississippi is as good as a Union
man in Massachusetts.

Now I believe, according to the revision of the laws of Massachu-
setts made in 1814, that State imposed more penal laws npon her col-
ored citizens than Mississippi did, and I will refer to one section of
her laws. I refer now to the statute of Massachusetts on page 306 of
the revision of her code of 1814, and I will say that those were laws
which were passed by the State of Massachusetts with regard to her
colored people. Negroes were not allowed to be enrolled in her mili-
tia, but they were required to attend the militia meetings and to do
such service as might be assigned to them.

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say that that act was passed in conse-
uence of an act of Congress which inserted the word “ white” in
he militia law.

Mr. H'O”OKER. Because the act of Congress contained the word

“white

Mr. HOAR. The actof Congress contained the word “ white,” and
therefore the State could not constitutionally include n in the
militia, thongh it would have done so very gladly. The negro sat in
the Legislature of Massachusetts,

Mr. WILLIS, The act of Congress had nothing to do with the
State militia.

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it had.

Mr. WILLIS. Noj; it was the national militia.

Mr. HOAR. There was no national militia.

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman says that arose from the fact that
in regulating the question of militia in Massachusetts they were con-
trolled by an act of Congress. I supposed the gentleman wounld say
that the act of Congress required that they should enroll the white
militia, and therefore they had not the power fo enroll the negroes
in the militia. If they could not do that, then why did they require
the negro to attend and perform menial services? If yon did not
intend to give them an equal position in the militia, why require
their attendance for such purposes as that?

Further, by the same legislation negroes and mulafttoes were pro-
hibited from entertaining any negro or mulatfo servant, were pun-
ishable under a penalty of five shillings for each offense ; and if they
were unable to pay the fine, they were fo work at hard laborin the
house of correction for two days for each shilling of the five.

Now what is the temper of that law and itsspirit? Was it enacted
in reference to the perfect freedom and perfect equality of the colored
man? And further, the statute recited in its preamble that great
change and inconvenience have occurred in divers towns by releas-
ing and setting free negro and mulatto slaves, and it enacts that no
such person shall be freed until bond and security shall be first given
to indemnify the town against such negro or mulatto becoming a
charge on the town. That was a law enacted in Indiana at a very
late day.

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman say that that was a law of Mas-
sachusetts ?

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; if isin your revised code of 1814.

Mr. YEATES. Iam sorry the gentleman does not know his own

State laws.
Mr. HOAR. I may perhaps be ignorant, but I never heard of a re-
vised code of 1814 of the laws of Massachusetts.

Mr. HOOKER. Upon the same page, section 748, it is enacted that
if any negro or mulatto shall strike an;;fersou of the English or
other Christian nation, he shall be punished by a severe whipping, at
the diseretion of the justice.

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Mississippi will pardon me, but
he is certainly under some grave mistake ; there never was a revised
code of Massachusetts in 1314.

Mr. HOOKER. It is so recited here,

Mr. HOAR. Then you have a wrong citation. The law which you
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have read,  about setting negroes free upon condition of giving a
bond, is absolutely repugnant to our constitution. The constitution
of Massachusetts of 1750 provides that all men shall be free and
equal. That clause was put in by John Lowell for the purpose of
abolishing slavery in Massachusetts ; and the next year, in a case in
my own town of Worecester, the supreme court held that every slave
was ipso facto emancipated by the constitution. And if the gentle-
man has any citation from any quarter of any law of Massachusetts
of 1814 that a negro should be set free only on condition of giving
bond, then all I can say is that if there ever was any such statute
passed it was absolutely repugnant to our constitution, and never
went into effeet, and never could have gone into effect. I think the
gentleman must have the wrong State.

Mr. HOOKER. I think not; and there is more of the same kind.

Mr. HOAR. My friend from the Essex distriet [Mr. THOMPSON]

ts that the gentleman must have some publication made in 1814

of old ante-revolntionary laws.

Mr. HOOKER. I do not know how far back the revision extends,
but it shows what your law was at one time.

. HOAR. If the gentleman means to say that there was in Mas-
sachusetts, before the constitution of that State abolished slavery,
in old colonial times, some statute which required that slaves should
not be set free withont giving bond to save the town from charge,
then he is very probably riggnt; and there was a similar provision
in regard to any white persons moving into a town ; they counld be
warned out of the town by any freeholder, unless they could insure
the town against liability of on their acconnt.

M. HO&?ER Ihope the gentleman will not interrupt me further.
Mr. HOAR. The gentleman will excuse me; I am very sorry to
interrupt him. But he wonld not certainly wish fo appear as stating
that Massachusetts passed in 1814 any such law as he has read.
Mr. HOOKER. I do nofsay so. 1 said that your revised code of
1814 stated that that was the law of Massachusetts, and I so state
ain.
ang. HOAR. That may have been some ancient law of a hundred

IS ag0.

ye;h-. 1§00KER. That may be. But in the early days, when yon
had slaves in Massachusetts, before it was your interest to manumit
them and you did manumit them, you showed a temper and spirit
of hardship toward this race greater than the South ever did, thongh
they were comparatively insignificant and few in number in Massa-
chusetts, whereas with us they constitute a very large portion of the
population. Hence it may be that the gentleman from Massachu-
setts will find a proper answer to the comment he has made of the
fact that there are now sitting, and have been sitting in this House
sinee the war, a number of inte_higent. colored men representing their
own race and speaking upon this floor in their vindication and for
their interest. .

If it be true, sir, that there stirred in the blood of the gentleman or
his ancestors that love of the freed race, why is it, if yon made them
free in 1780, that you never gave to the 14,000 freedmen that you had
in Massachusetts a representative in the Halls of the national L&gi&
Iature or allowed them to speak for their people [Agplause.l h,
is it that that is not the case in one single northern State? It is be-
cause they were only one to one hundred in Massachusetts, and be-
cause in New Jersey, and all alonﬁiuwu that range of States, they
occupied the same relation, there being in New Jersey one colored
man to about forty-six and one-half white l:people. I happened to be
in New Jersey at one time, and saw some of these colored men. They
were very intelligent, as intelligent as some of the colored gentlemen
whonow sit on this floor. If thecolored man was beloved by the people
of New Jersey and elsewhere in the North, why was it that they did
not select some of these men to represent the interests of their race
in the Halls of the national Legislature or of the State Legislatures
The manumission of the race in the South occurred as the necessary
and legitimate result of the war; and I now state, upon my honor as
a Representative on this floor, that I have yet to hear of one man,
woman, or child within the limits of the State of Mississippi express
the wish that their conditioif conld be changed again. On the con-
trary, we accepted that result with the frankness and openness and
sincerity with which we accepted every other legitimate result of the
war. We had periled all save our honor in the contest, and we lost all;
and when the war ¢losed, when the terms of arbitrament were agreed
to by the men who had crossed swords and bayonets on the battle-
field, we were prepared to stand by those terms of arbitrament. DBut
your politicians, who had shouldered no musket and drawn no sword,
when they come into these Halls and the halls of our State Lﬁ{iiala.-
tures wanted to keep alive, as they do now, the animosities and the
ranklings and the bitter spirit of the war. Why? They imagined,
and naturally enough, that a simple-hearted, innocent, guileless race,
taking them in themain and in the bullk, and uninfluenced and untanght
by the midnight teacher who came there in the shape of the “carpet-
bagger” after the war—they knew that this simple class of people
migﬁrnntumll be appealed to to support those who had freed them,
those who, in the language of the republican speakers, had * struck
from their ankles and their wrists the chains of servitude.”” There-
fore the republican party thought that they would be able to control
the vote of the Sonthern States because they would be able to con-
trol the vote of the colored man; and I regret to say that for six long
years, from 1869 to 1875, they did use this simple-hearted race, who

were, in the main, the tillers of ourland; they did bind them together
for political pu They thought they wounld hold them there
forever; that they would be able to utilize them for party purposes
by controlling their votes.

8ir, I tell you that now those people are beginning to nnderstand
that the intimate material relations existing befween the white man
of the South and the colored man of the South, the unity of interest,
the identity of material prosperity or adversify, make their nnion
socially, and to a large extent politically, a necessity.

They have, I say, been used by this party; and only last winter
when your * force hill” was under discussion, when, after youn had
given to the South by your legis]ntion ten years of misrule, little less
onerous than the four years of war, you introduced your * force bill”
for the parpose of putting those States back under military power,
the organ of the At!;n.w' istration in this city, the organ of the repub-
lican party here to-day, said while that bill was pending that it was
necessary the measure should pass—for what? Tosecure peace to that
distressed land? To pour oil upon the troubled waters? O, no; it
was necessary that yon shounld still *shake the bloody shirt” with the
fond hope that you wounld be able to divide the southern white man
and the southern black man. That was the purpose. That organ
went further and remarked that it must be remembered that since
these 800,000 colored men had been invested with the ballot, since the
ratio of representation had heen thus increased in this Honse and the
power of the South thus enlarged in the electoral college, it only re-
quired fifty electoral votes besides those of the Sonth to elect the
President ; and hence the Sonth must be put under military rale, in
order that those electoral votes might be made republican.

My attention is called by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MirLrs] to
the following :

RooxMs OF THE STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE,
Indianapolis, Septemnber 3, 1874,

DeAnr 8iit: I desire to call your attention to the horrible scenes of violence and
bloodshed transpiring throngh the South, and snggest that you give them as great
prominence as possible in your paper from thi; It{in;m until after ﬁlie election.

OMAS J. BRADY, Chairman.
Eprror oF UxioN, Rensellaer, Indiana.

Mr. McMAHON. I would like fo ask the gentleman from Missis-
sippi whether that Thomas J. Brady is not now the Second Assistant
Postmaster-General, recently appointed !

Mr, HOOKER. I believe he is the same person.

I wish to recur for a moment to the laws passed in varions north-
ern States upon the relations of the races. In the revision of the
statutes of Rhode Island of 1822, page 371, (Rhode Island being one
of the Btates that manumitted their slaves,) intermarriage between
whites and blacks was prohibited, and such marriages were declared
void. This provision was continued in the revision of 1857, page 312,
and also in the revision of 1872, page 325, seven years after the war
had closed; and any person joining such persons in marriage was
liable to a fine of . Whites only were allowed to vote, as will be
fonnd by reference to the revision of 1822, page 89.

Granting license for keoping taverns, ale-houses, victnaling-honses,
cook-shops, oyster-shops, and for retailing liquors, were prohibited to
“any colored or black persons; nor shall any white person duly li-
censed suffer any black or colored person in his employ, or his agent,
to sell any liquor whatever, under the penalty of forfeiting such
license.” (Revision of 1822, page 206.)

There was the freedom which another northern State gave to the
colored man! There was the freedom of action allowed to him there.
That is the temyer and spirit in which this law was passed.

Mr. HOAR. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi for his
information that there was a similar law in reference to intermarriage
to that which he has referred to in Massachusetts down to 1832.

Mr. HOOKER. I knew there was, and only refrained from reading
it seeing how much distressed it made the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. [Laughter.] I did not quote any more on his acconnt; I
went to another State, thinking that he would be less sensitive.
[Laught-e;.}z-

Mr. HO We deprived them of the right of intermarriage and
the right to sell liquor. We admit it frankly. Does the gentleman
think thaf is equivalent to selling them into slavery?

Mr. HOOKER. I come now to the State of Connecticut. Slavery
was abolished in 1784 by declaring free all born of slave mothers after
that time; but these children were bound to serve their owners nntil
the age of twenty-five years. Those born before were continned in
slavery. (See Jackson vs, Bullock, 2 Connecticut Reports, page 38.)

Here you observe what is the temper and what is the disposition of
these States on this subject.

In Vermont, I suppose for the same reason, only whites were allowed
to serve in the militia. (Revision of 1825, page 611.) This provision
continued in the Revision of 1840, fpag_e 577, and Revision of 1850,
page 630, and left out in Revision of 1870, page 645.

In Maine marri between whites and negroes ?mhibited. (Re-
vision of 1341, page 359; continued in Revision of 1857, page 390;
and also in Revision of 1871, page 483.)

Citizens of United States only voters, excluding blacks, as they
were not citizens. (Constitution of Maine of 1819, article 2.)

We come next to Pennsylvania. Slavery was abolished in this
State in 1780. (Dunlap Revision, }JE%B 126.)

The act, after an eloquent recital of the wrongs of slaves and the
evils of slavery, and a reference to the happy condition of the whites




1876.

'CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5383

in eseaping the slavery to which they had been doomed by the Brit-
ish; and declaring the whites by long experience had been weaned
from prejudices, and that their hearts were now filled with benevo-
lence and kindness toward all men, and that in justice to the unhappy
slaves they now proceeded to act, then merely set free those who shall
be born within the State after the passage of the act, retaining all
others in slavery, with a proviso, however, that all so born and set
free should be servants and bound to their owners till they were
twenty-eight years of age.

That was the temper in Pennsylvania years ago. They were not
allowed, according to Pardon’s Digest, page 1269 ; Brightly’s Pur-
don’s Digest, page 829, to serve on the jury. Whites only were al-
lowed tovote until 1870. Negroes and mulattoes were excluded from
militia duty until 1870,

In New Jersey, which T have already remarked was the last State
to manumit, an act passed February, 1820, for the nal abolition
of slavery made free every child born of a slave since July 4, 1804,
but provided that such child should remain the servant of the owner
of his or her mother as if bound fo service by the overseers of the
poor until the male children were twenty-eight and the female twenty-
one years of age. (Revision of 1817, page 360.)

On the 18th of April, 1846, (same revision, page 380,) an act was
passed to abolish slavery finally, and every slave then in the State
was made free; but every such freedman was made an aE-grentice o
his then owner, who was only allowed to disc ¢ him from service
by procuring the certificate of the overseer of the poor and of two
Jjustices that such apprentice proposed to be freed was of sonnd mind
and eapable of making a support, or without such certificate if the
owner would give bond with security that the negro would not be-
come a charge on the county.

The children of these apprentices were to be supported by their
masters till they were six years old; and then, in all cases, were to be
bound as poor children by the overseers of the poor, the owner hav-
ing the preference. Persons enticing away such apprentices were de-
clared guilty of a misdemeanor, and fined §100; and persons harbor-
ing sncﬁlapprcnt-ices were made liable to (]fuy $1 for each day they so
harbored them. Only whites were allowed to be enrolled in the mili-
tia, (ibid., 745,) and only whites were entitled to vote. (See consti-
tution of 1847, article 2.) Its constitution, as far as I have been able
to learn, has not been changed.

It is rather a mild provision in the laws of Mississippi on the sub-
ject of valgmncy when you put it side by side with the laws of New
Jersey. 1t is so in Ohio, and in Indiana, and in various other States
of the Union.

Mr. CASON. Idesire tostate that in Indiana the laws you refer to
were passed when the democrats were in the majority. And since the
war allTl efforts to repeal those laws have been resisted almost unani-
mously by the democratic party. The demoecratic party has almost
unanimously voted inst repeal, while the republican &ar? has
insisted upon their repeal. The laws were passed when the demo-
eratic party had control of Indiana.

Mr. HOOKER. Let ussee what they provided by law in Indiana.

Mr. CASON. Yes, sir; you can prove anything. You can prove
they enacted the most infamous laws; but it was done by the demo-
cratie party.

Mr. HOOKER. That is enough. In Indiana by statutes (see re-
vision of 1831, page 375) free negroes were prohibited from settling
in the State unless bond and security for 8100 in each case was given
that he should not become a charge on the county as a pauper, and it
was provided that if the negro was convicted of any penal offense
(however trivial, as an affray or gaming) the whole bond was for-
feited. A megro setfling in the State, and failing to give the bond,
was to be hired out by a public officer for six months nnless he removed
from the State, and any person hiring or harboring such a negro was
liable to be fined §1,000.

A negro or mulatto having one-fourth negro blood econld not be a
witness for or against a white person. (Ibid., page 404.)

By the first constitution, addpted in 1816, only whites were allowed
to vote, (article G, section 1,) and only whites conld be in the militia.
(Article 7, section 11.2‘ Marriages between whites and blacks were
'prohibiw(i, and if such persons shounld go out of the State to marry,
the marriage was void in Indiana. Whites and blacks or mulattoes
intermarrying were liable to imprisonment in the penitentiary from
one to ten years, and all persons aiding in or advising such marriage
were punishable in the same way; and any person concealing or har-

ing whites and ne who had intermarried, with infent to pre-
vent their detection and punishment, were punishable in the peniten-
tiary from one to five years. (Ibid., pages 595 and 970.) :

No want of religious belief in whites was a ground to exclude them
as witnesses, but blacks and mulattoes were excluded in cases for or
against whites. (Revision of 1843, page 719.) This provision wasin
force %{?61338'; as late as 1862. (Gavin & Hord’s Statutes, volume 2,
page 166.

'%he constitution of Indiana, madein 1851 and still remaihing as then
written, at least as late as 1870, prohibits negroes and mulattoes from
voting ; article 5, section 5, and article 13 of that constitution pro-
hibits negroes and mulattoes from moving to and settling in the
State ; and that constitution makes void any contract made with ne-
groes and mulattoes so coming into the State; and all persons em-

ploying them or encouraging them to settle in the State were liable
to be fined from $50 to §$500.

In the Revision of 1852, page 361, the same provision heretofore set
out as to intermarriage between whites and blacks was continued.

By statute, negroes coming into the State to settle in violation of
the constitution were liable to be fined from §10 to $§500. (Revision
of 1852, page 376.) And by that constitution negroes and mulattoes
were excluded from the militia. (Article 12, section 1.) This pro-
vision is still in force. (Davis’s Supplement of 1870, page 341.)

In 1860 ne and mulattoes were not liable to school taxesnor
entitled to the benefit of school funds in Indiana. (Gavin & Hord's
Revision, volume 1, pa%e 542.) This provision re-enacted on Gth of
March, 1865. (Davis’s Supplement, page 440.)

Very stringent laws were passed to carry out that provision of the
constitution which prohibited n from settling in the State, and
these were nof repealed until 22d February, 1867, but the constitu-
:@011 itself remained unchanged in 1870, and is probably so at this

ime.

Now the gentleman says that this was done by democrats. If it
be so, Mr. Speaker, it is only a forcible illustration of what I had oc-
casion to say to the House nof long since, that the relation between
the races is one which is not political and ought never to be made so,

| but is social in its character, and has only been political since the

war, simply by the effort fo convert them to the uses and p
as voters at the ballot-box for the one party as againstthe other. That
has been the policy of the legislation that has been adopted.

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman inform the Hounse—

Mr. HOOPER. Iam asked to yield for a moment to the gentle-
man from Indiana, [Mr. LANDERS.]

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Inreply to my colleagnefrom Indiana,
I wish to say that the thirteenth article of the constitution of In-
diana was submitted to the people of that State as a separate propo-
sition. It was an article that prohibited ne, or mulattoes from
coming into the State. I want to say that that article was adopted
})y 95,000 majority in the State; republicans and democrats all voting

or it.

- Mr. ROBINSON. There was no republican party in Indiana at that

me.

Mr. YEATES. Did not Mr. MorToN vote for it ?

Mr. HOAR. What I desire to ask the gentleman from Mississippi
isthis, if he will allow me to ask him a single question.

Mr. HOOKER. Do not make it a long one, please.

Mr. HOAR. What was the modein which these |ie]unple attempted
to use the negroes? Was it not in the way of asking their votes
and using arguments with them

Mr. HOOKER. I will inform you on that subject as I proceed. I
will remark in reply to what has fallen from the gentfeman from In-
diana that I think the distingunished Senator who now represents in
part the State of Indiana in the other branch of Congress [ Mr. MoRr-
TON] was a member of the Legislature which passed these laws,

Mr. LUTTRELL. And a democrat.

Mr. HOOKER. And he ought to be good authority on that sub-
jeet. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr, HoAR] asks me a ques-
tion. He asks how his party attempted to use the negroes, They
attempted to use them by sending emissaries among them who acted
like the man who, instead of coming boldly to your front door and
asking to be permitted to make your acquaintance, steals in throngh
your k gate during the night. And midnight hours when the
white people were asleep these emissaries held meetings with the
colored race and told them that an inevitable hostility existed be-
tween them and the whites of the southern country, just as they are
told now ; insisted that that hostility was irreconcilable, thatit conld
not be reconciled, and that if they wonld retain their freedom they
must go to the polls and vote in solid phalanx for the republican

party. ;

Mr. CONGER. I would like to ask the gentleman if they could
have met the colored people in any other way except by stealth?

Mr. HOOKER. I will give you the whole history if youn will only
keep quiet.

Mr. HOAR. Did they not state the outrages which were being
g?r{;mitwd as the reason for holding the meelings in the way they

i

Mr. HOOKER. Idonotknow. Ididnot hear many of them. Those
meetings were held at midnight, when I was aslecp.

Mr. HOAR. From all you knew about it was not that the fact?

Mr. HOOKER. Let me refer now to Arkausas, one of the States
which have been recently reconstructed under demoecratic rule, and
where you have not heard of a single disturbance there since it has
been reconstructed, as in Virginia, Mississippi, and Alabama, where
these people evince their desire for government, and appreciate
the necessity of a union with the old white people of the country, as
not only the only safety, politically, but the only safety socially, the
only safety from the wolf which is at the door of all the people, white
and colored, in our country. In Alabama they recently rolled up a
majority of thirty-odd thousand in favor of the democratic }}s.rty;
and I tell you they will do it in every State of the Union. [Applause.]
I do not despair of seeing it everywhere, when they are left to deter-
mine freely for themselves without the bands and shackles of party
ties, which party they will vote with.
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Now, in Arkansas, I am informed by my friend Judge WILSHIRE
that three hundred and seven commissioned offices are held by col-
ored men under the democratic administration. Did you ever have
that many in Massachusetts, or the tenth part of that number? Did
you ever have it in any State which has a mixed population? I tell
you, Mr. Speaker, and {my to this House, and I say it from my own
profound conviction of the trnthfulness of what I say, that amidst
all the shaking of the bloody shirts, amidst all the desire of politi-
cians to divide us, there is no friend of the colored man more sincere
and more honest than he who was master in the time when the rela-
tions prevailed of master and slave,

Mr. SMALLS. That is not so.

Mr. HOOKER. You think not?

Mr. SMALLS again rose.

Mr. HOOKER. Well, that is your opinion. Take your seat now,
I do not want to be interrupted any further. I do not expect that
any white politician or any colored politician is likely to admit any
such thing.

Mr. BthLLS. The colored people never voted the democratic
ticket except under intimidation.

Mr. HOO . They bave voted it in my State, and they are form-
ing democratic associations there now in the very county where the
capital is sitnated, the connty of Hinds, where Governor Ames pre-
sided in the execuntive office, where the marshals of the United States
were with their forces; where the Army of the United States was
stationed. In that county of Hinds William A. Montgomery testitied
before the committee sent to my State that they not only formed
such associations by dozens, but by whole comFanies. And I myself
saw at Edwards’ Demin the lower portion of that county, in 1875,
as many as two hun and fifty to three hundred colored men rid-
ing in the ranks of the democratic party and bearing the banners of
the democratic 3

Mr.'SENGLE ON. Will my colleague allow me to make one state-
ment

Mr. HOOKER. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. SINGLETON. In confirmation of what my colleagune states, I
desire to say that I attended a barbecuo at Yazoo City after the elec-
tion was over; and I state it on my veracify—dounbt it who will—
that I saw huondreds and thousands of colored men in line with their
banners and musie, celebrating the democratic vietory. My colleague,
Mr. LAMAR, was present and made a speech. I made a short speech
myself. And that is in the county from which I received a dispatch
this morning invifing me to a grand barbacue, gotten up in part or
in whole by colored people.

Mr. SMALLS. If they were not hunted down by Kun-Klux and
made to go into the democratic they never wonﬁl go into them,

Mr. HOOKER. That is not so; that is all done away with. Every-
body knows that in that country there was nosnch thing.

I asserted the other day, and it cannot be denied, that in the whole
State south of Pearl River there was not one single effort at intimi-
dation anywhere. In many of the eounties lying south of that river
they had organized the colored people into clubs; that I know was
the case in kin County, and it was also in the county where the
capital is sitnated. There existed under the capital of the State,
right under the walls of the eapitol, where the governor was and the
oécm of the government; it is a very remarkable fact that under
the law supervisors were appointed fo conduet the election in every
district, and nof one of these supervisors reported any irregularities
in the election of 1875,

Sir, we of Missisaiﬁgi are spending thousands of dollars, as I said to
a gentleman with whom I was spaaﬁm‘ g yesterday, every year in going
to Alabama and to Georgia to bring colored men to cultivate our lands.
We bring them there for the purpose of using them as enltivators of
our soil, and we find no difficulty in indueing them to leave the over-
flowed fand, the sterile land in those States to come to the more fer-
tile lands of the valley. Do you believe that men will expend their
money to import them there, even if there were no sentiment of hu-
manity or the common feeling of one man to another whatever may
be the color of his skin, would as a question of interest take a shot-gun
and go ont and shoot men down? 8ir, it is not true, as I said the other
day; it is a slander on both races. The great bulk of both races live
togethér harmoniously. Here and there there is a bad white man and
here and there there is a bad colored man, and so far as disturbances
have occurred in Mississippi I assert without fear of contradiction that
the first disturbance which ever ocenrred between the white and col-
ored race was under the administration of Governor Ames, who re-
cently fled the State while articles of impeachmenf were pending
against him before the Legislature. At the time of the first disturb-
ance in the county of Warren, in which my own little farm chances
to lie, a proclamation was issued by Crosby, the colored sheriff of the
county, calling upon the n to band together and march upon
Vicksburgh and insist upon his institution in office. ;

The r:gublican State attorney, General Harris, in a letter recently
published in the New York Herald, stated thatin a conversation which
ocenrred between himself and Governor Ames and other republicans
when Ames advised Crosby-to insist upon his rights, it was asked,
‘“ Are yon not afraid this will lead to bloodshed? That question
was asked by Harris, the attorney-general of the State then and now.
and Ames's reply was, “The blood of twenty-five or thirty colo
men would be of service to the republican party now.” Up tothe 7th

of December, 1874, there never had been anything like a serious con-
fliet of races in the State of Mississippi, but when that proclamation
was issned by the colored sheriff of Warren County three armed
bands of colored men marched on three separate roads toward the
city of Vieksburgh. They were met on the confines of the city. The
gentleman who headed the white people sent a messenger to treat
with them, but they declined any offers and a conflict ensued in
which several colored men were killed.

Sir, were tho white people of Vicksburgh to lie supinely down and
allow their lives and property to be destroyed and their wives and
children to be slaughtered? Ah, sir, they would have been some-
thing more or less than men if they had not taken np arms in de-
fense of their households and of their city. They did if, and I say
that was the first ontrage or difficulty between the two races that oe-
curred in the State of Mississippi, and it was precipitated by the bad
adviee of the republican governor, General Ames, and by the incon-
siderate action of Sheriff Croshy, of Warren County.

I say, sir, in no instance has there been a case of conflict between
the two races by the deliberate desire of the white race. On the con-
tra.rly]', in every act and declaration of the democratic party from 1869
to the present time, we have always said to the colored population :
“You have been made voters by the Constitution of the United States
and are free to cast your votes for us or against us.” That is the only
apmul that has ever been made to the colored race npon that subject.

. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me a quesfion ?

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, if you make it short.

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman deny that there were seven
regularly organized and armed companies of white men in Vicks-
burgh for a month before this ontrage on the city, who paraded the
streets dnring the election in August and kept up their organization,
taking the very arms furnished to the negroes themselves

Mr. HOOKER. Sit down and I will inform yon.

Mr. CONGER. I shall not sit down ; I do not like that dictatorial
way of addressing me.

Mr. HOOKER. I am entitled to the floor, and have been inter-
rupted enongh. Idecline to yield further. Ianswer the gentleman’s
inquiry by saying that there never was any disposition on the part of
the white people of Vicksburgh to arm themselves or organize, nntil
a colored company, furnished by the State with arms and commanded
by a man by the name of Hall, paraded the streets, occupying both the
roadway and the sidewalk, so that the ladies of Vicksburgh walked the
streets with difficulty. When that was done there was an organization
of a company commanded by Colonel Miller, a leading member of the
bar of Vicksburgh, one of the kindest, justest, and most upright men
that I know in the State of Mississippi. Whatever he di(P on the oc-
casion which has been referred to was done in defense of the city.

Did the white people go to the peaceable plantations where they
were to seek this controversy? It so haE'pened that my own place
was in that county, and when this disturbance oceurred I went to it.
Two colored men had passed through it, dressed in semi-uniform, and
they proposed to the colored people on my place that they shonld
unite in this march on Vicksburgh. Their answer was: Our rights
have not been invaded ; no injustice has been done us; we have not
been attacked and ontraged by white men; the owner of this place
does not ,i;ropose to do it, and we do not suppose he intends to let
anybody else do it.

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me one other question ?

Mr. HOOKER. Not now. Now, in regard to this organization,
there are numbers of the ablest men in the city of Vicksburgh who
are willing to attest under oath that there never was an attempt at
an organization there until this attempt was made to arm the colored
people against the white people. I believe that is the feeling every-
where throughout the State. Itwould be as absurd for us to say that
we wanted to slaughter this race, that we wanted to oppress them, as
it wonld be for the manufacturers who have built up the brick walls
of Lowell to turn npon their operatives and endeavor to oppress and
slanghter them.

Now I venture to assert that if we had sent emissaries from the
Southern States to the city of Lowell, and had asked her industrions
and hard-working operatives to meet us in one of their balls, and had
endeavored to inculeate the lesson that capital was grinding down
labor and that they were not sufficiently compensated for their labor—
if southern men had done that in the town of Lowell they would have
been found the next morning ornamenting the handsome lamp-posts
of that city, and nobody would have doubted that they deserved it.

Mr. MAcDOUGALL, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a

unestion ¥ £

: Mr. HOOKER. My time is almost out, and I cannot yield further;
but for that Iwould yield. Itwould be nomore nnnatural for north-
ern capital to turn against the men who by their bone and sinew
make their capital valuable to them than it would be for the south-
ern men to turn against their laboring population. All over the
State of Mississippi there is this intimate relation existing between
the colored and the white people. They are all united together in
attempting to make a common living by the culture of the soil main-
Iy; for 80 per cent. of our population, composed in large part of these
colored people, are engaged in farming operations.

It is eruel, it is inhuman, it is an outrage in any party for party
purposes and objects to endeavor to stir up bad blood between the
old white master of the South and the old slave of the South. If
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you leave them alone, as they have been left in Virginia, in Arkan-
sas, in Alabama, and in Georgia, the relations between the two races
will adjust themselves upon a fair and just foundation, upon the prin-
ciple of full and equal protection under the law, the full and equal
riﬁht of suffrage, which is accorded to the colored men. And the
colored man like the white man, as he becomes instrncted and in-
formed, will vote with the one party or the other as his judgment
may determine.

That is all we have ever asked, that they shall be allowed to the
limited extent that many of them are educated and are able toreason
to speak and to act for themselves. Why is it that you northern men
want to raise a wall of division between the two races that occupy
the South? Do you want to press your own white Caucasian race
to the earth, to grind them down into the soil? Do you want to op-
i)freas them, and to use the colored race as the engine of oppression ?

not, then why is it that whenever, as now, light begins to dawn
upon the horizon of the vexed civil and unfortunate political ques-
tion—why is it that when left to their own judgment free to act for
themselves and the dawn of the era of reconciliation has begun, you
rise in your places in the Congress of the United States and declare
that 1t.huare is hostility on the part of the white race toward the black
race

‘What do yon want to do? Do you want to help the colored man ?
He stands under the Constitution and the laws upon a perfectly level
f].ana with the whife man. Do you want to oppress the white man?

say that the party, be it what it may, that undertakes to subject
one race, whether white or black, to the oppression of the other for
party purposes is guilty of an inimmanity fouler and more worthy
of being stigmatized than any act that can justly be charged upon
any southern commnnity.

I believe that if you will leave these two races to themselves, to
Egvam their own portion of the country in their own way, there will

perfect peace and quiet. Members of each race are vofers; mem-
bers of each race are jurors; each race has the tf,ifht to testify in
cases where any person, white or black, is affec I have sat in
my own court-house and seen cases tried where there were ten black
men on the jury and only two whites, and white men were the only
parties in the confroversy.

I went to the neighboring State of Louisiana, to which the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has alluded as copying the ob-
noxious laws of Mississippi; I went to that State to defend a youﬁg
white man who had been charged with shooting a colored man. He
was fried before twelve black jurors, not a white man on the jory.
The district attorney who ftried the case, when appealed to, not
the magnanimity to withdraw his challenge against the only two
white men who appeared and were not debarred from sitting on the
ju.rliy trying the case.

o show the present feeling in the North on the subject of electin
colored men to office, I will read the following from the New Yor
Herald of Angust 8, 1876:

One of the phrases oftenest nsed about the Southern States is that they ** must
become like tEe North." “We want to make Louisiana like the North," said a
very prominent republican of that State the other day. * We want to make Mis-
sissippi like the NP " said a colored sheriff of that State not long ago to a north.
ern traveler, who replied to him gravely, * You are sheriff of this county, my
friend; you cannot write a sentence correctly; you can barely read; you own less
than five hundred dollars’ worth of property in the world ; yet you are sheriff of
a great county, and you want to have your State Jike the North. liave me when
I tell yon that there is not a State nor county in all the North where ten men could
be found to nominate you for sheriff, or, in for any office whatever. I do not
speak it to offend you, but to inform you. If yom lived anywhere in the North,
even in Massachusetts or the western reserve of Ohio, no soul wonld ever for a mo-
ment think of nomina you even for constable, much less sheriff. You would be
a patient and contented day laborer or farmer, and your wildest dreams would not
lead to think of office.” 1s notthistrue? And if so, when we echo thesonthern
republican’s or the southern negro's ery that the South shall be ** like the North,”
ought we not to think what that means? Louisiana has a negro lientenant-gov-
ernor; Mississippi had one until he was im hed for bribery. Almost every
southern State colored Btate officers, colored sheriffs, colored tax-collectors,
colored judges, colored school officers. In this are they not unlike, very unlike,
“‘the North?"” Frederick Donglass is a cultivated man, an eloquent speaker, a
forcible writer, a man of pmﬁu-% = lgood citizen. What party in New York has
ever thought of nominating him utenant-governor

These are the sentiments of a fair-minded and impartial journal,
and Isubmit it is a completeand perfect vindication of the views which
I have expressed to the Hounse, and which I feel all men outside of the
poor and simple politician, who, looking beyond the peace and pros-
perity of the common country, regards alone that which promises
success to the republican party.

Here the hammer fell.gh
h g the delivery of Mr. HoOKER’S remarks, at the expiration of
one hour,

Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor. A

Mr, MILLS. Ihope the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, HOOKER]
may be allowed to conclude his remarks,

Mr, RANDALL. I would be very glad to allow the gentleman.
from Mississi 1pi to go on——

Mr. HOOKER. lggo not desire it.

Mr. RANDALL. If the public business were not of so impera-
tive a character.

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to make a single request, with the consent
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL.] There are

some matters which I have not been able to read and which I would
like permission to print.

Mr. MacDOUGALL. T object.

Mr. CONGER. I hope there will be no objection from gentlemen
3(1)1 this side of the House to allowing the gentleman from ﬁisﬂisaippi

on.
Cries of “ Regular order ]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CoxGER] is not in order.

Mr. CONGER. I am making a reqnest.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and
the gentleman cannot make a request. 3

Mr, MAcDOUGALL. I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. s there further objection to allowing
the gentleman from Mississippi to print additional remarks? The
Chair hears none.

Mr. RANDALL. I now desire to submit a conference report.

Mr. LYNCH. I would like to make a request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that if is notin
order oxcagt by unanimousconsent. [Cries of “Objection!” and “Reg-

ular order!”]
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. RANDALL. I present the report which Isend to the Clerk.
The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Honses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for
the legislative, executive, and d!udici.nl expenses of the Government for the year
ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have been unable to agree.

SAMUEL J. RANDALL,

W. R. MORRISON,
Managers on the part of the House.

WM. WINDOM,

T. F. BAYARD,

W. B. ALLISON,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that a communication from the Senate re-
lating to this subject be read.
The Clerk read as follows:
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
August 9, 1876,
Resolved, That the Senate further insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R.
No. 2571) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex-

penses of the Government for the year endin

%Juns 30, 1877, and for other pur-
poses, disa to by the IHouse of Representatives ; and ask a further conference
with tho House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Ordered, That Mr. WixpoM, Mr. Artisoy, and Mr, BAYARD be the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, after many and protracted confer-
ences and after contests, paragraph by paragraph, between the two
Houses in the conference committee last appointed, we were enabled
to reach a conclusion as to all matters except two. One related to
the proposed reduction in the salary of members of Congress and the
other to the restoration of the salary of the President of the United
States to §25,000 a year. The House conferees were unwilling to
yield either of these points. The Senate conferees with unanimity
declared that they would not yield on either subject their position,
which was to continue the salary of members of Congress as now
fixed by law and to continue the salary of the President of the United
States for the next term as now fixed by law for the present incum-
cbﬁ:t, whose salary Congress has not the constitutional power to

nge.

The line of policy adopted by the House in the passage of this bill
was to reduce the salaries of the various executive officers of the Gov-
ernment in moderate degree. Of course we could not make that re-
duction with propriety unless at the same time we reduced our own
salary in equal proportion. This was the position of the three con-
ferees representing the House.

It is due to the Senate to state the manner in which they presented
the case. As to the salaries of members of Congress, they argued
that since the salary was fixed at $5,000 the franking privilege had
been abolished, which in a measure redunces the salary by compelling
members to paeitheir own dg;mta.ga and the expense of sending ont
the books which they may distribute among their constituents.

As to the salary of the President of the United States, it was fixed
at the present amount by a provision inserted in an appropriation
bill. Fhe people of the United States condemned that law; aud the
Con succeeding that which enacted it, repealed it so far as they
could. They could not under the Constitution change the salary of
the President during the termof the present incumbent. This House,
however atthe present session, has undertaken to re the increase
as to the future, rescinding to that extent the provision of the former
appropriation act which increased the presidential salary from $25,000
to $50,000. On this subject the position of the Senate conferees was
substantially this: that both Houses of Con[éreea had the right to re-

al in a separate bill the increased salnr{ of the President so far as
it extends beyond the present term, and had exercised that right in
passing throngh both branches of dongmaaa bill which had been sent
to the President, and vetoed by him upon grounds stated in his mes-
sage. [ may mention by the way that the veto message is now inthe
Senate, where it has remained, unacted upon, for a long time. The
Senate claims that to insert this measure in an appropriation bill
would be a species of coercion upon the President of the United
States. Imaintain that, the salary having been increased in a bill of
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this character, it is entirely competept and just for Congress in the
same manner and through the same agencies to repeal that increase ;
for I believe that this part of the act was as fully condemned as the
provision increasing the salary of members.

We found ourselves in the situation that neither side would yield.
The Senate conferees offered, in so far as the salary of the President
of the United States was concerned, we should appropriate the money
up to the 4th of March next at £50,000 a year, and leave if for the
next session of this Congress to change the law if possible, and make
the appropriation in time for the salary of the President of the United
States next coming in from and after the 4th of March next.

I think I have now given a true history of the sitnation. The con-
ferces on the part of the House were unwilling, few in number as
they were, to assume such a grave responsibility as to yield, but were
not unwilling, however, to offer to the House the points of difference
and take their instruction, and we so finally agreed in our conference.
In obedience thereto we now make such submission. If the action of
the two Houses were concurrent then we could proceed.

Mr. LORD. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania let me ask him
a question ?

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly.

Mr. LORD. Has the gentleman any expectation there will be any
agreement if a further conference is apimoint,ed ; or does he regard
the action of the Senate conferees as final as to their decision ?

Mr. RANDALL. I was going on to say that I am informed by the
paper just read at the desk, and I am otherwise informed in a reliable
manner, that the Senate in their determination in these respects is
fixed, and, I might say, unalterably so. The responsibility of failure
in these respects, therefore, fo my mind, and I think to every dispas-
sionate mind, is with the Senate and the Senate only. They say
they are willing to take that responsibilty.

Mr. HOUSE. The question of the gentleman from New York is
whether a new conference committee might not a I understand
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say the Senate is settled in its
conviction.

Mr. RANDALL. Having sent the same conference committee over
here, it is the parliamentary manner of expressing intention between
the Houses, from one House to the other. Having sustained their
conferees in their attitnde, it is as much as tosay, just in the language
as 1 have stated, what their object is.

Mr. LORD. Let me ask the gentleman another question. Does he
not understand that the Semate by vote has instructed its conferees
not to recede on this question?

Mr. RANDALL. That is not in that communication from the
Senate, but I believe that is the fact. It was stated, I am informed,
by my colleague on the floor of the Senate. :

Mr. LORD. I have sounderstood and desired to know whether the
conferees on the part of the House so understand it.

Mr. RAND. . Certainly. While the conferces on the
the House were unwilling to assnme the responsibilify of this posi-
tibn and yield to what the Senate conferees demanded, of course they
were entirely willing to report the subject back to the House, and
let the House assume that responsibility which belongs to it more
prg})erly than to them.

r. LORD. Letf me ask another question. Has not the Senate ap-
pointed the same conferees ?
Mr. RANDALL, It has.

Mr. LORD. Is that not in parliamentary l;meeeding notice from
the Senate to this House they will not recede

Mr. RANDALL. Itis. Inow yield to my colleague on the com-
mittee.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, this subject of reduetion of salaries
and expenditures has been under consideration for eight months.
This bill 1p:tsse(] the House four months ago and this conference was
appointed one month ago, after ineffcetnal efforts in previous eonfer-
ences to settle the question.

It seems to me, sir, we have pressed our views to the very extrem-
ity of right as well as of duty. I know of no way to compel the Sen-
ate to concur in our opinions on this subject, and I do not think in
any more emphatic way we could have insisted on our purpose than
we have done.

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated, we have substan-
tially agreed on all other items embraced in this bill than those re-
lating to pay of members and of the President. In this agreement,
Mr. Speaker, we have yielded many things which I believe we ought
not to have been compelled to yieﬁl; but we have succeeded in ob-
taining some things which are desirable. The items npon which we
agree resnlt in the discharge of seven hundred and sixty-five men,
employés now in the pay of the Government. This reduction of force,
together with reduction of expenditures and salaries which we se-
cure, results in an annual saving by this bill of one and a half mill-
ion dollars. :

A MeMper. Employés, not men,

Mr. MORRISON. I think those to be discharged are all men. I
believo there is no provision for the discharge of women, but there
may be.

The resnlf, Mr. Speaker, of the bill, so far as agreed upon, will be
an annual saving of amillion and a half of dollars below that insisted
upon by the Senate. This, at least, is something.

Now, what is the condition of things if we persist in our former
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course and refuse to yield on these two points? We continue from
time to time for ten days or for a month the existing condition of
things ; that is, we continue appropriations at the rates provided for
the preceding éscal year for ten days at a time indefinitely.

In the mean time the expenditures go along on the present scale at
present rates, and this saving that we obtain by a settlement, such
as we can obtain, of a million and a half, will thereby be lost.

Mr. GARFIELD. A hundred thousand dollars & month.

Mr. MORRISON. I do not care to count whether it is a hundred
thousand dollars a month or a hundred and twenty-five thonsand dol-
lars a month. It is worth saving, And I presume no one insists
that if we ecannot have our way about this thing we will refnse all
appropriations, and thereby deprive the Government of the neces-
sary means for continued operations. Nobody here entertains any
such proposition as that. Unless we are willing to assnme the re-
sponsibilify of doing that, we must yield these points of difference or
con!.liune the present scale of expenditure from time to time, indefi-
nitely.

That is the result, the inevitablé resnlt of refusing the demands of
the Senate npon these two questions. Iam not answered by saying
it is not rifht that we should be required to appropriate more money
than onght to be appropriated for pay of members and pay of the
President. We must concede the eqnal right of the Senate with the
House to determine how much money ought to be appropriated. This
is matter of opinion. And it is a matter, as I have said, on which we
cannot compel the Senate to yield entirely to us. I know of no way
of coercing the Senate or the President unless we are prepared tosay
we will appropriate rothing if we do not have our own way about it.

Now, sir, in this condition of things it seems to me we ought to act
rationally and yield what we cannot save. We have taken our posi-
tion and insisted for long months upon this reduction of expenditure.
‘We have no constitutional or rightful means of coercing the Senate
or the President, who are not in accord with us and who have stontly
resisted us from the beginning as to the reduetion both of our own
and the presiilential compensation as well as other reductions which
they now yield. They refuse to yield farther. In thiscontinued re-
{fusal such of my political friends as desire to do so may make all the
political capital there isin this question.

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment 1

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. ;

Mr. SINGLETON. Did the Senate incline to recede to any extent
from the $50,000, or do they insist upon that being the amount? Is
there no chance for a compromise upon that ?

Mr. MORRISON. The Senate conferees insisted on appropriating
the salary of the present oecupant of the presidential chair, which is
virtnally an abandonment of this question and a continnation of the
present salary, though this salary may be reduced at any time between
now and the 4th of March next, whatever we may do here to-day.

Mr. WILLIS. Is it not in the power of Congress under any cir-
cumstances to rednce the salary of tEe President before the 4th of next
March? I ask, therefore, if anything would be gained by this bill
if it passed 7 1 want the Housé and the country o understand 'hat
nothing could be gained.

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is mistaken in supposing tho next
Congress can change the salary of the next President.

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand the Constitutien, we can do sonext

session.

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WiLLis
can bring op this question at the next session of Congress. He wil
not be precluded from reducing the President’s salary or his own at
the next session, if the House and Senate will then agrec.

Mr. WILLIS. I simply wish the country to understand that we
can pass this bill nexf session as well as now. I have no further in-
terest in ify so far as 1 am concerned.

Mr. MORRISON. The country will understand this matter as well
aswe do. I was proceeding to say thaf in refusing to yield these two
points we cannot secure the large annual saving of expenditure in-
volved in the other portions of the bill, includiugfglm discﬁgrgwe of these
seven hundred and sixty-five employés. If we are desirous of ac-
complishing something and willing to accomplish something, al-
though we cannot obtain all we desire, there is no other way to do, it
but to abandon these two propositions, because the Senate has here-
tofore determined repeatedly and has again to-day finally defer-
mined by a vote in open Senate not to yield to a redoction either in
the salary of Members and Senators or of the President.

Mr. LORD rose.

Mr. KASSON. As one of the conference committee, I desire to say
but a single word before the gentleman from New York takes the

floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from Iowa as a member of the conference committee.

Mr. KASSON. It was with difficnlty, Mr. Speaker, that I could
hear my colleague from Illinois on the committee, [ Mr. MORRISON ;]
but I'think he stated that large and imporfant reductions had been
accomplished by the consultations of the conference committee, and
especially in the direction whieh I think this Honse, on both sides of
it, greatly desired, namely, in respect to those salaries which had
been increased since 1860, during the time of inflation, when employés
of the Government could not live on the salaries previonsly given.
The rednctions in those salaries we have succeeded with the approval
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of the Senate conferces in making permanent, which I regard as a
very great gain in that direction.

The reductions are also made permanent, which is a great gain in
that direction. On the two remaining poings I should say that there
were two alternatives presented ; one was to take the presidential
salary from the 4th of March entirely ont of the bill, leaving Con-
gress at its next session to dispose of that as it chose to do, and the
other was to uppmlfriata the money called for by the Constitution
until the 4th of March. The conferees on the part of the Senate
claimed that the House having acted on a separate bill in a constitu-
tional manner, and seut it to the Senate, and that bill having been
vetoed by the President, the only constitutional mode of dealing with
the question was to act on the question of the veto, and not to add
it to an appropriation bill where a majority vote alone would be re-
quired to act upon it.

On the question of congressional salaries there were two alterna-
tives; one was to leave our salaries out of the appropriation bill,
eliminating all questions of personal interest from the approval or
disapproval of (ghe bill, leaving the appropriation to go over to the
next session. I need not say that it was the opinion of us all that it
would be convenient to make that disposition of the question, and
therefore we were brought to the question of the necessity of as!king
the advice of the House in some way whether under these circum-
stances, as the conferences upon this bill have been extremely la-
borious, as to the propriety of yielding on these two points or spend
a week or two more in endeavoring to arrive at a conclusion which
must be eventually the same.

Mr. LORD. Understanding from the fact that the Senate has ap-
pointed the same conferees that that is notice to this House in the
most emphatic legislative form that the Senate will not recede on
these two questions, and believinﬁ that the conferees on the part of
the House have done all that could be reasonably expected that they
conrlgytllo in the premises, I offer the resolution which I ask the Clerk
to 3

The Clerk read as follows:

‘Whereas the Senate has refused to yield to existing differences between the two
Houses on the legislative, u:muﬁvn‘):?;l Jjudicial appropriation bill, which differ-
ences relate to the salavies of mem of Congress and of the President; and
whereas we are apprised that any further conference on the subject will be useless
and can make no ¢l in the detormination of the Senate: Therefore,

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the House be, and they are hereby,
instructed to recede from such points of disagreement.

Mr. LORD. Upon that resolution I move the previous question.
The previous question was seconded and the main question or-

The question was put on agreeing to the resolution; and on a
division, there were—ayes 109, noes 56.

Mr. CUTLER and Mr. LUTTRELL called for the yeas and nays.

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and 23 mem-
bers voted in the affirmative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that a sufficient num-
ber have not voted to order the yeas and nays.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays.

Tellers were not ordered—only 22 members voting therefor.

So the yeas and nays were not ordered.

The resolution was to.

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolntion was
nd]()) ted; and also moved that the motion fo reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. RANDALL. In reference to the report of the committee of
conference I do not understand what became of it.

Mr. KASSON. I move that the House consent to the request of
the Senate for a further conference upon the disagreeing votes of the
two Honses.

The motion was agreed to,

The SPEAKER pro {empore appointed as conferees on the part of
the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. MORRISON, and Mr. KAsso:

N.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the pend-

ing qnestion is on the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
Harxr] to reconsider the vote by which the message of the President
in relation to the sundry eivil appropriation bill was referred, and
upon that question the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Towx-
SEND] is entitled to the floor.

HALLET KILBOURN—RECUSANT WITNESS.

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to submit a resolution which I think
involves a question of privile I have been requested to offer it.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I yield for:(zhnt purpose.

Mr. RANDALL. I offer the following resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas suit has been instituted for damages in the supreme court of the Dis-
triet of Columbia by Hallet Kilbourn ngnin.st MicuagL C. Kerg, Speaker of this
House, John G. Thompson, Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, and Joux M. GLOVER,
JEPTEA D. NEw, BUuRWELL B. LEwis, and A. HeEgr Syitn, members of the same ;
and whereas said suit is predicatod npon an alleged assanlt and falsc imprinonmenﬁ
of the said Kilboorn by the said defendants when the said Kilbourn was
to this House by one of its committees as a recusant witness ; and whereas it isthe
duty of this Honse to defend said suit: Therefo

e it resolved, That the said defendants be, al:&m hereby, instructed to confer

with the Judiciary Committee and take such steps as to the employment of counsel
and defense of said snit as said committee shall advise; said ¢cdmmittes to fix the
amount of attorney fees.

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to add the words “at a reasonable
rate.” That would be an admonition that there shall not be law-
yers employed at §25,000 apiece.

The resolution, as modified, was a, to.

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso-
lution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider
be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I yield for a moment to the
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER.]

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I ask leave to printin the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD some remarks in reference to general politics as a
part of the proceedings of the House.

There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix.]

Mr. PIERCE, I ask leave to print some remarks in the RECORD
as a part of the proceedings of the House on the question of a reci-
procity treaty between the United States and Canada. >

There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix.]

ORDER OF BUSBINESS.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, resumed the floor.

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry, and it is when I
shall have the right to move to lay this motion to reconsider on the
table. If is a sham and a political humbung gotten up here to inter-
fere with the business of the House. The conntry is not interested
in any controversy between the North and South, and it is all a hum-
bug. I desire to move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri musf
not attempt to hold the floor against the rules of the House or to make
a speech when there is a gentleman on the floor who is entitled to it.
He can make the motion he indicates whenever the floor is not occu-
pied by some gentleman entitled to if.

Mr. BLAND. I want to know when I can be recognized. I have
been trying to Eet; the floor to-day without success.

The 8P R pro tempore. That is not the fanlt of the Chair.

MORTGAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEBIA.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as managers of
the conference on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3168) in reference to mortgages
on real estate in the District of Columbia Mr. LAWRENCE, Mr. LORD,
and Mr. HOAR.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the
same :

An act (H. R. No. 1823) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht
Ella to that of Myra;

An act (H. R, No. 2252) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood ;

An act (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton
County, Kentucky ;

An act (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the United States
to certain property in the city and county of S8an Francisco, Cali-
fornia; aucr =g

An act (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in-
debtedness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house
and post-office bm]dng

Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the same committee, reported that
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following
title ; when the Sé";eaker pro !an%ore signed the same:

An act (8. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes,
and for other purposes.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Leave of absence was granted by unanimons consent as follows:

To Mr. BarrLou for one week from Friday next;

To Mr. Joxes, of New Hampshire, an extension of ten days on
account of sickness;

To Mr. WaLsH indefinitely ; ’

To Mr. MACKEY for three (fays on account of sickness in his fam-

ily;

To Mr. Hargis, of Massachusetts, indefinitely;

To Mr. CaMPBELL for ten days on account of serious illness;

To Mr. Hogr for ten days on account of sickness;

To Mr. SMALLS indefinitely from the 10th instant on account of
important business; ;

To Mr. HeNKLE for two days on account of important engage-
ments ;

To Mr. MAcDoUGALL for two weeks from the 10th instant on ac-
count of important private business;

To Mr. 1?11'11.1.14\1\193f of Indiana, indefinitely from Thursday next;

To Mr. FENX for four days from Monday next; and

To Mr. HARRISON indefinitely.
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. LUTTRELL asked and obtained unanimous consent for the
withdrawal from the fileg of the House of the papers in the case of
Charles Krugg, of San Francisco, California.

MANAGEMENT OF GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by nnanimons consent, laid before the
Honse the petition of Alexander Moffit, Theodore F. Wilson, James
M. Thompson, and 22 others, citizens of the District of Coiumhia,'
praying for the appointment of a joint committee of three members,
one from the Senate and two from the House of Representatives, to
continue and finish the investigation of the charges made against the
man ent of the Government hospital, the same having been par-
tially considered and some proof taken, as stated and shown by this

tition and evidence annexed ; which was referred to the Commit-

on Expenditures in the Interior Department.
ISSUE OF ARTIFICIAL LIMBS.

Mr. RUSK. Iask unanimousconsent to have taken from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial
limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others. That bill has been
returned from the Senate with sundry amendments, and I desire to
move that the Hgnse non-conmiriil the amend.mantshof the Senate
and request a conference npon the disagreeing votes thereon.

No objection being made, the motion of Mr, RUSK was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce to-morrow
the managers of the conference on the part of the House.

ORDER OF BUBINESS.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I cannot yield further except
for a motion to adjourn, if that is the wish of the House.

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now adjourn,

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill
No. 1035 be taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

Many MEMBERS. [‘ Regular order!”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being valled for,
the question is ulzun the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Raxpars] that the House now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

PETITION.

The following petition was presented at the Clerk’s desk under the
rule, and refe as stated:

By Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina: Remonstrance of Robert Tramp-
er, chairman of council, and others, of the eastern band of North Car-
olina Cherokee Indians, against the adoption of the amendment of
Senator WiNpoM to the Indian appropriation bill, and also against
the appointment of an agenf for said band as provided by House bill
No. 3478, to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs.

IN SENATE.

THURSDAY, August 10, 1876.

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

NATIONAL SAVINGS BANK.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annnal
statement of the National Savin%-;s Bank of the District of Columbia
for the year ending December 31, 1875, as required by section 8 of
the act incorporating the bank, approved May 24, 1870; which was
ordered to lie on the table and be printed.

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION INVESTIGATION.

The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of the
Senate providing for printing copies of the report of the Special Com-
mittee to Investigate the late Election in Mississippi.

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to add after
the word “Senate,” at the close of the resolution, the words:

And House of tatives; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500
copies for the use of the Honse of Roprei?&adm. N

So as to read:
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of ives concurring,) That 4,000 es
Invasg?ata the late Election in ]ggix

of t.ham{grbof the Special Committee
aglppl, with the views of the minority, be ﬂin the use of the Senate and

ouse of Reogresentaﬁm; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies
for the use of the House.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Let the original resolution be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows :

That 4,000 copies of th f the Special Committee to Investigata the late
ga%ﬁegutln Eigaiasippi, :ir&pl:?eoﬁew?a ol;mtha m.i?u‘;rity. be prinvt:& f%: the :}w of

L] ate,

Mr. EDMUNDS. The House amend it how {

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended it gives the Senate fif-
teen hundred copies and the House twenty-five hundred.

Mr. MORRILL. That will amount to this: It will give the Senate
fifteen hundred copies and then leave half or at least some of the
others to go to the old waste-paper dealers.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in
the amendment of the House of Representatives.

*.The amendment was concurred in.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension fo Annie Gibson Yates
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commifttee on Pensions.

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 161) authorizing the Secretary of
State to publish a history of the several surveys and scientific expe-
ditions by the United States during the present century was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library.

PAVING OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE.

The bill (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part of section 5 of an act enti-
titled “An act anthorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,”
approved July 19, 1876, was read twice by its title.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. If there be no objection, the bill
will be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the bill lie on the table.

Mr. EDMUNDS. And let it be printed.

Mr. SPENCER. I think it had better go to the Committee on the
District of Columbia, for another bill exactly like it is before that
committee.

Mr. INGALLS. The bill provides for the repeal of that portion of
the act authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue which
fixes the date at which the work shall be completed at some period
early in December. A communication has been received from the
eommissioners for the repaving, in which they say it is impossible
that the work can be done in the most advantageous mannerif that
provision is retained; that while the time may be sufficient the con-
tinuation of wet weather or some other contingency might arise which
would render it very desirable that the period should be extended.
They have expressed a wish that the limitation be repealed, and I sng-
gest, if the Senator from Alabama has no special objection, chat, inas-
much as a reference would delag' the action upon this measure, and
as the commissioners have a y opened the bids and desire to make
their award, the bill had better lie upon the table, in order that early
action may be had upon it

Mr. SPENCER. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that a

t many property-owners on the Avenue have protested in a writ-
g;a rotest against the extension of this time. The Committee on
the District of Columbia had a bill worded exactly like this up at
its last meeting, of which this bill is a copy. The committee were
somewhat divided on it and have sent fhe bill to the commissioners
of the District of Columbia for their opinion upon it. Until we have
heard from them, we do not want to take any action. I think the
bill had better go to the committee, and if the committee decide npon
it favorably they can report it back very soon.

Mr. INGALLS. The commissioners for the repaving having asked
for the passage of this bill, I ask for its present consideration by the
Senate.

Mr. MERRIMON. What is the bill?

Mr. INGALLS. Itisa bill for repealing a portion of the act au-
thorizing the repavement of the Avenua{lmmovmg the limitation that
was prescribed in that act requiring the work fo be performed and
com}ﬁet,ed by the 1st of December. The commissioners in their com-
munication state that while the time may be sufficient, yef in case there
should be protracted wet weather it might be impessible to have the
work done within the time specified. the Senate should think it
advisable that the restriction should be removed, it certainly ought
to be done at once, because the day of adjournment is rapidly ap-
proaching and it is not probable that the committee could take any
action upon the matter before that time arrives.

Mr, KERNAN. I desire to inquire of either of the gentlemen
whether a letter from these commissioners was not addressed to the
coml;{t;teea of the two Honses snggesting that this limitation be re-

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir.

Mr. KERNAN. Has that letter been laid before the Senate?

Mr. INGALLS. I am not aware as to that. :

Mr, SPENCER. It has not been.

Mr. KERNAN. Where was it sent ? i

Mr. SPENCER. It was sent to the committee; it is in the hands
of the committee.

Mr. KERNAN. Ihave heard complaint outside that that request
had been sent in but had not got before the Senate. I found in a
newspaper that they had asked tﬁ:t this limitation should be repealed
with a view to get good work done.

Mr. SARGENT. It would be better to let the bill go to the com-
mittee, and they can report it back to-morrow morning.

Mr. MORRILL. I hope this bill will be allowed to pass. I do not
understand that there is any great apprehension that more time will
be required: but if there should be a long season of wet weather
during October it might be impossible to complete the work in the
best manner by the time limited. I think there can be no objection
to it, for I do not understand that the commissioners pro to avail
themselves of it unless it is absolutely indispensable to good work.
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