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injurious effect to cause the friends of honest silver money who disagree · Is this the way the champions of the tax-payel'B are going to li~hten 
with the gentleman to look with favor upon this present measure. our burdens f To increase the annual interest of our public debt in
Indeed, we have seen this effect already. I would like to warn gen- stead of reducing itT 
tlemen who, like myself, are opposed t,o the policy of <lemonetiziog The great and central heresy around which cluster all minor errors 
silver, that there is great danger in linking their cause with any prop- is the idea that government can create values by law. We must got 
osition which, like the present one, has so many other objectionable clear of that before we can ever act understandingly. 
features. .Most of the arguments of the opponents of silver, like the When James II was expelled from England and m~tablished himself 
able argument of Mr. IlEWITr,deliveredin this House several months in Ireland he coined money of brass and made it a legal t~nder. He 
ago, can be completely met by a re-a,(ljustment of the ratio between trice! to extricate himself from his financial troubles, as Macaulay 
gold and silver at the proper time. The history of silver as money says, "by calling a farthin(J' a shilling." I refer to Macaulay's pages 
does not present a history of frequent :Bnctuations, but of a few vio- for a description of the results. "Of all the plagues of that time," he 
lent temporary fluctuations, followed by long periods of stability. says, "none made a deeper or more lasting impression than the plague 
Since the discovery of the Sooth American silver mines, which ere- of the brass money." 
ated in the European money market convulsions like the present, I confess my inability to perceive the difference in the principle of 
there have been no violent fluctuations until quite lately. The pres- the acts of James and the schemes of the gentleman from Indiana 
ent feeling is much in t .he nature of a panic. There was nearly as [Mr. L~~ERS] or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY.] 
much of causeless fear for gold after the Californian and Australian The difference is in degree only. To call a lump of brass a dollar aDfl 
diggings were found as there is now for silver; but many of the stamp it so, or to call a promise to pay on a piece of paper a. dollar and 
ephemeral writings of that period are now forgotten, and people stamp it so, or to call seventy or eighty cents' worth of 'silver a dollar 
seem to think that gold was always the same. An occasional re-ad- and force people to take either of the articles so stamped at their 
justmeot of the ratio, happening perhaps once in a hundred years, is nominal value in exchange for real values, is all the same in prin
all the drawba-ck that may be feared in retaining both metals as ciple and cliffel'S only in degree. 
money. The a.tbitrary power which in any country can enforce and impose 

I am in favor of a double standard. I think it is the true Ameri- worthless paper or debased metal or an insufficient quantity of val
can policy to sustain the value of the silver which is produced by uable metal on its own people under tlie fiction that the coinage or 
American mines. But I am in favor of giving a dollar's worth o£. inscription gives it value ceases at once when it crosses its own bor
silver for a dollar and have it coined into a dollar, and not eighty der and is forced to fair dealing. But in modern times it has been 
cents' worth. Gold and silver have been money as long as we have a considered shameful for a government to practioo such impositions on 
history of civilized nations. They both have the requisite qualities its own people simply because it has the power, or on its creditors be
for money. But we know that from time to time it has been neces- cause by trusting in its honesty they have placed themselves in its 
sary to adjust their relative ratio, as one or the other would fluctuate. power. Enlightened governments deal as fa_irly with iiheir own peo
Before the discovery of the South American silver mines the propor- pleas they have to deal with strangel'B, and the stamp on a gold or 
tion of value in En rope was 11 to 1. It changecl to 14 to 1, to 15 to silver coin should be a certificate of its weight and fineness, no more; 
1, and in 1824 the United States made it 16 to 1, which proved to be not making the value nor adding to the value, but a ready pro~£ of 
too much and drove the silver dollars out of circulation. the value only. I am opposed to stamping a false certificate of value 

There was no change since untilla~ely through varions causes silver on our silver coins. • 
bas lost in value until the weight of silver in the dollar in 1834 would Bad faith in a government is a poison that tends to corrupt the 
now only be worth about eighty cents and less. A change of stand- whole body-politic, destroys confidence, and thereby paralyzes all the 
ard is evidently again requir~d, but. it would be altogether hazard recuperative energies of the people. 
and guess-work to attempt to establish that new standard in the midst, I have a few moments left and will yield them to the gentleman 
of ~e present violent fluctuations. We are fortunately situated in from Massachusetts, [Mr. BANKs.] 
not being now affected by these changes of value like the English in Mr. MORRISON. I move that the Honse adjourn. 
India and like the double-standard countries, and we can well afi'ord Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Illinois wishes to make that 
to wait until the new ratio can be more definitely ascertained. motion; I do not object, and will yield the floor for that purpose. 

In my opinion it should be the work of an international commission The question was taken on Mr. MORRISON's motion, and it was 
in which all the governments participate who recognize silver as agreed to; and accordingly (at elaven o'clock and fifty-five minutes 
money. a.m.) the Honse adj,ourned. 

But the idea of now declaring eighty cents' worth of silver a legal 
tender for a dollar is contrary to every dictate of strict honesty and 
of prudence. Why it is not honest it is not necessary now to argue. 
That it is imprudent and instead of alleviating the burdens of our tax
payers will increase them is the main and only practical argument 
now. If we bad the money to pay off the principal of our bonds or 
any consi<lerable part of them at eighty cents on the dollar, as this 
bill declares we have the right to do, then there might be an argu
ment about the prudence of doing so, although the honesty would be 
very questionable; but when we have nothing to pay off our public 
debt or any respectable portion of it, even at such a discount, the 
only possible result of the pre~ent a,gitation is the proclamation of 
our bad faith a,od consequently a lowering of our credit. 'Vesayto 
our creditors: "Wewould cheat you now if we could pay you off, but 
as we have no money to do that, we must continue to ask you to ex
tend crerlit to us and bide our time." Glorious way that of reducing 
the interest on our public debt. It seems to me that ordinary pru
dence would dictate that as long as we have nothing to pay with, it 
is useless to threaten what we would do if we could, and that we 
should rather feign the virtue honesty, even if we do not possess it, 
so as to obtain good credit, which means low interest. 

If we had continually expressed ourselves in favor of Btrict hon
esty and a compliance with all oblign.tions-which would have cost 
us nothing-our credit might be now so that we could fund our debt 
at 4 per cent. interest instead of 6. England pays 3 per cent.; we pay 
6 OfJly becanse we have a worse credit. Had we succeeded in inspir
ing the world with a belief in our honesty we might now save at 
least thirty millions a year in the gold interest on our bonds. But 
when one day this Congress votes to investigate the validity of the 
act of 1869, upon which our present credit rests, and if on another 
day it votes to declare that we have a ri(J'ht to pay our debt with 
ei~hty cents' worth of silver to the dollar, how can we expect to re
tam even our present credit, let alone improving it f 

Gentlemen may say we need no credit now. What fallacy f I have 
said we might, if we had had statesmanship enough to improve our 
credit, save at least thirty millions per annum by refunding at a lower 
interest. But apart from that, do gentlemen reflect that only five 
years hence the principal of the twenty-year bonds of 1862 will begin to 
fall due f How shall WQ pay f We can only pay by selling new issues 
of bonds. What interest we shall have to pay for them depends solely 
upon what credit we establish in the meau time. 

With prudence and honesty we might get it down to 4 per cent. at 
· least) but with such proceedings as these we may have to pay 10 or 

12 p-et cent. 

IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 14, 1876. . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
On motion of .Mr. SPENCER, and by unanimous consent, the read

ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was dispensed 
with. 

COAST SURVEY REPORTS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; whicl;t waa 
referrecl to the Committee on Printing : 

Resolved by the House of RepreMnta.tives, (the Se:nate concurring,) That 1,000 extra 
copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year ending 
June 30, 1874, and that the same number of copies of his report for the year ending 
June 30,1875, be printed for distribution by the Superintondentofthe Coast Survey. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. , 
The PRESIDENT p1·o ternpore presented the petition of J. W. Car

hart, mayor of the city of Hot Springs, Arkansas, in the name of 
four thousand citizens living upon the Hot Springs reservation, pray
ing for the passage of the joint resolution introduced by Senator 
DORSEY in relation to the collection of water and house rent by 
the United States thereon; whwh was referred to the Committee 
on the J ndiciary. 

CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN E~ROLLMENT. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask once more that the House bill in relation to 

the pavement of Pennsylvania avenue be taken up for consideration. 
Mr. SARGENT. I want to present a concurrent resolution in the 

nature of a report from the Committee on Appropriations. The pas
sage of a concurrent resolution is ~Jecessary in order to correct the 
enrollment of the consular bill, and it ought to be passed at once. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 
Mr. SARGENT. I submit the following resolution: 
Resol'11ed by the Se:nate, (the House of TJ.epresentatives concurri11g,) That ~be Commit. 

tee on Enrollerl Bills of the House of Representatives beantborize<l in the enroll
ment of the bill (II. R No. 1594) making appropriations for the con ular and cliplo
matio service of tho Government for tlie yoar ending June :lO, 1!:!77, a.Jld for other 
r.urposes, to insert in the bill, in the amendment nnmhered 14, after tho words 
'fifty-two" the word "thousand," so that the amemlm~nt will read "$52,500 ;"also, 

to insert in the bill, in the amendment numbered 114, aftQr the word " nine," .the 
the wvrd " thousand," so that the amendment will read " ~.500." 
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This is not a change in the bill from what it wn.s understood as it 

passed botli Houses. From the fact that the Committee on Appropri
ations were thoroughly wearied and tired out, after working night 
and day, I am not surprised that these two unimportant errors 
occurred; but I suppose they would be important if not corrected. 
I ask that the resolution be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can that be done by a concurrent resol~tion 7 
Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let us take that for granted. 
The resolution was conside~d by unanimous consent, and agreed 

to. 
DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the bill which has repeatedly be~n 
called up, in relation to the pavement of Pennsylvania avenue, be 
taken up for action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the morning business through ' · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo're. Morning business is not through. 
Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection to this bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quomm here. You cannot do any 

business. I do not object to taking it up, but there is no quol'um. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The Chair will eall for morning 

business. 
Mr. SPENCER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 

present consideration : 
.Ruolved by the Senate, (the Houa~ of lUpresenUJ,tives concurring,) That there be 

appointed a joint committee of three members of the Senate, to be appointed by 
· the presiding officer of the Senate, and three members of the House of Represent
atives, to be B:J?pointed by the presiding officer of the House of Representatives, 
to prepare a smta.ble form of government for the District of Columbia, and to re
port at the next session of Congress; that said committee be authorized to sit dur
mg the recess and to employ the necess11ory clerical force, and that the expenses of 
said committee be paid one-half out of the contin.,kent fund of the Senate and one· 
half ont of the contingent fund of the House of ·.lf.6presentatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the resolution before it 
is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects, 
and the resolution cannot be considered at this time. 

Mr. SPENCER subsequently said: The resolution which I just of
fered was objected to by the Senator from Vermont. He now with
draws his objection and is willing that the resolution shall pass. 

.Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that tbe resolution be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and-agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION L.""iVESTIGATION. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I submi.t a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. I suppose the Senator from Vermont will not object 
to it. I offer the following: 

Ruolved, That the Special Committee on the Mississippi Election be authorized 
to allow the clerk of said committee pay for preparing the index to the testimony 
taken by said committee for a period of time not exceeding thirty days after the 
adjournment of this session of Uongress. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How is the clerk to be paid f 
Mr. BOUTWELL. Out of the fund appropriated for the expenses 

of the committee. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

CHARLES C. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The chairman of the Committee on Claims [Mr. 
WRIGHT] is absent. He called my attention to a case which he be
came satisfied before leaving was a very meritorious one. It waa 
called up a few days ago and some objection was made. I ,have in my 
hands a letter which I will read as a part of my remarks to show why 
the bill should be taken up now, and I think there will be no objec
tion to its passage. The bill has passed the House, and it was re
ported favorably to the Senate by the late Senator Caperton. It has 
been considered by the chairman of our committee since that time, and 
I believe it to be a very meritorious case. I will read a letter from 
General Burbridge. The simple question of loyalty, I understand, 
was raised when the matter was up before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who is the man f 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Campbell, of Virginia. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot pass that this morning. It was not 

a question of loyalty; it was a question of public law as to these 
:p1ules, &c., belonging to the concern. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 429) for the relief of Charles C. Campbell, 
of Washington County, Virginia. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill has been once under consideration. It 
may be that this gentleman was entirely loyal, but the question 
which was discussed in the Senate before was that of the relation of 
the property to the salt-works-of course I cannot go into the merits
the salt-works having been destroyed, ancl the property used in con
nection with it was carried away. This bill is to pay for tha_t property, 
and it opens the whole question about the rights of war there, which 
has agitated ns so many times. It is perfectly useless, in my opiniont 
at this late stage in the session to attempt to take up such a bill.• I 
hope, therefore, that it will not be taken up, for it will not be lost; 
it will only stand over as it now stands. We may adjourn this after
noon, and here are the Hawaiian treaty bill and the constitutional 

amendment, both of which we must act upon. If this bill is not 
taken up, I believe ! -shall move to take up the constitutional amend
ment, and let the debate go on upon that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope this bill will be taken up. I will state 
that it does not come within the list of cases that have been contro
verted. It is simply to compensate this man for certain commissary 
stores taken by General Burbridge for the use of the Army. I desire 
to read the letter which I was about to read a moment ago, which is 
addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, and is as fol
lows: 

W ASIIINGTON, D. C., July 31, 1876. 
MY DEAR SIR: I ·feel it to be my duty to attempt to correct the erroneous and 

unjust impression which seemed to prevail on the part of one or two Senators in 
relation to the loyalty of Mr. Campbell. I know Mr. Campbell to have been a truly 
loyal man. I destroyed his salt-works not because he had sold salt to rebels bnt 
because there was aanger that his salt-works might. be captured by the confederate 
army and thPn used in the manufacture of salt for the confederate forces. 

I destroyed the property of many Union men for the same reasons. Mr. Campbell 
was loyal in a locality in which loyalty implied a sa<Jrifice of every material interest 
and soci:.l relation, and now it seems both harsh and unjust that any aspersions 
should be made a$ainst his tlevotion to the Union. He claims nothing for the 
property destroyea-

I call attention to this-
he claims nothing for the. property destroyed, but only for supplies take~ and 
used by the Union .Army. He is now sorely affiicted with sickness in hi3 family, aud 
his home, wbicb is all that rava,.<res of the rebellion have left him, is advertised for 
sale, and if Congress fails to do him ~ustice be will be without a roof to protect 
himself and family. A feeling o~ delicacy on his part bas prevented him from 
makin~ known to yon his distressing situation, and I at tho risk of being regarded 
as trouolesome feel it my duty to acquaint you with his situation. 

I have the honor to be, very truly, yours, 
S. G. BURBRIDGE. 

Ron. GEo. G. WRIGHT, 
United States Senate. 

I hope this bill will be taken up and disposed of. It has been 
acted upon favorably by the House and reported favorably by the 
committee of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that any reason why we should pass it, because 
the House acted favorably T That is a very extraordinary argument 
in reference to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is this much of an argument, that it is a HouRe 
bill; and if it is a proper bill to act upon, it is an argument which 
shoulcl give it preference over a -Senate bill. . , 

Mr. LOGAN. If this question is debatable I desire to say but a. 
word. I have no fault to fin<l with Mr. Campbell or anybody elset 
but I propose to object, where my objection will avail anything, to 
every claim that is presented by a gentleman for property destroyed 
by the Union Army claiming to be a loyal man or a disloyal man. It 
is immaterial for what he claims--

Mr. MITCHELL. This is not to pay for property destroyed. 
Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference. 
Mr. MITCHELL. It is for property used. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well, property used; mu1es, wagons, &c., as

sisting in making salt. I propose to object, while I am here in my· 
seat, whether the claim is a. proper one or not, until the Senate shall 
agree to pay the soldiers who put the rebellion down what this Gov
ernment owes them. I object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am just as wiliing as the Senator .from lllinois 
to vote to pay the soldiers, and I have voted with him every time the 
Senator ha.s asked to take up th~ bounty bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that, but that is not the point. It is not 
whether the Senator votes with me or ~ot, but whether the Senate 
will take up the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is as great an outrage for the Congress 
of the United States to refuse to pay a loyal man for his private prop
erty taken by the fJnion Army and used by the Union Army in put
ting down the rebellion as it is to neglect to pay the soliders who 
fought to put down the rebellion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know if that is not going into 
the merits. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will confine himself to 
the question of taking up the bill. Debate is not in order upon the 
merits. The Senator from Oregon moves the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

SALE OF SALINE LANDS. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2260) proviclingfor the sale of saline lands. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and the amendment of the Commit
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARVEY. The amendment recomm~nded by the commit-
te~ . 

Mr. WEST. I ask whether the bill is up T 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'I'he bill is not before the Senate. 
Mr. WEST. Then we cannot have the merits of the bill discussed. 
Mr. HARVEY. I simply wish to make a statement. The amend-

ment recommended by the committee was made upon the recom
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WEST. I venture to inquire whether the Senator can discuss 
the character of the bill or the amendment before the bill is before 
the Senate T · 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits of the bill cannot now be 
discussed. 

Mr. HARVEY. Can I call for the reading of the letter of the Com-
missioner of the General Land Office f · · 

'The PRESIDENT p1·o t.entpm·e. That can be rearl. to show the ne
cessity of taking up the bill ; but the merits cannot be considered in 
debate. 

M1:. HARVEY. I ask for the reading of the letter. 
Mr. LOGAN. How long will it ta.ke! 
:Mr. HARVEY. Only a few minutes. I think there will be no ob

jection to the bill. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Perhaps the Senator from Kansas 

will yield to me for a moment to call up another bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While the letter is being sent for. 
Mr. HARVEY. Will it have the effect to displace my motion to 

take up the bill f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not by unanimous consent. The 

paper has now come. 
Mr. KELLY. While the paper is coming--
The PRESIDENT p·o tl>?npore. The Senator from Wisconsin now 

on the floor bas asked the privilege to take up some meaaure. 
Mr. CA?IffiRON, of Wisconsin. It will take but a moment to con-

sider my bill. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. One thing at a time, Mr. President. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont insists 
on one measure at a time. The letter will be- reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEP AR'J'M:~"'T OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Washington, D. 0 .• July 1, 1876. 
Sm: I hav~ had the honor to receive your letter of the 28th nltimo, inclosing a 

copv of H. R. No. 2260, entitled "An act for the sale of saline lands," and request
in~ "from this Office" information whether it is desirable and proper that it pass." 

m reply, I have to 11tate that as was set forth in a late decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, "the policy of the Government, since tbj} acquisition 
of the Northwest Territory and t.he inauJPlration of our land system, to reserve 
salt sprin~s hal! been uniform " Further, 1t has been a. policy generally acted upon 
in admitting States containing public lands to make a grant to the State of such 
salt springs as might be found therein, with a limit as to number, the grant em
Lracing also contiguous sections and making up an a.,.gregate area usually equal to 
two townships of public land. The first case in whiCh this was done is that of 
Ohio; the last that of the proposed admission of Colorado, as provided for in the 
act of Congress of March 3, 1875. (Statutes at Large, volume 18, page 476.) In view 
of this pohcy, which may be adhered to in admitting new States, I su~gest that t.he 
act mentioned be amended by adding at the close of the twenty-third line t.be fol· 
lowing words, namely: Provided, That the foregoing enactments shall not apply to 
any State or Territ()ry which bas no thad a grant of ~~alines by act of Congress, nor 
to a11y State which may have had such a grantuntileitber the grant has been folly 
satisfied or the right of selection thereunoer bas expired by efilu.x of time. • 

With such an amendment I think it desirable and proper that the bill pass. 
Very respectfully, 

Hon. W. R. BROWN, . 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Oommisrioner. 

Home of lkprcsentat~ves. 

Mr. HARVEY. The amendment reported by the committee is the 
same as that recommended by the Commissioner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onthe motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think we ought to proceed with the Calendar of 
unobjected cases. There are a number of bills on the Calendar .that 
many Senators are interested in. We ought to proceed regularly 
with the Calendar, and every Senator will then fare alike. There 
are a number of bills on the Calendar which ought to be passed; and 
I therefore move that the bill under consideration be laid aside in 
order to proceed regularly with bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEST. The bill has not been taken up yet. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The bill is not p~nding. The ques

tion is on proceeding to the conaideration of the bni named. 
The motion was agreed to; and t.he Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing fol" 
the sale of saline lands. It provides that whenever it shall be made 
appear to the register and the receiver of any land office of the United 
States that any lands within their district are saline in character, it 
shall be the duty of the register and receiver, under the regulationa 
of the General Land Office, to take t.estimony in reference t-o such 
lands to ascertain their true character, and to I'eport the same to the 
General Land Office; and if, upon such testimony, the Commissioner 
of the Geueral Land Office shall find that such lands are saline and 
incapable of being purchased under any of the laws of the United 
Sta~s relative to the pub1ic domain, then, and in such case, such lands 
shall be offered for sale by public auction at the local land office of 
tho district in which the same ·shall be situated, under such re~ula
tions as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and sold to the highest bidder for cash, at a price not less than 
$1.25 per acre; and in case the lands fail to sell when so offered, the 
same shall be subject to private sale, at such land office, for cash, at a 
price .not Jess than $1.25 per acre, in the same manner as other lands 
of the United States are sold. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment to add the following provi!:!o: 

Protided, That the foregoing enactments shall not apply to any State or Terri· 
tory which has not h:ul a grant of salines by act of Congress, nor to any State 
which may have had snob a grant, until either the grant has been fully satisfied, or 
the right of selection thereunder has expired by emux of time. 

The am~nament waa a:greed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I move to insert the following as an additional 
section at the end of the bill: 

SEC. 2. That all executive proclamations relating to' the sales · of public lamls 
'shaH be published in only one newspaper, the same to beiJrlnted and published in 
the State or Ten·itory wbtlre the lands are situated, to be designated by t.ho Secre
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. HARVEY. I have no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by a{}cling at the end of the 

amendment reported from the committee the following: 
But nothing in this act shall authorize the sale or cooveyance of any title othet' 

than such as the United States has, and the patents issued shall be in' the form of 
a release and quitclaim of all title of the United States. • 

Mr. INGALLS. ·The Supreme Court, as I understand, have repent~ 
edly determined that a. patent is nothing bu_t a quitclaim, and that 
it conveys merely the title of the United States; and therefore this 
amendme;,nt is unnecessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, but let me suggest to my friend that al-
. though the Supreme Court has decided something such as he says, 
not that it is a mere releaae but that it conveys a title, yet if the United 
States does not possess the title, and the person to whom we give the 
patent fails to ~et a title, he can come back on us as be would on a 
private person rn the nature of a warranty. That is the point. In 
1elatiou to these saline lands where there are pre-emption settlers, 
State claims, ancl things of that kind, and we want to close them out, 
it appears to me that it would be the height of folly to give a patent 
under the decison of the General Land Office to a man who bought 
at a dollar and a quarter an acre at an auction sale when the land 
was already claimed by some one else, and we should have to pay the 
man we turn out or the man we gave the patent to, one or the other. 
We should lose a great deal ~ore money than we should make by the 
op~ration, and my design is to protect the United States against double 
chums. 

Mr. HARVEY. I think there is no objection to the amendment: 
The amendment waa agreed 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. 

THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Calendar of unobjected cases trn.der tLe Anthony rule at the 
point where its consideration was last suspended. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 

be reported. 
Mr. CRAGIN. Let me suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 

to apply the order to House bills alone. 
Mr. DAVIS. It applies to nnobjected cases. .Anybody who desires 

to object can prevent action upon a bill. . 
Mr. CRAGIN. . But it should apply only to unobjected House bills. 

There is no use in passing Senate bills now. 
Mr. DAVIS. Oh, yea, it is; for we may have a very late session to

day. 
Mr. LOGAN. There is just as much use in passing such bill& as any 

others. I object. to any proposition of tha.t kind. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Before the order is enforced, I should like to ask 

unanimous consent of the Senate to call up a little bill which bas 
been considered before, Senat-e bill No. 705. 

Mr. DAVIS. We sh:ill reach all the bills in order. I object to any-
tiling out of order. · 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from West Virginia will not 
insist on his objection when I make the statement which I shall make. 
This is a claim by a postmaster in one of the small towns in my StAte 
for internal-revenue stamps which were lost by him under the ol~ 
law. A bill bas passed re-imbursing him for t.he loss of the postage
stamps, and the case has been carefully considered by two commit
tees. 

:Mr. DAVIS. I do not object to this 11articular bill, but it will be 
reached in its order if 've proceed with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doe.~ the Senator from West Vir
·ginia object to the consideration of the bill named by the Senator 
from Nebra.ska f 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tentpore. Objection is made, and the. iirst case 

on the C~endar will be reported. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that it is due to the occasion to have these 

nnobject-ed cases wait a few minutes; and I will therefore move to 
postpone the present and all prior orders and tak.e up the constitu
tional amenclment. 

The question being put, there were, on a division-ayes 18, noes 10, 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ED.MUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or
dered. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 
Mr. HA.MLil~. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 

North Car?lina, [Mr. MERRDION.l If be were present he would vote 
'
1 nay," and I should vote 11 ye~'f' 
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Mr. WINDOM. On all questions in reference to this amendment 1 

am paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD.] If he 
were present I presume he would vote "nay," . and I should vote 
"vea.') · 

'!Ir. HOWE. (.After having voted in the affirmath e.) On this 
question and all other political questions I am paired with the Sen
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. RANSOM,]"in case there is a quorum 
withont my vote. I wish to withdraw my vote unless it is necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Tlle PRESIDENT pro tem110re. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

The result was announced-yeas 23, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS-Messrs. AlliROn, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Citmeron of Wisconsin, 

Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin., Dawes, Eruuunds, Ferry, Frelin:rbnyscn, Harvey, 
Hitchcock, Logan, McMillim, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Paddock, Sargent, Spen
cer, and West-23. . 

NAYS-Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Florida, 
Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwnod-13. 

ABSENT-Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce. Burnaide, Cruneron of Penn
svlvania, Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey. Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, 
Howe, In,:!alls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Oglesby, Pa.tter
son, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson. Saulsbury. Sharon, Sherman. Stevenson, Thur
man, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright-3j, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

THE SCHOOL AbiENDMENT. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 1) 
proposinl> an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
the penclmg question being on its passage. . 

Mr. li'RELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
on this measure, I propose to state the principles involved in it, and 
to do so with great brevity. 

There are only two principles involved in this article for the amend
ment of the Constitution, as passed by the House or a.s now amended 
by the Senate: 

I. That there shall be no establishment of religion or prohibition of 
the free exercise thereof, and that there shall be no religions test as a 
qualification to office in the several Sta,tes of the Union. 

II. That the people shall not be taxed to promote the particular 
creed or tenets of any religious or anti-religious sect or clenomination. 

Let me t:emark that it is manifest that the people call for an 
amendment covering these two principles. This is manifest from the 
fact that the Represent-atives of the people of every religions and 
political persuasion, coming fresh from every section of the country, 
have by a vote of 166 out of 171 (only 5 negatives) declared that to be 
the will of the people. · 

Further, sir; on the pllSSage by the Honse of this amendment, which 
undertook to affirm and to protect these two principles, and which the 
people an<.l tho press, and which I assume the Honse of Representa
tives thought was effective, great gratification was afforded to 'the 
whole country, not only because of their wish that these principles 
should be incorporated in our fundamental law, but also because 
this vexed question was to be removed from the arena of party pol
itics. The great unanimity of the v.ot.e in the House shows how strong 
is the conviction of the Representatives of the people that this article 
of amendment. to the Constitution is wii!hin the legitimate province 
of constitutional amendments, and is also iu accord with the best 
policy and the soundest interests of the nation. 

There is, sir, no room for two opinions on the two propositions that 
religion and conscience should be free, and that the people shou.ldnot be 
taxed forscctarian purposes. The whole histor.vof our country, from 
its origin to the present day, establishes and fortifies these positions. 
And nothing can be clearer than that these fundamental rights shoultl. 
be secured in a constitation ordained expressly to "establi.~h justice" 
aml to" secure the blessings of liberty." 

Mr. President, w l;lile the two principles of religious freedom and 
exemption from taxation for sectarian purposes are plainly asserted 
in the article as it comes to us from the Honse, there are, unfortu
nat-ely, in · it defects and omissions that were it accepted without 
amendment by t.he States would render it nn~atory and invalifl. And 
the House shoulcl be gratified that a more careful scrutiny has dis
covered and corrected these defects, and should be ready to concur at 
once in the amendment of the Senate. I will point out these defects 
ana their corrections. 

I. The fifth article of the Constitution requires that Congress when 
proposing amendments to the Constitution shall state to the people 
in what mauner the amendment shall be ratified; whether by the 
Legislatures of the States or by conventions in the States ; the fifth 
article is as follows: 

Tbe Co!Jgress, whenever two-thlrds. of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Constitntion, or on the application of the Le~s
latures of two-thirds of t-he several States, shall call a convention for proposin~ 
amen~lments, which, in either case, shall be va.li£1 to all intents and purposes, as 
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States, or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress. 

This article amending the Constitution as it came from the House 
failed to propo_se either mode of ratifying this amendment. H did 
not propose that it should be ratified by the Legislatures or that it 
~honlc1 be ratified by conventions. Had the Legislatures ratified it, 
not being in conformity with the requirements of the Constitution, 
it would have been invalid. 

I call the attention of the Senate. to the first alteration the Honse 
amendment makes in onr Constitution. The first amendment to the 
Cons~itntion, enacted shortly after the adoption of the Constitution, 
provtdes that-

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibit
ing the free exercise thereof. 

This is an inhibition on Congress, aml not on the States. The House 
a.rt.icle very properly extends the prohihition of the first ameudment 
of the Constitution to the States. But the sixth artic1e of the old 
Constitution also provi<lea that-

No reliJ.,rions te11t sh:ill tl\er be required as a qualification to any office or public 
trust under the United State!!. 

This provision in such close harmony with the first amendment of 
the Constitution, the House article entirely omits, aiul it has very 
properly been inserted by the Senate and made applicable to the 
States. 

Nobody can object to the Senare amendment on account of these 
two positions contained in it. 

Thus the article as amended by the Senate prohibits the States, for 
the first time, from the establishment of religion, from prohibiting 
it-s free exercise, and from making any religions test a qualification 
to office. · 

II. Now, as to the second division of the proposed article amending 
the Constltution relative to the use of the public money for sectarian 
purposes, let me say that there are six different modes by which the 
people can· be taxed for sectarian purposes. . 

1. By appropriating money ra.ised for school purposes to sectarian 
schools. . . 

2. By appropriating money from the general Treasury to sectarian 
schools. 

3. By appropriating public money to sectarian institutions other 
than schools, as theological institutions, sectarian colleges, monaster
ies, and nunneries, 

4. By-devoting schools or other institutions established by public 
funds, when so established, to sectarian purposes. 

5. By making appropriations of public money to religious denomi
nations, or to promote their interests. 

6. By appropriating public money to an institution to promote in
fidelity or for the benefit of an anti-religious sect. 

The amendment of the Senate ~nards afl'ainst all these abuses, 
while the article as it came from the Hom~e q;Jy prohibited the first, to 
wit, the appropriation of public money, and only public money raised 
for schools, to sectarian schools or dividing it among denominations. 

The Senate amendment only carries out the principle and cures the 
defects of the ID'ticle aA it came from the Honse, but it does t!O effect
ually. 

Why, sir, provide that money raised for schools shall not be appro
priated to sectarian schools and leave it lawful to appropriate to 
sectarian schools from tlle general Treasury J 

Why should we prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools, and 
yet permit schools established by the public money to be made sec
tarian f 

Why prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools and permit money 
to be appropriated to sectarian institutions of another character f Why 
prohibit appropriations to religions sects and permit them to be made 
to infidel sects' · 

There is no reason. .An<.l any one who could honestly and sincerely 
vote for the article as it came from the House should rejoice in the 
opflortunity of voting for the Senate amendment. · 

Not only does the article ns it came from the House merely apply to 
the appropriation of money raised for schools to sectarian purposes, 
but it omits to give Con~ess any power by legislation to prevent or 
ptmish tho violations of the article. · 

The usual section conferring power on Congress by legislation to 
enforce an am~ndment is in these words: 

Congress shall h:ive power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 

But as the committee were aware that some might argue that such 
a section would c.onferon Congress the power to interfere with publie 
schools of the States, the committee, to avoid all possible objection, 
have-though they were satisfied that an article so phrased would not 
have-the effect claimed-reported a section which gives no affirma
tive power to Congress, hut simply provides that-

Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the preven-
tion and punishment of violations of this article. _. 

This section takes the place of the strange provision of the article 
as it came from the House, which is in these words: 

This article shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in Congress. 

Some have called this House article the Blaine amendment. No 
such provision was ever suggested by that distinguished man. He 
left the article to be enforced under the provisions of the original 
Constitution, which (article 1, section 9, placit 18) pro-vides-

That Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper to carry into e.x:ecntion the foreo-oing powers and all othor powers vested by 
this Constitntion in tlte Government of the United Stat~s or in any department or 
office thereof; and this article is to be part of this Constitution. 

This article when adopted, by the very t.erms of the fifth article of 
the Constitution, becomes, in the language of the Constitution, "to 
aU intents and purposes a part of .the Constitution." Now the. pror 
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vision as it comes from the House prevents the provision of the old 
Constitution which I have read from operating, for it declares that 
"nothing in this article shall be held to vest, enlarge, or diminish any 
legislative power in Congress." So that Congress would have no more 
power over the subject after the passage of the article than it bad be
fore it was passed, while the section introduced in the Senate amend
ment limits the power of the old Constitution by making a specific 
provision that Congre~ shall have power over this subject so far as 
to prevent and punish violations of this article. 

Mr. President, it has been said that this amendment will prevent 
religious instruction in our prisons and other institutions supported 
by the public revenue. The clause which iB relied upon to maintain 
that position is this : 

And no such particular creed or tenets-
That is, no particular creed or tenets-

of any religions or anti-religious sect or denomination shall be read or taught in 
any school or institution supported in whole or in ;-art by such-

That is public-
revenue. 

Sir, does that prohibit religious instruction in prisons f Does it 
prevent religious instruction anywhere f If the visit to those who 
are sick and in prison is for the purpose of reading to them or of 
teaching them the particular creed or tenets of a religious or anti-re
ligious sect or denomination, this article does interfere with it, and 
is designed to. Institutions supported by the money of all persua
sions, even though they be prisons, -are not to be made schools for 
teaching presbyteriauism, or catholicism, unitarianism, or method
ism, or infidelit.y, or atheism, and this article says so. But this arti
cle ~oes no further. There is nothing in it that prohibits religion as 
distmguisbed from the particular creed or tenets of religions and anti
religious sects and denominations being taught anywhere. 

';l'hat pure and. u?~efilcd religion which a:ppertai_ns t? t~e r~lation
ship and responstbihty of man to God, ~nd IS readtly distingmsbable 
from the creeds of sects; that religion which permeates all our laws, 
which is recognized in every sentence agairu;t. crime and immorality, 
w hicb is invoked in every oMh, which is reverentially deferred to overy 
morning at that desk and on like occasions at the c~pitol of every 
State of t.he Union; that religion which is reco~ized by our Presi
dents and governors every year in the tbanksgivmgs of the people, to 
which one-seventh part of tho century which bas just closed bas been 
devoted; that religion which is our historj, which is our unwritten 
as well as our written law, and which sustains the pillars of our lib
erty, is a very, very different thing from thepart.icular creeds or tenets of 
either religionists or infidels. And this article places no unhallowed 
touch upon that religion. While we punish the violations of the 
oath or other moral obligation, it would be monstrous by affirmative 
le~isJa.tion_ to restrict religious instruction. On this subject let me 
briefly quote from Story and Webster and Washington. Story says: 
It is impossible for those who believe in the truth of Chriatianity as a divine 

revelation to doubt that it is the especial duty of government to foster and encour
age it among all the citizens and subjects. This is a point wholly distinct from that 
ef the right of private judgment in matters of religion and of the freedom of public 
worship according to the dictates of one's conscience. 

Webster says: 
If we work upon marble, it will perish ; if we work upon brass, time will efface 

it; if we rear temples, they will crumble to tho dust. But if we work on men's im
mortal minds; if we imbue them with high principles, with the ,just fear of God 
aml of their fellow-men, we engra.\"'e on those tablets something which no time can 
efface, but which will brighten and brighten to all eternity. . 

W a.shington, in his Farewell Address, says: 
Of all the dispoRitions and habits which lead to prosperity1 religion and moral

ity are indispensable supports. In vain would that man chum the tribute of pa
triotism who should labor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these 
purest props of the <luties of men and citizens. The mere politician equally with 
the pious man ought to respect and cherish them. A volume could not trace all 
their connections with private and public felicity. Let it simply be asked where 
is the security for property, for reputat.ion, for life, if the sense o~ religions obliga
tion desert the oaths, which are the instruments of investigation in court.s of jus
tice t And let us with caution indulge the supposition that moroli.ty can oo main
tained without religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence of refined ed
ucation on minds of peculiar structure. reason and experience both forbid us to 
expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle. 

Again, some one has said that be thought the Bible was a religious 
book. That remark arises, sir, from the provision in the article of 
amendment that sectarian creeds are to be excluded, but that this pro
visJon shall not be construed to exclude the Bible. Let me say that 
the saving c1ause in favor of the Bible is just, because it is a relig
ious and not a sectarian book. 

I have a few words more to say. There is one provision in the 
article to which I have not called attention. If the amendment to 
the Constitution is to answer any purpose, it is to exclude sectarian 
teaching from public schools, and this article says so. That expres
sion might be perverted to effect the exclusion of the Bible, and the 
provision that it shaH not be eo construed was necessary t.o exclude 
that conclusion, so as to leave the Bible in its relations to the public 
schools and institution where it stands now. 

It says that, while Shakespeare and Homer, Junius and Jnvenal are 
not to be excluded, the Bible shall not., by reason of this article, be 
excluded. The Constitution of this country will ne.ver treat that 
hook with clisrespect. No party will ever have it tabooed. 'Vho 
wants this article to exclude the Bible 7 

Not the Catholics. It is the rule of their faith and practice and they 
want more, not less, reli~ions instructions. They were the first in this 
country when establishing the government of Maryland to provide 
in her fundamental law for religions freedom. The Protestants do 
not want it excluded, because it is their rule of faith. The Israel
ite does not want it excluded, because it is the guide to his conscience. 
The atheist does not want it excluded, for he recognizes no superior; 
he is a law unto himself. It is a matter of indifference to him whether 
the Bibl3 or Dabold's Arithmetic or Hale's History of the Unitell 
Stat.es iB used in the school, so far as his conscience iB concerned. 

But then we are told that there are different translations of the 
Bible. True, and yet there is but one Bible; that is the revelation 
from on High. There are varion.~ translations, and the excellence of 
this article is that it prevents the exclusion of any. Nothing in this 
article shall be construed to exclude either the Douay or the King 
James version. I am for the broadest toleration, but I would never 
agree to a constitutional amendment that would exclude from the 
schools the Bible. The Constitution should neither say that it should 
or should not be read in the schools. To attempt either would be to 
mingle politics with reli~on, which all would deprecate. Make 
the Bible a political ensign, and a party spirit snob as clustered 
around the white and red rose would be aroused, in which perhaps 
there would be no more piety than there was in the spirit that ani
mated Richard the Lion-hearted and his followers when they rallied 
around the cross, or Saladin and his Mohammedan hordes when they 
fought for the crescent. 

Into such a conflict, having forsworn all idolatry, even though the 
Bible be on t.be shrine, I will not enter. "Put np thy sword, my kin~
dom is not of this world," is the 4ljnnotion of our religion. But this 
article of the Constitution must not exclude it unless we come to the 
conclusion that the narrative of the creation, that the maxims of Sol
omon, that the logic of Paul, and those truths that have lighted up 
the future to unnumbered generations, are injurious to public morals ! 

Mr. President, where shall we go for public morals t If yon mnst 
exclude the Bible youmustbanish all our literature or expurgate it, 
for it would be the height of fo1ly to say that it is lawful to drink 
from the conduits which human bands had maue, but not from the 
pure fountain. Where shall we go f To the Koran T To Confucius f 
To the Morman book of their lord T To the vain philosophy of the 
ancients! To mytbolo(J'ical fables! No, sir; the people of this 
country want that book let alone. The Constitution must not touch 
it. It iB to be forced upon no one and the Constitution iB to make it 
unlawful to read it nowhere. 

:Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I may not be in my seat when the 
vote shall be taken on this question. I wish to announce now, as I 
would if I were in my seat, that I am paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. MERRlMON.] I would vote for the a.mendmen t, 
and he would vote against it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give notice that the moment the 
Hawaiian ·treaty bill is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to take up 
this matter again and stick to it until it is completed, without the 
intervention of any other thing. 

ORDER OF nUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentpore. The unfinished business iB before 
the Senate, being the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a con
vention between the United States of America and His .Majesty the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands, signedJon the 30th day of Jan nary, 1875. 

Mr. LOGAN. I rise to call up the conference report which was 
objected to by t-he Senator from Kansas on Saturday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California 
vield for that purpose f 
• Mr. SARGENT. I understand that there will be debate on that. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. It can be taken up subject to a call 
for the regular order. . 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the conference report to be a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not to set aside unfinished business. 
Mr. LOGAN. Not to set aside unfinished business, but I think 

Senators might at least allow the conference report to be taken up. 
Mr. SARGENT. I assure the Senator that I have every desire to 

submit to t.be disposition of the Senate. I have been the victim nf 
circumstances for a day or two, it must be confessed, and I really beg 
Senators to allow me to get off my hnnds the matter which bas vexed 
the Senate now for the last two or three da.ys. If this report would 
not lead to extended debate so as to interfere with the unfinished 
business, I should not object to it. It now appears that I have been 
troubling the Senate two or three days with the Hawaiian treaty bill1 when in fact a large amount of othe-r business ba-s been transaotect 
and political speeches injected. If the roport is going to lead to 
lengthy debate, :18 I am :..totitied it will, I must insist on the regular 
order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know what Senators notified the Seuator 
that it would lead to debate. I do not know who wishes to debate it. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Kansa-s, [Mr. INGALLS.] 
Mr. LOGAN. Ve1·y well, let him make his speech .. It will not be 

long. 
Mr. SARGENT. I insist· on the regular order. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I desire to say b~fore tho regular order 

is takeu up, and I say it without criticism of the action of any Sen-

·~ 
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a.tor, that it is a~tounding to me that there has not been a proposi
tion to take up a bill for the purpose of giving either pension or 
botmty, or now to give wooden-legged soldiers some kind of appa
ratus by which they may be aided; but what it is thrown aside by 
e_verything else; I should like to know why it is . . There has not been 
a conference report offered in' this Senate a.U this session by any Sen
ator that has been laid aside except this one that I offered on Satur
day. If there js any explanation of this, I should like to know what 
it is. If anything that pertains to a soldier in this country has be
come so obnoxious to the Senate that a little conference report on 
that 1:mbject has to be laid aside when every other conference report 
in the Senate bas been considered at this session, I dE:Sire to let that 
be known. I ouly want to know why it is that nothin~ can come for
ward here that has any reference to matters of this h.1nd but it must 
be laid aside. · 1 

As far as the Hawaiian treaty is concerned, it is up and will be 
acted on. My judgment is that the Senator will get his action just as 
soon by letting this conference report be n~eed t() now as he will by 
postponing it. That is my judgment, and 1 think the future will de
velop that fact .. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. . 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from California will yield to 

this report, and then I will mut.ually join him to det.ermine the other 
matter. It will only take two or three minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it would only take two or three minutes I would 
not objectt but I am notified it will lead to debate. I ask the--Sen
ator from .Kansas if I am correct f 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly. . 
Mr. SARGENT. Then the Senator from Missouri is mistaken in his 

premises. It will lead to a 1engtby debate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot see why it should. 

. Mr. SARGENT. That is my information. I merely state that to 
show that I am not unreasonable. I ask for the. regular order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Senator from California has peculiar 
claims on the Senate, althonrrh he does not urge them himself. He 
has been for the last six we~ engaged entirely in conference com
mittees, and has been unable to assert the business which is pa.rticu
larly in his cha,rge. I think, therefore, we ought to have what we 
Quakers call a very great tenderness toward him. There are several 
bills that must be disposed of before we adjourn ; but if we make up 
our minds to sit here until we finish them, we shall get through by 
midnight to-night probably. We must dispose of the Hawaiian 
treaty bill; we must dispose of the constitutional amendment; and 
onr constituents ought to send us ba~k if we do not pass some bill 
for collllting the electoral vote. There is also some executive busi
ness that we must dispose of, or we shall be called back again. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say in answer to the Sena.tor from Rhode 
Island that there is always some great business to be disposed of 
when I attempt to call up any bill of this character. That has been 
universally said, not only by the Senator from Rhode Island but by 
other Senators. I have been on three conference committees myself 
that have taken up a. good deal of my time and I have worked as 
hard as any body else, but not so extensively as the Senator from 
California on appropriation bills. I have been on four conference 
committees, some connected with appropriation bills, such as the In
dian bill, t.he Army bill, the West Point bill. These and other con
ferences that I have been on have taken up my time. It will take 
but a moment to have this conference report disposed of, and it is the 
only report that has been objected to th1s sea&ion. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am willing to test the question. I am willing 
to yield for five minutes, which is five times the length the Senator 
says it will take. Is not that fa.ir T But if a Senator rises and pr-o
ceeds with a speech and,states that be wishes to speak at length, of 
cour&} that cannot be done in five minut. s. 

.Mr. LOGAN. I do not 'think anybody will want to speak at any 
great length on the question whether you shall allow one-legged sol
diers wooden legs or not. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ap1 in favor of the wooden leg to the soldier; 
but I also want the business in my charge dispose(l of. 

MESSAGE FBOM THE llOUSE. 

. A message from the House of Representatives, by :Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
Its Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed the following bills : 

A bill (S. No. 1006) ' at?thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use the surplus of certam moneys heretofore appropriat-ed for a site 
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
the impeachment trial of-William W. Belknap. 

The messago als~ a:nnounce~ that th~ House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4093) grantmg a penswn to El1z:1 Jane Blumer; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The messa.ge further announced that the Honse had passed the res
olution of the Senate authorizing the Committee on Enrolled Bills of 
the House to ~orrect an ~rr?r in the enrollment of the biU (H. R. 
No. 1594) making appropnat10ns for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
runendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 515) for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock; and 

. 
A bill (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu .. 

tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First United States Artillery. 
The message also announced that the House bad pa,ssed a resolu

tion suspending the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules for there-
mainder of the session. • 

.Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say that we have no sixteenth and sev
enteenth joint rules to susp~nd. 

THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the re~ular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.· The regular order is before the 

Senate. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera

tion of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention be
tween the United States of America and His :Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on 
Saturday night I was endeavoring to demonstrate that the acquisi
tion of the Hawaiian Islands was not necessary to the military de
fense of the United States. 

Havingsaid as much as I desire to saynpon that head, I come now 
to consider the second point, which is whether we shall ever acquire 
the Hawaiian Islands under this treaty. There is no express provis
ion in the treaty for their acquisition. We will have no more rights 
in those islands than any other nation, except that we will have occu-. 
pat ion of certain ports for the term of seven years: if this treaty should 
go into effect. There is an inhibition upon the King of those islands 
to lease any port in them, but there is no inhibition upon him to sell 
them, and the possession of them therefore can pass beyond the reach 
of the Unit.ed St.ates at any time when the King sees fit to sell them. 
Bnt, sir, that is not the strong reason why I think we shall never ac
quire those islands. The advocates of this bill ancl of this treaty place 
the prospect of their acquisition upon the ground that depopulation 
is going on in the Islands, and thoy cite us to ijle st.atistics to show us 
that that depopulation bas been continued at the rate of 2 per cent. 
per annum, until the population now is about forty thousand natives. 
At the time those isla'nds were discovered by Captain Cook, near a 
century ago, the population, according to his estimate, was about four 
hundred thousand, and that number has decreased to 10 per cent. 
Upon that fact is built the theory that this decrease will continue 
until the population will not be enough to sustain a government, .and 
that they will naturally fall into the lap of the United States, because 
their inclination is toward this Government. 

I desire to ask the Senator from California and the Senator from 
Oregon if they have conside-red this proposition in the light of mathe
matics. We are to acquire these islands by the depletion of the popn
latjon. There is no other theory upon which a hope is ba-sed that we 
shall ever be able to acquire them. Now I desire to know whether 
they have considered how long, in the first place, it will take that 
population to die out at the rate of decrease that has been going on 
according to the censns reports. If my friends will take the trouble 
to make the calculation, they will find that before the 40,000 native 
population now upon the islands shall be reduced down to 30,000, 
more than 14 years will have elapsed. That is calculating at a de-. 
crease of 2 per cent. per annum, whereas the actual decrease iS about 
1-f!cf.r per cent. But allowing 2 per cent. decre-ase, the native popula
tion upon the islands will not reach 30,000 within the period of four
teen years, which is double the time of the continuance of this treaty. 

Now, then, if yon will continue your calculations from 30,000 
down, supposing there is no increase of foreign population mean
time, you will find that more than fifty years must elapse before the 
population will be brought down to a number that will not be self
sustaining, l\nd before you reach a point of depopulatioR at which 
there can be reasonably ent.ertained a hope by the American pe~ 
ple. that they can acquire these islands either b~ annexation or by 
the voluntary gift of the inhabitants. This fact is worthy of the 
consideration of the American people. We are endeavoring to acquire 
these islands for strategic purposes, not for agriculture, not for com
merce, except as they aro a resting-point iu the Pacific Ocean; and 
yet, according to this calculation we must wait and linger for fifty 
years before we can get them. 

But, Mr. President., the next question in order is, will those islands 
be depopulated Y Will this decrease go on t Will the native popu
lation of the islands die out T Upon that point it may be interesting 
to the Senate and to the conn try to consider the fact that the diseases 
which have produced the depopulation of the islands are diminish
ing. The sanitary system that has been adopt.ed on the islands has 
decreased these diseases until we are told now that the native pop
ulation is diminishing very slowly. 

But that is not all. That population will not diminish, because 
there is an element being introduced into the islands that is arrest
ing the debility t.hat seems to pertain to the constitutions of the native 
inhabitants. The Chinese are taking possession of the Hawaiian 
Islands; they are rapidly increasing, and we know that there is not 
a more prolific race and prohably a more healthy race, considering 
their sanitary system, on tbe face of the globe. '.fhe immense popu· 
lation of thoir kingdom shows that they are a prolific and a healthy 
people. Upon this point I beg to call the att.ention of the Senate to 
an authority that bas been quoted ou. this :floor, that has been used 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and which commands con-
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sideration and very high respect from the intelligence• of the au.thor 
and from the opportunities which be had for making ~s observations, 
because· be visited all these Islands. On the questwn of whether 
there will be a depopuJation1 let us hear what Mr. Nord~ofl' says in his 
work on Northe n Callforma, Oregon and the SandwiCh Islands, on 
page74: 

Of the foreij!;ners the Chinese are the most numerous, outnumberin~ all the other 
foreign nationalitiE's together except the 4-meric~s . C~t'.se. have noon b_ronght 
over ·here as cooly laborers on the plantations .. They readily mterm~rry WI~h the 
native women ana these unio~s are usually fruitful of healthy ~nd b_n~bt children. 
It is said that the Chinese inSist upon. taking better care of then chil<l.fe~ than the 
nat.ivevromen, uninstructe~l~ usually g1ve them, and that thorr-foro th~.Cbinese ha.lf
caAte families are more thritty than l'hose of the pm·e-blooded Hawauans. 

So we see that there is being introduceti into these islands a f?r
eign element, a prolific, in?nstrious, ~ealt-hy ra-ce, ~nd that by t~e m
termarria~re of that race with the natives of these Islands there ts be
ing prodJ'ced, in tho language of Mr. Nordhoff, "a fruitful and 
hea.lt.hy progeny." · . . 

Now, sir, i:; it probable t.ha.t, with an mcrease of the Ch~nese popu
lation in those islands, there will be a decrease of the native popula
tion from this time forth T It is impossible, because all aut,horities 
concur in the stn.tement that there is not a healthier climate on the 
face of the globe than that of the Hawaiian Islands. 

But, again, on pnge 76 Mr. Nordhoff says: 
In faet, they have died out pretty ~ast, though there is rea-son to believe that the 

mortality rate has largely decreased m the last three year3-

I invite the attention of my friend from Oregon to this statement
and careful ouserver11 uelie>e even that in the last year there bas been an actual 
increase rather than a decrease in t-he nativeand ha.lf-tJa.ste population. 

He then gives the following statistics: 
In 1832 the iolands had a population of 130,315 souls; in 1836 there were but 

lOd,!'\79; in 1840, only 84,165, of whom 1,002 were foreigners; in 1850, 69,800, of whom 
3,216 were foreigners; and in 1800, 6-l,9.i9, of whom 4,1!14 were f~reigners. Tho na
tive" vopulation baa decreased OVtll' GO per cent. in forty .years. 

·That is a decrease, as I stat-ed a whi~e ago, of less than 2 per cent. 
p&~n~. ' 

In the same periou t.he foreigners have increa6;ed very slowly, until there are 
now in all 5,:~66 foreigoors ami persons botn here, but of foreign parentage, on the 
islan<ls. · 

This anthority shows t'-wo facts. The first is, that there is no de
crease going on in the native population on those islands, but that in 
the last year there bas been nn actual increase. But the other fact 
is much mor~ significant, and it is, .that the Chinese n:nd American 
population on the islands is increasing. You will observe from the 
authority I quoted that in 1840 there were only 1,962 foreigners: in 
1850 there were 3,216; in 1860, 4,194; and in 187 4, when this book was 
written,. there were over five thousand foreigners on the islands. 

:ijut now1 Mr. President, under what circumstances bas this increase 
in population taken place f Under what disadvanta~es has it oc
Otured f With the exception of the salubrity of the chmate and tho 
fertility of the soil, there has not been a single advantage in favor of 
the increase of population. Labor is scarce and is unskilled. The 
rate of interest on money nsed for the protiuction of rice and sug11:r 
is 12 per cent. per annum, and under all these disadva-ntages the pop
ulation has increusedJ aml increased for agricultural purposes. 

As to the ngricultnrnl tiifficultl.es under which these islands have 
been laboring for somo time, I read from page 59 of Mr. Nordhoff's 
book: 

But I am persuaded tlillt, as there are planters now who are prosperous and COD· 
tented and who make handsome returns even with the sngar duty against them, so, 
if that were removed, there would be planters who would continue their regular 
and slow·march toward l>ankruptcy, and for whom the remitted duty would ue but 
a temporary respite, while it would dcpri>e them of a. cheap and easy way to ac
count for their failure. Wherever on the islands I found a planter Jiving on his 
own plantation, mana..!ring it himself, and out oi debt, I fourid him making money, 
even with low prices for his suWJ.r and e\"en if the plantation ihself was not favor
ably placed ; not only this, but I found ;plantations yielding steady and sufficient 
profits nnder judicious management wh1ch in previous hands became bankrupt. 
But, on the other hand, where I founll a pla.ntatirth heavily encumbered with debt 
and managed by a supe1intendent, the owner living elsewhere, I heard usuallyJ 
thou.~b not always, complaints of hard times. If a sugar planter has his lanu 
and machinery heavily mortgaged at 10 or 12 per cent. interest; if he must, more
over, botTOW money on his crop in the field to enable him to turn that into sugar ; 
if then be sends the product to an agent in Honolulu, who charges him 5 per oont. 
for shipping it to San F'rancisco ; and if in San Francisco another agent char~es 
him 5 per cent .. more on the gross retorns, including freight and duty, for selling 
it; if, besides all this, tho phmt.cr buys his SU{)plies on credit, and is char~ell 1 per 
cent. a month on these, compounded every three mont,hs until it is paid, and pays 
almosta.s much freight on h1s sugar from the plantation to Honolulu as from there 
to its final market-it is highly probable that he will, in course of time, faiL 

There at'\:1 not many le~:,ritimate enterprises in the world which would bear such 
charges and leave a profit to the manager. But it is on this system that the plant
ing of tmgar has been, to a large extent, carried on for years in the islands. Under 
it a good deal of money has been made, but not by the planters. 

Thus we see that the cultivation of sugar upon the Hawaiian Isl
ands is subject to the following embarrassments: First, a scarcity of 
labor; second, a high rat-e of int-erest; third, a high rate of freight 
to get their sugar; anu, fourth, an exorbitant commission. The 
planter pays 5 per cent. to his home agent and 5 per cent. to his for
ejgn agent in the market where his produce is to be sold. Then if 
they buy upon a credit, they pay at the rate of 12 per cent. per annum, 
and the interest at the end of three months is compounded against 
them; so that the production of sugar in those ialands is weighed 
down by difficuWes thnt do not exist in any other agricultural dis
trict of which I have ever read, and I invite the Senators from Ore-

gon and California to cite a parallel. And yet, sir, with all these dif
ficulties, as I have said, not only is the foreign population of the isl
ands increasin~, not only is the depopulation of the half-castes and 
natives diminishing, bnt the cultivation of sugar under all these em
barrassments is profitable. 

Mr. President, if under all these embarrassments-the sugar-planters 
of t.be Hawaiian Islands can produce sugar wit-h profit, what will be 
the case under the stimulus that will be given to that production by 
the passage of this bill! I have said that they are making a profit, 
and I propose upon that point to give the statistics: 

In 1860tbeycxported 1,444,271 pounds of eugar; in 1864,10,414,441 pounds; in 
18GB, 18,312,926 po\lllds; and· in 1871, 21,760/13 pounds of suwu-. 

And in 1875, without going tbr' agh the other years, they exported 
25,08'2,182 pounds. So the expoa of sugar fr.om tho~e islands within 
twenty-five years bas increas~d about 2,000 per cent. · 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Prestdent-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen:ttor from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Oregon T 
Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, Slf, 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is mistaken in that. I see it stated 

in the majorit)' report of the House committee, which is, according 
to my upderstanding of the other figures and the whole information, 
that the Pacific States for the .fiscal year ending June 307 1875, im
ported 17,888,000 pounds. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That is correct, but the Senator has misappre
hentied my point. I am not speaking of wb:tt they exported to the 
United States; I am speaking of their total exports. 

Now, Mr. President, I put the question to the Senate, if that be so, 
what will be the increase of the production in these islands under the 
hot-bed process that this treaty bill will apply! Considering what 
they have a-ccomplished without the advantages which will accrue 
after this bill bas passed, what limit can be placed to the production 
of these islands T There is but one limit, and that is tho area of the 
islands. Within the seven years that this treaty will exist, with the 
thrift of onr people, with tbt.,ir mechanical arts, with their superior 
husbandry, with their enlarged industries, with a, low rate of inter
est, I say that the limit of the production of sugar and rice upon the 
islands will only he found in the extent of territory upon which they 
can be cultivated. 

It is a noticeable fact that when this bill was under consideration 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations the minister who represents 
that foreign government at Washington Wa8 before the committee, 
aud the main question that a!>itated the minds of the committee nt 
that time was as to the capacity of those islands to produce sugar 
and rice. Upon that question there was no definite information, and 
the honorable minister who bad lived in Honolulu for a quarter of a 
century, as he stated, wa.s called upon not only by those who were 
representing the opposite side before the committee but by members 
of the committee to give information aa to the quantity of land on 
the islands that could be made available for the production of rice 
and .sugar, anti the noticeable fact that I have made reference to is 
that that minister wa,s unable to come within 100,000 or even 200,000 
of the correct number o~ acres. He kne\v nothing upon the ·subject 
whatever. He wa.s simply a know-nothing. They ceuld get nothing 
out of him except that it would be a great advantage to the United 
States that annexation should take place. And right here I would 
remark in pnssing tha~ it is the most singular faot connected with 
any treaty that I haYe over beard of, that the king of the country 
who is seeking to negotiate the treaty should have a minister at the 
seat of the foreign government urging the pa.ssage of a bill to carry 
the treaty into effect npon the ground that the ultimate result would 
be to destroy the kingdom which he represents. 

It requires great crotiulity to come to the conclusion that King 
Kalakaua and his minister plenipotentiary-and, I might say, in some 
respects "extraordinary"-entertain the idea that the result of this 
treaty will be the destruction of his kingdom. On the contrary, they 
desire the enactment of this law and th~ enforcement of this tren.ty 
for their pelluniary advantage, and they will reap all the benefits and 
the Unit.eti States will be the loser. 

Upon this point I desire to read from the Commercial Relations of 
the United States and Foreign Nations, page 707, to showwh:•t these 
people desire and are worlting for. The report that l now read from 
is authentic anti official. 

What we laok are not land and quality of soil, but population and a free market 
to encourage immigratWn and products. 

Do they' expect that their islands will be so far depopulated that 
they will naturally fall into the hands of the United States f Are 
they looking to that result T What they want is population and a 
free market. They do not lack land; they do not lack fertility of 
soil, but they do lack population and a free market, and the United 
States Government, with a 'liberality unsurpassed in the history of 
any Government, now proposes to give them exactly what they 
want. 

Mr. President, is it a rea,sonable hope on the part of tbe American 
people that when the population of these islands shall increase and 
they become wealthy and proud they will then -propose to annex them
selves to-the Unit.ed States or that they will be williug to surreuder 
their govE}l'nmentt Does anyhody suppose that King Kalakaua after 
awhile will be wandering on tnose bald mountains, monarch of all he 

. 
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surveys, 'Yithout a subject and offering his crown and scepter to any
one that will accept itt No, sir; King Kalakaua ha.q far more king
craft thau the United States Government. He sees w.hat his necessi
ties are and he sees exactly what are the appliances to be brought to 
bear in order to meet them. And with a. free market for his su~ar 
and rice, with the abundance of land which he has to cultivate, With 
the fertility of that soil, he knows that population will flow in upon 
him and that it will not be long before the depopulation will be 
checked and the increa.se of population will be vast. 

But is there any likelihood that he would ever propose to be an
nexed to the United States! On that subject let me refer again to 
.Mr. Nordhoff. Mr. Nordhoff considers the question as to whether 
there is any probability of this king surrendering his scepter; and as 
to whether even his subjects will ever consent that it shalll?e done. 
He says there is no desire on the part of the inhabitants to be an
nexed to the United States; even the half-caste population and th~ 
Chinese in their poverty and squalor are unwilling to be annexed t{) 
the United States. But when we shall give them the means to have 
wealth, and an annual tribute of from half a. million to a million and 
a half of dollars in duties, which they would otherwise pay, we will 
defeat the purpose we have in view, and make it, by our own act, ut
terly impossible that we shall acquire these islands except by force 
of arnis. 

Now I call attention to the fact that the estimated area of sugar
cane lands on these islands is 100,000 acres. There are thirty-two 
sugar plantations now under cultivation. Those thirty-two planta
tions em brace less than ten thousand acres. I make ali beral estimate; 
and those plantations produce now ~bout twenty-five million pmmds 
of su~ar, to say nothing of the molasses. The Commercial Relations, 
whicn I bold in my band, says: 

This group is capable of sustaining n. population of at least hn.lf a million souls, · 
and of producing for export a hundred million pounds of sugar, and fifty million 
poa.nds of rice; an equal amount of manila and ramie-hen:p, and other product& 

The· product of an acre in those islands, we ate told by several 
authorities, on the average is two· and one-half tons of sugar; that 
six tons of sugar can be raised, and in one instance upon seven acres 
of land fifty tons of sugar were raised. In this country an average 
crop of sno-ar per acre is one ton. · 
· Mr. \VEST. That is a very liberal average. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I put it in order to show that upon these islands 

they can produce two and a half times as much as we can on an 
average yield, and that when they bring their 100,000 acres of land 
into cultivation they will produce 400,000,000 tons of sugar. 

The ne.x:t proposition is, suppose that we acquire these islands, what 
will they costtbe United States f I have shown that even if tbe pop
ulation were so diminished that we can have the hope of ,acquiring 
the islands, it will take fifty years. At the beginning of this treaty 
we will surrender a half million of duties annually on rice a.nd tmgar, 
and it is but reasonable to assume that tbe increased production and 
consequent increased importation into the United States will soon 
swell our loss to between one and two milUons annually. So that 
at t.ho end of fifty years the cost to tbe Government of tbe United 
States would be between fifty and a hundred millions of dollars. Put
ting it at $1,000,000 a year, it is $50,000,000; putting it at $2,000,000 
a year, which would be a rea.sonable allowance upon the production 
of these islands, we should pay $100,000,000. · 

Mr. DAVIS. While the Senator is on that 'point I should like to 
have him state what amount of revenue he thinks would be lost by 
the treaty. I did not hear the Senator's statement. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will repeat, although I have stated it and so 
has the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. WEST.] · ' 

Mr. DAVIS. I heard the statement of the Senator from Louisiana., 
and I want to see whether the tw9 statements agree. 

Mr. NOR\VOOD. The amount of revenue that is derived by the 
imports of the Hawaiian Islands is about half a million dollars. Am 
I correctT 

Mr. WEST. Yes, sir. . 
~1r. NORWOOD. AnQ. the amount of trade, I will state, as I ~now 

1 assiug on that subject, that the United States Government has with 
those islands upon which we make a profit, I mean the gross trooe, 
is about $o00,000, so that we are now paying five-eighths of the 
amount of trade that we have for the privilege of this treaty. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator yield to meT 
Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. WEST. I wish tbe Senator to allow me to contribute somewhat 

to the reply which tbe Senator from West Virginia desired in regard 
t.o the commerce that is to accrue to this country if this treaty is rati
fied. I read from an official presentation of this case as made by the 
commissioners of the Sandwich Islands as au inducement for the rati
fication of this t1:eaty: 

The total value of articles imported into the Hawaiian Islancls, included in the 
treaty of 1866, which are proposed to be admitted into the Hawaiian port-s free of 
duty, amounted to $1,003,424.86, of which $483,711.76 came from the United States, 
and $519,713.10 came fr·om other countries ; but under such a treaty-

Meaning the treaty under consideration-
with its advanta~es favoring .American productions, most, if not all, would oome 
from the United ;:,t.ates. 

In other words, that we may expect to get most, if not all, of a trade 
of $500,000. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, when I was inteiTUpted by my 
friend from West Virginia I was showing that. we are endangering 
the interest of a helpless people. There are about a half million· of 
colored people in the State of Georgia, and yet their aggregate 'vealth 
is only about $7,000,000. ' 

But., Mr. President, suppose we should acquire the islands, what 
will they be when we get them f Upon this head the ineonsistency 
of the Senator from California strikes me as remarkable. He made 
a long and able argument here not long ago to satisfy tho American 
people tba.t the importation of the cooly labor upon the Pacific coast 
and the immigration of Chinese should be stopped. Tbe Americans 
on the Pacific slope are drivin_&" the Chinese away. But where do we 
find th~m when they leave \Jalifornia T Have they gone back to 
China f No, sir. They have lodged just where we shoold naturally 
expect them to drift-upon the Hawaiian Islands-and lodged· there 
because the proiluction of sugar and the production of rice have in
vited them. 

Now, suppose that tbe treaty be carded into effect, and suppose~ 
which I never believe will occur-that we shall acquire these islands, 
what do we get T ·Do we get American population t Do we get the 
thrifty and hardy sons of New England, or of tbe South, or the West T 
On the contrary, we shall acquire t.he native population of the Ha
waiian Islands, and t.he cooly population that would be introduced 
there as laborers, and tbe half-breeds that will be produced by'the 
intermarriage of these two classes of people; and who will be tbe 
capitalists, the people who will be tbe masters of the islands l They 
will be Americans, it is true; but their 'Proportion to tbe laboring 
population on those islands will not lie as 1 to 50. The capital will 
be carried there by them, the profits will be reaped by them; and all 
the interests npon those isl~tnds will be owned by them; but the peo
ple will be but a cooly colony. 

The honorable Senator from California is very eager in his endeav
ors to have this bill pass; but his endeavors are tending to the con
summation of a result which I dare say he does not desire. He does 
not want even by imnngration auy more Chinese in tbe United States. 
Ho certainly would not advocate the admission-of a cooly colony as 
one of the United States; and yet we can acquire no benefits from 
it further than we have now in our commercial relations or had under 
the treaty existing before this treaty was negoti.ated, unless we do 
annex them to our Government. 

Mr. President, I have shown that tbe Government of tbe United 
States in an economical point of view would not be benefited by the 
passage of this bill. ·I have shown; I think, that the acquisition of 
these islands is of no very great importance to our Government in a 
military point of view. The Government of the United States, there
fore, I Bay is in no sense interested in this treaty. The people of the 
United States will not be benefited by it. On the contrary we are 
paying out a vaat amount of revenue in grasping a.fter a shadow. 

But, sir, there are some who will be benefit,ed by the passage of 
this bill, but the number is very small. They are a few capitalists 
who reside in Boston and New York and San Francisco. The' class 
in Boston and ~\cw York are those who own· the sugar plantations 
upon the islands. I bave tbe statistics here which I will quote. 
There are upon the islands in operation now thirty-two sugar planta
tiOifs, and of that number twenty-five are owned by American citi
zens. There are iu San Francisco a few sugar refiners who are in
stigating this treat.y for their own advantage. 

With the duty off, they can make a profit upon their sugare that 
cannot be thought of by the producers of suga~ in the United States, 
and they can finally run the su~ars that are produced in Louisiana 
and other points in the United ~taLes out of the market. This will 

·,appear by a very easy calculation. It is sai(l by our friends that the 
sugar will never pass beyond the Pacific coast ; that it will never 
reach the Atlantic coast. This is a mistake. At the present time 
sugar, molasses, and rice are imported· from the Hawaiian Islands 
into tbe Atlantic ports. Iu one notable instance a small shipment 
of molasses came around the Cape, went to New York, 1 hence to New 
Orleans, and was sold at a profit. Over sixty-seven thousand pounds 
of rice within a short time were imported from thol5e islands into the 
Atlantic ports. 

I mention t.hese facts simply to show that the assumptioathat the 
rice and sugar from the Hawaiian Islands will never interfere with 
the rice and sugar produced on tbe Atlantic Coast is entirely without 
foundation. With a duty of two and one-half cents on rice and an . 
average duty of about three cents upon su~ar and of five cents agal
lon upon molasses, those articles have already been imported and 
sold at a profit in our Atlantic porl8. 

The sugar and rice planters in Hawaii and the refiners in Califor
nia will be benefited by this treaty. There are no other persons who 
are interested in it . . Are the people of California interested in this 
bill T If you will except the sugar refiners, they are not. And why 
do I say soT The cost of transporting sugar from the Atlan~ c States 
and California is about equal to the dnty npon sugar imported into 
the United States, so that when the l?roducer of sugar comes from 
Honolulu with his cargo to San Francisco and puts it upon the -mar
ket for sale the only competition he will have will be thd sugars that 
have been introduced from other countries subject to duty or sugars 
that may be shipped from the Atlantic coast over the continent with 
the freight added, so that be will be enabled to command his own 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. AUGUST 14, 

price, which cannot be affected except by the. price of other sugars 
with the duty or the freight added. . 

A word as to who will be injured by carrying this treaty in to effect; 
and this is the saddest part of this question. There is a class of peo
ple who will be injured by it, and that elMS I in part represent:. The 
Senator from California hoped that this question would not oe con
sidered in a sectional light. I do not propose to treat it in a sectional 
light at all; but I do propose to say a few words in reference to a 
class of people who live mainly in but one section of this country1 
which elMS of people are more interest¢ in thq defeat of this bill ana 
the non-fulfillment of this treaty than all the United States besides, 
because upon the duty that now is imposed upon sugar and rice their 
livelihood depends. The production of rice in the South has gone on 
increasing, until its production from 1865 to 1875 bas increased, in 
round numbers, from 11,000,000 pounds to 82,000,000 pounds f Why 
bas that increase taken place f Simply because two and a half cents 
a pot!nd duty was imposed upon rice, and but for that there is not a 
single rice plantation in the whole~£ the South that would not have 
been abandoned at the close of the war. Rice-planters have been 
here before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and on a former oc
casion before the Committee on Finance, and they have shown that 
their profits lie within the duty that is imposed on rice. The price 
of rice from eleven and a half cents in 1865 has fallen to five and a 
half cents. Take two and a half cents from five and a half cents and 
yon reduce the price of rice below the cost of production. It cannot 
be produced at three cents a pound. · 

I hold in my band a memol'ial that was laitl before the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It is signed by delegations from South Caro
lina, Georgia, and Louisiana, and sets forth the merits of this ques
tion. I call attention to these facts, that dependent upon the protluc
tion of rice and sugar in Sooth Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana, 
there are over two hundred and fifty thousand people, and or that 
number the whites are so. small a proportion that they are not wor1h 
considering in the estimate. There is invested in the State of Loui
siana a total of $80,000,000 employed in producing su~ar and rice. If 
this treaty is carried into effect, to put the question m the~ simplest 
form to prevent all exaggeration, the interest of these people will be 
hazarded by the Government of the United States. I go further and 
say that we are not only periling the interests of those people, bnt I 
have shown you that the stimulus of t]¥)se products in these islands 
will be such that those products will be brought in competition with 
the sugar and rice produced in the United States, and will finally 
bear down the prices of those products until they will go below the 
cost of production; and when that occurs the cultivation of sugar 
and rice in the United States must be abandoned. My honorable 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] smiles ·at the idea of the pro
duction of rice and sugar in this country ever being abandoned. 

Mr. EATON. No; but that it should be abandoned owing to the 
production in the Sandwich Islands. 
Mr~NORWOOD. If my honomble friend bad done me the honor to 

listen to the statistics which I ba.ve given, showing how large an 
amount of rice and sugar can be produced in those islands, he would 
not smile. He would have observed that rice already bas been im
ported into this country from those islands with a duty of two and a 
half .cents a pound on it and sold at a profit, and be wonJd have ob
served that the production of sugar in those islands can be brought 
to snob a point, as appears from the statistics of Mr. Pierce, who 
was the minister to Hawaii, that they can export conveniently 100,000,-
000 pounds of sugar. 

I was speaking of the injury that woulrl be sustained by the col
ored people of the South. I appeal to those who claim to have been 
humane to them that they shall continue their humanity, to those 
who have been philanthropic to the colored people to continue their 
philanthropy. They have in their wisdom made the~ ~itizens of the 
United States. They have taken them from a conditiOn of mental 
darkness, that no other people on this continent has ever been under, 
and have placed· them on a common platform with all other American 
citizens. I ask that those who have done this work shall continue in 
what they consider t.beir good work; that they shall not now, after 
lifting these people up by one hand, strike them down with the other; 
that they shall not when they ask them for bread give them a stone ; 
but that they shall continue to sustain them, to maintain them, and 
prevent them from retrograding into barbarism. Suppose that capi
tal and labor within the Southern States should be divorced, and the 
interest of one should be adverse to the interest of the other. Then 
.my honorable friend from Connecticut says there would be ana;rcby, 
and be is correct. It would be different from the condition of affairs 

.in any other section of the Unio"Q, and why! Because the races are 
nearly equally divided; one is black and the other is white. The black 
is the laborer and tlle white is the capitalist. To-day they are mutu
ally dependent, but if to-morrow you should divide them and ~ay that 
capital and labor are no longer dependent upon each other m these 
States, that the white man hfLS no fu1·ther interest in the black man 
than that dictated by humanity, you would organize anarchy; and 
you, Mr. President, [Mr. SPE~CER in the chair,] know as well as I clo 
that snob would be the result. There is no greater calamity t.hat can 
befall a people than that capital and labor should be aRtagonized. 
When that day'Bball come the governments in ten States in this Union 
will return to their original elements, and yon will have to reconstruct, 
and reconstruct when you will have a discordant element that no power 
can control. You never can unite in close bonds of sympathy two races 

as diverse as the white and the black when you separate their mutual 
interests. With the white race it is different; with the Mongolian 
race it might be different; but between those races which are the an
tipodes of the human family such can never be the result. Therefore 
I appeal to those who have been philanthropic to this race not now to 
turn their backs upon t.hem. What kind of humanity is that wbich 
will deny sustenance to this people! What kind of philanthropy is 
that which will now turn its back upon them and legislate for ·the 
heathens in the Pacific Ocean f What kind of statesmanship is that 
which will strike down two of the great industrial interests of this 
country, rice aml sugar, for the purpose of stimulating them in tbe 
far-off islands of the sea f 
~ I say that there is not only imminent danger of your destroying 
the rice and the sugar interests of the South aml turning loose three 
hundred thousand blacks to run as savages through the wilderness 
and of desolating a rich and a fruitful tract of country which has 
hitherto bloomed and blossomed under cultivation by the black race 
managed by the white race. but that you will reduce that population 
to a condition of starvation; for when the white man of the South 
shall withdraw his helping band from the black man, he will be help-
less and will go baek to a state of barbarism. • . 

.Mr. President, if it was only a conjecture and a reason:~ble conjec
ture made to the mind of this Senate that it wonlcl imperil the inter
est of this people, it should give them pause. This Hawaiian treaty 
is a matter of no great consideration. I have shown that but few 
people are interested in it. I have shown that the Government will 
lose revenue by it annually. I have shown that there is no prospect 
of ever acquiring those islands and if we should that it will be at the 
e~d of fifty ~ears, long after all who a1·e within the sound of my voice 
will be sleepmg beneath the sod. I have shown that instead of ac
quiring them we are now setting upon foot a process bv which we 
will make it impossible that we shall ever acquire them, 'because we 
are now building up a kingdom, that otherwise wonld perish. 'Ve 
are stimulating a kinrrdom, whereas, if we bold our bands off the 
probability is that, u~ess immigration shall increase there without 
this stimulus, that population would gradually die away. aml then 
they mi~llt make application to become a sister-republic instead of 
continumg as a k_ingdom. I have shown these things; and I say that 
the bare snggestwn that we may destroy the inte,rests of the black 
race should make us recede. What greater cruelty can be practiced 
by this Congress than to impose upon the ignorant colored men of 
this country f When I say impose upon them I do not mean hood
winking them, deceiving them, cheating them; but I mean that im
position which carries them to the earth beneath a wei~bt which they 
cannot be~r. Yet those wbo .~ave set them upon their feet propose 
now to stnke them to the earth again and put them in a far worse 
condition than they were in before. Then they had masters ; those 
masters had an interest in them; they cared for them; they healed 
them when they were sick and ministered to their wants. They did 
it not only from interest, but humanity; but if yon break the bond 
ofinterest that holds the white and the black together in the South, 
the end will be want first and destruction after to the blacks. 

Wisdom suggests .that we should foster our own people rather than 
the heathen in the isles of the sea. Enlightened statesmanship looks 
first to home, and then lopks abroad.. Philanthropy ca11: <lo no better 
work than to care for the heathen at its own door; and that political 
economy is the best which provides for the domestic general welfare. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A me~age from the President of the United States by U. S. GRANT, 

jr., his Secretary, announced that the President had on the 12th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 1007) concerning the em-
ployment of Indian scouts. gil 

The message also announced that the President had"~n this day ap
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 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 ; · • 

An act (S. No. 413) establishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, 
as a port of appraisal ; · 

Au act (S. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice; 
An act (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 

to carry the mails in their new iron steamsbi ps; and 
An act (S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of 

the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 187 4 and 
1875 • 

, MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE • 

A message from the Hoose of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House ha(l agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian triues for tl~e year ending 
J nne 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from California to yield to me to 
present a conference report. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly, if it does n:>tdisplaee the regular order. 
Mr. WINDOM. I present the report of the copference committee 

on the Indian appropriation bill. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no need to read it at this present mo

ment. Let it be read when we act upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternpcrre. Does the Senator desire the present 

consideration of the report T 
.Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish it read at t.his moment, until we 

consider it. I do not ask it to go over until to-morrow, but that it be 
laid aside for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will lie on the table for 
the present. 

SIXTEENTH AND SEVENTEE..""'TH JOINT RULES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from California to allow 
to be taken up, a.s a. matter of courtesy t.o the House, a. rasolution the 
House has sent here suspending, as they supposed, the sixteenth and 
seventeenth joint rules T 

Mr. SARGENT. If it will not lead to debate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It should not lead to debate. If it does, we can 

lay it over. . 
Mr. SARGENT. I will yield subject to a call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

concnrrent resolqtion of the House of Representatives: 
Ruolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the six. 

teenth and seventeenth jomt rules be suspended for tho remainder of the session. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On that subject I offer the following resolution: 
Resol11ed, That the resolution of the Honse of Representatives presont~d thls day 

in the following words : "Resolved by the Home of Representatives, (the Senate con
curring,) That the sixteenth and seventeenth joint niles be sns~nded for there
mainder of t.he session," be respectfully returned to the Honse of Representatives, 
with the statement. that as the Honse of Representatives has not notified the Sen
ate of the adoption of joint rnles for this present session, aa proposed by the res
olution of the Senate of the 20th day of January last and transmitted to the Honse 
of Representatives on the 22d day of the same month, there are no joint rules in 
force. 

BY unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso-
lution. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempare. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont. · 

The resolution was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M . .ADAMS, 
ita Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro ternpote of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No.1594) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year end
ing June 30, 1877, nnd for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President PJ'O t~mpore. 

THE HAWA.IIA.J."'f TREATY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider
. ation of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a ·convention be
tween the United States of America and HiR Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I should deem myself wanting in 
my duty if I consumed at t.his late hour any considemble 5lme of the 
Senate in debating the question now under consideration; but I 
should consider myself mor~ wanting if I were to allow the measure 
to pass in silence. The Senator from California seems to have taken 
the charge of this bill, and the Committee on Foreign Relations ap
pear to have abdicated all·control over it. I regret that this seems 
to indicate that there is a greater local interest than general interest in 
the bill. It was argued bythe_Senator from California that there was 
something of honor involved on the part of the Senate in passing the 
bill at the present time. I hold that the Senate is as independent of 
the Executive as it is of the House, and in this bill, where it was es
pecially provided in the treaty from which it originated or which was 
the cause of this bill, that the treaty should not go into operation until 
the laws necessary to carry it into effect should be passed by Congress, 
it is clear that the8enatetranscend nothing beyond theirordinaryduty 
in giving thi~ bill a. thorough scrutiny, and may pass or reject it solely. 
I am quite ready to concede that a body that pa.ssed upon a treaty by 
a two-thirds majority is quite capable of pa.ssing the bill carrying it 
into effect by a majority; but so far as our powers or duties are con
cerned we are as free to pass upon the merits of this question now a..s 
we were originally; as free as Adam when he left Paradise with all 
the world before him where to choose. 

I only desire to consider this question in relation to its national 
and political aspects for a moment, not in ita local bearing, but to as
certain whether it is in harmony with American institutions or not. 
I say for one that it is wholly un-American. It is in conformity with 
the traditions of monarchy, and not in harmony with the idea of a 
republican form of government. Under monarchical forms of govern
ment it is true that the executive holds almost omnipot-ent power in 
rela-tion to treaties, and often in relation even to taxation; but not so 
under a republican form of government, and especially not so in rela
tion to this bill. Our Constitution provides that all revenue bills 
shall originate in the House of Representatives. Where did this 
bill really originate f Clearly it originated in the State Depart
ment, where the treaty was made, and not in the House of Represent-
atives. It is therefore, in my judgment, not only a plain violation 
of the spirit of the Constitution, bnt it is of the most vicious char
acter; for if the Executive and the Senate may interfere an<.l make a 
treaty with so unimportant a kingdom as the Hawaiian Islands, we 
may make it with all other po~ers. If we may make it with Hawaii 
in relation to sugar and rice, w by not with Norway in relation to iron, 

or with Switzerland or Italy in relation to silks' There is DO stop
ping-place when you once enter upon this policy; therefore I say it 
is a policy clearly uu-American and anti-republican. 

Then, in addition to that view, when we. come to look at its finan
cial aspect, in its effects upon the country, taking a broad view of it, 
I hold that it is clearly onr duty not to do anything that would gre:ttly 
injure the sugar-producing interests of this country. It is an article 
"that we consume so very largely and which we pay for mainly in coin 
to other countries, that by every possible means we ought to encour
age the growth of both the cane sugar 'IDd of beet sugar; but this 
is a measure which is calculated to act disastrously upon both of those 
interests. It may be asked how. I assert that the effect will be pre
cisely the same that it would be if the same amount of sugar should be 
smuggled free of duty into the country. What would be the effect 
of smuggling 25,000,000 pounds of sugar into this con~try f We 
all know that it would operat-e to the great injury of all those who 
are en~aged in the bUBiness of importing sugar into this cormtry. 
Take tne port of Portland; and I am sorry not to see my friend, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. !IA.MLIN] in his seat. The port of Portland, 
Maine, h38 been built up by the molasses and sugar trade of the West 
India Islands, and its present prosperity largely tlepends upon that 
interest. How will.his constituents like it to have that interest seri
ously embarrassed, as it will be, by this measure! We know that at 
the present time Cuba has raised or is about to raise her export duties 
upon sugar. Of courst> that increases the profits upon the importa
tion of Hawaiian sugar, and if it operates upon the interests of su~ar 
importers on the Atlantic coast as the large frauds in the smuggling 
of silks a year or two since operated in New York, it will confuse and 
destroy the profit-s of the whole year's business. While I am disposed 
to hold treason as a great crime, yet I am the last man who would 
strike down the national interests of our southern brethren-prosperity 
makes good citizens-and I regard this as a mea.sure affecting gr~at 
and vital interests of the South. Instead of doing anything to dis
courage the growth of sugar and of rice in the Southern States we 
ought b;y every possiule means with any, even ordinary, statesman
ship to rncrease the products, both as a. profit to that community 
and to prevent the large aun'lal exportation of coin for the payment 
of our imports of foreign sugar and rice. . 

This measure will not be ·likely to operate much to the benefit, a.s 
my friend from California thinks, of California. The cost of sugar to 
consumers will be diminished but very little. There are but a small 
number there engaged in sugar refineries, and tAey are the only class 
of people who will be largely benefited by it. If they have notal
ready made bargains with the sugar producers of Hawaii by which 
they are to share some portions of the profits which will be derived 
from the entrance of the sugars free of dnty, their profits will not be 
very large, and in the en£1 the Hawaiian sugars will rise in grade aud 
no longer need much refinins:. There are none of the sugar plantations 
which are owned by Hawruians. They are all owned by Americans 
and other foreigners. If this was to benefit the people of Hawaii we 
might look upon it with more tolerance, but the people of Hawaii are 
nn willing to labor; they love idleness and- dissipation, and they have 
already by the action of their Legislative Assembly sent out agents in 
order to obtain Chinese cooly laborers to supply their expected wants. 
I find in a Hawaiian paper which is upon my desk that they appro
priated in the Legislative Assembly $5,000 to send to China for Chineso 
laborers, and the act of the agent was criticised in their legislative 
halls because inst-ead of going to China for these coolies he went to 
San Francisco, and obtained four hundred of them. This shows how 
little interest the people of Hn.waii have in t.his matter. 

When this treaty was under consideration .it was represented that 
it would cost the Government of the United States in its Treasury De
partment but $370,000. I want to show that, basing the estimate 
upon the returns of last year, ending December 31, 1875, the loss would 
have been $530,000. For the last four months the loss would have been 
$200,090.0-1, and showing that even for the present year it will be over 
600,000. There is no one who is acquainted at all with the facts who 

does not t>stimate that this prod oct will not only be largely increased, 
but whatever they have heretofore sent to other conntries or con
sumed themselves will be at once sent here; because insteacl of con
suming their own sugar they will import sugars from abroad in order 
to obtain the profit of duties that are relinquished upon whatever 
they may send here, where they will obtain the same prices received 
on duty-paid sugars. 

In addition, no one can soberly·deny but what the amount of the 
sugar products and rice products in Hawaii may be largely increased. 
Unquestionably they can be very largely increased, at least to four 
~imes their present amount, which would amount t.o something like 
a. loss of two million and a half dollars of revenue annually. We 
are to pay this to a sugar-producing country where our trade is now 
in a more healthy state than with any other surrar-producing coun
try in the world. It is a little singular that in selecting this country 
with which to make a reciprocity treaty in relation to sugars we 
should have selected the very place in all the world where our trade 
is in a healthy condition. Instead of going to some other country to 
which we export but a sma.ll amount in comparison with the amoul).t 
of our importations, we go to Hawaii, where the only balance that we 
really paid last. year in coin was $40,000 of-silver. 

It seems- to me very extraordinary that this should have been done. 
We are not to gain anything iu trade with Hawaii, f\S we already 
nearly monopolize it. The ouly increase of their populution in con-
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sequence of this treaty will be the increase of the cooly population find is indispensable, if they would prevent these fraudti. We have 
which does not and caQnot., as is quite notorious, consume a.ny large now a law, section 1731 of the Revised Statutes: 
amount of our manufactures. The amount of gain that we are to H any c.onsnl, vice-oontml, commercial agent, or VIce commercial agent falsely 
have in this affair is the relinquishment of only about thirty or forty nnd knowingly certifies that property belonging to forei~ers is 'Property bolong
thoasand dollars of Hawaiian duties now levied upon the American ing to citizens of the Unite(j_ Stat~s. be shall be punishable by imprtsonment for not 
manufacturers. If there is any member of the Committee on Foreign more than three years and by a. fine of not more than $10,000. 
Relations here I should like to ask him what is the Hawaiian duty I want to impose a fine; th'at, if he shall certify ,that any sugar or 
upon lumber. I tl,llnk it is a matter that the Committee on Foreign rice is the product of Hawaii when it is not, there shall be a law to 
Relations ought to know and probably do know something al)out. punish the offense. I will say to Senators that while the Secreta.ry 

Mr. SARGENT. Ten percent. 11dt:alm·ern. • of the Treasury has power to issue rules aod regulutions, he hfts no 
Mr. MORRILL. I t.hink it is not that. I know that a very con- power to punish for a violation of such rules and regulations. There

siderable amount of our exportations are now free, and there is but fore while I know t.hat my friend from California will be impatient 
10 per cent. levied upon anything that I am aware of. They must at the slightest reference to any amendment, though it is merely to 
have provisions, breadstuffs, and meat, and they must also have lum- pre\"ent a large amount of frauds, yet I do insist that in point of even 
ber. I (lo not know what the amount of duty upon lumber is, but decent legislation such an amendment is indispensable and will not 
that is one of the largest items that ·is in the trade. For this petty in the least hazard the passage of the bilL I present the following 
sum that they are to relinquish, thirty or forty thousand dollars, we amendments and ask that they be read. 
are to relinquish somewhere about $600,000 this year, and more here- The PRESIDENT pro ternpo1·e. The Senatorfrom Vermont proposes 
after, increasing year aft-er year until the expiration of the treaty. amendments, which will be read. · · 

!consider this one of the worst possible bm·gains that ever was The CHIEF CLERK. Inline22,afterthAword "forc~,!'itismoved 
present.ed to the American Senate. Usually it has been claimed that' to insert" subject, however, to be suspended whenever the conditions 
the Americans in diplomacy have been the equals of other nations; and stipulations contained in articles 2 and 4 of said convention shall 
but here w~ allow oUI'86lves, by long importunity touching a measure not be faithlully observed by His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
that ha.s 'Qeen pending and pushed for ten years, at last to be cheated Islands." 
more ~ban 10 or 20 to 1 in a matter of dollars and cents, and much .Mr. MORRILL. That is in accordance with the usual practice on
more than that as a question of na.tional economy. In relation to der such treaties, and there is no provision by which this treaty can 
these poor people ·out there, I . see nn account in this paper, already be terminated short of waiting until Congress should convene, pro
referred to, as to their legislature, composed of nobles and representa- vided the Hawaiian government should at any time fail to execute 
tives. This paper says: it according to its ter.ms. I wish to leave power in the Executive to 

A month has elapsed since the Assembly met, and the policy of the government, terminat-e this treaty if they shall so fail at any time. That is one 
as it may bo.g~theied from the tmdget-tli? only tangible ntteranoe th.1,t has come amendment. There are others. Let them be read. 
from the numstry-may- be summed up ill those words: "More Chinese,"" In- Mr. BOUTWELL. There are three reasons in way of objection to 
creased expenditures and increased debt." the amendment, either of which in my opinion is fatal to it or suffi-

Mr. EDMUNDS. "What paper is that f cient to sbow that the amendment itself is unnecessary. The first is 
Mr. :MORRILL. It is The Pacific Commercial Advertiser, published that the Hawaiiun government, if this treaty boat all favorable to the 

at Honolulu, Hawaii, under date of June 3, 18iG. Then again, I find people of that country, and especially if it be favorable to that peo-
in lo~king o~er it~ several matt-e!li. of in_terest:. < ple in any degree proportionate to the representations made by Sen-

Dnnng the discussiOn npon the resolution., q.s 1s nsnal ill the assembly- a tors upon this floor who oppose the bilJ, will prevent by their own 
That is, upon the discussion of tho vote of the want of confidence poliey and their own conduct any fraudulent practices in their oos-

in the ministry, I believe- tom-houses. That first reason is connected with tho secoml, which 
a. great deal of irrelevant talk was introduced about the useless nature of the is--
treaty, some declaring it would <lo no ~~d to the poor natives, but only to sugar- Mr. MORRILL. Let the other amendments be read. You have 
planters, and others who were already nob. only heard part of them. 

I think they were pretty sensible. Then there was a discussion in .Mr. BOUTWELL. I thoucrht I had heard the whole. 
relation to the consideration of the treaty, and a claim that it should Mr. MORRILL. No. ~::~ 
be sent to. them to :pass judgment upon it; but the ministry would Mr. BOUTWELL. Then it is worse, probably, than I supposed. 
not allo'Y It, but cltume.d tb~y had this. whole power, alm?st as .much The CHIEF CLERK. It is also proposed to insert as additional sec-
as my fnend. from California who thmks we should rat~fy th1s law tions the following: · 
and vote for It at once because the treaty ha.s been negotiated. SEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized from 

On Thursday, Mr. Preston offered the following resolution: "That a select com- time to time to make aucl prescribe, in atlrlition to requirements for the verification 
mittce be appointed to inquire into and ascertain upon what terms L. Aseu was of invoices under existing laws, such rules and regnlations and conditions relative 
sent to China by the government to obtain inunigy11.nts nml wlty he is returnin~ to the evidence, which eball include the declaration nnder oath of the owner, ship
from San .lhaucisco with Chinese, and upon what terms and conditions tbeso 1>er, or manufacturer, and the certificate of the consul, vice-consnl, commercial 
Chinese were taken on board the vessel chartered, and on what terms they l\l'e to agent, or vice.commorcial agent, that any articles of morch:mc}.iso proposed to be 
be landed here," &c. expol'ted from tbollawaiian Isl:mdsand to be ootnittedioto the portR of tho United 

So that it appears the negotiation of this treaty is to make the bnsi- States of America. free of duty under lhe first article of t~.o convention aforesaid 
· . . . . . . are tho growth and produce or manufacture of the Hawauan Islands, as may be 
ness of UI~portmg Chmese ~nto Honolulu a lively aff:ur, aml that, I necessary for the pl'otection of the revenue a.n.d in conformity to article 3 of the 
suppose, would not be v-ery dll!agreeable to my friend, the ~a tor from aforesaid convention. 
Californig,, who uttered one of the most vehement philippics against SEc. 3. Tbnt if any oonsul,,vice-cons~l. commercial agent, ~r vice-commercial 
the importation of such persons into San Francisco that 1 remember agent shall falsely nnd knoWlllg~~ certify that any mercban(llse. about to b~ ex-. · . . . . . ported from any p011. of the Hawauau Islands to any port.of tho Umtod Stab~s JS of 
ever to have _heard. Still the Sen~tor 1t 18 fatr to presume lS m favor the ~wth and produce or manufacture of the Hawaiian Islnnds, be shall on con
of having thl8 ~ort of population mcre~sed_there, and in the end we vict10n. thereof many com~ of Ct?mpetontjurisdiction for!eit a.ml pay a fino of uot 
are to take the Isla.nd under our flag With 1ts population and what- exceedmg .$10,000, at tho discretion of the court, and be unpnsoned for any term 
ever incumbrances may exist. not exceOOi.ng three years. 

Mr. President, I do not feel authorized to consume any great length Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, those supplementary clauses 
of time on this subject; bot, as I feel that this treaty is destined to seem to relate to the main proposition which is first stated in the 
be terminated at the very earliest opportunity that the Congress can amendment, umi would not therefore change the views which I en
lay hands upon it and with m01·e alacrity even than was the reci- tertain concerning the proposition itself. 
procity treaty with Canada terminated, I desire to prevent, as much First, then, it is not necessary, because the Hawaiian government 
as possible, some of the mischiefs likely to arise in consequence of has a reason for fulfilling t1e treaty in its precise intent, which is 
insufficient laws upon the statute-books to punish fraud in relation strong in proportion to the advantages which the people of that conn
to any importations from Hawaii not entitled to the benefits of this try are to derive from the treaty; and just as strong as is the opinion 
reciprocity tariff. It is obvious that there will be a very large temp- or the representation of the Senator from Vermont or his associates 
tation to fr::t.ud when they send their sugar here, not worth perhaps who oppose this treaty that it is advantageous to the people of 
but a little more than the amount of the duty imposed upon it and Hawaii, just in that proportion is tho strength of our security that 
they will be lik.ely to send wh11ot are not strictly the product.s of they will maintain inviolate the treaty in this particular. 
Hawaii. We have no rules or regulations now which would author- Mr, MORRILL. If the Senator will excuse me, I have not repre
ize our consuls there to as~ertaiu about that fact and to punish any sented that this was going to be any advantage to the people of Ha.
attempt that might be made fraudulently to take East India sugars waii, but only to the planters. I think it will not be of any advan
and send them her& for the products of Hawaii. I morely desire to tacre t.o the people. 
offer an amendment to the bill that shall remedy this defect. Other- i1r. BOUTWELL. I will ask the Senator by what process he sop
wise yon leave the door open to the introduction of any amount of poses this treaty has been attained on the part of Hawaii; tha.t is, 
rice and sugar in a fraudulent way, for you cannot distinguish tho what influences in the islands have induced the Government to assent 
different kinds of rice, whether one is the product of Hawaii nr the to the treatyf 
product of China, nor Cl.J.U Hawaiian sugar be-distinguished from that Mr. MORRILL. I would rather not discuss the in.ftuences that 
of India. It need not be said, as it may be by some who are very have brought about this treaty. 
zealous for the sudden and instant passage of this bill, that the Mr. BOUTWELL. Then I will assume one of two influences, 
House of Representatives will not be willing to pass an amendment either derived from the people of whom we speak on the one hand, 
that shall bar out this opportunity for francl. I therefore ask the who as is said by the Senator from Vermont are not to derive any n.d 
candid judgment of the Senate upon an amendment which I shall vantages from this treaty, and therefore it follows that they hu.d no 
propose and which SeMtors, if they will examine the subject, will power in making the treaty and will have no interest in keeping it, 
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and hen~e will have no capacity to annul it. But if there are people now seek aid and protection somewhere else. If we reject this treaty 
in the Hawaiian Islands who are interested in this treaty, the proba- we transfer these islands eHher to l!.,rance or to Great Britain, and we 
bililiy is tlw,t they had some agency in the process on the part of the diminish our markets, we diminish our political power, we limit the 
Hawaiian government by which it waa secured, and the influence of influence of our instJ.tutions, we circumscribe American ideas, we 
tha,t body of people in the Hawaiian Islantls will remain and their retard the progress of American civilization in its advance westward. 
influ~nce will be exerted to secure the faithful performance of the Any one of these considerations is worth more to the people of this 
stipulations contained in the treaty, and they will exert them elves country than the one-half million or more dollars that you say will 
in that direction just in proportion to the advantages they derive be lost by this treaty. 
from jt. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate lay aside the pending 

Further, the amendment is entirely unnecessary from the circum- order informally that we can take up the concurrent resolution for 
stance that it proposes that when the Hawaiian government violates adjournment. 
the treaty the treaty shall be abrogated. We do not need legi!;lation Mr. SARGENT. I understand we can have a vote on this proposi
to secure that. By the well-understood and uniformly practiced law tion in a very short time. I believe there is only one other speech 
of nations, whenever a treaty is violated on the pa.r:t of one of the to be made. I make this suggestion to the Sen!tte: that by going on 
contracting parties the other contracting party has a right to annul I wit.hout taking a recess we can adjourn the Senate by midnight. If 
the treaty ; and therefore we do not need to legislate, because we we waste time in the discussion of the order of business we cannot 
have better security than legit~lation can furnish. If the treaty is not do it. Now let us run on smoothly, and I have no doubt we can ad
faithfully kept by the Hawaiian government, we shnll have the right jorirn by t.hat time. 
in good faith and according to the law of nations to annul it. Mr. HITCHCOCK I have been waiting patiently nearly all day. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me a moment to call his I have no disposition to interfere with the passage of the bill of the 
attention to the fact that tJle bill which is pending is au exact copy Senator. 
of the law found in voluwe 10 of the Statutes at Large to giveetlect Mr. SARGENT. I understand that; I make the suggestion in per-
to the reciprocity t1·eaty with Canada, where the suhject was articles feet gootl faith. I think we can adjourn to-night. 
which were the growth or produce of Canada, New Brunswick, Nova Mr. HITCHCOCK. If we take up the resolution of adjournment 
Scot.ia, &c. We have followed the exact precedent. In regard to and fix a time-- · 
the penalties, the other portion of the amendment, section 5442 of Mr. SARGENT. That very thing may prevent our adjournment 
the Revised Statutes provides : because things may arise and Senators do not like to talk agains ttime~ 

Every consul, vice-conRul, commercial agent~ or vice-commercial agent who Mr. HITCHCOCK. If t.he time was fixed it certainly could be 
knowingly and fal~iely certifies to any invoice 01· o~ber papers to which hls certifi- changed if a chango should be fonnd necessary. 
ca.te is by law authorized or required, shallue puuiAb&l by a fine of not more than Mr. SARGENT. I insist on the.regular order. 
$10,000 and by imprisonment for a te1·m not more than three years. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I tmppose the regular order is my motion. 

It applies to t.his; it applies to everything. 1\Ir. LOGAN. I insist on the regular ortl.er. 
Mr. BOUTWELL. But I beg to say to my honorable friend from Mr. HiTCHCOCK. That is my motion. I should like to test the 

Califoruia that a refere11ce to t.be proceedings of Congress in rega.rd sense of the Senate. I {eel as unwilling to interfere with this bill as 
.. to the r~ciprocity t1·eaty with Canada. would. be the most unwelcome anv one--
precedent for my friend from Vermont tha,t could be offered. Mr. SARGENT. We can get this out of the way in twenty min-

Mr. SARGENT. That I am aware of. · ntes, I hope. 
l\1r. BOUTWELL. I imagine that his chief reason for objecting to Mr. MORTON. I ~uggest to the Senator to let the vote be taken ou 

this treaty is the apprehension he entertains that it may be a prece- the bill. 
dent at some future time for anuther reciprocity treaty with Canada. Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the vote can be taken, I shall not interpose. 
or some ot.ber country on ~orne side of om· own territory. Mr. SARGENT. I understand that one Senator wishes to state 

But the third reason is that the amendment is for the time being his views merely, not occupying much time. Then I believe we can 
fatal to the bill. We know perfeotly well that at this stage of the have a vote. I hope the Senator will with(lraw his motion. 
session to adopt an amendment to this bill and send it to tho House Mr. HITCHCOCK. I withdraw it for the present. 
is to dispose of it for this session of Congress. Mr. LOGAN. Mr. Presitl.ent, I desire to tl.etain the Senate but a. 

I do not olaim that because this Senate by a two-thirds ma-jority very few moments in reference to this question. I look npon the 
has ratified a treaty it is bound to pass such laws as are necessary ml:'asure as one of very great importance to this country, and I differ 
for the execution of the t1·~aty; but I do say that having ratified a with the views of certain Senators whose ideas seem to be in refer
treaty by a two-thirds majority, and the facts remaining substan- once to a question of this kind merely dollars and cents. I fear that 
tially as they were when the treaty was ratified, this Senate cannot our statesmanship of to-day appertaining to all of us differs very rna
take a different position or fail to carry into effect its own treaty rati- terially from what American statesmanship w ..ts in times gone by. It 
fied after debate and due consideration. If there were new facts, if ' was once considereu good statesmanship to look somewhat to the 
thero ·was any disclosure of any improper proceedings concernin" the future and the great development of this country and at that which 
negotiationortheratificationofthetreaty,ifin any~ense itwasc~lcn- would aid in its development aml advancement; bnt nowadays it 
lated toproduceresnltsdifferentfrom those anticipated at the time the seems to be statesmanship whenever a question arises to take out a 
treat.y W3.8 negotiated, then the Senate might take advantage of its pencil or a pen and cipher np how many five-cent pieces the United 
"sober second thought," supported by new facts and new information. States of America will lose at the present time if some measure shall 
But in this case nothing has occurred, and nothing, I may say, has be enacted into a law. 
been stated on the floor of the Senate in the debate upon this bill The idea that this proposition shonld be ciphered and figured on in 
that was not stated snbi;tantially, and 1 think indeed with more reference to dollars and cents, when the amount is a J?lere bagatelle 
elaboration and detail when the treaty itself was under considertion. at best., is something that strikes me as unsound in statesmanship. 

I accept this treaty and the consequences of this treaty not on ac- l\Iy friend from Georgia, [Mr. NORWOOD,] who has great sympathy 
count of the mere advantage ono way or the oth~r of the slight trade for tho laboring people of Georgia, the colored people-and I aJ.mire 
that is going on between theseislandt~ and the United States, and if the his sympathy for them-is very mnch alarn;ted, if this bill shoultl. 
losses of revenue were twice what they are shown to be it would not pass, for fear that some poor colored ma.n wtll not be employed to 
disturb me in my opinion t.hat as a measure of public policy this is do a day's labor in the cultivation of rice. Therefore he sayB this 
one of the best opportunities the country has had for the enlarge- !Jill is inhumanity it.self, becanse it destroys the labor of those peo
ruent of its trade and the advancement of its commercial influence in ple in the South that are 11ow eugage1l in rico cultivation. It wa.s 
the Pacific and toward the great nations t.hat lie upon the other side V6ry amusing to me. I do not know how it affectetl. other Senators. 
of the Pacific Ocean. If there be any reason which can be assigned The idea that the rice landetl. from the Hawaiia,n Islamls in s~u 
that has substance in it as tending to show the cause of· our present Francisco, or on the coast of California, should have an effect on rice
financial difficulties, the depression of trade, the loss i)f work, it is raising in Georgia, taking into cousidern.tion tho great dist:1oce of 
that as a great protl.ucing country, with immense inteller.tual re- travel, the manner of tmnsport::~.tion, and a,ll the item8 that must be 
sources applied to inventions and iwprovements, we have advanced taken into view, does strike me as something very extravn,gant. It 
in production beyoud the capacity of the markets we command; and would have just about the same effect upon rice production in Georgia, 
the country will, I IJelieve, enter upon a new career in this respect or in auy other State, that the tariff on ·a hand-saw would have on the 
looking to the hundreds of millions of people in China and Japan price of pigs in illinois; ju_st about the same. · 
wlw are not our equals in the capacity to produce, but who still have So it is with my friend from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL.] Heister
the means of purchasing and consuming vast quantities of the pro- ribly alarmed too for fear the i::nportaf.ion of a few hogsh~atl.s of sugar 
ducts of the labor of our people and of our machinery. Now this is from the Hawaiian Isla,nds will aJfect the sugar crop or the p:rice of 
oue step in the right direction. It is not a very long step, but it is sugar in Louisiana. or some other southem district of country-Texas, 
half way toward the four or five hundred million p~uple on the other or somewhere el~e. Now, when we discover that the amount of dntie~; 
side of the Pacific Ocean. on n.ll the articles receivetl. in our Pacific ports from Hawaii is about 

Another reason to ' my mind is that while we do not desire, and $300,000, how is that small amount of importation of sugar to affect 
certa;iuly for one I do not design, to annex these islands to the Louisia11a and affect Texas and affect the sugar-producing portion of 
United States, I still desire to see them in such a condition that the countr:}'' That is an o.rgument of cot1rse on a certain line, but ·it 
when the ruling class in that country shall disappear there shall be is an argument iu a narrow groove, one of the most narrow grooves 
established in the place of the present government a republican that any man's mintl. can possibly act in. What possible effect coUld 
Government under the control of Americans and animated by the the importation of this small amonnt have upou the sugar produc
ideas of Americans; and if we thrust these people away they must tion of our _country T I do not want to get into it; it is too small a 
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business. I do not wish to take out my pencil and count the fh•e
cent pieces that might be accumulated in future ages by continuing 
these duties. I will say to my friend from Vermont, who r~presents 
an agricultural people, that the effect upon hia constituents of the 
taking off the tariff on suO'ar landed from the Hawaiian Islands on 
the coast of California wni be just about the same that the tariff on 
wool would have on the price of tobacco. If any man can calculate 
that, that is about the influence it would have, and that is about the 
value of the arguments that have been made in reference to this 
proposition. 

What is the proposition f The proposition to my mind is some
thing of more magnitude than this. It is a proposition haying at 
least grandness in it so far as the future is concerned. It strikes 
my mind the same as a question of this kind would if the Senator 
from Georgia or the Senator from Vermont were in command of 
an army to-day moving on an enemy and they were approaching 
close to one another and they found a stream of water and but one 
stream to furnish the soldiers with water; the question would arise 
which one should get possession of that stream first, and there the 
fight would occur, as all men know who are conversant with these 
things. The question then for the benefit of the army is the ques
tion of that water, the one that gets possession first. So when 
armies opposed to each other find a hill in advance, either one, two, 
or three miles, of the valleys where they are they naturally seek pos
session of that hill as an outpost, to which the army can be moved 
for defensive purposes. That is one of the rules weal ways find closely 
adhered to when we are moving in matters of that kind. So it is be
tween the governments of France, England, and the United States. 
These islands in the North Pacific are the on tposts of the western coast 
of the United States of America; and in time of war they are like 
the hill or the stream of water that I have described to the United 
States of America, and there the battle would occur for the possession 
of the islands as a coaling station, and every man who has thought 
on this question knows it to be a fact. Thellt the man who looks at 
this matter, not as to the effect on this country in the future, but as 
to the number of five-cent pieces we may lose or might lose by our 
action, is looking at it as I said in a very narrow groove. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator yi{'ld to me to ask him a question T 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. . . 
Mr. WEST. How will the ratification of this treaty contribute to 

the military possession or the naval possession of these islands f 
Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senator as best I can. It will con

tribute to it in this particular and in this way: If we do not ratify 
the treaty and pass a law carrying out the existing stipulations of 
the treaty, and by that means ha.ve the friendly relations existing 
between that government and ours that would naturally give us that 
right, and would naturally cause it, like the ripe apple on the tTee, to 
fallintothehandsoftheone whofirstshakesthetree, we are prevented 
from finally getting possession of that which is desirable to this country. 
If we strike this down and allow other nations to take the position 
we have now a chance to get by commercial treaties of the same char
acter, they would cause these people to desire friendly relations 
with them more than with ns, and they would affiliate with them and 
not affiliate with us. If affiliation and sympathy and feeling exi!)t 
between the two governments, that naturally will in time to come 
give us possession of the islands which are desirable to us at this or 
at any other time. That is my answer. 

Mr. WEST. As the Senator has kindly answered tha.t question to 
his satisfaction, will he tell me how the Government of the United 
States by ratifying this treaty can hold these islands. against a strug
gle with Great Britain, Without fortifications and defenses; and must 
we not necessarily after consummating this treaty so fortify these 
islands that we may make a stronghold there f 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a question that the Senator himself knows 
has nothing on earth to do with the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WEST. That may be, but I should like to have the Senator's 
answer to it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I will give the Senator this answer: It 
would not necessarily at all require us to fortify the islands. Our 
friendly relations are a fortification in our favor to a certain extent 
and give us the. right of occupancy in a time when we might be in 
danger. It is the fortification of good-will toward this Government 
which is as strong a fortification as that that may be made by mili
tary science, and the only kind of a fortification that exists between 
governments having friendly relations is the fortification of good-will, 
of kindly relations between the two. That is all the kinll of fortifi
cations that ca.n exist between governments. That is my answer to 
that question, and if the Senator has another I \vill try to answer 
~~ . 

It does seem to me that my friend from Vermont and my friend 
from Georgia are trying to demonstrate the necessity in this c01mtry 
of adopting the Chinese-wall system, having no relations whatever 
with any other nations of the earth; walling yourselves in until the 
time of peril comes and then the walls must fall; walling yourselves 
in from that which every man by looking on the map can see is of 
vast importance to ns now and will be in the future. Without going 
over the history of the recent war we find that vast importance was 
attached to these islands at that time, and certainly it is not expected 
that they will not be of the same inportance in future years if the 
same state of things should exist, and the same state of things ma.y 
exist that did at that time. 

Now, sir, my theory in reference to these islands and all other con
tiguous islands to the United States of America dotted around our 
coasts that stand as an outpost, that stand merely as the little com
pany of advance guard that yon send out in front of an army to look
out and spy out the enemy, is that we ourselves in times gone by have 
not looked as well to our interest as we should have done. If we had, 
the outposts surrounding us to-day would have been in the possession 
of the Government of the United States, and with these outposts in 
onr possession this Government might defy the combined power of 
all the nations of the earth. When I say "outposts" I mean all those 
outposts which approach onr borders either east or west. I am for 
that kind o:f statesmanship that does look to the future and that does 
not wait until the time comes when we are called upon unprepared 
to make that exertion which the nation cannot without great prepa
ration make. We have had some experience in reference to prepara
tions that are necessary to be made when a surprise comes upon us, 
and the tale is told in the annals of this country in the last few y..ears, 
in the annals in reference to its blood, in reference to its failures, in 
reference to its successes, in reference to its expenditures. The tale 
is amply unfolded there, giving warning to us that the necessity exists 
at all times to be ready for that which cometh at the hour we know 
not of. 

.Mr. WEST. Mr. President, the concluding remarks that have just 
been submitted by the Senator from Illinois meet my sanctiou ; there 
is no difference of opinion between us on. that subject; but I contend 
in furtherance of that very idea, that the step that you are now about to 
take will defeat it virtually and positively; that you are about to so 
subsidize these islands as to actually remove them beyond your do
main or your possible occupation or ownership or them at a future 
and a proper time. 

The Senator said in response to a question that I put to him a while 
ago that this treaty would so America.nize these llilands and so con
tribute to onr influence upon the spot that it would be an easy mat
ter at all times to maintain friemlly relations and profit by them. 
Does he know what the history of our relations witlt the islands is at 
the present time f Does he know that to-day they are as much Amer
icanized as if the American flag flew over the islands f If he does 
not, here is the only authentic history we have on the subject, and I 
will read it to him. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have read it. You will not adu to my information 
by reading it. 

Mr. WEST. It is very difficult ever to give the Senator from illi
nois any information; but perhaps it may benefit some others. Mr. 
Nordhoff says : 

It is plain that the island trade is so largely in our hands that no other nation ca.n 
be said to disput-e it with us. If our llag flew over Honolulu we could hardly ex:
pect to have a. more complete monopoly of Hawaiian commerce tlJ.an we alrtmlly 
enjoy. Moreover, almost all the sugar plantations, the most prouuctive :mel valu
able property on the islands, <l!'e owned by Americans, and the same is true of the 
greater nlllllber of stock farms. 

Our political :predominance on the islands is as complete a.s the commercial. In 
the present capmet all the ministers except one are Americans. 

I submit what possible advantage do you gain, what po ible ad
vance do you make toward the possession of these islands l>y sui.> i
dizing them for the period of seven years. I repeat again, does it plant 
one gun, does it raise any fortification, or contribute in any way to 
ou military or forcible maintenance of the islands against any 
European power f Does not the Senator know that immediately 
upon the outbreak of hostilities between this counky and Great 
Britain, to use his own figure of speech, that would be "the very 
stream of water," that would be the very vantage-ground which 
would be sought to be occupied by both countries t If we wa.ut these 
islands as a military protection, let us buy them, let us fortify them 
and make them useful, but not give away the money of the people of 
the United States in a useless piece of speculative diplomacy. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL] spoke of the 
great ad vance that thi ountry had made in production beyond theca
pacity of consumption. He said that this was a step, but not a very 
long step, toward the commerce of the 400,000,000 or 500,000,000 peo
ple of the East. Yes, "it is a step, butnotavery long step." What 
are you reaching out and grasping forT The commerce of 50,000 peo
ple, I repeat again, and that is all. What becomes of this magui fi
cent vision that looks to the increasing and growing industries of this 
oountrv to be promoted by this meaBnre t It is a mere vision, auu e1u
braces ·no greater co~erce than pertains to one-third of tho popula
tion of this city. He said he did not care if it cost twice the treas
ure, twice the estimate that was put upon it at the ex:peuse of t. lli~ 
country so long aB we could acquire possession. Theu we are to tlll

derstand that according to his estimates he is willing to ~:~pe JJtl 
$4,000,000 a yearto get a treatywHh these islands; 28,000,000 frittered. 
away in seven years for what T At the end of that time that peoplo 
and those enriched sugar-planters on those islands will turn to yuu 
and tell you, when they have had the benefit of your suhsitl.v for 
seven years, they will eudeavor to maintain their iudependence. 

Sir, the Senators on this floor who desire the acquisition of these 
islands by the ratification of this measnre:present the only stumbling
block that appears to my vision in the way of t.hat acquisition. We 
cannot acquire them under this proposition; it is iille to talk of iL~ 
and due rerlection would bring us to that conclusion. 

:May I be permitted to say one word in connection with the amend
ment that has been offered by the Senator from Vermqnt, and. tuat is 
in regard to smuggling. There can be no question but what foreign 
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sugars will be introduced into these islands to the extent of their 
consumption by all the native population, and perhaps more. Every 
pound that they can produce will be sent to this country. There you 
will have side by side with their native production the foreign im
port, and 1 ask yon when such an inducement as will be held up to 
them· or to their merchants or to those en~aged in commerce to adul
terate that sugar and adulterate that nee with a forei~ product 
whether they are not likely to succumb to temptation 'f You can 
adulterate Sandwich IsJ.and sucrar and Sandwich Island rice 20 per 
cent. with the production of Ina'ia and nobod.v can detect it, not the 
most efficient expert that we have in our employ. 

Then the Senator from Massachusetts argued that the people there 
would be interested in preventing this smuggling. Are not the honest 
people all over this land interested in preventing smn~gling t Does 
not the illegal introduction of smnggled goods into th1s country im
mediately conflict with the legitimate profits of your honest trader f 
Do the efforts of the honest trader in this country prevent illegiti
mate productions, and will it not do so there f The amendment that 
has been offered is eminenily proper. 

This treaty, as it reads in the third article, says: 
Under such rnlBB and regulations and conditions for the protection of. the rev

enue as the two government8 may from time to time respectively prescrffie. 

I ask what has this Government prescribed for the protection of 
the revenue in that case f Can the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
existing laws, make the needed regulations f I think not. 

Mr. SARGENT. He did so under the reciprocitytrea,tywith Cana.da. 
Mr. WEST. There never was any attempt there, that I am aware 

of, to evade them, and the proposition is idle that because a certain 
number of honest men are interested in seeing the laws faitbfnlly 
administered that is ltD insurance that they will be, without penal 
provieions for their violation. I think the amendment is eminently 
proper, and without it yon will not only be obliged t,o pay this rev
enue to these islands, but you will be defrauded by one-fifth of it at 
least. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. MORRILL. I morely wish to say that there is a -provision in 

the treaty tbat the Hawaii:m Islands shall not concede similar privi
leges to any other couut.ry. If that should be violated, then it would 
be in the power of the President to terminate the treaty under my 
amendment. I think that the time between om adjournment from 
March and the next succeeding session of Congress might sometimes 
be too long to wait. Of course Congress cau terminate the treaty 
whenever they please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempol'e. Does the Senator desire action on 
all the amendments at once f 

Mr. MORRILL. No; on the first one by itself, to insert in the first 
section the power of suspensiOn on the part of the Executive. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tmnp01·e. The question is on tho first amend
ment of the Senator .from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo-l'e. The question now is on the amend

ment proposing to insert additional sections. 
Mr. MORRILL. In spite of all t,hat bas been said, I do insist that 

there will be no power to punish fraud that may be committed unless 
this proposition shall be adopted. I therefore ask for the yeas and 
nays upon t.he amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state that on this bill, and, as I understand 

from my friend from Oregon, [Mr. MITCHELL,] also on these amend
ments, I am paired with the honorable Senator from New York, [Mr. 
CONKLING,] who is now necessarily absent from the Senate. I wish to 
say also while I am np, not totakeanyt.ime,thatwhileiagreetowha.t 
the Senator from illinois[Mr.LOGAN)has saidaboutthe desirability of 
political control or friendship at least with these islands and all 
others, the gravity of the question as it will ultimately result is in 
the circumstance that under our particular form of government when 
any of these islands become a part of the United States it will almost 
necesstlrily be followl:'d by their being introduced into the goTeru
ment of the country and they will assist in making laws for the peo-

' pie of t.he United States, and unless their populations are homogenous 
with our own and their local institutions are similar to ours, it will 
be an element of unhappiness and discord and injury rather than of 
public benefit. I should, t!Jerefore, hesit~ a long time before I 
took any step that would lo9k to the incorporation into tho American 
Union of these outlying islands on either side of the continent, for 
that involves too much for republican liberty dependent upon con
siderations that have often been mentioned. But on this particular 
topic, as I have stated, I am paired. 

I wi h to say also that I do not agree with what has been stated by 
the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT,) that we are under any 
more obligation to pass this law than we were to a.gree to the treaty. 
We agreed to the treaty with the express stipulation that it should 
not take effect nntil the legislative department of the Government, 
the Senate and House of Representatives and the President acting in 
that character as a check upon legislation, should also pass the neces
sary laws to carry it into effect. 1 do not hold, therefore, that we are 
bound to carry this treaty into effect by law unless in our judgment 
we believe it right in itself that it should be carried into effect. 

There is no point of honor or of public faith, that I can see, that is 
involved in it. If it were otherwise it would be perfectly useless to 
incorporate into a treaty such a limitation; and it would be just as 
absurd to my mind as it would be where an agent is making a con
tract for his principal without authority to stipulate that the con
tract should not have force until the principal should agree to it, and 
then to assume that the principal was bound to agree to it because 
the agent had made that conditional arrangement. 

I am not by any means prepared to say that the President. and 
Senate would not have had absolute power under the Constitution 
to make this treaty without any such provision for legislation. 1 am 
not going into that. But it being iu it, it appears to me to be per
fectly plain that the legislative branches of the Government are nu
der no obligation except the obligation to do right in respect of the 
subject. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should vote for the amendment if I did not 
believe the matter was already provided for by law. I think sec
tion 5442 of the Revised Statutes provides for it expressly. It ren
ders it criminal for any false invoice to be made in regard to any for
eign merchandise whatever. Believing, therefore, that it is already 
provided for, I shall vote against the amendment. 

I voted for this treaty before; and when the Senate by two-thirds 
ratify a treaty, while I will not say they are compelted to act upon 
it, it at least puts us in a false position unless some change in public 
affairs has taken place after such action of solemn ratification of a 
treaty not to vote for the legislation to carry it into effect. I shall, 
therefore, vote for the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL,] on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was ca1led.) I n.m paired with 

the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLI~G.] I should .vote in favor 
of the amendment. 

Mr. MORTON, (when his name was called.) Some few hours ago, 
supposing I was going out of the Senate for a while, I paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. BooTH] on this question. He is not 
now here and perhaps bas gone out supposing that I woultl be absent. 
If he were here he would vote for the amendment and I think I should 
vote against it. I shall not vote. 

Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
Hawaiian treaty with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. WRIGHT.) He 
favors the treaty and I am against H. 

Mr. KELLY, (after first voting in t,he negative.) On Saturday I 
paired with $he Senator from Virginia [Mr. WITHERS] and as I thought 
the pair would expire this morning, but he has gone away under
standing that be is paired all the session. I shall have to withdraw 
the vote I gave against this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentp01·e. The vote will be withdrawn, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. KELLY. I understand the Senator from Virginia went home 
on account of sickness iu his family. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was aunounced
yeaa 7, nays 30 ; as follows : 

YEAS-Messrs. Cockrell, Gordon, Key, Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, and 
West-7. 

NAYS-MMBrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Chri~tiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Davis, Dawes. Eat~n. Ferrv, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, 
Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Logan. McDonald,licMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Oglesby, 
Paddock,ltandolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Win
dom-30. 

ABSENT-Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania. Conkling. Conover, Cooper, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmuntls, Gold
thwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Florida, 
Kelly, McCreery, Merrimon, Morton, Ransom, P..obertson, Sharon, Shurman, Thur
man, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright-34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the ~enate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, and read the thircl time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass f 
Mr. MORRILL called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, it was my purpose to have spoken 

upon this bill at some leJ?~tb. I am physically unable, however, to 
do so this morning, even it I thought it advisable; but aft.er the last 
vote, which bas so overwhelmingly defeateu the important amend
ment proposed by t.he Senator from Vermont, the object of which was 
to protect the interest in behalf of which I intended to speak, it would 
be a sheer waste of time to attempt au elaborate argument. I shall 
therefore content myself wit,h protesting against this propo'3ed legis
lation to carry into effect a treaty so partial in its operations and so 
unjust to one section or one portion of the people of this country. 
There were a number of objections to this treaty to which I proposed 
at one time to address myself. One objection is local; auotheris general 
in its character. One objection lies against its policy, another against 
its principle. It aims a death-blow at important interests in one 
large section of the country without any corresponding benefit tQ · 
other sections, and therefereitoughtnottopass. It isatleasto~ doubt~ 
ful constitutional sanction; it places in jeopardy the good name of 
the Government for fair dealing with other nations with whom w~ 
have treaties, and on these acconnts ongllt to b.e rejecteQ.. 

Bnt, us I said, I propose simply to otl'er my p-rotest, t\:Ud not only 
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mine, but the protest of the people whose interests are involved, most 
lamentably involved1 by this partial and short-sighted policy. Sir, I 
know the southern nee and sugar planters, and it is not too much to 
say of them that no portion of the Ame1·ican people are more capaule 
of self-sacrificing patriotism; and if you will propose a measure w hicb 
shall admit duty free or upon light duty all articles of foreign maim
facture which the people of this country consume, they will yield to it as 
cheerful a support as the people of any other section. They have inller
ited by birth and have maintained through their entire lives the doc
trine of free trade, or rather the imposition of duties for revenue alone; 

' but, sir, is it surprising that they should antagonize with all their feeble 
power a bill which proposes to single out from all importations those 
productions upon which all their prosperity depends! I myself am a 
free-trader in the sense of a tariff for revenue alone, and wheuever 
there shall be introduct'd into the .Senate a bill to open our ports to 
English iron, to English steel, <to French manufactures, to Great Brit
ain's manufactures, and to the manufactures of all the world, I shall 
go as far toward its support as is consistent with the security of need
ful revenues and as far probu.bly as those who now so actively support 
this partial, one-sided, obnoxious measure. 

I am here to vote for general laws, for equal burdens, and equal 
rights, and I can never, though I should stand alone, give my sanc
tion to any bill which discriminates against the interests of any por
tion of the American people. It is not just, Mr. President, and be~
ging tbe pardon of the majority of the Senate who choose to force thiS 
legislation at a heavy cost to the people of my section, I must say 
that it is not only unjust, but it is inconsistent with that mutuality 
of interest and that equality of burden which was guaranteed by 
the Constitution and by the very organism of tbe Union itself. 

Is it just to experiment for the benefit of the whole people and for 
the beneiit of a foreign people in the South's productions and the 
South's cost f Much less is it just or politic or statesmanlike to try 
that experiment at the hazard of the sole material interests of that 
portion of the southern people w bo by the vicissitudes of war have 
been made poorer than any people in all the history of the past. 

Senators tell me that this legislation wm not interfere with the 
interests of the rice aud sug:u planters. But, sir, when Senators tell 
me that they are better advised of the interest of these planters than 
the planters themselves, who are intelligent, cultured, capaule-the 
peers of any who hold seats upon this floor; when legislators thus 
answer arguments, then debate is useless. I repeat, sir, these planters 
know their interests, and they feel that upon this bill hangs not 
only their future interests, but may involve their ability to gather 
their growing crops. They feel that the passage of this lJill may in
volve the possibility and even the strong probability of ha~ng their 
plantations abandoned on the very eve of their harvest. Yet Sena
tors tell us that they a.re to be the judges, and that all these appre
hensions are groundless. I trust they may be; but I will never con
sent to legislation which is of such doubtful constitutional support, 
of uncertain effect upon the general revenues, and which by its dis
criminations .fills with alarm so large and intelligent a body of citi· 
zens, whose whole fortunes, already palsied by disease, are to bear all 
the burden of the change. I do not expect the Senate to beetl these 
admonitions; for it bas just voted a proposition to so amend this 
bill as to make it certain that no other rice or sugar shall be admitted 
free except that grown upon theseis1a"Qds. Sir, what guarantee have 
you that there will be admitted into San l!'ranciscoand the Pacific ports 
only the productions of those islands f Is there anything in the law, is 
there anything in thecharacterofthe people with whom you are treating, 
is there anything in your ability to enforce this law by spies and inform
ers, by ships and cruisers, that guarantees to us that these islands will 
not become a great funnel through which will be emptied intc() your 
ports free of duty the productions of Cuba and India and China f 
We are not dealing with Canaflians or Englishmen; but with semi
savages, whose moral sense would be less shocked by a violation of 
the treaty than by the loss of the profits which gigantic smuggling 
will insure. I am not a merchant; but a shrewd trader with capital 
could organize an establishment in the city of San Francisco, another 
on the island of Hawaii1 and another in Cuba, and another at Hong
Kong, and could pour mto your P.a.cific port.s year by year free of 
<1uty more rice and sugar, in spite of all your laws, than the Ha
waiian Islands are worth or ever will be worth. Will enterprising 
gentlemen be wanting in such a scheme! How will you prevent itt 
Are you going to send your men-of-war to enforce your law in these 
far-off islands, and make this gi'eat western ocean Pacific only in 
name! Is this the price we are to pay for so contemptible results as 
are promised or can be secured by this treaty T Sir, I am amazed 
that the proposition submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MoRRILL] received but seven votes in this body. It will not be 
twelve months before we shall have hogsheads of sugar by the thou
l:!and grown on the island of Cuba, tierces of rice by the myriads 
~own in China, entering our ports with the jmnk of Kink Calico 
(Kalakaua) upon them. 
. But, Mr. President, aa I said, it is iclle to discuss this measure. I 
will not take the time of the Senate any longer. Let me once again 
repeat, however, that you are proposing a grave injustice-injustice 
to the southern planter of rice and of sugar; injustice to the laborer 
who produces these commodities; injustice even to .the West, whose 
productions of wheat and corn and meat these planters are now able 
to consume, but which they may no longer be able to purchase when 

this bill shall become a law. It cost originally $100 per acre to re
deem these rice lands from the swamps; they have cost since the war 

50 to $70 per aero to resubdue and refit them, and they now cost 
from $10 to $20 per acre per annum to cultivate them. And when 
they shall become n,o longer valuable because the product which has 
made them vuluablc becomes itself almost valueless, then these labor
ers must abandon these fields, and these lands themselves be aban
doned to the waters from which they have by the labor of genera
tions and so great an expenditure of money been redeemed. 

One word more and I shall close. These planters, intelligent, well
informed, and honest, believe that they are in absolute danger, if 
this bill shall puss, by reason of the panic which it will create in the 
minds of their laborers of having their plantations abandoned a.nd 
their present crops lost. 

Now, :Mr. President, I appeal to fair-minded Senators to postpone 
the consideration of this bill until tho present crop shall have been 
gathered. Then, if the panic shall come, let it come when these 
burdened and paralyzed people shall be better prepared to meet it. 
But do not uring upou them this disaster after they have engaged 
their labor and planted their crops upon the supposition this great 
Government would be incapable of such partial law-making or of 
making them an exception to its rule of protection. Sir, what wonlU 
Pennsylvania say if it were proposed to introduce iron free! What 
would Connecticut say if her productt; were brought into competition 
with free imports from some other nation t Georgia, Louisiana, 
Sonth Carolina, Alabama, and Texas only ask that the consideration 
which has been shown to other States shall be shown to them; autl, 
if nothing more, that they at least shall be spared this blow until 
their harvest is ended. I therefore movo to postpone the fnrther con
sideration of the uill until the second Tuesday in December next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
tbe postponement of the bill until the• second Tuesday in '"December 
next. 

The motion was not agreed to-ayes 8, noes not counted. 
The PRESIDKNT pro temp&re. The question is on the passage of 

the bill, upon which the yeas aml nays have been ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 

am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CoNKLING.} He 
would vote for the bill, and I should vot-e against it. 

:Mr. HITCHCOCK, (when his name was called.) On this bill I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina, [.Mr. ROBERTSON] If 
he were here he would vote'' nay," and I should vote" yea." 
. Mr. KELLY, (when his name was called.) I was paired with the 

Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS;] but the Senator from Arkau 
sas [Mr. CLAYTON] baa kindly agreed to pair with the Senator fron . 
Virginia for me, so that I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. CLAYTON, (when :Mr. WITHERS's name was called.) As bas 
been stated by the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. KELLY,] I am paired wi I h 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHEns.] If he were here he 
would vote "nay," anti I should vote "yea." 

.Mr. McCREERY, (when Mr. WRIGHT's name was called.) I am 
paired on this question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. WRIGHT.] 
He would vote for the bill, a:1d I shoulu vote aguinst it. ' 

The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. GORDON. On this bill I am paired with the Senator from 

Connecticut, [Mr. BARNU.l\:1:.] If he were here he would vote ':yea," 
and I should vote ''nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 29, nays 12-as follows: 
YEAS-Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisoon.c;in, 

Christiancv, Cragin, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Frelingbuysen, Harvey, Jones of Ne
vada, Kelly, Kernan, Logan, McDonald. McMillan, Mitchell. Mort{)n, Ogle.'<hy 
Paddock, Randolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Win: 
dom-29. 

NAYS-Messrs. Bogy, Booth, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Jones of Florida., Key, 
Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, West, and Whyte-12. 

.ABSENT-Messrs . .Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvani(,, 
Clayt{)n, Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Goltl.thwaite, Gordon, 
Hamilton, Hamlin, Hltchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, McUreery, :M..<txcy, Merri· 
mon, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Walla~e, Withers, and 
Wright-30. 

So the bill was passed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. A.DA.t"\IS, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tr.mpore of the Houso had 
signed the following m~olled bills and joint resolution ; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. ~71) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, aud judicial expenses of the Government for the year ~ntl-
ing June 30, 1877, anrl for other purposes; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu
tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First Unitecl States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) providing for the postponement of 

the publication of the Army Regulations. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of tbe Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of July 24, 1876, a statement of tbe number of civil offi
cers employed in the Treasury Department from 1H59 to 187G, inclu
sive; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. :M. AD AlliS, 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pen- its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 897) 
sions. granting a pension to .Andrew Evarts. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, for the purpose of submitting a few 
remarks, which will not take more than ten or fifteen minutes, I move 
that tho Senate now take np the resolution to print the President's 
message in relation to the Hamburgh massacre. 

Mr. SARGENT. Cannot the Senator make his remarks on there
port of the committee of conference on the Indian appropriation bill T 

Mr. CLAYTON. I shall take no more time on the one than on the 
other, and I may as well make my remarks now. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wh;h to appeal to the Senator from Arkansas. 
I gave notice this morning that as soon as this Hawaiian matter was 
finished I should again ask the Senate to take up the House resolu
t.ion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can finish my remarks while Senators are dis
cussin~ this question, if the Senate will allow me to take it up . . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But somebody else may want then to say some
thing on .the same question. I hope the Senator will withdraw his 
mot.ion anrllet me call up the constitutional amendment. 

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

Mr. LOGAN. If tho Senator will give way, I will ask to take up 
a conference report, and he can make his speech on that just as well 
as on anything else; and it is a conference report that ought to be 
taken up. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Very well; I am willing. 
Mr. LOGAN. I move-
Mr. EDl\fUNDS. I was wishing to make a motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois has the 

floor. 
Mr. LOGAN. I move to· take up the conference report on the sub

ject of artificial limbs for crippled soldiers. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kansas objected to that report 

to-day. 
Mr. LOGAN. I move to take it up; it W9.S reported on Saturday. 
Mr. INGALLS. I made no objection to-day. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o ternp01·e. It can be taken up on motion. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the motion will not be a{Treed to, for it 

will· lead to considerable debate; and now while the Senate at this 
time in the day is somewhat fuller than it is at any other time, I wish 
to get a straight vote on the question of the constitutional amend
ment. I shall not occupy the fioor myself, if I do at all, for exceed
ing t.eu JOinutes, and I am advised that very little is to be said on 
the other side as very little could be as a matter of course as every
body understands, and therefore I hope my friend will not insist upon 
that but will let me get a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to ask the Senator a question. He says the 
report will lead to considerable debate. I ask him why it will lead 
to debate! 

M1·. EDMUNDS. Because I have understood my friend from Kansas 
to say that it would, and thatit changes the state ofthe law asithas 
hitherto been understood to be. It may be a conect ohange. I say 
no thin cr about that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state what the proposition of the conference 
report is. The law bas been for years that every soldier, sailor, or 
marine who bad lost an arm or a leg in the service of the United States 
should have every five years either a leg or arm supplied or commu
tation therefor. Tho last Congress gave to the soldiers who had lost 
an arm above the elbow or a leg above the knee 24 a month pension, 
and provided that they should not receive commutation for au arti
ficial lim b. This bill re-instates that provision that they shall have 
it, and they ought to receive 'it more tha~ any other men. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not debate the merits. 
Mr. LOGAN. I am not going to debate tho merits, but I am stat

ing the proposition so that the Senate shall understand it. Now I 
move to take it up, and we shall see whether it leads to debate or not. 

1r'Ir. EDMUNDS. I hope we shall not take it up until we dispose 
of the constitutional amendment. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tmnpore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ulinois. 

The question being put, there were on a division-ayes 24, noes 8; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. LOGAN. I call for the yea.s and nays. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I may as well give up the constitutional amend

ment. I can neither get the floor nor a majority of t.be Senate. 
Mr. GORDON. I think if we take the division over again there 

will be a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection, the Chair 

understanus. The ayes have it, and the report is before the Senate. 
1\lr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will count the Senate. I do not 

want to make any disturbance if a majority of the Senate is opposed 
to taking up the constitnt.ional amendment·, bnt I wish the Chair to 
count the Senate and see whether there is a quorum p'resent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e, (after counting.) Thereisaquorum 
present. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced thnt the Speaker pro tmnpore of the 
House bad signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of • 
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap; 

A bill (S. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a si~ 
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I aak for the reading of the report. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
The committee of conferenco on the disagreeing votes of tho two Houses on the 

amendment<; of the Senate tA> the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of a.rti
ficia,llimbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, having met, after a full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, ro their respective 
Houses as follows: . 

That the Honse concur in the first and second amendments of the Senate, as fol
lows: 

In line 1 strike out "persons " and insert "officer, soldier, seaman, and marine." 
In line 5, after "application," insert "or commutation therefor as provided and 

limited by existing laws." 
The llouse concurs also in the proviso added ro the end of the bill with an amend· 

ment of the word "not" inserted between tho words "shall" and "be" in the tirst 
line; so that it will read: "That this act shall not be subject ro the proviso of an 
act entitled' An act to increase pensions,' approved June 18, 1874." • 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 
J. B. GORDON, 
N.EWTON BOOTH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. M. RUSK, 
A. V. RICE, 
JOHN C. BAGBY, 

Managers on tlte part of the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I favor the adoption of this report. 
I believe that this Government ought to furnish aid to these disabled 
soldiers. I am not right sure whether the Government ought not to 
furnish aid to some of the soldiers who have been disabled since the 
war in some of the Southern States. I am not right sure whether 
this Government ought not to furnish ald to some of the widows and 
orphans who have been made widows and orphans because the Gov
ernment would not give them that protection which it has given to 
its citizens in foreign countries; but upon t.his subject I shall make 
no further remark. I have risen for another purpose. 

Mr. President, a duty which I OWt} to the State of Arkansas impels 
me even at this late day in the session, to refute certain erroneous 
statements which have been made in this Capitol and elsewhere con
cerning its State debt. It has been asserted by democratic speakers, 
democratic newspapers, and within the past few days by an honora
ble member of the other House, that the debt of the State of Arkan
sas has been under republican rule increased to the extent of about 
$15,000,000. How erroneous these MSertions are, I shall now proceed 
to show. I send to the Clerk's desk a copy of the RECORD of August 
10, containing a speech delivered by Hon. THOMAS L. JONES, of Ken
tucky, and ask that so much of the same be read as is marked: 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
But as the American mind, especially in these degenerate days, 'is apt to inquire 

how the money is handled, how collected, and how disbursed, whence it cometh 
and whither it goeth, and tho answer to these questions makes up the verdict of 
the American people as to the honesty and morality of their public servant.<! or 
rulers perhaps no better illustration can be given of the conilition of the Southern 
St.ates' and of the character of their rulers than the table which I submit, show in:; . 
the debts of those States at the end of the war when their governments were in 
their own hands, and what they were at the end of reconstruction when their gov 
ernments were in the hands of others. 

Virginia.-Debts and liabilities at close of the war, $31,938,144.59. Debts and 
liabilities January 1, 1872, 15,4A0,542.2l. 

North Carolina.-Debts and liabilities at the close of the war-principal, $9,690,500 ; 
interest, $1261,316; whole amount, $10,951,816. Debts and liabilities January 1, 
1872, $34,887,467.85. 

South Oaro:ina.-Dehta and liabilities at the close of the war, $5,040,000. Debts 
and liabilities Januar:v 1, 1872, $39,158,914.47. 

GeMgia.-Debts am1liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and lia-
bilities June, 1871, 50,6:l7,!'100. · · 

Florida.-Debts :mel liabilities at the close of the war, $2".ll,OOO. Debts and lia
bilities January 1, 1872, $15,763,447.54. 

Tennessee.-Debta at tbe close of the war, $20,105,606.66. Debts and liabilities 
January 1, 1872, $45,&8,263 46 . 

.ArkansllS.-Del>t.-'1 and liabilities at the close of the war, $4,036,952.8i. Debts and 
liabilities Januar-y 1, 1872; ill9,761,265.&2. . 

Louisi4na.-Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $10,099,074.34. Debta 
and liabilities January 1, 1872, $50,540,306.91. 

Tea:as.-Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and liabili
ties January 1, 1872, $20,361,010.61. 

.Alabama.-Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, ~,9391658.87. Debt.<! and 
liabilities January 1, 1872, $38,382.967.34. . 

Thus it will be seen that the republican Legislatures, composed m the main of 
ne!IToes and carpet-naggers. electod at tho dictat,ion of the party in Federal power, 
iri;'olved tbe ten States~ enumerated in the enormous aggregate debt of more than 
$'28-t,OOO,OOO. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President-
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Mr. PAD DOCK. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to yield that I I Mr. CLAYTON. After the conclusion of my remarks I will yield. 
may move that the concurrent resolution sent from the House for The honorable gentleman after undertaking to give a etatement of 
t.he adjournment of Congress be taken up. I wish to move an amend- the ante bellum, and existing debts calculate(! up to January 1, 1872, 
ment to it. of ten southem States, winds up by saying: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansa-s 
yield for that purpose f 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope not at the present time. 

Thus it will be se~>n that the republican Legislatures, composed in the main of 
negroes and carpet-baggers elected at the dictation of the party in Federal power, 
involved the ten States enumerated in tho enormous aggregate debt of more than 
$284,000,000. Mr. CLAYTON. Very well. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. I move to take up the concurrent resolution. Now, Mr. President, a gentleman who undertakes to deo.l in figures 
Mr. WINDOM. I hope it may not be taken from the table. The affect.ing the credit of ten States ought to be at least correct in his 

• Indian appropriation bill baa not passed yet, and cannot pas.q if there arithmetic. Let us see whether he is or not: By adding toget.hor 
be a single objection 1i? it until to-mor~ow. 9ertai?ly it .is not ex- the amounts stated of the debt.s of each of the ten States a!-athe close 
pedient to pass the adJournment resolutiOn fixmgat1mepnor to that of the war it will be found to aggregate $88,333,000, and ijy adding 
to which the Indian appropriation bill may be postponed. to~etber the entire debt existing, as stated, on the 1st of JanuarY, 

Mr. PAD DOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota to 1872, it will be found to aggregate $360,661,686.01; deducting tho ante 
say tho.t the Indian appropriation bill cannot be reported this even- bellum, dellt from the entire debt we have what is claimed to have 
ing. been created under republican rule, amounting to $272,328,432.68, in-

Mr. WINDOM. It cannot be passed until to-morrow if there be a stead of over 284,000,000,asstatedbylli. JONES; adi1ferenceofabout 
single objection to it. One objection carries it over. It wa.s reported $12,000,000. If i;D the simple matter of addition and subtmction the 
from the conference committee to-day and a single objection carries honorallle gentleman is so inaccurate, what must we expect from him 
it over until to-morrow. It certainly would not be prudent to pass when be undertakes to ascertain down to the very cent the exact debt 
the resolution until we know that that important bill can be passed. of each of the ten States alluded to f 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Arkansas give way to me To show that be is as unreliable in the detail of his :figures as he is 
to move for a recess from half past five until eight o'clock 7 in his sum-total, I need only expose the error in his statement of the 

.Mr. WEST. No, we had better sit it out. debt of Arkansas, which he fixes at 19,761,265.62 on the 1st day of 
Mr. PADDOCK. On the statement of the Senator from Minnesota, January, 1872, and of the creation of which he attributes$15,725,:H2.75 

I shall withdraw my motion for the time being. to repulllican rnle. Mr. President, I bold in my band a copy of the 
Mr. WINDOM. i want to say that I reported the bill some time Little Rock Daily Herald of August 10,1876, one of the organs of the 

ago and would be very glad to call it up, but an objection b~ been democratic party in Arkansas, which contains a tabulated statement* 
made and I am unable to do so at present. ''showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas to 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to give notice that at the earliest practi- June 30, 1876," for which the editor states he is indebted to the cour
cable moment after the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of I shall tesy of H~n. W. R. Miller, the. present auditor a.nd democratic candi
call up the concurrent resolution for adjournment, because I believe date for governor in the State of Arkansas. I find this statement 

• this Congress ought to adjourn. also published in the Gazette, another democratic organ, and vouched 
Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to a propo- for as accurate. In this statement the total debt of the State is 

sition for a recess from five o'clock to half past seven, or whatever 

1 

given at 17,306,823.50, being $2,454~442.12less than the amount stated 
time may suit the Senate!· by Mr. JONES. It will be seen by reference to this statement that the 

Mr. WEST. That will involve a sesaion to-morrow. debt has been increased since 1872 as follows: 

*Statement showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas June 30, 1876. 
I 

Character of bonds. Princip!L Interest. Total. 

$10,000 00 $19,750 50 $~. 750 50 
108,000 00 215,400 00 3~. 400 00 
538,000 00 953,815 53 1, 491, 815 53 
45,000 00 85,500 00 130,500 00 

944,000 00 253,975 00 1, 197, 975 00 
2, 265, 000 00 516,690 00 2, 7tl1, G90 00 

276,500 00 ~6. 996 00 303,496 00 
1, 986, 773 7 4 625,335 45 2, 612, 109 19 

256,000 00 11,760 00 267,760 00 

6, 429,273 74 2, 709, 222 48 9, 138, 496 22 

BA.ILROAD·AID BONDS. Principal. Interest. Total. 

~k:Et~ ~e~~~~~-~~~.:::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ei: 5~: ggg T~: ~~g 8l; ~1~: ~~~ 
Little Rook, Pine Bluff and New Orleans............................................ 1, 200,000 326,175 1, 526,175 
Little Rock and Fort Smith • • • . . . • . . . ••• •• . • . • • • • . •• • • . •• • • • . • • . • . . • • • • • . • • .. • • . . • • . 1, 000, 000 288, OOfl 1, 288, OGO 
Mississippi, Ouachita and Red River • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • . . • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . 600, 000 167, 235 767, 235 

. 

5, 350, 000 00 1, 418, 460 00 6, 768, 460 00 

11,779-,273 74 4, 127, 68'2 48 
Outstanding TreM1lrer's certifleates redeemable with ten-year bonds .................................................................. . ............... . 1, 354 65 

----
Total bonded debt .•••••••.•••••••••••••.•••.•.•••.•••.••••.•..••.••...•.••••••.•••••••••••.•••••...••••• ~ • • • • • • • • . • • .. • • . • • • .. • • . . • • • • • . • . • • . . • • . 15, 908, 310 87 

~iE~f~~F8~~: ~~~:: ::::.:::::: ::::::::_:::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 1, 
3~: 5 ~ 

----- 1, 398, 512 63 

Total debt .•••••••••••••.• ,....... • • • • • • . . • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • . . • • • • • . . • • • . . • • .. . . . . • • • . • • . • • • • • • . . • • • • • • . • • • . . • • • • • . . . • . • . • • . . • • • • • • . • • • .. • • . 17, 306, 8-23 50 

In September, 1869. Real-estate bonds, No.1 to 500, inclusive, dated January 1, 1840, amounting, principal and interest, Ja~~ary 1, 1870, to 11,370,000, were con· 
verted into funding bondshdate<l January 1, 1870, and numbered 491 to 1860, inclusive. 

Tho indebtedness of t e State on these bonds is as follows: 
Thirteen hundred and twenty bonds* outstanding J nne 30, 1876 ..•••••.•....••.••.•....••••••••••••..• ..•..•••...••.•••••...•••.•.•.•••..••••••.•••.•..••• $1, 3-20, 000 00 
Interest from January 1, 1872, to June 30, 1876...... .•• ••• . ••••• .••••• ........ .• . . •• ..•••• •• . .• .••••••••. •.• •• ••••.• .••••• .•••••. •••••••••••• .•••••. .••••• 356,400 00 

Total due as funded ..•......•...•••...•... : . •• . • . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •• . . . • .• . . . . . . . • . . . . . .. . . • . . • . . . •• •. . . . •. . . • •• • . . . • . . . • . . 1, 676, 400 oo 
Of the above 338 Real Estate Bank bonds, letter A, arc holt! by the Treasurer of the United States in trust for the Smithsonian Institution. Principal... 538, 000 00 
Interest to June 30, 1876, after deducting amount credited from the 5 per cent. fund and all payments through the S~te treasury.......................... . 953,815 53 

Total.................................................................. • . • • • • • • • • • . .. • • • • • • • • . . • • • •• • • . • • • . . • •• • • • • • • • . •• • • • • ••• • • • • • • • • • •• • •• . . . • • • 1, 491, 815 53 
One hundred and sixty.eight funding bonds of 1870 are held by the Secretarv of the Interior in trust for varions Indian tribes. Principal. . . • 168, 000 00 
Interest to June 30, 18i6, after deducting amount credited for keeping United States convicts in the State penitentiary and all payments 

through the State treasury. . . • . • . • . . . . • • • . . . . . . • • . • . • • • • • . • . . . . . . . . • . . • • • • . • . . • . . • • . • • • . . • • • • • . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . • • . . . .. . . . . .. • . . . . . . • • • . • • . . • . 25, 200 00 
193,200 00 

Total held by the United States a.s trustee.......................................................................................................... 1, 685, 015 53 
Treasurer's certificates, redeemable with ten-year bonds, bear interest at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum. 

* NoTL-Fifty of ~e 1370 bonds have been received into t.he State treasury in payment for swamp and internal improvement lands, leaving outstanding 1.3~0 bonds. 
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Ten per cent. ten year .bonds, issued in 1874 . • • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • • . • . • $276, 500 00 
Six per cent. bondS, issued in 1875. .•.•••.•• ...•.... ...••. .. .. .•.•••. 256,000 00 

Total...... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. 532, 500 00 
To this shoulcl be added bonds issued in aid of the construction of 

railroads since 1872........ . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . .. . .. • 900, 000 00 
Also the accumulated interest on the State debt since that time, 

which I find amounts to about.................................... 3, 000,000 00 

Making a total increase of debt .. .......................................... _...... 4, 432. 500 00 
When we add to this .. • .. .. • .. .. • .. .. .. .. . • . .. . .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. 2, 454, 442 12 

Which is the difference between the actual debt as shown by the 
statement just referred to and the amount stated by Mr. Jones as 
existing ~ 1872, we find an error in his statement amounting to.. 6, 886, 942 12 

In ot-her words, be has simply fallen into an error of about $7,000,000 
in stating the debt of Arkansas alone. The error which ma.y exist in 
his statement of the debts of other States I will leave for others to 
say, though I do not doubt that it will be found that they are equally 
extravagant and erroneous. \-"\'hen we deduct these erroneous figures 
from the figures given by Mr. JONES, which are $19,761,265.62, we find 
the a-ctual debt of the State t.o be $12,87 4,323.50. This was the actual 
debt at the time he states. Deducting from this amount $5,051,265.62, 
which was the tf.nte bellum, debt, we have 7,823,057.BR, which is the 
amount of debt contracted under republican rule at the time.to which 
the gentleman refers, a difference of about $8,000,000 between his 
statement and the correct figures. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in relation to the 
character of this debt. Over $5,000,000 of it was entailed upon the 
people by ante bellum democratic administrations, and grew out of the 
State loaning its credit to two worthless banks which failed soon 
after receiving the loan. The history of their transactions, if I had 
time to detail them, would in comparison make the worst case of car
pet-bag fina.nciering respectable. Four million three hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars of the debt of the State arose from the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of railroads nuder an act of the Leg
islature which was submitted to the people and ratified by them al
most unanimously, only about five thousand voting against it. 

Whatever may be said as to the impolicy of issuing bonds to aid 
iii the construction of railroads will &pply to other States of the 
Union and to the United States itself, and in this case the responsi
bility must attach to the people of Arkansas without regard to party; 
for they not only favored it, but ratified it with their votes. Under 
this law the railroad c-on1panies were required to pay both the prin
cipal and interest, and tite people never were taxed one cent for that 
purpose. While the republican party were in power the railroad com
panies were made to pay the interest, but since the democratic party 
have come in power they have been relieved from that requirement 
by a repeal of the law. This rather saddles this debt upon the people 
or repudiates it altogether. 

Three million dollars of bonds were issued for the construction of 
levees, and were based upon the swamp lands of the State and made 
receivable for the purchase of the same, in which manner about one
third of the issue has been liquidated. The people of the State were 
not taxed one cent for the payment of interest on these bonds. 

Of the floating debt of the State nearly one million was created to 
pay the expenses of the militia which were called into the field dur
ing my administration to suppress the Ku-Klnx rebellion of 1869. Had 
the democratic party in Arkansas obeyed the laws under republican 
rule as we do under democratic rule, this debt would never have been 
incnrred, and much valuable property and many still more valuable 
lives would have been saved. • 

Mr. President, it ha.s been charged for several years, and more es
pecially of late by democratic orators and democratic newspapers, 
that in the Stat.es of the South where the republican party has been 
and is in power the governments have been and are characterized by 
robbery, peculation, and all manner of fraud and corruption. But I 
assert as a fact which I think cannot be denied, especially so far as 
relates to my own State, that since the democratic party has come into 
power there they have not through t.heir courts been able ro fix 
upon a single republican formerly holding official position the crimes 
and corruptions they have charged upon them. What is true of 
Arkansas I believe to be true of other Southern States which were 
formerly under republican rule and now under democratic. 

What does this prove 1 Either one of two things, that their charges 
have been false, or that the democratic party docs not punish crime. 
That it does not punish crime in many instances where the criminal 
is a. democrat and the victim a republican I am well assured; but I 
do not believe that the democratic party in the South would be very 
loth to punish crime when perpetrated on the people of those States 
by those they call the t-hieving radicals. · 

Now, Mr. President, does it not seem, in the interest of good gov
ernment, to protect the people in the future against crimes, that if 
these crimes were perpetrated by republicans in the South they should 
have been fixed upon their authors, who should have been 'brought 
to condign punishment. Are we to believe that southern democrats 
are so enamoted with southern republicans as to shield them from 
tlie just punishment of such great offenses f I think not, but rather 
that when brought to the test they are unable to substantiate the 
cba.rges t.bey have so industriously circulated. 

A few words upon another subject, Mr. President. It is asserted 
of late, and our democratic friends take great pleasure in it, that 

wherever the republicans are in p~wer in the Southern States the 
condition of affairs is characterized by disor~ and lawlessness, and 
that wherever the democyatic party is in power there peace and quiet 
is the result. Well, Mr. President, I do not admit that this is so. I 
know that in many instances it is not. But suppose we admit it; 
what does it show f It simply shows that the republicaris in the 
South obey the laws and respect the existing authorities, whether 
those laws or t.hose authorities be republican or democratic; while 
on the other hand it can be shown that democrats do not obey the 
laws when administered by republicans and do not respect the au
thorities when those authorities happen to be republicans. I need 

10nly cite yon to a few cases that have national reputation. Trenton, 
Coushatta, Vicks burgh, Grant Parish, and lately, Hambnrgh, to show 
that what I say is correct. It is true we have quiet in some of the 
Southern State..,, my own among the number, that are now under 
democratic rule, and why f Simply because republicans do not or
ganize Ku-Klnx Klansand do not resort to violence, assassination, and 
murder to secure their political ends; and for that reason yon have 
peace. Mr. President, we should have had no war, all would have 
been pea-ceful and lovely, perhaps even to the present time, if it had 
not been for the fact that the democratic party of the South was 
called npon to live under republican rule in 1861. Rather than do 
that they deluged the country in blood, and rather than do so to-day 
they aro ready to resort to such atrocities as characterized the late 
proceeding at Hambnrgh, in the State of South Carolina. I -wish I 
could believe that in case the republicans should carry the coming 
election in Arkansas the democrats would live nuder our govern
ment as peaceably as we have under theirs. The history of the past 
leaves but little room for such credulity. 

Mr. President, much ha.s been said of late about the fact that men 
who held positions in the confederate army occupy seats in this and 
the other Chamber. Let me say that in any Southern State where 
the democrats are really in the majority it is right that they shonld 
send democrats to represent them here, and when they do send demo
crats, I hope they will continue to send here the men who bore the 
brunt of battle in a gallant attempt to sustain a cause which I be
lieve they thought at the time was just. So far as I am concerned, 
I would much rather see them here than see the men who when the 
war swept over the South urged their neighbors to the front but 
staid themselves at home upon the pretext that they were the own
ers of the required number of slaves which under confederate law ex
empted them from military service, men who when the Federal ar
mies marched into the South were Union men and when the Federal 
armies marched away were confederates. In my experience during 
the war I saw many such men, and I am compelled to say I have but 
little respect for them. I say I would much rather welcome men who 
fought for the flag of the confederacy here representing democratic 
constituencies than these other men to whom I allude. They fought 
gallant.ly and well in a cause which is now lost forever, and which al
though now known to be a bad one, as before said, they then believed 
to be just, and no word has ever or shall ever fall from my lips de
tracting from that gallantry. 

So far as I am concerned, I take great pleasure in embracing this 
opportunity to say here that I make no complaint because southern 
democratic censtitnencies have seen fit to send to represent them men 
who followed the flag which at that time the whole mass of the south
ern people unfurled. 

With these few remarks, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Sen-
ate longer. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the conference 
report. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that at five o'clock the Senate take a 
recess until half past seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate take a recess from five o'clock until half past seven. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Say from half past five to eight. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I will a-ccept that; half past five to eight. 
The PRESIDE.NT p1·o tempore. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate take a recess from half 
past five until eight o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is tbis a debatable question f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I must ask for the yeas and naye, because 

of a matter that the public have a good deal of interest in. Senators 
may not get here in the night. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted-yeas 
17, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS-Messrs. Allison, .Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Chriatiancy, 
Cra$in, Dawes, Ferry, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Logan, Mitchell, Pad· 
docK, Patterson, and Spencer-17. 

N.A.YS-Mes.'lrs. Bo_ey, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton. Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, 
Eaton, :Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McMillan, Maxey, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Sargent, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Wadleij:th, and Whyte-21. 

ABSENT-Messrs . .Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruco, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Gi>ldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Hamlin, Har
vey, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Fl.orida, McCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, 
Norwood, .Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, 
West, Windom, Withers, and Wrigh~. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'fhe question is on coB.cnrring i.g 

the conference report. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, believing t.hat the bill upon which 
the report of the commijtee of couferenre bas been made was in viola
tion of an existing statu.,e, that it was intended to circumvent a pro
vision of that statute by indirection, and that it was in its provisions 
<li..,criminat.ing and nnjnst, to cla ses of pensiouers. who are not named 
in the bill, I took occasion when it was before the Senate on its pas
sage to call attention to those facts and to urge cert.ain reasons why 
the bill, in my opinion, should not become a law. I am in favor of 
the most liberal pensions to all classes who can properly be held to 
be within tlle purview of a peusion law; bnt I am opposed to dis
crimination, to invidious partiality, and to an attempt by any one 
whatever to accomplish by indirection what it is deemed impossible 
to effect by direct methods. This bill proposes to give to soldiers who 
a,rennable to use artificial limos commutation once in every five years. 
I call the attention of tlle Senate to the remarks that wer•l maue hy 
the Senator from Illinois when this matter was previously before the 
Sonate a.s to wlmt was the object and intention of the law. There
marks were made ou tho 22U of .July, which was Saturuay, and ap
peared in the RECORD of the following .Monday : 

Mr. "EDMUNDS. IIow docs it differ from the law W 
:1\Ir. LOGA.'I. It does not differ at all except to change from t.he Secretary of War 

to the Qnartermaswr the furnishing of transportntion. It is the same bill preciRely 
excopt these changes and extending to every five years, which was the mtention 
of the law. 

Further on the Senat-or from Illinois said: 
I am now willing to m~~ke that. change-
That is, the change suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, 

[Mr. ANTHONY]-

an!l make it conform to the original law. That is all there is of the bill. The Sur· 
gf'.on.Genornl gi>cs a construction that he cannot re-issue theso artificial limbs. 
'l'ho commutation is the same and everything is tlte same, except t.he change I have 
stated. 

In the course of the debate I called the attention of the Senator 
from Illinois to the provisions of the law approved June 18, 1874, 
which increased the rate of pension to persons who have lost either a 
leg at or above the knee or an arm above the elbow to $24 a month. 
Tlle proviso is: 

P·rovided, That no artificial limbs, or commuta.tion therefor, shall be furnished to 
such persons a.'i shall be entitled to pensions under this act. 

The Senator f1·om Illinois, when his attention was called to this 
act, expre sly declared that the bill which is now under consideration 
was not, aml was not, int.endecl to be, in ,conflict with the provisions of 
t.hat law. I asked him whether the intention of the bill was to give 
the y1en ·iouer increased pension and commutation for a limb that he 
conld not use. He replie<l: 

Mr. LOGA.'I. There is no such object at all. The law was passed without refer
ence to tho pensions. The object is just what is expressed on the face of the bill, to 
giYo tho man an artificial limb who lost a leg or arm in the sernce. 

I replied to him that he had the right to t.hat now. The Senator 
from Illinois then said: 

Mr. LOGAN. He had the right to it except that t.he Surgeon-General construed 
tho law not to oxtend further tban the first fivo years. Ronco it cuts him off; a.n<l 
this is only to extenu it every five yt:ars a.'! the original intention of the law was. 
That is what the bill meru~s, and that is all it was intended it should mean. 

He repeateu that statement once or twice more, and the bill was 
pa sed, with an amendment inserted upon my motion: 

Prot-ided, That this act shall be subject to the provisions of an act entitled ".An 
act to increaso pensions in certain cases," approved Juno 18, 1874. 

. Now, to show that I was right in my construction of the object and 
pnrposo of this bill, and to show how ilisinqenuons the advocates of 
the bill are, it comes back with an amenament suggested by the 
committee of conference to the amendment offered by me by the in
sertion of the word "not" between the words ''shall" and "be," ex
pressly excluding the bill from the operation of the law of June 18, 
lt:;74, showing that the view I then took of it was correct.,and that 
the statements which were made by the Senator from illinois are not 
borne out by the facts, and that the object and purpose is as I stated, 
to accomplish the circumvention or repeal of that par~ of the law of 
June 18, 1874 by indirection and to accomplish this by the report of 
a committee of conference. 

I think it is unjust, as I said, . because it discriminates in favor ot 
one class of pensioners :mel against all other classes who are not 
named in the bill. The bill ouzht not to pass for another reason, 
a.ud that is Lecause it is retroaettve. It provides that the period at 
which the commutation shall be given shall uat.a back to June,1870-
more than six years. But if the Senate desire 'to pass the bill, if they 
desire to have accomplished by this met.hod what tho advocates of 
the bill are unwilling to submit as a distiuct proposition, I have 
nothing to say. I felt that, as the chairman of the committee having 
these subjects in charge, being intl·u~ted to a certain extent with the 
admini tmtion of t.he revenue of the Government in this direction, it 
was my <lnty to call the at.teutiou of the Senate to the objects and 
pnrposes of the bill and to the unfair and incorrect argument upon 
which the !Jill is attempted to be forced through. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary for 
Senator to uefend them ·~lves every time that other Senators t.bink 
some little advantage hmr been taken of them. I presume tbero is no 
desire to take any advantage of any one; I know that there is not on 
my part ; and I say to the Senator from Kansas now that at the time 
w"' were discussing the bill J understood it just. as I then stated it, 

nor did I know at that time that be or some other Senator or some 
committee bad int!ertecl a proviso in a pension law recent.ly that 
clepriverl a pa.rt of these soldiers of this apparatus. I did not know 
that; hence I stated what I clicl. The Honse committee that report rl 
this bill ruay have noticed that. I bad not, and until my a.ttention 
was called to the provision which I will rea1l I was tot.a1Jy iguorant 
of it. The only distinction I could discover hetween this bill anrl the 
original law was the change that I stated which applied t.o tbo 
Quartermaster-General instead of to the Secretary of w~~r, and that 
the woru "person" was used in this bill instead of "officer, sol<licr, 
sailor, marine." These were the only two changes; but on examiua
tion I find tbat the Pension Committee in reporting a bill in 1tl74 put 
this proviso to a litHe short bill. Tbis is tho bill: 

That allt>ersons who are now entitled to pensions TID(lcr xistin~ laws, ami who 
have lost either an aTID at or above the elbow, or a. leg at or above the knee, shall 
be left in the second olass and shall receive S24 per mouth. 

The proviso is, "Provided that no artificia.llimbs or commutation 
therefor shall be furnished to such persons." 

Th:.tt is the proviso which the Senator had reference to that I was 
totally ignorant of. That is to say, they got a proviso in a pension 
bill in lt!74 that prohibited all persons who bad lost an arm at or 
above tho elbow and all who had lost a leg at or above the knee 
from receiving this apparatus. If there are any soldiers in this 
country who have been so unfortunate, and there are a great many, 
aa to have lost an arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or above the 
knee, it does seem to me that they are the ones who shoulu be on
tit.led to this apparatus, as much so as any others certainly. This 
bill does change the law so th11t the commutation shall .be fmnishe(\ 
by the Quarterma-ster-General instead of the Secretary of War, a.ncl 
it cloes change the law so as to include these particular persons who 
are made an exception. All other persons under the law as it exists 
now can receive this apparatus, except those I have mentioned. 
That exception being put in a pension law, this bill cures that defect, 
anrl my attention was called to it. As I said, the House committee 
ball noticed it; I bad not. 

\Vhen we examined the bill before the Military Committee it was 
not in reference to the pension law, but in reference to the existing 
law as to limbs; and this wa the only change I saw in the bill, and 
I so stated. That was the only error there was in the statement; l>nt 
I say now, although that error was made innocently on my part, yet 
hacl I known this exception to exist at that time I would have per
sisted in the passage of the bill with just as much earnestness as I 
persist in the pa sage of it now, because it was right then and it is 
right now. If the Senator thinks that it is right to furnish an appa
ratus to all soldiers who have lost a hand, or a foot, or both feet, or 
bot.h hands, and that it is not proper to furnish them an apparatus if 
they have lost bot.h legs aboYe the knee or both arms .above the 
elbow, then I am willing to say that his theory ought t,o be a<loptccl 
by the Senate of the United States; and that i&.all there is in this. 

The House concurs in all the Senate amenuments except this one, 
and they insert the word "not" in that, and the managers on the part 
of the Senate agreed to it, for the reason that by examination of the 
law and a comparison of the law we find that all persons receiving 
pensions who had lost a limb in the war were entitled to this appa
ratus except those who were so unfortuuate as to lose a leg above the 
knee or an arm above the elbow, or both. We thought they cer
tainly were entitled if anybody else was. 

Now a wo1·d as to the proposition the Senator suggests in reference 
to its being retroactive. The law as it stands, Btlotion 4788 of the 
Revised Statutes, is: .. 

Every person entitled to the benefits of the preceding section may, if l1e so elects, 
receive, instead of such limb or apparatus, the money value thereof'. at the following 
rates, namely: For artificial legs, $i5; for aTIDs, $30; for feet, f-50; for apparatus 
for resection, $50. 

This, then, re-enacts the law as it stood in 187 4. In 187 4 all persons 
had received this apparatus or had received tp.e commutation monoy; 
hence this bill does not give -commutation to any but those who ma~le 
the second applicaLion. It does not apply to the first application, for 
that has already been received, but only gives them authority to 
make the application once in every five years. The law in section 
4791 provides that the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
furnjsh to the persons embraced by the provisions of section 47t5'71 and 
we change this so as to use the words" QuartermasLer-General :' in
stead of" Secretary of War." 

Mr. INGALLS. .Mr. PrcsiUent, the Senator from lllinois is a trifle 
unjust in the argument that he makes when he attempts to suggest 
or intimate that the intention of the Committee on Pensions when 
tliey recommended the passage of the law that was approved on the 
18th of June, 1874, wa.s to exclu<le certain classes of pensioners from 
th~ benefits of the law. The fact is that by that act the men who 
had suffered the class of disabilities therein named were raised from 
the third to the second class; the rate of their pension was increased, 
I think, $9 per month upon the representation of the Commissioner 
of Pensions and a bureau of medical officers there that they ought to 
receive that suru in consideration of tlle di ability which tho lo of 
tho leg or arm at the points named inflicted upon them. They were 
therefore pla.cecl in the possession of a much higher pension tbau they 
bad before, and the oujcct of that was to compensate them for the 
loss that thev hall sufl'ored, aml tho Pem;ion Bureau and the board of 
examining officers thought that the sum of $24 per month was a 
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reasonable s:1m to pay them, trtken in connection with the general 
standard t.hat had been adopted for various bodily injnries. .And at 
that t.i Uie, in consrq neuce of the fact that every man who bas lost a 
log-, whether he can ·use an artificial leg or not., applies either for the 
Je~ or for the commutation, the Commissioner of Pensions thongbt 
th~t justice to all these clas es of men required that when the e men 
accepted this higher gracle of pension they should not be entitled to 
the commntation for the limb unless they could use it. That was the 
Role ouject of the law. There was no discrimination against a given 
cia. s of peutliOlJers. On the contrary, they were· rated in the class 
ahove what they bad previously been rated at, and the object of 
the law was to give them compensation which the Bureau said was 
a reasonaule equivalent for the loss they had received when compared 
wi til those allowed for ot1Jer cla 'Ses of i11j uries. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wil1 ask the Scn'ator, does ho bolieYe that because 
a num is so badly wounued that he cannot use the apparatu~ he 
onght not to have a higher pension than the man who can Utle the 
app:uatus 7 

~ir. INGALLS. Why, Mr. President, I do not believe that the rate 
of pension is high enough to make it a. proper equivalent in any of 
these cases. Tho Senator from Illinois would. not lose his leg for $24 
a month; neither would any of ns. It is in no sense whatever an 
Of( ni valent or compensation; but it is the rate that bas been estab
lh;hod by the Government as the nearest approach"t.o equity when 
it is taken into consi(leration with the sums that are allowed for other 
bodily injuries, snch as the loss of a finger or the loss of a hand or the 
loss of the Hight. of an eye. This is not an independent, isol11ted case 
to be considered uy itself. Of co-urse we all aumit that.the pension 
o( $24 per mon lb is uo equivalent for the loss of a leg; neither is the 
$8 a. month that is paid to the soldier any equivalent for bis total 
di ability; nor is $50 a month that is paid to those who require the 
constant care of others any eqnivalent or compensation for their ab
solute helplessness; but the Government can a1t'ord to pay only so 
much; they have estaulisheu a certain rate, and they have appor
tioned between the different classes of uisabilities the different sums 
na.metl in tho pension law, and this is one that waa auopted upon con
sideration and upon what were uelieve<l to be equitable grounds, and 
for the pnrpose of avoiding the continual claims that are ma-de for 
artificial limbs or commutation for them by persons who cannot use 
them. Of conrse if the man cannot usc the artificial leg, if be is so 
iujured tbat ho cannot use tbe artificial leg, there is no reason why 
the Government shoulu pay him for it. If the rate of pension that 
he receives is not high enough, give him more; but do not pay him a 
pension and at the same time give him an eqnivalent for an artificial 
limb that he is not able to use in consequence of the injury here-
ceived. · 

1\!r. LOGAN. I have only to say in reference to that that if a man 
bas ills arm off at the wri t and you can give him a band, that is all 
1·ight; he is en titled to it ; he may make use of that; but if his arm 
is off above the elbow, so that he cannot use it for any purpose what
ever, he can only get the sa.me character of pension as others, but he 
is not entit.led to au a.rtificiallimb. Wbyf 

Mr. INGALLS. Within the last two years in consequence of that 
very inequity that the Senator complains of, in consequence of the 
iujnstice tllat he complai11s _of, they have been raised from the third 
to the second class. That wa,s why t.he bill was passed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I umlerst.and that they havo been raised somewhat. 
Some get a montll and some get $15 and some $4 a month only, 
and on up to 24 a month. Those who can use their arms or legs get 
$24 a mo~th f Now you add an apparatus that others cannot use to 
walk abont. If they cannot use that apparatus they get 75 a leg. 
That is a. little more than $1 a month additional. Every fiye years he 
g<'ts $75. For the sixt.y mont.hs be gets a litt.le over a dollar a month. 
That is all. I ask t.he people of this country if a man is so badly 
wounded t"bat he cannot use an apparatus to walk arouml on 
whether they object to increasing his allowance in tllis way 1.25 
a montill f That is all it means. I do not think this Government 
ought to be so niggardly as it is in reference to these things. If a 
poor cripple who cannot walk a step comes into 1-his Hall and asks 
for a little increa-se of pension, there is as much noise over it aa if it 
was a one-hundred-thousand-tloll•u cotton claim. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry f 
1\Ir. LOGAN. Yes, Rir. . 
Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Kansas LMr. INGALI~s] wa-s 

speakiug, as I understood him, of men HO tlisablcd tha.t they cannot 
use an artitioial hand or leg. I should like to inquire of him or of the 
Senator from Illinois what, in the view of the Senator fTom Kansas, 
would become of cases like this' Here is a man whose arm is off 
below the elbow ; he can use an artificial band; or his leg is ampu
tated and be can use an artificial le-g. That man afterward becomes 
disabled. He is partially paralyzed, or he is overtaken by disease, 
or he gets too weak to do manual labor and go about. Ho would not 
profit by the higher rate of pension given to men who were originally 
so disabled that they couhl not use an art.ificiallimb; nor would be 
in any way that I can see receive anything as the equivalent for his 
limb; but he simply woulcl become a loser of so much, owing to tho 
fact that he bad become so much more prostrate, so mnch more belp
}P_,._'!S, It strikes me that there must be a pretty large percenta~e of 
such cases; and I suggel:lt to the Stmator from Illinois, in aid of his 

argument, that whatever there is in them tends to show that the idea 
for which he is contending is a jnst and pro~r one. 

1\Ir. LOGAN. Tllere are, I will say to toe Sena.tor, as I under
stand-! have not tlw data so exa-ctly that I can state the number 
correctly-but I have been informed by those who have inquired-that 
there are auout fifteen bunJred persons of this character, called pen
sioner~:~ of the second cla~s, with a Jeg off above the knee or an arm 
off above the elbow. It is to them that this applie-s, anrl none other. 
The rest all get t.bis apparatus, or get their commutation, except tllis 
fifteen hundred, or whatever the number may· be. I understand fif
teen humlred have a. leg off above the knee or an arm off above the 
elbow. They are excltuled. This bill puts them back aud makes 
some other change . I tlrink they are more entitled to it than any
body else, and that thi8 provision ought to have been inserted in t.he 
law. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I sbonld like to ask tho Senator from Kansas if 
nncler the present law soldiers who have been crippled in this way 
can renew the apparatus or get commutation for itt 

·Mr. INGALLS. Dy express provision of law they are entitleu to 
artificial limbs or commut~tion therefor once in five years. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Tllen I think those who cannot wear them are 
clearly entitled to corumutation. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the point exactly. 
:Mr. BURNSIDE. If the soldier who can wear it is given the ap

paratus and then $9 a month is added to his pension, with a view to 
recompense that man, uut no future issue of apparatus, then it will 
be fair to give those soldiers who cannot wear it a commutation. If 
the soldiers who can wear the apparatus are entitleu to an arm or a 
leg every five years, surely the soldiers who cannot wea.r it are enti
tlerl to commutation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the first act, which was pa-ssed on the 
16th of July, 1862, there wa-s simply provision made for the pur
chase of artificial limbs for soltliers and seamen disabled in the tserv
ice, to be expended under the direction of the Surgeon-General. The 
first amendment to that law was on the 2Bt.h of July, 1836, and the 
Secretary of War was then directed to furnish transportation to dis
abled soldiers to and from their places of reside-nce to the places 
where they could procure the artificial limbs. In 18&3 a provision 
was made extending the benefits of the law to officers, providing that 
all officers in the military and naval service should be entitled to the 
same that the soldiers and marines were entitled to receive. On the 
17th day of J nne, 1870, the law wa-s pa-ssed to w hicb reference is maue in 
the bill. That law provides-

That every soldier who was disabled during tho late war for the suppression of 
the rebellion, and who was furnished by the' War Department with an artificial 
limb, or apparatus for resection, shall be entitled to receive a new limb or apparatus 
as soon after the passage of this act as the same can be practically [practicably] 
furnished, and at the expiration of evflry five years thereafter, nnder such re:.rufu
tions as may be prescribed by the Surgeon·General of the Army: Pro'vided, That 
the soldier may, if he so elect, receive, mstead of said limb or apparatus, the money 
value thereof, at the following rates, viz : For artificial legs, $75; for arms, $50 ; 
for foot, $50; for apparatus for resection, $50. 

And this was placed under the control of the Surgeon-General. On 
the 30th of J nne, 18i0, an amendment was passed to that law pro
viding that the benefits of all t.be acts then in force shoultl be ex
tended to all officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines ; anu there is 
where the worus come in which have been put into the bill in the 
conference committee by amendment instead of simply "officers, 
soldiers, searrien, and marines." The law of June 30, 1870, was incor
porated into the Revised Statutes, and was amended hy the Jaw of 
June 18, 1H74. 

It does seem to me that justice, equity, and fair dealing, as ex
hibited in all the legislation of Congress from 1862 up to Juno 18, 
1874, require that the provisions of this bill shall be extended to tho 
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines, and I do hope that the bill will 
pass as the conferees agreed to it. I think it is nothing more than 
simple justice and equity to these soldiers that the provisions of the 
bill shall be extended to them. It simply fixes the elate, the 17th of 
June, 1870, as the beginning of the period of five years, and during 
every five years from that date they shall receive an artificial arm or 
leg, or in lieu of it every five years they may receive $7!) or 50. This 
is a very small sum; it does seem to me they are entitled to it; and I 
hope the report will be concurred in. 

'fhe report was concurred in. 

PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate take a recess from five 
o'clock until half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me to call up a bill which I have tried to get up and which ha-s been 
read twice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo·re. Does tho Senator from Rhode l~:>l
and yield to the Senator from Vermont Y 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If I do not lose tho floor. 
Mr. MORRILL. It is only to alter the date in regard to the pave

ment of Pennsylvania avenue. 
Mr. FR.ELINGHUYSEN. I wish to make a conference report which 

the House wish acted upon. 
Mr. BUR"KSIDE. I see no roason why the Senator f1·om Vermont 

shoultl interpose his uill now. He can have it pai:isetl at any time . . 
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Mr. :E'RELINGHUYSEN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to me to make a conference report f 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEij submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disa~eeing votes of the two Houses on the 

amendment of the Senate to the bill of the .House No. 3168, entitled "An act relat
ing to partition of real estate in the District of Columbia," respectfully report that 
that they have met, and after full and free conference have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Honse recede from its di S..,<TI'eement to the amendment of the Senate 
and a!!ree to the same, with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word "may" in line 3 of said amendment and insert "in 
the direction of the court be compelled in any court of competent jmisdiction to 
malw or suffer partition of such estate or estates. In proceedings for partition, 
all persons in interest shall be made parties in the same manner as in cases of equity 
junsdiction. .And in proceedings for partition under this act the court may. in ad
dition to the powers herein conferred, exercise such powers as are or may be con
ferred by virtue of the general equity jurisdiction of the court. 

"SEc. 2. That the court, in all cases ill decreein~partition, may, if it satisfactorily 
appears that said lands and tenements, or any estate or interest therein, cannot be 
divided without loss or injury to the parties interested, decree a sale th_ereof and.a 
division of the money arising from such sale among the parties according to therr 
respective ricrht.s and interests. 

'SEC. 3. T'lia t in all such sales, unless the court shall by special order direct or 
require on good cause shown that the sale be made for cash, the purchase-money 
shall be payable one-third on day of sa.l('l, one-third in one year, and one-third in 
two years thereafter, with interest, the deferred payments to be secured to the 
parties, according to their respeclive intere4ts, by good and sufficient mort9age 
upon the premises so sold, which shall be subject to the approval of the court. ' 

.And that the Senate agree to the same. 

The report was concurred in. 

FREDK. T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
T. 0. HOWE, 

Managers ~n Ute part of the Senate. 
WM. LAWRENCE, 
SCOTT LORD, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 

Manag~s on Ute part of the House. 

REPAVEMENT OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 
to me for the ptlrpose of having the Senate concur in House bill No. 
4085. The bill haB already been read, and I think there will be no 
opposition to it. If there is to be any debat~, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will yield, if I do not lose the floor for my 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill which he has named. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part 
of section 5 of an act entitled "An act authorizing the repavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue," approved July 19, 1876. It repeals all that 
part of section 5 of an act entitled "An act authorizing the repave
ment of Pennsylvania avenue," approved July 19, 1876, which pro
vides "that said pavement shall be fully completed and ready for 
use December 1, 1876." 

:Mr. DAVIS. Has there been any amendment to the bill since it 
came from the House f 

Mr. MORRILL. It is just as it came from the House. 
The bill wa.s reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROPOSED RECESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
me to take up and pass a bill appointing a joint commission on the 
silver question, which was propoRed by the Honse to which there was 
an amendment of the Committee on Finance, in effect the same as 
the joint resolution of the House but putting it in the form of a bill 
and appropriating enough money to carry it out. 

Mr.-LOGAN. J shall object to taking up that bill at this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. Objection is made. 
:Mr. LOGAN. I will not object to taking it up after awhile. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate take a recess from half 

past five to eight o'clock. · 
Mr. SPENCER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 

permit me to offer a resolution. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the question will be taken on my motion 

now, and then 1 will yield the floor. 
Mr. EATON. I hope my friend from Rhode Island will not press 

his motion. I have no doubt he has a very good dinner at home, but 
yet I trust he will not press this matter. Let us go on and finish the 
business now, without a recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate take a recess from half pa.st five until eight 
o'clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 
ALABAMA ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SPENCER. I desire to offer a resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
Tile Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, as follows: 
Whereas it is alleged that the late election, Auguat 7, 1876, in the State of Ala· 

bama.-
Mr. COOPER. I object. 
Mr. SPENCER. I should like to have the resolution read for in-

formation. • 

Mr. COOPER. I object. 
Mr. SPENCER. I have a right to have it read for information. 
1\Ir. COOPER. Not without notice, I take it. 
Mr. SPENCER. I think I have a right to have the resolution 

for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp01·e. The resolution will be reported for 

information. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, as follows: 
Whereas it is alleged that the late election, August 7, 1876, in the State of AJ&. 

bama for State officers and members of the Legislature--

Mr. COOPER. The resolution cannot be read under the rules, ob
jection being made. I objected and I object now. The reading is 
not in order. 

Mr. SPENCER. You can object to the consideration, but not to the 
readin~ of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can object to the con
sideration, but the Senator from Alabama asks for the reading of the 
resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Alabama can read it himself 
and avoid dispute. 

Mr. COOPER. But can it be read by the Clerk without unanimous 
consentT 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee ob
jects to its being read at the desk. The Senator from Rhode Island 
suggests that the Senator from Alabama read it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Rule 14 provides that-
When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same is objected to by any 

Senator, it shall be determmed by a vote of the Senate, and without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 
Mr. INGALLS. It does JlOt lie within the power of one Senator to 

object. 
.Mr. COOPER. The point of order I make is this: There is no ques

tion before tile Senate and a Senator cannot call for the reading of a 
paper unless there is a question before the Senate, under that rule. 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempo1'e. Does the Senator from Alabama 
move the reading of the resolution f 

Mr. SPENCER. I suppose it is in order for me to give notice that 
I shall offer on the first opportunity the following resolution : 

Whereas it is alleged that the late election; August 7, 1876, in tho State of Ala
bama, for State officers and members of the Legislaturo, was characterized by 
great frauds, violence, and intimidation, whereby the freedom of the ballot was in 
a great measure destroyed, a reign of terror established, ballot-boxes stuffed, pre
cincts where large republican maJorities existed were not opened for voting, ob
ata.cles were interpo ed to prevent registration, so that a popular majority of more 
than 10,000 was overcome and in its place was given an apparent but fraudulent 
ma,jority of more than 40,000; and whereas the Legislature thus chosen will have 
the election of a Senator to represent that State in this body; and whereas, if 
these allegations are true, a great number of the citizens of the United States 
have had their rights under the Constitution and laws of the United States wick· 
edly violated: Therefore, 

Resoloed, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair to inves· 
tigate the truth of the said allegations and the circumstances attending said elec
tion, with power to sit during the recess, to visit said State to make their investi
gations, to send for persons and papers, and to tl.86 all necessary- process in the 
performance of their duties; and to make report to the Senate during the next 
session of their investigation and findings; and that the said committee be author· 
ized to employ a clerk and a stenographer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
object to the present consideration of the resolution T 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to submit on this question of order that 

under the rules the Senator from Alabama has a right to submit his 
resolution, but it must lie over for con.~ideration one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think he had a right to have it read at the 

desk. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o ternpo1'e. He had a right to offer it, but ob

jection waa made to its present consideration. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I thouf$ht the Chair had been led to acquiesce in 

the notion ilhat the resolutwn could not be submitted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. The Chair stated that 

if objection was made to the reading the question would be sub
mitted to the Senate. There being no business before the Senate, the 
Senator from Alabama had a right to submit his resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely suggest that on being submitted, it be
ing a paper properly submitted, we should have a right to hear it, as 
a paper which has not incidentally come in, but a thing submitted 
for the action of the Senate; and for that purpose tlie Senator hacl 
a right to have it read at the desk, and if anybody objected it must 
lie over for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT P'~"O temp01·e. The Senator from Tennessee, the 
Chair understood, rose to object to its reading, but as the reading was 
in order, he now objects to its considera.tion, and the resolution goes 
over under the rule. 

COAST SURVEY REPORTS. 

Mr . .Al'l-rrHONY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a concurrent resolution to p1·int extra copies of 
reports of the Superintendent of the Coa-st Survey for the use of the 
office, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present cou
sideration. It is the usual resolution which when presented is always 
pa.ssed. There is no provision for gratuitous distribution, but it 
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merely provides for the printing of copies for the use of the Superin
te:J}dent of the Coast Survey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much will it costf 
Mr. ANTHONY. There are only two thousand copies; I move its 

present. consideration. 
'fhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 

the following resolution: 
Resolved lnJ the H()U8C of Representatives, (the Senate concur1'ing,) That 1,000 ex· 

tra copies of the ~·eport of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 
ending Juno 30, 1874, and that the samt\ number of copies of his report for the ye.-'\r 
enrling June 30, 1873, be printed for distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey. 

The resolution was concurred in. 
ADJOURNl\!El'oi"T SINE DIE. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the resolution of the House pro
viUing for the final adjournment of Congress be taken from the table. 

.Mr. PADDOCK. I ask my colleague to give way one moment, in 
oruer that I may ask the Senate to proceed to consider the bill which 
I askecl to have considered this morning. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. After this is acted upon my colleague can get 
his hill up. 

l\f r. ANTHONY. Does not the mot.ion of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. HITCHCOCK] require unanimous consent T 

Mr. LOGAN. In that case I object. 
Mr. WEST. The resolution was reported on Saturday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was reported ou 

Saturdav and lies on the table. The motion is to take it from the 
table, wl1ich is in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. To pass that resolution now is to decree that we 
shall give up all the business now before the Senate. We cannot act 
upou the constitutional amendment., we cannot act upon a very im
portant matter which the President has submitted to us with regard 
to Indian hostilities, and we shall not transact our executive busi
ness. It puts it in the power of any Senator to prevent the comple
tion of any business now before us. We ought to transact our busi
ness first, and then pass the resolution. 

Mr. J?ADDOCK. I suppose the idea is to amend the resolution 
which came from the House and fix a later date. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We can fix the date when we finish the business. 
Mr. WEST. Mr. President-
Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to say a 

wordf 
Mr. WEST. Certainly. 
Mr. LOGAN. I have but this tQ say. I do not see what the anx

iety of the Senator fr6m Nebraska is. There are some two or three 
measures here that he has taken a very great interest in during the 
session. He exhibited considerable interest in the passage of a cer
tain bill that I am very desirous of getting up. It is now on the Cal
endar and I hope we shall reach it. It is known as the bounty bill, 
and I hope the Senate will not adjourn until it votes upon that meas
ure. Besides, there are ot.her matters. The conference report on the 
InCiian bill has not been agreed to, and there are quite a number of 
things. I cannot see why the Senate is so desirous of taking up the 
adjournment resolution at this time. 

. Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from illinois what the con
dition of the bill is with reference t.o Indian hostilities t 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understand that the Indian hostilities bill is 
now on our table awaiting the action of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, it is. There is another matter I desire to call 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to, and it is this: Sev
eral days ago, at tbe suggestion of the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of War, we passed a bill and sent-it to the House 
authorizing the recruiting of twenty-five hundred cavalrymen for the 
purpose of tilling up the ranks of the cavalry to go a~ainst the Indians 
who are perpetrating acts of hostility upon the wh1te settlers on the 
frontier. That bill has not yet been acted on by the House. I say to 
the Senator from Nebraska who was very anxious, as both the Sen
ators from Nebraska were, a few days ago to have a resolution passed 
calling for volunteers, that I cannotunderstand his anxiety about the 
resolution for final adjournment. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. Not a few days ago, but a few weeks ago. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well; a few weeks ago, then. If the House 

fail to act on the bill authorizing the filling up of the cavalry regi
ments, I have a resolut.ion in my pocket to offer to the Senate which 
I will then ask the Senate to pass authorizing the President to call 
out volunteers ; but I do not desire to do that if the House will act 
upon the other bill. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. I desire to say to the chairman of the Committee 
on Military .Affail'S that I wish be would introduce his resolution at 
once. 

Mr. LOGAN. I propose to introduce it if the House fails to act on 
the other bill. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know bow long a time is requisite to 
convince the chairman of. the Committee on Military Affairs whether 
or not the House intend to pass either of the bills for the increase of 
military forces in the NorthV(,est. I have a recollection of a promise 
from the honorable Senator, made several days ago, that if the Hous6 
failed on that day he would before the close of the session of the Sen
ate on that particular day report a bill to allow the acceptance of 
volunteers by t:.he President. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have a recollection, too, that the House did 

fail on that day to pass the bill, and that the chairman of the Com
mitte~ on Military .Affairs also failed to make that report. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I will say that I 
Jo not get up here for t.he purpose of criticising the House t}r the Sen
ator, but the idea that the Senator should say he had a promise from 
me to report a bill I do not understand. I am only the organ of the 
committee. The committee would have to act on it and agree to it. 
He is making a statement that is going a little further than is neces
sary. I said then, and say now, that if the House refused to act 
upon the bill I should introduce a proposition to call for volun
teers; but if the House will act on the bill I consider it hetter than to 
call for volunteers. Cavalry regiments can he more readily filled up 
to go against these Indians than to make a call for volunteers and 
organize·them. For that reason I prefer the bill which has gone to 
the House, and I hope the House will act upon it. If they fail to act, 
however, we shall t:1~ the next best means we can. Inasmuch a.a 
the Senator lives on t:fie border and has been so desirous with refer
ence to protection against these hustilities, it does not seem to me that 
it 1s the best course for him to ask for an adjournment until the House 
act upon a measure of so much importance. 

Mr. WEST. I must insist that, as I obtained the floor from the Chair, 
there shall not be a cross-firing here between Senators the whole time. 
Some other Senators want to say a. word. I wish to bring to the atten
tion of the Senate the condition of our affairs here, and to show that 
it is impossible for us to adjourn to-day unless we have the unani
mous consent of the Senate; that any one Senator's objection will 
continue the session until to-morrow, because the Indian appropria
tion bill lies on the table. It has been reported to-day, and unle~s 
we get unanimous consent to consider it we must sit to-morrow. If 
we can have an understanding here, under the guidance of the chair
man of the Committee on Appropriations, that that bill shall be con
sidered, we shall know that we can adjourn. Otherwise any Senator 
bas it in his power to make us sit to-morrow. Now let us consider 
that bill, and if there is objection to it we shall have to sit to-morrow. 

Several S&..~ATORS. Let us take it up now. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Louisiana says we cannot 

adjourn to-day. I have said nothing about adjourning to-day. I 
have simply asked to take up the resolution in order to fix upon some 
time to adjourn. I believe we can and ought to adjourn to-day. 

Mr. WEST. Suppose somebody should object to the bill f 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not believe any Senator on this floor will 

take the responsibility of preventing action on the Indian appropria
tion bill, which be can do by a single objection. 

Mr. WEST. Trv it and 800. 
Mr. HITCHCOCk. If he does I · am perfectly Willing that be shall 

take that responsibility. I certainly have no desire to dictate to any 
Senator on the floor, but I believe that after nine months of weary, 
almost useless, session-because I believe there has been but little 
good and a great deal of evil done-the country and the Senate, a. 
majority of them, are ready to adjourn and adjourn promptly. I 
certainly think a. majority of the Senate might be registered upon 
that question. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have been pressed to call up the conference re- . 
port on the Indian appropriation hill, and I now a.ak unanimous con
sent to proceed to the present consideration of the report. 

The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has 
moved to take up the adjournment resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will withdraw it for tln.at purpose. 
Mr. WINDOM. I ask if it does not require unanimons consent to 

take up the report f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. The report will be regarded 

as before the Senate unless there is objection to its present considera-
tion. · 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to its present consideration. 
Mr. WEST, (to Mr. HITCHCOCK.) I told yon so. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew my motion. 
Mr. WINDOM. Is t.bere any way under the rules by which the re

port can be taken up T I want that understood. 
The PRESIDENT pro tentp()re. One objection prevents the report 

from being considered to-day. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew my motion that the Senat-e proceed to 

the consideration of the adjournment resolution. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The idea of our agreeing to any definite moment 

of adjournment until the business that is indispensable is disposed of, 
and we know that it is disposed of by the signature of the President 
to every appropriation bill, not one of which can he sign constitution
ally after we have adjourned, is perfectly absurd, as it appears to me. 
I do not intend to stand in the way of the Indian appropriation bill 
being considered at the proper time and its due order; but other bills 
have had the consideration of the Senate, and we have endeavored 
to get them up from time to time, and they have been laid aside, that 
are very worthy of great consideration, and I do not intend that any
thing shall be taken up out of its regular order, reported from a com
mittee to-day, until other matters of at least equal public importance 
are disposed of. That is my reason fur objecting, and until they are 
disposed of I shall continue to ask that the rules of the Senate he en
force<t. I. am as anxious to go home as anybody else is, but the idea 
of now abrrceing that the resolution of tho House with a future time 
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named, as it must be, of course-it is perfectly competent to take it 
up, I admit, and amend it-but the idea of fixing any hour until we 
shall have known that the business which is indispensable is disposed 
of, is in my opinion entire folly. As soon as the business absolutely 
indispensable is disposed of, then we can take up tJris resolution and 
put the time twenty minutes ahead, aml if the House agree to it we 
are dissolved. They would not wish to agree to it any sooner. They 
ought to reject a time themselves if we were to send it over now, un
til we know that essential measures to carry on the Government have 
received the a.pproval of the President. I hope my friend, therefore, 
will not insist on pressing this taking up now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Question. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempo1'e. The question is on agreeing to t.he 

motion of the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate take from the 
tablo the a{ljournmcnt resolution from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or
(lered ; and being tnken, resulted-yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS-Messrs. Bo:ry, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton. Hitchcock, Jones of Flor
irla., Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreary, McDonald, Maxey, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad
dock, Randolph, R:.msom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, and Wbyte-2l. 
NAYS-Me.<~srs . .Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis

consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferrv, Fre~;huysen, Harvey, In
Jralls, Jones of Novatia., Logan, .McMilL'W, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, Sargent, 
Spencer, West, and Windom-24 . 

.ATISENT-Messrs . .Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis. Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Ham
lin, IIowe, Johnston, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, 
Wadleigh, Wallace, Withers, and Wright-26. 

So the motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolution was 
not agreed to. 

RECESS. 

Mr. ED.l\.fUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess until eight 
o'clock. 

Mr. OGLESBY. No recess now. 
Mr. EATON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted- yeas 

23, nays 22; ~ follows: · 
YEAS-Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis

consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunlls, Ferry, Frelinghnysen, Jones of 
Nevada, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, Sargent, Spen-
cer, West, and Windom-23. · 

NAYS-Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Harvey, Ingalls, 
Jones of Florida., Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Oglei!by, Pad
dock, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, and Whyte--22. 

ABSENT-Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dort~ey, Goldtllwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitch
cock, Howe, Johnston. Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, 
Wadleigh, Wallace, Withers, and Wright--26. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at five o'clock and twenty-five 
minutes p.m.) the Senate took a recess until eight o'clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate re-assembled at eight o'clock p.m. 
1\fESSA.GE FROl\1 THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represent,atives by Mr. G.M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House hacl agreed to the report of the 

· committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 316t>) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia. 

THE SCHOOL AMENDliENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the. considera-
tion of the House resolution for the amendment of the Constitution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera
tion of the joint resolution (H. R. No.1) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentpm·e. The question is on the passaO'e of 
the resolution, upon which the yeas anrl nays have been ordered. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, the Senate, by a majority vote, has 
substitut.ed the article reported by the Judiciary Committee for the 
article proposed and passed in the House of Representatives and sent 
here. The article sent here by the House declared that-

No State shall make any law respecting an est-ablishment of religion or prohibit
ing the free exercise thereof; and no money raised by ta...'t:ation in any State for the 
support of public schools or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any pub
lic landR devot.etl tlwreto, shall ever be under the contl'Ol of any religious sect or 
denomination; nor shall any money so raised or lands so devoted be divided be
tween religious sects or denominations. 

That was the proposed article which had been brought to the at
tention of the public many months ago by a gentleman of distinction 
[Mr. Blaine] in the party with which he acted and very well known 
to tho country; and I believe that it met with no considerable oppo-
sition in any quarter. It declares that monoy raisecl in a State by 
taxation for the support of public schools or derived from any public 
fmul therefor or any public lands devoted thereto shall not be under 
the control of any religions sect or denomination, nor shall any money 
so raised be divided among the sects or religious denominations. 
\Vere this before the Senate I w nld support it. 

I should be opposed, if the people of a State were entirely of one 
de-nomination, and that the one to which I belong, to placing moneys 
.raii:!Cd for tho support of public schools under the control of that re
ligious denomination. 

But there has been another article propose4 here and adopted by 
a majority of the Senate ; and as I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to this proposed article I will read it. I invite attention to 
the various provisions of it. 

ARTICI.E XVL 
No State shall make any law respectina an establishment of religion, or prohib

iting t.he free exercise thereof; and no religions test shall ever be required as a. 
qualification to any office or public trust under any State. No publiu property, 
and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under the authority of, the 
United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal corporat-ion, shall be 
appropriated to, or made or used for, the snp~rt of any Rchool, educational or 
other lDStitution, under the control of any religious or anti-religions acct, or::ran
ization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenets of any roligions 
or anti-religions sect, organization, Or denomhlation shall be taught; and DO SUCh 
particular creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school or institution sup
ported in whole or in part by such re\enne or loan of credit; and no such appro
pria.tion or loan of credit shall be made to any r eligions or anti-religious sect. or
ganization, or denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article 
shall not be conRtrued to prohibit the reaclin.~ of the Bible in any school or institu
tion; and it shall not have the effect to impair rights of property alread,y vested. 

SEc. 2. Con~·ess shall have power, by appropria.te legislation, to prov1de for the 
prevention and punishment of violations of t.his article. 

I cannot, with my views of what is wiso either for the Federal 
Government or for the people of the respective States, vote for this 
proposed article. I ask the attention of Senators to the leading prin
ciple or idea which the wise men who framed the Constitution of the 
United States followed in framing it. It was that the Federal Gov
ernment, which was to be the Government and to act for the people 
of all the States, should have those powers which were essential to 
action by that Government on subjects as to which the people of all 
the States had a common general national interest. It was to be a 
Government with power to make treat,ies with foreign countries, to 
provide for the general defense, to furnish a currency, to regulate 
commerce, and to have jurisdiction over other matters of like char
acter in which all the States had a common general interest and 
upon which the people of the several States could not properly act. 
The framers of the Constitution believed also that it was wiser and 
bet ter that the people of the several States should reserve to them
selves and exercise all those powers of government which related to 
home rights, if I may use that term, to the internal affairs of tbe 
State, to the regulating of the domestic relations, to the title to 
property, the modes in which it could be transferred; in a word, that 
t.he people of each State should have the exclusive power to manage 
their local and mternal affairs as they thought best for their own hap
piness and prosperity. I think all experience shows how wise this 
was and is. 

It was and is wise in reference to the perpetuity and strength of 
tbe Federal Government, which extends over a very wide section of 
country, over communities living in different States and having dif
ferent views as to their local matters and State governments. The 
Federal Government will be strong and the people contented while 
the peoplo of each State manage their own local affairs and the Fed
eral Government in its action IS restricted to general national affairs. 
But when in reference to these local affairs of a State, these home 
matters, the representatives from Massachusetts or New York have 
a voice as to what· shall be done in California as to local State mat
ters, the people of Ohio shall have a voice in the local affairs of 
1\fissmui, we can readily see that there will not be as much content
ment., and I do not believe there would be as much of good govern
ment and prosperity, as if the people of each State managed these 
local affairs for themselves. It makes the Federal Government 
strong to leave local affairs to the people of the State, because the 
people of different States then do not come in conflict in the Halls of 
Congress as t{) local government and policy, in regard to which they 
may have very different interests and views. The founders of the 
Federal Government bad the wisdom to perceive the advantage of 
leaving to the people of each State the control and management of 
their local State matters. 

Believing this to be )Vise, believing that nothing but evil will grow 
out of allowing the Representatives of one State to have a voice as to 
the local affairs of another, I have believed, and all my teaching and 
experience confirm me, that we should have power in the Federal 
Government only over those matters as to which the people of all the 
States have a common, general interest and as to which the people 
of a State could not act for themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, in my jud~ment this wise principle which has 
worked so well in the pa-st is vwlated by the propo ed amendment 
reported to the Senate by the Judiciary Committee, and which is now 
under consideration. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the Senator t.his question, 
whether the amendment as it came from the House does not violate 
the principle for which he is contending 'I 

Mr. KERNAN. I answer with entire frankness that to some ex
tent it does. 

Mr- EDMUNDS. It does to every extent as far as it goes. 
l\fr.KERNAN. lwillanswerfranklythatlbeliovethatthematterof 

educating children may be wisely left to the people of each State. I be
lieve that it is a home right; I believe that it will be exercised best in 
that way. I believe that our experience shows that there is no serious 
difficulty in its being exercise(! wisely and well by the people of each 
State for themselves. But I recognize that moneys raised to support 
common public schools are a fund to support a system which pervades 
the Union; this system is regarded with great interest by a large por-



I• 

1~6. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 5581 
tion of our people; and it is a single subject. Inasmuch as there wa-s 
danger that sectarian dissensions would ru:·ise in. regard to the com
mon-school moneys, inasmuch as it was asserted that efforts were 
being made t.o divide these moneys between the religious denorniua
tions, and there was great danger that the subject of the common 
schools would be made a political question and sectarian prejudices 
aroused as an element in political contests, I was willing to adopt the 
Blaine amendment, in the hope and belief that it would quiet tllese 
groundless fears as to the common schools a.nd avert the evils which 
spring from religious prejudices. 

Therefore I say that while I believe that it is wiser and better to 
leave the people of each State free to maint.ain tlleir schools a.s they 
see fit and I do not believe there will be any diversion of money raised 
for the support of common schools to other purposes, especially as 
in many State constitutions, as iu that of New York, there are pro
visions which forl>id the application oi money raised for common 

.schools to any other object. Yet if it would allay that which I regard as 
the greatest evil that ever comes among a community, strife and bit
terness in reference to religious creed, I was willing to vote for the 
Blaine amendment, although, as the Senator from Indiana says, it is 
ngainst the principle;S I believe to be wise. But I consider the pro
posed amendment now before the Senate as going far beyond that 
proposed by M.r. Bln.ine; and iu my judgment, instead of allaying 
strife and d-issension, it will increase them and l>ring evil to our 
schools, to onr institutions, and to the people of our countl:y. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly tell ns--
Mr. KERNAN. As I promised to get through in a few minutes, and 

want to state my views without arguing them, I must decline to yield 
uow, and after I am through, if my frieud wi.shes, I will answer bim. 

Mr. ED~ffiNDS. I was asking for light. 
Mr. KERNAN. I know my :fiiend wants light, but he has got a 

:fine intellect and he does not expect ·to get it from me, I fear; but if 
be does, what little light I can shed will be shed more intelligently 
by allowing me to proceed quietly in stating what my views are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator declines to allow me to ask 
him a question T 

Mr. KERNAN. Yes, sir. 
As I said, I think the proposed amendment before the Senate vio

lates seriously, in many ways, the principle to which I have alluded 
of giving the Federal Government supreme power only over national 
subjects; and as to internal affairs, local matters in the Stn.tes, the 
people of the several States should exercise the power as they re
served it in the original Constitution, untrammeled. 

I have said that, in my judgment, the proposed amendment would 
ue a very wide departure from correct principles. As to the first 
cln.use I have no comment to make; this declares that-

No State shall make any law respecting n.n establishment of religion, or prohib
iting tho free exorcise thereof; and no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any office or public trust nw.ler any State. 

That provision has iny most hearty commendation; but for all that 
it is not necessary to put it in the Federal Constitution. That mat
ter was discussed in the convention that made the Cons~itution1 and 
it was not thought wise to put in any such provision, but to len.ve it 
to the Stutes; aud we have gone on little less than a century, begin
ning with clauses in the constitutions of many States, making dis
tinctions on account of religions creeds, and I believe tlley have all 
disappeared from every State constitution except that of the State of 
New Hampshire; and I venture to say that will soon be changed. 
There is a provision in the constitution of that State that no one can 
be elected governor unless he is of the Protest.ant religion, and so as 
to members of the Legislature of the State. But I am willing to trust 
that to the people of that State, believing that very soon in this age 
of ours and in this country of ours they will adopt the liberal pro
visions which are found in the constitutions of the other States on the 
subject of t.he sacred rights of conscience. In the constitution of my 
own State in reference to .any interference with a man's copscientious 
convictions as to religion it is declared: · 

The froo exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and worship, without 
discrimination or preference, shall forever be allowed in this State to all mankind. 

It makes no religious test a qualification for any office; and this I 
uelieve is true a.s to other Stat-es except New Hampshire. Therefore 
I assume as to this provision which I have ren.d, t.he first clause in 
the article, there is really no need for it. It would be an insult to 
the people of every State in this Union, New Hampshire included, to 
say that there was danger that tlley would begiu now to establish a 
State-religion, or begin to prohibit its exerch;e, or make religions be
lief a test or qualification for holding office. 

I cannot conceive that there is any need of onr ha.ving a constitu
tional amendment to guard the people of a State agn.inst anythinlr of 
th<.Lt kind, and I say it very sincerely, l>ecn.use I realize that if there 
is a prcj ntlice of that kind perchance it exists most strongly against 
those with whom I l,>elieve in reference to matters of religion. 

But I ask attention to what follows: . 
No public property, and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or 

under the authority of the United States, or any State, Territory, District or 
municipal corporation. sball be appropriated to, or made or useu for, the suppo~t of 
any school, educational or other institution, under the control of any religiOus or 
anti-reli¢-ous Rect, or~::mizatio·1, or denomination, or wherein the particular crood 
01· tenets of any religions or anti-religions sect, organization, or denomination shall 
be taught. Al::cl no such particular creetl or tenets shall be read 'or taught in any 
school or institutim~ supported in whole or in part by such revenue or loan of credit. 

In the constitutions of sortie of the States the people have thought 
it wise to insert a provision that no fuuds or proper:ty of the State 
should be given to any private institution, but should be used only 
f.o support the institutions of the Government~ but this provision 
under consideration is not of that character. This seems to be aimed 
at something else. This leaves the United StatesGovernment to vote 
away any amount of public land to a corporation to build a railroad 
or do some other work; but the United States Government could not 
1mder this amendment give a viece of land to Bishop Whipple for an 
Indian school or church. I allude to him because I know he is the 
zealous Episcopal bishop of Minnesota. who has taken such a.n inter
est in .trying to civilize and protect and christianize the Indians. 
While we may give to railroad jobs under this proposed amendment 
any amount of public lands, we cannot give him a site out of tho 
public land for his little church or for his mission school, because of 
course he would teach tte Indians the creed of that denomination of 
which he is a bishop. 

Let us go a little further. How are you to get on under this 
a.mendment T This Government has soldiers' homes; it has, I be
lieve, some hospitals in this District that it aids to support, and some 
other good Cbristia,n benevolent institutions; but what will be tho 
effect of this amendment f "No particular creed" is. the languago 
"or tenet" can be "read or taught" in your soldiers' home or in your 
school for orphan children or in any other institutions support-ed or 
aided by the Government. Take the soldiers' llome. A man is there 
who has gone there and is taken care of there because of the wounds 
be received or ill-health he incurred in the public service. He may 
have never belonged to a Christian sect; bnt the time comes when 
he does desire religions ministrations. He is on a bed of sickness. 
He has from tbe mother that reared him perchance, or from his 
friendij, or from other associations, n. leaning to the Methodist donom
imbtion and sends for a clergyman of that church and asks that he 
may be taught that form of Christin.nity; and yet with this ameud
meut in force, he cannot in that institution be taught thn.t creed. So 
with an orpha.n asylum supported in whole or in part by the United 
States. You may say there are put few such institutions under the 
Fedeml Government, and I shall spend no time on them. Come to 
our State governments. Here are juvenile reformatories. The chil
dren are gathered in there, the little waifs whose parents are either 
dead or from some misfortune or vice do not care for them. They 
have committed a petty offense, the first step in crime. 

In the State of New York we have two or three reformatories for 
children under sixteen who have committed crime. The State re
formatories are supported entirely from the -public treasury. Do my 
friends mean to say that we shall put. in the United States Constitu
tion au iron rule to bear upon the people of every State that they 
shall not p~rmit any Chri.,tian creed to be "read or taught" in such 
an institution to these children f It is at war, it seems to me, with all 
that is wise and all that is good in the State. Go to States where 
such institutions exist, and there is no difficulty, if we keep this out 
of politics and act like wise Christian men, like Christian men where 
each believes he is right and ought to have the means to practice that 
wllich he believes to be his duty in reference to worshiping his 
Maker and means to allow everybody else to do the same and will be 
zealous that everybody else shall have the same ri(J'ht. In the re
formatory at Rochester, New York, there is no trouble. It is a State 
institution; the board of trustees arrange that the clergymen of the 
various denominations can go there and the boys can attend t.he re
ligious service and tea-ching according to their fa,ith or that of their 
parents .. We cannot deal with juvenile delinquents so as to reform 
them except by endeavoring to supply the place of parent&, by teach
ing them some form of the Christian religion; and in a country like 

·ours in these institutions the only way is to allow the children to be 
won back to the ways of morality and religion by n.llowing the 
clergymen of the denomination for which theyhave a preference, and 
against which they have no prejudice, to instruct and teach them the 
creed of therr parents. But this amendment would prohibit the 
teaching them any cree4. 

Take the State prison. We send men there for reformation; and 
under this provision, as it is a State institut.ion maintained by State 
funds, there could be no particular creed or tenet read or taught to 
a man either in the chapel, where they bave one, or in his cell. 

A man is under sentence of death in prison. He had a mother of 
some religious creed who tn.ught him in his boyhood the prayers and 
the observances of tile church to which she belonged. He has com
mitted crime; he is to be executed as a criminal; he iii to face his 
Maker, and the memory of early yea.rs comes back, and he asks to 
have brought to hlm a clergyman of the denomination to which his 
mother belonged. The clergyman comes to him and is ready to teach 
him a.s be wants to be instructed, in that creed which he has from 
some cause or other, convict10n or prejudice, a desire to be instmcted 
in; and yet under this amendment he cannot read or !"e:1.ch him tho 
religious tenets and creed that he wants to lmow and the faith in 
which he wishes to die. 

Take your State hospitals and prisons. They are institutions of 
the St~Lte, supported entirely by the public mouey, arid in every one 
that I e.ver heard of in our SLate, in every jail, every reformatory, 
and every prison, the keeper that would not send f:1r the minister of 
the gospel of that religious persuasion which the imnate wished and 
allow him to teach him and read to him and have him unite with hlm 
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in the religions service to which the person was attached, or instruct 
him in that which he wished to be instructed in, would be denounced, 
and there would be a cry of indignation at such a violation of the 
rights of conscience by people of every creed. But this amendment 
forbids the reading or teaching of any creed or tenet of religion in 
any such institutions. 

I happen to have-and I speak of it with commendation to the State 
of Massachusetts-the law which was enacted in that State in the 
year 1875, April15 ; and yet that law cannot be carried out in their 
public institutions if this amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States were in force except as you incur the penalties which 
Congress may enact under it. I will read that law: 

Jl.ASSACHUSETI'B. 

[Chapter 126.] 
An act to provide for religions instructions in pnsons. 

Be it enacted, &c., as follows: 
SEc. 1. No inmat~ of any prison, jail, or house of correction in this Common· 

wealth shall be denied the free exercise of his religious belief anclliberty of wor
shiping God according to the dictates of the conscience within the place where 
such inmates may be kept or confined, and it shall be the uuty of the officers and 
boards of officers having the management anu direction of any such institutions to 
make such rules and regulations as mo.y be necessary to carry out the intent and 
provisions of t.his act. 

SEC. 2. Nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to impair the discipline 
of any prison as far as may be needful for the good government and safe custody of 
its inmates. 

SEC. 3. 'lhia act shall take effect upon its passage. 
(Approved April15, 1875.) 

A man in one of the institutions named in this act desires to be 
taught and instructed in the tenets and creed of one of the religions 
denominations or he desires to have the service of the church he be
longs to read to him; they would be reading or teaching the tenets 
of some creed, and although they would be obeying the law of Massa
chusetts, it would be violating the Coustitution of the United 
States if this amendment were adopted. 

Another law, that I chance to have in my hand, is one recently en
acted in the same year, 1875, by Ohio. Allow me to read that and see 
how the spirit of that law which I submit every Christian man will 
approve would be crushed out by this constitutional amendment. 

OHIO. 

A bill to s~e the liberty of conscience in matters of religion to persons impris
oned or,..sletained by authority of law. 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by t!IL"Gentral Assembly of the State of Ohio, That as lib
erty of conscience is not forfeited by reason of conviction of crime or by reason of 
detention in any penal, reformatory, or eleemosynary institution, or any house of 
refuge, work-house, jail, or public asylum of the State, no person in any such inRti
tution shall be compelled to attend religious worship or institution of a form which 
is against the dictates of his or her conscience; and it shall be the duty of every 
director, trustee, supcriutendent, or other person having in charge any such insti
tution to furnish equal facilities to all such persons for receiving the ministrations 
of the authorized clerg~an of their own reli,(tious denomination or persuasion, 
under such reasonable rnles and regulations as the trustees, directors, managers, or 
superintendents shall make; but no Rnch rules shall be so construed as tofrevent 
any clergyman of any denomination from fully administerin~; the rights o his de
nomination to such inmates : P.rovidecl, That such ministration entail no expense 
on the public treasury. . 

SEc. 2. This act shall take effeot from and after its passage. 

That is the spir-it of our institutions; that is the spirit in which the 
people of the States are acting, providing tbat these criminals evenll 
these outcasts that go to the poor-houses or reformatories, may ca 
upon a Christian minister of the religions denomip.ation which he 
prefers, and there he sha,U be allowed to teach and minister to him in 
the State institution; this would be in violation of this amendmeut if 
it were made a part of the Constitution. 

But go a little further. We all know that in our communities, and 
especially in our cities, there are large numbers of children who are 
gathered by the benevolent and the charitable and the good of every 
creed in our land; orphan children who have no mother, no father, 
no one to keep them from running in the streets right into the State 
prison and becoming a curse to the community and becomin(J' a de
struction to themselves. The Protestant ladies appeal to the benevo
lent and they build their asy l urns as they have done in almost every city 
of our State, in some of them more than one. They appeal to the be
nevolent to help them; they have collections in the churches, they have 
fairs. The institution is mainly erected and supported with donations. 
They gather in these children, ami occasionally ti.Je State gives them 
aid or the city gives them aid Upon economical principles they can 
alford to give them aid, because it is the cheapl:'st way of prevent
ing them from becoming criminals a_nd making them useful members 
of society; and yet must they go on without teaching those children 
any reli~ious creed f Hit chances to be members of the episcopal de
nomination who founded and have the charge of such an institution, 
they teach anti bring them up in that form of creed and worship which 
they themselves believe in. In a word, they make themselves fathers 
and mothers to the fatherless and to the motherless, and they do by 
them just what every sincere Christian father and mother would do 
by their own children; and yet that is to be forbidden. If the insti
tution chance to be in distress, if-as now and then happens-the 
whirlwind takes the roof off their asylum or the flames destroy it, 
they cannot receive from the State or city a donation if this amend
ment is adopted, except on the condition that no religious creed shall 
'be taught the children. 

In my own city (and it is a good illustration of whn.tiwantto say) 
there are two orphan asylums that are a credit to any place. Thc.y 

have gone on side by side in the ntmost harmony; the promoters of 
eaoh think better of the other for what they are doing. One is un
der the Protestant ladies' board of trustees ; the other is under the 
Sisters of Charity, wholookaftertheCatholic orphan children. There 
is no prejudice there. If a Protestant lady finds an orphan child 
whose parents were Catholics she takes it to the institution under 
the charge of the Sisters of Charity. If the others find destitute or
phans of Protestant parents they take them to the Protestant institu
tion and ask them to take them. We have a poor-house; it is a good 
establishment, and it is the only place the county can send the orphan 
children to that are paupers. There are no means for education in 
the institution. More than ten years ago it was suggested, and the 
board of supervisors of the county ordered, that all the children under 
a certain age that came to the poor-house should be sent to one of 
these asylums. The board directed, in the real spirit of doin~ good, 
the superintendent to send the children who came there, if ot Cath
olic parentage, to the Sisters' asy lnm, and to send all the others to the 
Protestant asylum, and the county pays them less for educating and 
caring for them than it would cost in the pcor-house. Thus we have 
brought up and educated in these asylums children that would go 
from the poor-house without instruction, without the habits of use
fulness. They readily get places as they advance a little in years. 
Each of these asylums teaches the children, as children in my judg
ment should be taught, that religions creed which those having the 
institutions in charge believe and practice. 

Our State has occasionally given them aid, and there has been no 
jealousy and no trouble. When they have been overburdened there 
ha.s been inserted in appropriation bills a clause giving each aid; 
there has been no jealousy, no wrangling, but real good, a great re
lief to the community from the expense of paupers and from the ex
pense of criminals. But this could not be done under the amend
ment. Each is under the control of a religions denomination-in 
each a religions creed is taught. 

The best practical principle is to leave all these matters to the State 
and to· the neighborhood. Yon will there find Christian charity among 
all. The only strife will be which will do the most good to these 
little children for the sake of that Saviour who said, "Suffer little 
children to come unto me." 

Take hospitals. Snch institutions have to be supported in some 
degree usually by public funds and in part by contributions from the 
benevolent. A mn.n in the hospital sick, brought to thoughtfulness 
by his condition, warned perchance by the nurse or the physician that 
he will soon have to appear before his Maker, asks them to send for 
a minister of one of the religions denominations, selecting one for 
himself. He tells him " I had a little religions instruction in youth, 
not much; I want to be taught the tenets of your church; explain 
them to me; teach them to me." It cannot be ·done; the hospital is 
supported in part by the State. He does not want a mere general 
form. He asks to be instructed in that which he wishes to under
stand. 

I submit, Senators, that when you reflect on a few of these things 
there is no need of doing that which is detrimental to the good that 
is done in this way. But come to private hospitals, got up as they 
are by the contributions of the benevolent and charitable members 
of some church. These hospitals occasionally apply to the State or 
the city for aid. They are doing good. They are caring for the poor 
sick cheaper than they can be cared for in public hospitals. 'l'ake 
the hospital in my own city. It is in charge of ladies of a particular . 
creed who give their services because they think it their duty. They 
started without anything and they have won their way so that they 
are sustained alike by Protestants and Catholics. Every sick person 
who is poor and has no place to go to is received without regard to 
creed; and every clergyman is invited to visit and every patient may 
send for the clergyman he likes and he comes there and reads and 
teaches and administers unto him according to the form of worship 
that patient desires. 

In the Protestant hospitals, under Protestant trustees, if there was 
a Catholic there, though they might not think well of his creed, 
if be desired the priest of his religion, they would send for him and 
have him come and read to and teach him and administer to him the 
rites of the Catholic religion. Yet all that must be stopped becanse 
these private institutions very generally get some aid from .the public 
treasury. 

This is a land of charitable, benevolent, and Christian people. Say 
what yon pleaso, yon will find in every corner of it, in every denom
ina,tion people who have fervent convictions for their own creed and 
people who would always give every other person, and especially in 
an institution; public or private, opportunity of having preciselytbe 
ministrations tb'at be desired and which he believed essential to his 
salvation. If it is a public institution under this amendment, you 
must shut out all denominations having any creed or any particular 
tenets. If it be one erected by private benevolence which does a 
great deal of good and relieves the State from a great deal of pau
perism, takes care of paupers better than they can be elsewhere, yon 
may apply to the State, and if the State gives you aid yon must at 
once shut out the ministers of the gospel of every creed, althongh 
your patients desire to have their ministrations before they go in 
t.heir last sickness, to meet their J ndge, to account for all they did or 
omitted to do on earth. ' 

I object to tliis amendment. It is not, in my judgment, wise; it is 
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not, in my judgment, in accordance with the spirit of Christian char- the State will be better administered than we can do it in Congress, 
ity as it exists m every denomination of Christians. where it is so difficult to legislate much, and where from our not being 

But it bas been said t.hat it applies only wherein a particular familin.r with the wants of the people of the States it is so difficult 
creed or tenet is taught. Each denomination believes that its to act wisely or well concerning matters which affect them peculiarly. 
creed and its forms and its doctrines are true. If children are under Mr. WHYTE. 1\fr. President, Protestant though I am, and sprnng 
their charge, they will so bring them up in that creed. In sickness from ancest.ors who belonged to the straightest sect of Irish Presby
they will have the patients attended by a clergyman teaching tha terians, and imbibing the prejudices which I must confess attach to 
creed which the patient believes in. such surroundings, nevertheless I fail not to remember that I was 

Now, I submit that we should not say that all these institutions born in a State colonized by Roman Catholics, in whose soil the ban
which get aid at all from the public fUllds or which are established ner of religious toleration was first planted on this American conti
by the State most bar their doors against every such t.hing. In this nent. For the obtension of religious as well as civil liberty the Ro
country where the denominations of Christians differ iu form and in man Catholics of Maryland, represented by the patriotic Carroll of 
tenets of religion to some extent, you can only bring up the child in Carrollton, pledged their lives, their iortunes, and their sacred honors 
the asylum; you can reform the criminal only by giving him an op- in the revolutionary struggle. Should I, as a representative of Mary
portunity to practice in the institution where he is that creed to land, vote for this amendment, I should deem myself faithless to the 
which he is attached or as to the troth of which he has convictions. spirit of the history of my native State. In my judgment the danger 

How does this amPndment look to a Christian f In our funda- is not present which this article, proposed in response to an ephemeral 
mental law we not only provide that the Federal Government shall popular demand, is designed to avert; and it seems to me, to use plain 
give no money for any such purpose, but throughout this broa~ land words, nearly an accusation against a large body of fellow-citizens 
in every State we are to put in the Federal Consitntion an iron rule as loyal to republican liberty as we proclaim ourselves to be. 
that they shall not aid an institution of charity because it is under Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to a-sk him a question f 
the coutrof of the :Met.hodist denomination or they teach its doctrifles Mr. WHYTE. I am going to speak but three minutes by the watch, 
to the inmates. Altho-qgh they are doing a great work for those who and I beg my friends not to interrupt me. I will yield, however, for 
have been criminal, who were and are of their faith, to those who are a question if the Senator desires to put one. 
orphans and of their faith; although they do good and are benefiting .Mr. EDMUNDS. The question I wished to ask wa-s precisely in 
the State by bringing them up in morality, by instructing ana incul- point to what the Senator was saying, that there was no present 
eating and indoctrinating them ~th the views of Christianity they danger of the kind to which he alludes, whether he had read the 
profess, yet you say we will cot them off, we will shnt out Chris- mandate ordinarily called the encyclical letter and the syllahos of 
tianity and anti-Christianity. I cannot quite conceive what state of errors promulgated by the holy Pontiff in 1864 on this very subject f 
things there is to be in an orphan asylum, a hospital, or a reforma- Mr. WHYTE. Yes; but 1864 is not 1876 by a long shot. 
tory. These charitable institutions will be founded and they will be .Mr. EDMUNDS. It lacks twelve years of it. 
managed by zealous hands and active feet belonging to one or the Mr. WHYTE. And a good many things which people did in 1864 
other ef Christian denominations. They have their faith, and so be- they do not do to-day, I am happy to add. 
lieving they do not want to protrude their views upon others, but Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that he under
they gather up their own pauper ehildren, their own pauper sick, stands that the principles or declarations of thi~:~ letter have been 
their own pauper aged in these institutions. Yet you say the State changed, or withdrawn, or modified t 
shall not encourage them in their need by aid.ing from the treasury Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 
according to the will of the people of the State, because they teach Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see the proof of it. 
that creed that makes them these ministering llllgels and zealous Mr. WHYTE. Has the Senator read Archbishop Purcell's recent 
workers. letter on this very subject t 

No city can aid the institution, no country can do it, no State can Mr. EDMUNDS. Archbishop Purcell is not the Pope. 
do it. While they can give to any other enterprise they shall not Mr. WHYTE. But Archbishop Purcell, I suppose, would not speak 
help with the public fonds these zealous people who give their labors in opposition to the desires of the Pope--
and their lives to this work. All Christian denilminations have these Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know. 
zealous men and women, and by this amendment you say neither Mr. WHYTE. Any more than some gentlemen here speak in op-
State nor city shall aid them, although a roof cannot be closed over the position to the will of the republican party. 
orphan children who are being cared for, in a place where t.hey can be I was about to say that the first amendment to the Constitution 
brought up and where it is the will of the State they shall be brought prevents the establishment of religion by congressional enactment; 
up, unless you banjsh religion and religious teaching. it prohibits the interference of Congress with the free exercise thereOf, 

I trust therefore that we will dismiss t.hls idea. 'fake the ragged and leaves the whole power for the propagation of it with the States 
school; take any other school that is gotten up by benevolent people. exclusively; and so far as I am concerned I propose to leave it there 
T._e the city of New York, where they have schools for these ragged also. 
boys that were running to destruction, and where they teach them in Called away from this Chamber, Mr. President, to discharge other 
schools under charge of almost every denomination. Our State has duties for my State, and fearing that I may be absent -when the vote 
thought it wise, where so much hail been dvne by these denomina.- on this amendment is taken, I desire thus publicly to record my op
tions to relieve the State from pauperism and crime and make good position to the passage of any such amendment, whether coming from 
citizens of those who else would be a burden, to aid them, and we the House of Representatives or emanating from the Judiciary Com
have done it and done it very cheerfully. Certainly if it was a mittee of the Senate. 
Protestant in~:~titution I would do it all the more cheerfully, because Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have already once called 
they were educating those children in the creed which the parents attention to the resolution as it came from the House. That resolu
and friends of the children wish them to be educated in. But this tion proposed to amend the Constitution of the United States so as 
amendment cuts them off from aid if thiy teach the child the religious to prevent any moneys raised for public schools, or lands dedicated 
creed of its parents. for public-school purposes, from being under the control of any re-

Therefore I am opposed to putting anything in this Constitution ligious sect or denomination, or from being divided among them, and 
that becomes a bar upon the people of the State as to what they may that is all there is of it. It did not propose to prohibit any State or 
deem wise as to all these institutions. They are home duties; they the United States from raising any amount of money by taxation, or 
are ltome objects; the people will correct if there is any abuse. from voting any amount of property for the support of any religious 
These institutions reform those who otherwise would go untaught sect or denomination, or for any sectarian or denominational school, 
for want of parents, that would go to destruction because the poor but the division of money already raised for public schools or the di
boys and girls would learn crime in the way they were left ls:mg be- version of property already dedicated to the support of public schools 
fore they 1earned anything about that creed and that Savior who is in the most solemn manner by this resolution of the House de
died to save them and whose Christian people they should grow up clared by the Honse and every man who voted for it a great public 
to be. evil; not only an evil, bot an evil of such magnitude ancl of such im-

One further suggestion. The la.st clause is: minence as to call for a constitutional prohibition. Such is the clear 
SEc. 2. Congress shall have po~er, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the declaration which the Honse have made to us, and every man who 

prevention aud punishment of violations of this article. voted for that resolution bas made to us, of the evil to be guarded 
If the article stood without this, laws in violation of it would be against. What is this evil f In what does the evil consist¥ Cer

void. The courts would hn.ve to so declru:e them. But by this you tainly it is no greater evil to do this wrong, for the resolution admits 
transfer to Congress the questions. Of course I entertain great respect it to be a wrong, indirectly than it would be to do it directly. 'Vhat 
for Congress; but it is not the best body in the world to be legis- then i8 the evil, and what are the principleswhich would be violated 
lating on the subject of this amendment. without this constitutional provision f I tako it to be this : In a 

There will be irritating contention and litigation as to the mean- country situated like ours, where the conscience is left free, where 
ing of this article. It may be ctaimeu that while there can be no ap- religions toleration is universal, where the people are diviued into a 
propriation to an institution under the control of one religions sect great number of churches and sects, with a very large proportion, if 
there may be to an institution under the control of sects united. · not a majority, of the populat.ion belonging to no church or sect, and 
Then what is the meaning of the term "particular creed or tenets 7" where our public schools could never be maintained unless placed 

I trust, therefore, tbe amendment will not be adopted, but that we upon a footiu~ of substantial eqnali ty among all people who may 
shall leave the States to manage their domestic institutions as the choose to send to them, it would be wrong to raise money by taxa
people in each State may choose. The Federal Government will be tion or t.o appropriate property belonging to the whole people for the 
stronger; there will be more satisfaction with it, and the affairs of support of any one of those denominations. That I take it is t.he real 
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principle upon which it becomes wrong to do this very thing which 
the House proposes to prohibit. The principles, it will be seen there
fore, are much broader than the resolution ; and what has been an 
enigma to me is that those who can go so far as to admit the evil stop 
so far short of a remedy. 

No"'T' Mr. President, is the thing itself any worse when done indi
rectly, by first raising the mo..1ey or devoting the property to public 
schools and then dividing it among the various sects for the sup
:vort of their sectarian schools, than if the same result were accom
!JlisLed direct.ly by raising the tax or appropriating t.he money or 
property directly for the purpose of supporting the same sectarian or 
denominational schools f If there be any difference, is not the latter 
the more obvious and manifest, and the one which would naturally 
:first occur to the mind of any man seeking by a constitutional amend
ment to provide a remedy f What would be thought of the law
makeJ·s who should provide carefully for the punishment of aiders 
and abettors in a crime, but leave the principal offenders to go free 
anu unpunished T Able and honest minds, in attempting to provide 
un enuctment agaipst a direct wrong, or one committell by di1,·ect 
menus, do sometimes from a failure to foresee the various methods by 
which tho same wrong may be indirectly committed fail to make 
sufficient provision against it when committed by indirect means. 
But tbis is the most notable instance which has ever come under my 
observation where the author of an important prohibitory provision 
has so clearly seen a11d provided against the wrong when attempted 
imli1·ectly and has yet been utterly oblivious of, and made no provis
ion against, the same wrong when clone or attempted directly. But 
such is the fact. While this resolution prohibits the division among 
sects or for sectru:ian schools of any money first ra.iscd by taxation for 
or property which may have been devoted to public schoolR, it leaves 
both the national and State governments at perfect liberty to mise 
by taxation any amount of money and to appropriate any amount 'of 
money or property di1·ectly to or for the use of any snch religions 
sects or denominations and for any schools ot institutions under their 
control or direction, though the main or entire purpose of such schools 
mav be instruct.ion in and the propagation of the peculiar denomi
national or sectarian system of religion or religious belief or cate
chism of such sect or denomination. It does not prohibit even the 
diversion or division to or among such sects · or sectarian schools of 
auy money or public property unless raised by taxation for or de
voted to public schools. Now we all know that a.s a general thing and 
in most of the States the various church or denominational schools 
are private schools and not properly included under the designation 
of "pn blic schools" at all. 

I will not charge upon the authors or supporters of this House res
olution any wrong motive and am confident that many, if not most, 
who gave it their support entertained no sinister purpose; but I am 
compelled to say that if I had been the warmest advocate for secta
rian or denominational schools and for taxation and the donation of 
public property to their support, and could have been base enough 
to wish to deceive Congress or the nation by a mere sham which 
should pretend to discountenance or prohibit taxation or the dona
tion of public property for such purposes, but which should leave the 
power completely intact to continue or perpetuate the same wrong 
directly which it professes, and only professes, to prohibit being done 
indirectly, I shoulu not only have given the House resolution a silent 
but an active support. But I confess I should have felt not a little 
tremulous lest the trick might be discovered, and Jest the figure which 
I had presented as a veiitable lion in the combat against sectarian 
influence in the schools should, by the cars and hoofs protruding, 
stand exposeu a-s a very diiferent animal-dressed in t.he lion's skin. 

But, Mr. President, believing that neither any church nor any 
donominationalschool should be supported or aided by taxation or 
by appropriation of public property, I have from my youth up steadily 
advocated this view. It is a principle essential to the success of 
any system of public education in this country, and is, or at least 
should be, far above all mere party politics, and I am as intensely 
desirous n.s any man can be to place it entirely beyond and outside of 
the field of party politics, where it may always be safe whatever 
party may be in power. This is a favorable timo to accomplish this 
desirable end, and I hope we shall avail ourselves of it aml ward off 
at once and forever all the threatened dangers to arise from the vio
lation of this great principle. All this will be accomplished if the 
resolnt.ion reported by the committee shall pass and become a part of 
the Federal Constitution. 

I can see no possible reason, resting upon any true or just principle, 
why all men who are in favor of an entire separation of church and 
state, in favor of full religious toleration anu freedom of conscience 
and of perfectly equal rights among all churches, sects, and societies 
should not surJport this suustitute offered by the committee. 

The only ground on whicll the House resolution can be justified at 
all rests upon a fundamental principle which justifies anll requires 
all the provisions of this substitute; and the principle itself can only 
be e1Iectually ·secured .uy such a constitutional a.memlment as this 
substitute proposes. When this is done the question is taken out of 
politics, but not before. 

·:ur. President, I certainly did not think, and I am not yet cou
viuced, notwithstanding the able argumeut of the Senator fl'Oru New 
York, [Mr. KERNAN,] that the meaning of this substitute is such as 
he has attributed to it in reference to hospitals anu institutions of 

.. 

that kind. I certainly bad seen no difficulty of that kind, and I am 
quite satisfied that the fair construction of the substitute proposed 
by the committee will not justify the remarks made by the Senator 
from New York; but on that point the chairman of the committee 
who presented the amendment will undoubtedly answer for himself. 

Mr . .MORTON. Mr. President, the resolution as it came from the 
House embodied every objection upon principle which it seems to me 
can be raised to the amended resolution as reported by the commit
tee, but it was imperfect. I presume by inadvertence, I a ume not 
by intendment, it was imperfect, and would have amounteu to but 
very little. It simply prohibited a State from diverting a fund raised 
for public schools, set apart for public schools, to the support of sec
tarian schools. It prohibited a State from diverting a fund raised by 
the sale of land or by taxation or from any other source, avowedly 
and originally a school fund, from being afterward changed from this 
original purpose to the support of sectarian schools, but it. did not 
prevent a State from levying a tax directly for the support of secta
rian schools. It would not prevent a State from appropriating money 
out of the general treasury for a sectarian school; it simply protectetl 
a fund already made and set apart originally as a school fund from 
being afterward diverted to the support of sectarian educational insti
tutions. 

Now, does it require argument to prove that that resolution is 
imperfect and will amount to scarcely auythin~ when any State in 
the Union without violating it can lay a tax of five mills or ten mills 
for the support of sectarian institutions' The principle cont.ended 
for by the Senator from New York is that all such matters should be 
left exclnsi veJy to the State. If it is proper to interfere and prevent 
States from diverting school funds created for that purpose to the 
support of sectarian schools, if it is proper to interfere with a State in 
that res_?ect, is it not equally proper to prevent a State from levyi11g 
an original tax for the support of sectarian schools t I think tile ar
gument of my friend from New York upun that point was imperfect, 
for he a<lmits that it is proper to prevent a Stat.e from taking 1,1n orig
inal Bchool fund and diverting it, but the House amendment ailows 
a State to levy a tax for the same purpose. 

Then the ameudment as it carne from the House violated every 
general objection that can ue offered. The Senator from New York 
took the ground $at the Co!•stitnt.iou of the United States should 
not interfere with a State upon the question of schools or religion, 
and my friend's argument amounts to this-and if I do not state him 
correctlv I wish he would correct me-that the States should be left 
free if they see proper to establish sectarian schools by pul>lic taxa
tion, and that if the Stat.e of New York desires to levy a tax and col
lect money of the people to establish, if you please, Protestant chools 
on the one band or Catholic schools on the other, should be left free 
to do that, and we should not interfere by a constitutional amend
ment to prevent her. That is my friend's argument, that the States 
should be left free to establish a religion or to establish sectari:m 
schools; in other words, to give the power to give a particular reli
gious sect the advantage of the government and support by public 
taxation. That is my friend's argument I think, and if I do not s~te 
it correctly I want him to correct me, because it is a very important 
point. 

Mr. EATON. In other words-
Mr. EDMUNDS (To Mr. MORTON.) Thatisnotthe friendyoucalled 

for. 
Mr. MORTON. No, it is not. 
Mr. EATON. I hope the honorable Senator from Vermont will call 

on me by and by. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I never shall, you may be sure. 
~:1r. KERNAN. I said that it was violating what I believed to be 

the true principle to put in the Constitution restrictions on the States 
in reference to schools. Now, having answered frankly, permit me 
to say another thing: I am and always ha,ve been entirely oppo. ed 
to favoring one sect rather than another by any appropriation. Hence, · 
even as to these charities, I argued in our constitutional convention 
of 1866 that I was in favor as to these institutions in the State, if t]Je 
people found there was any abuse, of having a provision which wonld 
require when they gave to these hospitals, orphan asylums, aud 
things of that kin<l, that they should either give each p1·o mta ac
cording to the number they supported or cut them all off. My plin
cipal point is that I do not think it is wise a-s a principle, though I 
was willing to waive that for the purpose I stated, to put in the 
Federal Constitution restrictions on States in reference to the e domes
tic institutions. 

Mr. MORTON. I am glad then to find that I was right. My friencl 
says that he would be opposeu to having a State legislate for the 
benefit of a particular sect. I certainly understand that to be hjs 
feeling; but that is not the point. It is not a question of what his 
preference is or my own might be. The point I make is that my 
friend insisis that each State shall be left free, if she sees proper, to 
estn,blish and support at the public expense denominational schools, 
Catholic schools if you please, or Prptestant schools; that tha State 
sh:.~.ll not he deprived of tLe power to establish that kind of a school 
il a majority of her people are in favor of it. That is the impor
tant point upon wbich I am glad to find that my friend admits that 
I stated him correctly. · 

Mr. KERNAN. Yon do not understand me to say that I favor thatt 
Mr. MORTON. 0, no; my friend does not favor it; he is opposed 

I 
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to that kind of legislation certainly, but he does favor this: he favors 
the idea that New York should be left free whenever such a thing 
occurs, if she sees proper, to establish Catholic schools and have ihem 
snoported by public taxation, or to establish Protestu,ut schools and 
have them supported by public taxation. There is where tho great 
danger comes in. This admission made by my friend covers the whole 
ground of this proposed constitutional amendment. 

My friend says there is no danger. Well, Mr. President, in my 
judgment there is .danger. That cloud is looming above the horizon; 
it is larger than it was a few years ago; and I might ask my friend 
if there is not danger in his own State; I might ask him if there 
have not been abuses in his own State. 

Mr. KERNAN. There never bas been the least dan~er in that State, 
and I do not think there has ever been any abuse of any serious char
act,er. 

Mr. ?.fORTON. I ask my friend if there have not been large amounts 
of money gtven for the support of denominational institutions in his 
own State, given out of the public treasury or raised by public tax-
ationf _ 

Mr. KERNAN. Money has been given to institutions of this char
acter, hospitals, orphan asylums, conducted by various denomina
tions; but never in my judgment was there any serious abuse. I be
lieve there bas been a good deal of fairness in the divil:!ion among tho 
various sects. 

Mr. MORTON. I shall not go into a history of the legislation of 
the State of New York. I have been reading and hearing very much 
on that subject for some years past. It is in my opinion an essential 
principle of American liberty and one upon which the perpetuity of 
our Government depends that we shall have perfect freedom of relig
ious worship, that there shall be no established church, no religion 
established by law that is taught uy law, and that 80 far from the 
States being left free to establish a church if they see proper, or to 
establish denominational schools at public expense, I believe that 
the safety of this nation in the ftlr future depends upon their being 
deprived of any such power. I believe that the example of one State 
establishing a religion, or doing what amounts to the same thing iu 
principle, establishing denominational schools to be supported at 
public expense, endangers the perpetuity of tho nation. The sup
port of a school by public taxation is the same thing in principle as 
an established church. If we can appropriate money to establish, if 
you please, a Catholic school, it involves the whole principle of sup
porting the Catholic Church at public expense, or if you ·please a 
Protestant school and the support of a Protestant Church at public 
expense. The power to educate children in a particular faith at tho 
public eKpense involves the Rame principle as the support of th:1t 
church at public expense, and the one inevitably leads to the other. 

Now, sir, that there should be perfect freedom of religious opinion 
in our country is essential to our life as a nation, and we cannot have 
that and we cannot have perfect eqnality except upon the condition 
that religion shall not be maintained at public expense and that de
nominational schools of religion shall not be maintained at public 
expense. Every sect is left free. The Catholics may have as many 
schools as they see proper and teach their religion, and so may Protest
ants-no abridgment of their freedom. They have the largest liberty; 
but when it is done at public expense an-d all are taxed for their sup-
port, then the principle of equality is gone. . 

Mr. President, I have heard some talk to-night !l.bont hospitals and 
orphan asylums. :My friend from New York has said something on 
that subject. I do not intend, so far as I am concerned, to be diverted 
from this great question by what is said in regard to orphan asylums 
and hospitals. There is a great principle underlying this amendment, 
and it sesms to me it is one that should receive the support of all 
parties. It may not be perfect in its phraseology; perhaps it is sus
ceptible of improvement iu that particular; but 1 am speaking of the 
general and broad principle. If the phraseology does not sujt my 
friend, let him offer to improve it, let him suggest where it can be 
corrected, but his objection goes to the whole amendment. That 
brings me back to the great admission made by my friend that each 
State should be left free, if she sees proper, to establish a church and 
to establish denominational schools and support them by public tax
ation, and that there should be no interdiction of such a thiBg in the 
Constit,ution of the United States. There is the broad principle on 
which we separate. I regard that doctrine as being fatal, if carried 
out, to the liberties of my country. · 

My friend from Marylanfl spoke about the history of Maryland, 
that .Maryland was colonized by Catholics who established religious 
toleration, und that, as I understood, he would insult them if be 
voted for this amendment. Perhaps I did not understand my friend 
correctly 

Mr. WHYTE. I said I should be voting against the spirit of its 
history. 

Mr. MORTON. "\"\Thy against the spirit of its history! Are not the 
Catholics left free as ever in Maryland t Are they interfered with 
more than Protestants t Certainly not. How then .is it against the 
spirit of Catholic sentiment and toleration in Maryland t If Mary
l:~nd is prohibited from establishing Catholic schools and supporting 
them at public expense, and if Protestants are prohibited from doing 
the same thing, are they not still on au equality, and I ask how the 
spirit of Catholic toleration can be violated f If there is that spirit 
prevailing among all denominations iu Maryland, should they not 
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embrace the great doctrine that religion shall be left to the indi
vidual f They may support it, they may teach it.J uut they shall not 
force it upon their neighbors through the schoolS or in the church. 
The principle is precisely the same; the right to establish a denomi
national school and support it at public expense as the establishmeut 
of religion and paying the officiating clergyman ont of t.he pnblic 
treasury. The fact is the first would be t.he most effective in the 
accomplishment of the pmpose. 

Now, Mr. President, if there are objections to this phraseology, I 
hope our friends will point it out. If this amendment can be iruprovecl 
in .its language, let us have it done. Do not let us sta.nd critici ing 
phraseology to-night. The question is too great, it is too far-reaching. 
I hope my friends will object to the phraseology, if they do not like 
that; but my friend from New York did not put it on that ground; 
he put it on the broad, great principle that every State should be left 
free, if she sees proper, to establish a church or establish deuomina.
tion~Ll schools and support them at public expense. Thert} is a prin
ciple we can all understand. We can all be on the one side or the 
other side of that question. I am gla.d to have it brought here to-nigl1t. 
If t,llis resolution is broken down or if it shall fail to receive the t.wo
thirds majority, the country ought to know the ground upon which 
it is placed. -

It is very important to have this resolution specific. In framing 
constitut.ional amenflments the objection is that they are too gen
eral in their character. The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
which we supposed broad, ample, and specific, have, I fear, been very 
much impaired by construction, and o~e of them iu some respects 
almost destroyed by co·nstruction. Therefore I would leave as little 
as possible to construction. I would make them so specific all(l so 
strong that they cannot be construed away and destroyed by courts. 

Thi8 is not a new idea. The idea of free schools not denominational 
but general, the idea of a free church not supported by the govern
ment or maintained by the government is an original one in Ameri
can liberty. It has always prevailed in this country. Now it is pro
posed to give it form and put it in the Constitution. It has been in 
the minds of our people for one hundred years; but circumstances 
have occurred in the last fifteen or twenty years proving that there 
is danger and that the time has come when this idea which bas beeu 
somewhat nebulous in its character should receive distinct form and 
enunciation and go into the fundamental law. There can be no dall
ger in putting it into the Constitution, in saying that no State shall 
establish a church or establish a religious school supported at pnblic 
expense. What danger is there in it f Why should any man oppose 
it, unless he wants the State to do that in a particular case t If any 
one b~lieves that a particular church ought to be established by law · 
or that children ought to be educated in peculiar doctrines at public 
expense, then be ought to oppose this amendment. But if be thinks 
that all such educa.tion should be at private expense and that that 
given by the public should be general in its character, if be be
lieves that no church should be established, why oppose this amend
ment f It is no more for Protestants than it is for Catholics. It is no 
more against Ca.tholics than it is against Protestants; it puts all on 

. the same level precise:iy, takes from one church precisely what it 
takes from the ot-her. It is not a measure of favoritism. Let my 
friend bear it in mind that this is offered in a country where to-day the 
majority in every State are Protestants. It is offered in what muy be 
called a Protestant country. But I trust that men of all parties, of 
all religions, and of every kind of education recognize the importa·nce 
of m2.intaining this as a free country in which there shall be no estab
lished religion, and religion shall not be taught by law at public ex
pense. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question f 
Mr. MORTON. Certainly. . 
Mr. EATON. My friend from Indiana used this language, if I ·have 

him down right: "Circumstances have shown that there is danger." 
I use his own words. Will he be kind enough to say to the Senate 
in what the danger consists f 

Mr. MORTON. \V ell, Mr. President, my friend perhaps would like me 
to go into some particular history of the last :fifteen or twenty years; 
but my friencl knows perfectly well, without giving names here to
night, that there is a large body of people in thiM country, sincere, 
earnest, and pious, I have no doubt, who believe that our public 
schools in which religion is not taught are infidel and wicked, :.mel 
who are not in favor of any school tha.t does not te'lch religion. Does 
he not know that the public-school system of this country has been 
condemned and has been interdicted f I am not arraigning the sin-: 
cerity of any man or any class of men in this country; I believe in 
the general sincerity of all men, and I am a believer in the goodness . 
of men. My friend cannot be ignorant of the fact th~t there is a 
large and growing class of people in this country who are utterly 
opposed to our present system of common schools, and who are op
posed to any school that doea not teach their religion. I ask my friend 
if that is not a danger. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to say that I assure my friend in entir~ 
sincerity that those people who believe that it is their duty either in 
the family or in the school to have their secular education accom
panied with instruction in their faith, yet do not want that done at 
other people's expense, not any of them in my judgment, and cer
tainly not myself or tbose I represent. -nil they say is if our Protest
ant friends prefer to have schools where there is no religion taught, 
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it is their right; we concede it to them; we would not take it from 
them; but we feel it our duty to bring our children up in our own 
faith. I state it as clearly and as fairly as I can, and I assure my friend 
that when he expresses t.he idea that those to whom he alludes would 
take from Protestants the right to have their children educated just 
as t.bey see fit, he does them great wrong. '\Ve hold it to be their 
right and their duty to have their children educated in the way they 
think right and the way they think best, and we only ask that we 
should he allowed to educate ours a~ we think best, in all kindness, 
without the slightest unkind feeling or dissent about it. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not call in question the sincerity of my friend 
or his liberality; but he admits in his statement the main point, that 
there is a large body who are opposed to schools in which religion is 
not taught. · 

Mr. KERNAN. No; they are opposed to such schools for their 
children, not that they would interfere with their neighbors. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend will see-
Mr. KERNAN. Free education we want. 
Mr. MORTON. My friend says they are opposed to schools for their 

children in which religion is not taught; therefore they are opposed 
to the present system of free schools because religion is not taught in 
them, because that is not made the. primary purpose, that which gives 
color and direction to all the education that we give. That is the 
point. Therefore my friend would have no schools at all unless re
ligion is taught. He would have the school fund divided. 

Mr. KERNAN. No. 
Mr. MORTON. If you raise a school fund say of a million dollars, 

then be would have au enumeration of the children ma.de, so many 
of one denomination, so many of another, and divide the fund. But 
he is opposed to general taxation for the support of schools in which 
reliaion is not tauaht. Am I not correct about tbatf 

Mr. KERNAN. No. We recognize what is practical. In a conn
try like ours we cannot have all our children taught irrespective of 
creeds. Where free public schools are taught for all, there they must 
be free from any religious teaching at all. They must be when at 
the public expense just like a school to teach mechanics, where we 
all send, and then we say that those who cannot adapt themselves to 
that must J~O elsewhere because it cannot be done practically, teach
ing the chi.ldren there any creed. We believe-I certainly do, and in 
our own State I have often talked of it-that t.he public schools must 
ue, as they are by our Constitution, schools to which every child in 
the State can go and get secular learning without there being any
thing offensive to the creed of any one. Those who cannot get along 
with them must educate their chiluren in private schools. We have 
not made any attack to overthrow the system. 

Mr. MORTON. If that is tb.e position of my friend from New 
York and of those whom he represents, we have no difference what
ever. That is precisely what we are for, that there shall be public 
schools at public expense in which there shall be no particular creed 
taught. That is just what this amendmf'nt is intended for. But 
that does not change the great fact• that whatever my friend's views 
may be, there is a large, powerful body of men in this country, in
creasing in number, who are opposed to beina taxed for that kind 
of school at all. They will not send their children to it because they 
believe that religion should be a part of education from the very 
beginning, and when those people get the power in any particular 
State or in any particular city human nature perhaps would have to 
undergo some change--

Mr. KERNAN. Will not my friend allow me! I can nssure him 
that if those to whom he refers of the people in this country, prizing 
all the justice and mercy which they enjoy, if they should get the 

·power, would never attempt out of public funds, if there was one 
person who did not want it done, to support their own schools. The 
thing is not pra-cticable at all, and they would not seek to wrest pub
lic moneys for such a purpose out_ of those who might not believe 
with them, no matter how small the number, and attempt to say " We 
will have schools where our children can be taught according to our 
notions, and yours you cannot send conscientiously." But, on the 
contrary, in the public schools pra-ctically the only way is not to 
teach any particular creed, and then have that which is distasteful 
to the conscience of the Hebrews or others, though it is no particular 
creed. To make them really just, as I have sai(t, they must be like 
schools where you send your boy to learn mechanics, and those who 
want him taught anything but mechanics must have him taught at 
their own expense, and not out of lhe public trea~ury. 

Mr. MORTON. I can only say that if I understand the spirit and 
the }>urpose and the sincerity of the people that I allude to, where 
they have the power thoy would never tax themselves one ce.Q.t to es
tablish a school to which they would not send their children. That 
I understand to be t.he ground of the objection now, that they are 
taxed for the support of schools to which they will not send their 
children. They will not send their children to the public schools be
cause they are non-sectarian, simply because they are not sectarian, 
and do not teach the religion that they believe iu. There comes the 
point. I do not question their sincerity at all; but their doctrine is 
that they must not send their children to a school in which their re
ligion is not taught from the first, and is not made the primary ob
ject. That idea carried out is fatal to our common schools, as every
body knows. It requires no argument to prove that. 

l\ir. President, I have been drawn into S'aying more than I intended 
to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the fundamental question which 
has been opened by the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. KER
NAN] is one which be surrenders himself. He says that he is opposed 
to any interference with State-rights respecting schools, but he is in 
favor of the amendment of the Constitution proposed by the House 
of Representatives. That is the attitude, the singular position 
which seems to be taken by the whole body of our brethren on the 
other side of the Chamber. At every stage of this propoeition which 
was sent to us by the Honse a.fter a long period of consideration and 
reflection, while our friends on the other side here are to a manop
posed to the principle of any amendment at all, they are in favor of 
the practice of adcpting the proposition of the House of Representa
tives. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. ·I. beg to correct the Senator from Vermont. I 
stated very distinctly on Friday night last in this Chamber that I 
had anxiously worked for the amendment adopted by the House of 
Representatives. And yet the Senator says that all on this side of 
the House, without exception, are opposed to any amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am very glad to be corrected. I 
will except my honorable friend; and if any other Senator has been 
unduly treated in this respect, I should be glad to have him stand up 
and" swear off," as the saying is. 

Now, let me take my friend from Ndw Jersey for a moment. He is 
in favor of the Honse proposition and not in favor of the Senate 
proposition. He is in favor of the principle, then, of not having pub
lic money that is raised for n·ee schools, devoted to sectarian instruc
tion; but he is not in favor, if ~e speu.ks to the Honse amendment, 
of having any other public money that is not specifically raised for 
that purpose kept from being used in exactly the same way. 
. Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not think the Senator from Vermont has 
any right to put into my mouth words that I have not uttered, or to 
try to extract from my head ideas that he perhaps knows nothing 
about. I do not propose that the Sena.tor from Vermont shall under
take to state my proposWon; I am quite capable of doing it myself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my friend is through, I will agree with 
him again. Mr. President, I shall never attempt to extract ideas 
from my friend's head. I shaH never attempt to put words in his 
mouth. He is the sole master of his individual liberty in both those 
particulars, and I should be presumptuons in applying in either of 
these respects. Now, I repeat that if my honorable friend is logical 
and consistent, as we all know he is-I took that for granted before
when he says he is in favor of the Honse proposition, which declares 
that-

No money raised by tantion in any Sta.te for fhe support of public schools, or 
derived from any- public fnnd therefor, nor any public lo.nds devoted thereto, shall 
ever be under the control of any religious sect or denomination; nor shall any 
money so raised or lands so devoted be divided between religious sects or denoui. 
inations. 

When he is in favor of that and nothing more, being logical and 
intelligent, while he is willing to protect the particular money that 
is raised for a particular purpose in a particular way, which I can 
demonstrate in a moment to be the sheerest moonshine that was evElr 
bronght to a man's attention, he is still in favor of leaving the same 
State to raise money by general taxation and put it into its treasury, 
and then give it to any sectarian school that it likes. 

l\Ir. RANDOLPH. By what authority does the Senator state that f 
Mr. ED.~fUNDS. I state it by the authority that I must impute to 

the Senator some little degree of logic and consistency in his propo
sition. 

l\Ir. RANDOLPH. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me
Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. I will say, first, that whether I am logical or 

not is not for him to determine; and, next, that inasmuch as the 
Hons~ amendment did not treat of that particular phase of the sub
ject I was not called upon to m.lke any expression of opinion one 
way or the other about it. I will say further that if the House 
amendment had contained the very provision of which he speaks

1 
I 

should have voted for the amendment just as cheerfully as the Sen
ator fro.qt Vermont. And now, if he will permit me to interrupt him 
a moment further,~ have felt from the beginning, whether right or 
wrong, that the whole purpose of the Judiciary Committee was to 
delay, to thwart, to stop, and not to permit to p;!SS that amendment 
to the Constitution, which most men believe is effective and qnite 
good enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much obliged to my honorable friend 
for that. He bas shown the same amount of consistency in that 
opinion as he has in supporting the House amendment as it stanch!. 
Now I come back again to the point. 

Mr. RANDOLPH rose. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will permit me to have my opinion 

about his logic, though he may not think it to be good. If he can sit 
still and bear that we can both go on in pea.co. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that the inevitable logic, that no man 
has denied or attempted to deny, of this House proposition is, simply 
treating of this particular subject, to say that special moneys raised 
for a special purpose shall not be diverted from that purpose to are· 
ligfons control; and it stops right there. It leaves yon to appropri-
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ate the general revenues of a State to the support of a sectarian 
private school or a sectarian public school, and only professes to pro
tect what the House is supposed to believe ought to be protected, 
public schools supported by the general revenues of a State, from 
sectarian doctrines, denominational control; and yet the Senator says 
if a little more had been put into this amendment he woultl have 
gone for it with equal pleasure. 

What is the duty of a Senator' I had. always supposed it was 
that a{lcordi:ng to his belief and his faith he would contribute his 
opinions and his motions to improve and perfect legislation either in 
the form of amendments or laws that are brought before him for his 
action. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Any attempt to amend will defeat the whole 
matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. If you alter a letter of this delusive 
and deceptive performance that was sent to us, it would defeat the 
whole matter, because it would expose the extreme shallowness of 
the performance. That is it. The Senate, then, must go on the idea 
that the thing that was sent to us was almost intended to be a delu
sion, or, if not, it was so inadequate, and coming from a body itself 
that was so inadequate to the occasion, that it would not do for any 
member of this body to propose to correct it in any particular. That 
is rather an extraordinary idea to legislate here. I give to the hon
orable ~enator from New Jersey the benefit of the invention. 

Now if I can be allowed to come back to this extraordinary thing 
again for a moment, I will do so. This House proposition involves 
the principle that it is untit that public revenue, that all men and all 
creeds are obliged to contribute to according to property, shall be 
devoted to promoting the religions creed or tenets of any denomina
tion to which it may or may not belong; in other words, that this is 
a. land of equal rights, and that it is not consistent with republican 
liberty, as our fathers even in Maryland understood it, that any aid 
in any form, whether by established churches or schools or hospitals 
or asylums, should be given to the doctrines of any church, or that 
any man should be made to pay for supporting the conscience of some 
other man, except so far as the conscience of some other man might 
say that he would not suffer himself to be taxed to build a public high
way unless images of the Holy Virgin should be set up once a. mile 
to mark the length of it or unless a Protestant church with its Epis
copal spire and cross should be built at every cross-roads. The lib
erty of conscience does not go quite so far as that. We must have 
public institutions; we must conserve the public interest by instruct
ing the youth of this country in those things essential to the preser
vation of the Government itself, essential to understanding tho true 
principles of liberty and individual conscience and freedom of opin
ion, upon which alone a republican government can rest. But when 
any man undertakes to set up his conscience between his paying taxes 
to support a public highway or a. public asylum or a public school, 
on the ground that his conscience does not permit him to believe in 
highways or asylums or schools, then he is asking too much of others 
upon his conscience. 

The liberty of conscience, while it is universal in every church but 
~:me, is not a liberty of conscience to stand in the way of these great 
and nece.ssary acts to which I have referred ; but it does stand in the 
way (and the security of th~ Republic is bound up in it) of imposing 
upon any man or set of men public burdens to promote the religious 
opinions particular to soot.s and denominations of any other set of men. 
That is the proposition that the Judiciary Committee has reported, 
and that is the proposition that every democrat 'in this body opposes 
in every step in its proO'ress. It gives me great grief to say it. I had 
lwped, I hacl believed tl1at, for once in this Chamber, an amendment 
so catholic, in the highest and best sense of that term, so democratic, 
in the highest and best sense of that term, so republican, in the high
est and best sense of that term, would have met with universal ap
probation in respect of the prinoiple upon which it was founded, and, 
if the phraseology reported by the committee should have been found 
to be the subject of just criticism, that we should have ha-d the 
friendly propositions and observations of gentl~men upon it in order 
that this great and fundamental principle might go into the organic 
law with the prayerful good-will of all men of all parties. Bnt for 
some reason we find that this mere delusion, this scrap of moonshine 
that has been sent to us, is hugged as if it were the very heart of 
love by all our friends, and one and every proposition to embody the 
principle in an effective form is resisted in every way possible. 

Mr. President, the -public schools of this country are dear to the 
heart.s of almost all American citizens. They have seen in them for 
a hundred years the very life-blood of intelligent and progressive 
republicanism. I do not mean party republicanism, as it is now 
called; I mean that republicanism that gave the name of a. republic 
to this nation. They have seen in that system the fountain-spring 
of the wonderful and marvelous material prosperity of this country. 
They have seen in it the growth of manufactories, the growth of 
farms, the enterprises of railways, the telegraph, and thestaamboll<t. 
They have seen in it, too, more, and, better than all, the toler;J.nce of 
opinion that grows from a respect for equal rig4ts; an<!, so se!}ing it& 
great fruits, they will not consent to see it ridden down by any hie
rarchy or by any party; and the moment they feel the whiff of danger 
they will, as they have done i~ State constitutions and otherwise, 
defend tli'is fundo.mental ground-work of the nep{lblic, and no amount 
of the dialectics of sophistry can be~t them Otlt of it. 

But, Mr. President, my honorable friend from Maryland [Mr. 
WHYTE] has said-which is rather apart from this discussion, but 

•stiJl we ought to do something for the truth. of history-that Mary-:. 
land, founded by the adherents of the hierarchy to which I have re
ferred, was the first to plant religious toleration on this continent. 
Mr. President, with all deference to the distinguished ci~izen of th~t 
State, I beg to sug~est that he is mistaken. The religious toleration 
that began with tne beginning of Mary land was a toleration that 
waa inaugurated as well by Protestants as by Catholics. There were 
immigrants and settlements in that State of both denominations; 
and in the face of a common danger, and far away from any common 
support or fountain of aid, like wise and true men they agreed on all 
hands that each should be at liberty-as everybody else should who 
should come to them-to worship God and to teach His religion ac
cording to the dictates of their own consciences. There is no special 
right, therefore, in the Catholics of Maryland to claim that they are 
the authors of religious toleration in that State. I am sorry that 
my friend from Maryland has left the Chamber; because I am sure 
if he were here I could recall to his mind the early events in that 
State, which would convince me, if he meant to be understood other
wise, that I am correct. 

But, Mr. President, the fundamental difference shown in the dis
cusion between the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Indiana is that there is a feeling well grounded, as far as any feeling 
can be well grounded, in its present attitude, that there is a particu
lar sect that believes, in all sincerity undoubtedly, that the public 
schools of this country as at present conducted, non-sectarian, oru 
sectarian, if there are any such-if there are I do not know it-by 
other sects than one, are not justified by the principles of religion; 
that they are wrong, and that it is the duty of a well-ordered state 
to teach in its public institutions the particular tenets of a particu
lar denomination. If they believe that to be the duty of the state, 
if they are consistent and true men, when they get the power in a. 
state the particular teneta of that do9nomination will be taught, and 
ought to be taught in the logical sense. There is no escape from it. 
If I believed it was the business of. a free state to teach episcopacy, 
the particular creed to which I happen to adhere, if I had-the power 
of the state, I should not be honest if I did not put that power in 
motion ·to teach episcopacy. So, if there be any power in this world 
that reaches into this matter or exists in it that believes it to be thA 
duty of the state to teach catholicism when that power controls that 
state, it necessarily follows that catholicism must be taught, and 
that public s~hools will be compelled to teach that particular doctrine. 

Mr. President, to convince you that I am right in what precisely 
this issue is, I beg the Secretary to read some extracts which I have 
made from the encyclical letter of the Holy ~.,ather, dated the 8th 
of December, 1864, and tb:e syllabus of errors which he condemns, 
which follow. 

Tho Secretary read M follows: 
The encyclical letter of Pope Pius' IX. 

To our venerable brothers, the pa.trlarchs, primates. archbil:•hops, and bishops 
of the universal church having grace and communion of the apostolic see. 

Pius P. P. IX. He'llth nnuapost.olio benediction. 
* * * • * .. * 

And those our predecessors, who were the aasertors and champions of the au· 
gust Catholic religion, truth and justice, being aa they were chiefly solicitous for 
the salvation of souls, held nothing to be of so great importance as the duty of 
exposing and condemning. in their most wise letters and constitutions. all heresies 
and errors which are hostile to moral honesty anu to the eternal salvation of man
kind, and w hioh have frequently stirred up terrible commotions and have damaged 
both the Christian and mvil commonwealths in a disastrous manner. Theroforo 
those our prcdece sors have with apostolic fortitude continually resisted the ne
farious attempta of unjust men. of those who like raging waves of the sea foam· 
ing forth their own confusion anrl promising liberty while they are the slaves of 
corruption, emleavored by their false opinions and most pernicious writings to 
overthrow the foundations of the Catholic religion and of civil society, to abolish 
all virtue and justice, to deprave the souls and mind, of all men, and especially to 
pervert inexperienced youth from uprightness of momls, ro corrupt them miser· 
ably, to lead them into snares of error, and finally to tear them from the bosom of 
the Catholic Church. 

.. .. .. * 
Now, although hitherto we have not omitted to denounce and reprove the chief 

errors of this kind, yet the cause of the Catholic Church anu the salvation of Rouls 
committed to us by God, anu ev-en the interest of human society, absolutely demand 
that once again ~e sboulll stir up yonr pastoral solicitude to drive away other 
erroneous opinions which flow from those errors above specified, as theil· source, 

These false and perverse opinions are so much the more detestable by how much 
they have chictly for their object to hinder and banish that salut.ary influence which 
the Cat.holi(} Church. by the institution anu command of her divine Author, ought 
freely to exercise, even to the consummation of tho world, not over lndiviuualmen, 
but nations, peoples, and sovereigns, and to abolish that mutual co.operation and 
agreement of counsels between the priesthood and govel'lltnents which has always 
been propitious and conduci>e to the welfare both of church and state-Gregory 
XVI,* Encyclical,}3th Augus._t, 1832.) 

Contrary to the teaching of the holy Scriptures, of the church, and of the holy 
fathers, these person!! do not hesitate to assert that " the best condition of human 
society is that whorein no duty is recognized by the Govet'Illllent of correcting by 
enacted penalties the nolntors of the Catholic religion, except when the mainte. 
nance of the pnblic peace requires it." From this tota.lly f:1lso notion of social gov
E\rpmel!t they fear not to upbQld that erroneous opinion most pernicious to the 
C~tpolic Chnrch and to the salvation of souls, which was calle:l by our predecessor 
Gregory zyi (lately qnoted) the i.Q.sanity, (enoyclical, 13th August, 183:2) (de!ira· 
m.entun~,) namely, that ''liberty of con pience and of worship is the right of every 
:Qll!Jn; and that this rigqt ougb t, iq every woll,governed state, to be proclaimed and 
asserted by law; and tbat the citizens possess the right of being unrestrained in 
the exercise of every kind of liberty, by any la.w, ecclesia.~tical or civil, so that they 
are authorized to pnblish and put :forward openly all their ideas whatsoever, either 
by speaking. in p rint. or b.v anv other method." But while the86 men make these 
rash assertions, they do noL reflect or consider that they preQ.Oh tho liberty of per-
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ditlon, (St. Au?:ustine, Epistle 105, al. 166,) ~t>nd that. "if it is always free to human 
arguments to discuss, men will never be w3nting who will dare to resist the truth, 
and to rely upon the loquacity of human wi.sdom, when we know from tho com· 
maml of our Lord Jesus Chnst how fdith aud Chrisban wistlom ought to avoid 
this most m;schievous vanity. (St. Leo, Epistle 164, al. 133, section 2, noll. edition.) 

* * • * * * .. 
Amid so great perversity of depraved opinions, we, remembering our apost?lic 

outy, and solicitous before all thinvs for our most holy religion, for sound doc~e, 
for the salvation of the souls conti'aed to us, and for tile welfare of human soCiety 
itl!clf, have considered tho moment opportune to raise anew our apostolic voice. 
Therefore do we by our apostolic authority reprobate, renounce, and coodemn gt>~
erally and particularly all the evil opinions and doctrines specially me~tioned m 
this letter, and we wish that they may be held as reprobated, denounce~ and con-
demn~d by all tho* children of* the Cathol~c Church. * * 

PIUS PP. IX. 
Given at Rome from St. Peter's this 8th of December, 1864, the tenth anniver

sary of the dogmatic definition of the immaculate conception of the Virgin .Mary, 
mother of God~ in the nineteenth year of our pontificate. 

* 1t * * * * * 
The syllabus of the principal errors of our time which are stigmatize1l in the 

consistorial allocutions; encyclical, and other apostolic letters of our most holy 
father ~ope Pius If- * * * * * 

45. The entire direction of public schools in which the youth of Christian st.'\tea 
are educated, except (to a certain extent) in the case of episcopal seminaries, may 
and must appe.rtain to the civil power, and belonj1; to it so fartbatno ot11er author
ity whatsoe\"er ahall be recognized as haY in~ any right to interfere in the discipline 
of the schools, the arrangeme.ntof the studies, the taking of degree-s, l)r the choice 
and approval of the teachers. (Allocution in COill~istoriali, 1st November, 1850. 
Allocution qnibuslnctuoaissimia, 5th September, 1851. 

* k * * * * * 
47. The best theory of civil society requires that popular schools open to the 

children of all classes, and generally all \>UlJlic institutes intended for instructing in 
letters and philosophy, and for conducting the education of the young1 should bo 
free from all ecclesiastical authority, government, and interference ana should be 
fully subject to the civil and political power, in conformity with the will of rulers 
and the prevailing opinions of the age.- (Letter to the Archbishop of Fribourg, 
Jnum non sine, 14th July,1864.) · 

48. Thill system of instructing youth which consists in seperatin"' it from the 
Catholic faith and from the power of the church, and in teaching exclusively or 'lot 
least primarily the know led~e of natural thin~s and the earthly ends of aoc1allife 
alone,*may beapp~ved by \.iapl,oli?S. (I~., ib1d.) * _ • * 

77. In the present day it is no longer expedient that the Catholic religion shall be 
ht~ld as the only religion of the State, to tho exclusion of all other mOdes of wor
ship.-.Allocution nemo vestrum, 26th July, 1855. 

78. Whence it has been wisely provided by law, in some countries called Catholic, 
that persons coming t() reside therein shall enjoy the public exercise of their own 
worsbip.-A.Uocution tuerbissimum, 27th Septemuer, 1852. 

79. Moreover it is false that the civil liberty of every mode of worship, and the 
fnll power ~~en to all of overtly and publicly manifesting their opinions and their 
ideas, of all Jdnds whatl!oever, conduce more easily-to corrupt the morals and minds 
of tho people, and to the propagation of the past of inrufferentism.-A.Uocution 
unqua,:n for~, 15~ December,.l856. * * * * 
-Pastoral letter of A.rchbiihop Spaulding &c., &~. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon will perceive, Mr. Pt'eSident, tha.t in this 
lotter of the Holy Father he points out in general the principles upon 
which the doctrines ~f that church proceed, and h'3 then appends a 
syllabus of the errors of our own time, among which are stated to be 
the precise proposition that the Hbuse amendment advances; and 
that is that public schools so far as public money goes should not be 
the subject of sectarian control, and in many other respects that I 
will not take up your time to refer to. 

The Senator f1·om Maryland said that this had been changed; that it 
waa eleven or twelve years old. I should be glad, more than glad, to 
have any Senator stand up and show the Senate that this is not now 
the official doctrine of the Roman hierachy; and I pause for a reply. 
The supposed infallibility of the Holy Father would be a sufficient 
refutation of the suggestion of the honorable Senat-or from Maryland, 
for it is the greatest maxim of executive affairs in that hierarchy, 
semper eadent-it never changes ; anc.l, so far as lam informed, as a fact 
these dogmas and commands put forth in 1864 are at this moment 
the earnest, effective, active dogmas of t.he most powerful religious 
sect that the world has ever known, or probably ever will know-a 
church that is universal, ubiquitous, aggressive, restless, and qntir
ing. I do not speak of it as impugning the right of any man to be
lieve all this; it is just as much his right to believe it as it is mine to 
believe in the duty of preserving public s~hools from that sort of dom
ination; but as ~ny other man-believing this believes it. to be his duty 
to entirely revolutionize our systems of public instruction, it is also, by 
the same sign, my duty and youra to resist it by every constitutional 
nmendm~nt and by every law in our power. It is a broad issue and one 
which cannot by any party device or moonshiny trick of ineffective 
constitutional amendments be kept out of the sight of the intelli
gent people of this country; and if we in all our Stat.e constitutions, 
in the Constitution of the United States, and in our practice of a 
hundred yea.rs, have been right in supposing that the very founda
tion of republican liberty and republican progress was iu freedom 
from just such control as this demands, then, I take it, it is a part 
of our duty to take every step possible to preserve that freedom. 
And yet we find here by a. strange coincidence of accidents, or some
thing else, that the great body of a party whose very name implies 
the opposition to notions of this kind persistently resists any step in 
respect of -preserving the fundamenhl principles upon which the 
Republic was founded. I do not know why it is. As I have said, I 
am amazed and sorry that it is so; but I cannot at t,his late stage 
occupy your time in dilating upon t~a:t _bmnch of the topic. 

I now will come t.o some of the cr1t1C1sms made by the honorable 
Senator from ~ew York upon the substance of this amendment itself. 

He did not criticise, neither have any of onr frienus upon the other 
side criticised, the form in which the House of Representatives sent 
us this resolution, which was this-

That the following be proposed to the several States of the Union as an amend· 
ment to the Constitution, namely-

when tho Constitution itself declares that every amendment of this 
character shall be specifically submitted either to tho Legislatures of 
the sevoral States or to conventions to be called in the several Stateii 
to act upon it. Therefore, if ~e had taken the blind adoration that 
our friends ou the other side have seemed to have for this House 
proposition and put it through, we should have had an amendment 
that would have been ~l,lsolutely void upon its fuce, not submitted to 
any tribunal that the Constitution of the United States authorizes to 
act upon it; for, as I have said, the Constitution in this particular is 
absolutely specific. The fifth article says: 

The Congress, whenever two-tllinls of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Coustitution, or, on the application of tho Log isla· 
tures of two-thirds of the several Sta.tes. shall call a convention for proposing 
amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as 
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatur~ of three fourths of the 
several Sta.tes, or by conventions in three.fourths thereof, a.s the one or the other 
mode of ra.tillc.-..tion may be proposed by the Congress. 

The House of Representatives proposed to send this amendment to 
the States without proposing either mode of ratification. I have no 
doubt that this departure from the constant form of the Constitution, 
which from the .fu'St amendment adopted to the last one has been 
used, following the form named in the Constitution, was purely an 
oversight, one of those accidents which of course will happen. But 
I pass from that. 

Now, I come to some criticisms which the Senator from New York 
has made upon this phraseology. He says that we cannot teach the 
particular tenets or creed of a religious denomination in an orphan 
:\Bylum. That is perfectly true. Why should we f If the principle 
that we stand upon is right, why should we teach congregationalism 
or episcopa.cy at his expense in the orphan asylum in tho town where 
my honorable friend liveH, if he <loes not believe that that kind of re
ligious teaching is the true one f If the principle is right that one 
man shall not be taxed for another man's religion, why aro yon to ex
cept orphan asylums from that great principle f The Senator gave 
us no reason except that they were orphan asylums and that orphans 
ought to be taught. So they ought. They ought to be taught re
ligion. So they ought ; and let me say to my honorable friend that 
orphans and prisoners and everybody can 00. taught religion without 
being taught the particular tenets or creed of some denomination. 
There is an old saying, perhaps it puts it too broadly but it is a very 
good saying for the practical operations of this world, that somebody 
has put into the form of a verse that, I have no (loubt, my friend, as 
I did, learned when he ~aa very young·: 

0, brother-man, fold to thy heart thy brother; 
Where pity is, the peace of God is there; 

The noblest worship is to love each other ; 
Each smile a hymn, eowh kindly deed a prayer. 

That sort of religion can be taught in an orphan asylum, I take it, 
without violating ei~.cher the Senator's creed or mine. The duty of 
m~n to man, the obligation to truth and personal purity, charity, vir~ 
tue, intelligence, cleanliness, honor, all those can go into the orphan 
asylum. The great and golden rule that is in his creed and mine, 
that yon shall do unto others as, under similar ·circmnstnnces, you 
would wish them to do to you, and that charity covers a multitude 
of sins, can onte.r the open door of the prison or the' asylum still. I 
do not think that the good of the young is very largely bound up 
while they are in the asylum, in being compelled to decide between 
contending priests whether the true theory and doctrino of the gos~ 
pel is that of a trinity or a unitarian doctrine, or whether in "the holy 
sacrament the elements show the real presence or only the symbolic 
and the memorial one. There can be still taught the homely vil'tues 
and the right-minded truth and purity that belong to the personal 
teaching of all creeda, can there not f Why, Mr. President: it seems 
almost a mockery and an insult to your understanding to stand up 
here and undertake to counteract the criticisms of that character 
which were made on this amendment. In the prisons in the State of 
Vermont as well I have no doubt as in those of the State of New York, 
some clergyman of some denomination, no matter what, conduct. 
services every Sabbath or every day; aud yet he teaches no creed 
Do we not here, iu this public Council Chamber of the nation, whose 
members probably represent all Christian creeds, daily from yom- desk 
hear prayer to Almighty God, not the prnyer of creed but the pra.ycr 
of man imploring the beneficent protection of his Creator. Yet the 
Senator, with a species of dialectics which I should characterize, if I 
.characterized it with the happiest phrase that would come to me in 
a way that might be thought to be offensive, aml I will not do it, but 
with a species of dialectics which is worthy of the Middle Age8 ant! 
the school men, undertook to convince you and the people of this 
country that this prohibition against organized sectarian 1ost~tntional 
teaching of denominations an·d creeds is to shut out from the dying 
prisoner the last offices of his own church. This amendment heal's no 
such construction. Ingenuity cannot push into it any 1:mch construc
tion. Ingenuity may skillfully discuss words aud plaster over the 
simple trnt.h and plainness of this proposition with a convenient var
nish that will deceive some man's eyes in the country perhap~ and 
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frighten him out of his faith in the great principle that lies in this. 
No, Mr. President, this sort of opposition will not succeed. The real 
substance of the question is whether the l'eople of this country desire 
to protect themselves and each other for all time to come against the 
factions of partisan creeds in t.he several States by declaring that 
there shall be an absoluoo and universal equality, and that no man's 
religion shall be promoted at the expense of his fellow-man who does 
not believe in it. That is the proposition, whether it be in school or 
in prison or asylum, wherever it be, where an institution is carried 
on, borne by the general burdens and supported for the general benefit 
of the body of the people. That is the proposition and the only propo
sition upon which Senators are called to vote. Let those who do not 
believe that to be a sound proposition vote against it. Let those who 
do vote for it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I was one of the Committee on 
the Judiciary who did not concur in thls amendment. I should not 
have voted for it if I had been present in the Chamber when it was 
adopted. I have seen no necessity for it. While I impugn no man's 
motives here, a religious discussion, appealing to passiops which do 
not in my judgment belong to a deliberative body, at the end of a 
long session of Congress, seems to be out of taste and to be accom
panied by no practical good. 

I am not a Catholic; I am a Protestant from head to foot ; but I 
will tell the honorable Senator from Vermont what the doctrino of 
the democratic party is on this subject . . Long before this Constitu
tion was formed, Mr. Jefferson, who more than any other man de
serves the credit of being the father of the democrat.ic party, was the 
author of that act of religious freedom in tho State of Virginia 
adopted in 1785. He would have indorsed all that the Senator from 
Vermont has said, but be would havo accomplished it by a different 
ll,LPde. Friend as he was of religious freedom, he would never have 
consented that the States, w hioh brought the Constitution into exist
ence, upon whose sovereignty this instrument rests, which keep it 
within its expressly limited powers, should be degraded and that the 
Government of the United States, a Government of limited authority, 
the mere agent of the States with prescribed powers, should under
take to take possession of their schools and of their religion ; and 
had the speech of the honorable Senator from Vermont been uttered 
before .Mr. Jefferson, he would have told him that he did not know 
what free government was. 

No, sir; this power is not in the Federal Government. Kentucky 
does not want New England and other States to dictate to her what 
her schools shall be or what her taxes shall be, and least of aU what 
her religion shall be;. and whenever any religious denomination un
dertakes to interfere with this great rig~t of religious freedom the 
free people of every State will :fincl tbemseJves potential enough and 
willing enough and able enough to crush it. · There is our safety. 
But when you undertake to bring to the Federal Government the 
power of making the States hewers of wood and drawers of water 
you destroy the whole foundation-stone upon which this Government 
was reared and upon which only it can be preserved. 

No man can mistake the object of this debate. We all see where 
it tonds. But I hope the great issues of this campaign will not be 
covered up, however, in such system as this, of in this nineteenth cen
tury attempting to go to the Pope of Rome to scare the people of the 
free thirty-seven States of this confederacy that they cannot manaO'e 
their schools and their religion and their vari<Ms instrumentaliti~s 
within their States and which was reserved to themselves when the 
Constitution was formed of managing in their own way . 

.Mr. BOGY. Mr. President, it was not my intention to have said a 
word in this debate; but I find myself drawn by a current which is 
irresistible, and ~ feel it to be my duty to say something in reply to 
the speeches which have been made by several Senat9rs on this floor. 
The subject discussed is a most singular one for the American Senate 
and I have doubted whether we were in the Senate of the United 
States or~b~t.~erwe bad not been carried by some mysterious power 
to the a~Cient mt~ of Rome, ~nd the:re by that same mysterious agency 
pl:=tced m the Vat~can co.unml,yresided over by t~e ~ope himself, and 
w1th ap. the cardmals dtscussmg those gre~t rehgwus subjects that 
were diScussed there some years ago. I fanCied that my dis tin O"uisbed 
~rien~ from Vermon.t [Mr. EDMUNDS] could vrell play the pact; of an 
mfallible P~pe, for If there be a member of this body who does play 
that part With more self-complacency than my friend from Vermont 
I rea"!ly do not know him. Infallibility is a part of his nature· and 
of thts fact be appears to be profoundly convinced. Hence sir 'upon 
a.U su.bje~ts which may be bro~ght before this body, local o~ g~neral, 
constl~utiOnal or stat.utory, pnvate or pnblic, reports of c.onference 
committees or the reports of other committees, the infallible Senator 
from. Vermont puts in his ~nfal~ible opposition; and thls has been 
~ontJI)';led from ~ay to day m this body for nine long mont.hs. Now, 
Jf he dtd not believe honestly that be knew a little better than all of 
118 together, he certainly would not have undertaken to amend and 
improve and cban?e ancl modify every law that has been proposed by 
any· member of tlus body or comes from any committee of the body. 
If he were not conv;inced of his. own infallibility, certainly he would 
not have tbe courage to do a thmg of tliat kind. Hence I have fan
c!ed that I have been carried, myself and all of us, by some myste
riOus P?Wer bac~ to the old city of Rome, standing upon those old 
seven hills made Immortal by tho great mon who have writt-en about 

them, and that we were all members of an ecumenical council and also 
all cardinals . . [Laughter.] 

Mr. !'resident, seriously I think this discussion is much to be de
plored. I think I know the motivo and the animus which have 
prompted all this thing. I do not believe it is because of a great de
votion t,o the principles of religious liberty. That great idea which is 
now moving the modern world is used merely as a cloak for the most un
worthy partisan motives. The African race has played ita part in this 
country; tbe negro is for party purposes in a manner dead; and these 
gentlemen, knowing that this thing is played out, and that "the 
bloody shirt" can no longer call out the mll:d bull, another animal 
baa to be brought forth by these matadores to engage the attention 
of the people in this great arena in which we are soon all to be com
batants. The Pope, the old Pope of Rome, is to be the great bull 
that we ·are all to attack. -

My friend from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] gives me an idea. I 
think he is unjust to my friend from Vermont. He alludes to him 
aa a cardinal. Now, I wish to look upon my friend from Vermont as 
the Pope, because I imagine be thinks of himself in that light, and I 
am not willing to think less of him than be does himself. He cer
tainly has been the Pope of this body for nine months, doing what he 
pleases, opposing what he pleases, reporting from his committee what 
and when he pleases, and what does not please him heo1does not re
port. This is the Pope ; who is infallible! And if in the course of 
events my friend had been a Roman Catholic, and placed in the papal 
chair, he wonld have been the most tyrannical and arbitrary Pope that 
ever swayed the mighty scepter of the Roman Chnrch. This spirit is 
in him, [laughter,] and I say this in all kindness and truth, believing 
that I speak the copunon voice of thiR Chamber. 

Mr. President, as I said a while ago, it was not my intention to have 
participated in this debate, and I regret that I am compelled to 
abandon my first intention. We have beard mnch about religious 
freedom, and freedom of conscience, and sepru.-ation of church and 
state. Who in this day and in this country would oppose either 
or any or all of these great ideaa T Who in this country is in favor 
of uniting church and state f Who in this country or in this age of 
the world is opposed to religious freedom T Who is opposed to those 
great principles that are now movil1g the modern world with a power 
which human lan~uage cannot describe f There would be no civil 
liberty without religious liberty. There would be no liberty, accord
ing to modern idea-s, without entire separation of church and state· 
And when the gentleman from Vermont plaoos before the mind of 
this nation what is called the syllabus of the Pope and his encycli
cal letter, be does it with· the intention of arousing a feeling of op
position to the principles therein contained, believing that those prin:.. 
ciples are in opposition to religious liberty and to the separation of 
church and state, when in point of truth and of fact when well un
derstood they are the very corner-stone of those great principles. 
The Pope of Rome is a. religious officer, if I may use the term, and 
in that capacity he· proclaims the truth to the church of which he is 
the bead; and what minister of the gospel does not do the same 
thing even in this country T What minister, high or low, connected 
with anY. church, Jew or Gentile, but what does the same thing, if he 
be an honest minister T But does be speak as a temporal king T 
Does the Pope of Rome speak to the Catholic world as the king of 
Rome T He speaks to the Catholic world as the bishop of that 
church, speaking to them alone in the religious aapect, and in that 
aspect be has laid down the great principles of human government, 
telling all people that human government cannot exist without ac
knowledging the fact that as man springs from God, human society 
is of God, man himself is the creature of God, and that all human 
governments must understand that they move and exist and perform 
their high functions in this world for the good of mankind, subordi
nated to the great Being who created this world and all the other 
worlds; that there is a great divine Power superintending all crea
t.ion to which all human governments, like all men, are responsible. 
Sir, to deny these great truths is to go back to the days of paganism; 
and indeed the tendency of to-day is to deny these truths and retro- · 
grade again to the paganism of the time when Jupiter from high 
Olympus governed the world, aa believed by the men of that. period. 

Mr. President, so far from these amendments in my estimation at 
all affecting what some gentlemen think on this floor to be the views 
of the Catholics of this country, according to my understanding of 
th,em, they are in exact accordance, every line of them, not only with 
the convictions of the members of that church, but with the true 
interests of the Catholic body; and tl1ey carry out the view expressed 
by them upon the subject of education throughout the United States. 
I will read: 
. No State shall ~ake any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibit-
mg the free exorciSe thereof. . 

·who will take the negative of that T Who is in favor of a State 
establishing a religion or prohibitin~ the free exercise thereof 'f 
Protestant or Catholic T No; not one m this broau land of any sect 
or denomination, or whether he bas any religion at all or not. 

I will rcau further, namely: 
. And no religions test shall ever be required as a. qualification to any office or pu'b· 

lie trust under any State. 

Who will take tho other side of that question f Has it ever been 
applied 7 Yes. It does exist in the State of New Hampshire at this 
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day, where no Catholic can hold office; but with the exception of N~w 
Hampshire there is no test of any description whatever existin;!; in 
any State, and I would ask who is in favor of a. religious te~:~t q 

Again, I will further read: 
No public property, and no nub lie revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under 

the authority of, the United Slates, or any State, Territory, District, or municip!ll 
cotporation, shall be appropriated to, or made or used for, tho support of any 
scliool, educational or ol her institution, under the control of any religious or anti
religious sect, orgnni2ation, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or 
tenets of any religious or anti-religioue sect, organizatlon, or denomination shall 
be taught. 

I do not know that I exact.ly approve of this thing, and I doubt 
very much if t,bere be a man in this Chamber who does, because there 
are so many disjunctive and conjunctive conjunctions and verbs and 
adverbs and passive cases and objective cases, all mixed promiscuously 
together, that although I know my friend from Vermont is a great 
deal better grammarian than myself, yet I doubt if he was brought 
now before us as a class, to parse this sentence, whether he could do 
it successfully. I doubt it very much, and I believe it wonld be worth 
trying now to bring the Senator out and let him parse it for our in
struction. [Laughter.l I am speaking seriously. There is an idea in 
this thing, I presume; but w ben you start with the words, "No public 
property, and no publio revenue of, 1101' any loan of credit by, or under the 
authority of," by the time you have got through with it the idea that 
yon had at the start bas left you, vanished like a dream, and by the 
t.ime you got down to the period, and pass over all th~ colons and 
semicolons and dashes in this long sentence, there is no idea left on 
the mind, all is lost in words; I cannot make it out. I do not know 
that it could be enforced; for indeed I do not think H coul£1 be pansed 
by any grammarian. But let us try ; let us make an effort in good 
faith. 

No public property~ and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or un
der the authority of,'tna United States, or any State-

! am lost already. [Laughter.]-
Territory, District, or municipal corporation, sball be appro-priated to, or made or 
use<l for, the SUJ,lport o£ aov school, educational or other institution, under the con
trol of any religious or anti·religious sect-

If a sect is not religions is it correct to say it is anti-religious!
organization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or ~nets of any-

Creed or tenets. I think one of these terms is a little broader than 
the other, and are not exactly synonymous-
creed or tenets of any religious or anti-religious-

This is simply verbiage and ought not to be incorporated in the 
Consti tntion. 

Now the term "creed of an anti-religiou3 sect" or the tenet of an anti
religious sect I do not understand. While I do not know that my 
friend from Vermont bas ever been a schoolmaster, I am satisfied he 
has been at school, and I furthermore well know that be is a good 
grammarian, which I do not profess to be. But, Mr. President, I would 
not object to this thing as far as I can understand it. Admitting I do 
not understand it very well, I am not in favor of appropriating prop
erty, public or private, nor any loan of credit for, on, or, by,-these 
cases are mightily mixed. [Laughter.] The explanation is plain. 
This thing was dl'awn by my friend after dinner. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite evident that this thing is drawn a.ft.er 
dmner. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOGY. Mr. President, my friend from Vermont put his pen 
to paper, he admits, [laughter,] after a good dinner. This is, indeed, 
very plain ; yet it is not in accordance with the old maxim in vino 
t'eritas; but let that be as it may, it is ambiguous, and wordy, and 
full of verbiage, and I think ought to be recommitted to the 
committee, and if it should be, from my experience we shall not get 
a report back for a good while. [Laughter.] I know very well 
that we submitted to that committee a bill months ago for the 
establishment of an additional circuit court of the United States in 
my State, I think five months ago, and we have never heard a word 
of it from that day to this, although it had passed the House. The 
committee or my friend has squelched it. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
President, I seriously do not object to this ; in other words, I am not 
in favor of voting public property in that way. 

But this has been argued particularly by the gentleman from Ver
mont as if the Catholics, who, as he sa.ys, believed in the syllabus of 
the Pope, were opposed to the principles laid down in this amend
ment. I tell him that he is mistaken. He is as much mistaken about 
this as he is mistaken with regard to tho history of Maryland, and 
as he was mistaken some time ago with regard to the history of his 
own section. I heard him proclaim here with all the assurance of 
an infallible Pope that the battle of Plattsburgh was fought in Sep
tember, 1812. Yet the history of his own sect.ion will tell him it took 
place in 1814. This gentleman, iufa.Ilible as he may be in his own 
estimation, yet committed this mistake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But Plattslmrgh, let me tell my friend, is not in 
the State of Vermont. 

Mr. BOGY. Plattsburgh is not in his own State, but he was speak
ing of the troops that went from his State and were present at the 
battle of Plattsburgh, in the State of New York. 

Mr. LOGAN. From Otter Creek. 
Mr. BOGY. Otter Creek, I will Jet my f1·iend from Jllinois know, 

was a part of the discussion in relation to the river and harbor bill. 
I remember that di:scussion very we11, and I think he of Vermont 

showed a great deal of infallibility on that subject. [Laughter.] 
·well, he was mistaken with regard to that little historical incident .. 
He is mistaken with regard also to the history of Maryland. No man 
ought to deny at this day that tho Catholics of the old colony of Mary
land were the first men in the New 'Vorld to unfurl the great banner 
of lib~rty and of religious freedom; and history sustain what I here 
say. The gentleman may say what he pleases about it, they were 
the first in the New 'Vorld to proclaim it; not as a compromise and 
a concession, as he says, but in accordance with their honest convic
tions. This is the history of Mary land, and as written it will go down 
the ages. My friend from Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] was right when 
he spoke of it awhile ago. But, sir, this subject ha been argued by 
certain gentlemen upon the idea that in this country the Catho]ics 
were opposed to religious freedom because they perhaps were opposed 
to this amendment. I say it is not correct. In this country ancl in 
other countries too at the present day they are in favor of perfect 
religious freedom; and, what is more, a proper understanding of the 
syllabus, as it is called, will show that it contain~ nothing inimical 
to the great principles of liberty founded on what all enlightened men 
should acknowledge, ''the divine law." All governments mn t have 
that broad foundation to exist at all, and he who denies that sa,ps 
and destroys the very principle that sustains liberty and all good 
government among men. So far from these amendments bcingiuimical 
to the Catholic Church in the United States, I as an unworthy member 
of that church say now what I believe from the first day I read these 
propositions, that they are protective of that church in every line 
and word as far as they can be understood. 

The Catholics of the United States have been opposed to free schools, 
as stnted by my friend from Indiana, as organized some years ago. 
And why f For the reason that they were sectarian. Even the very 
Bible which was used in the schools was a sectarian book, without 
going into a discussion whether the Protestant or Catholic Bible be 
the correct one. These schools were more or less sectarian, and, this 
being so, there is nothing strange or astounding or very remarkable 
that those who believed in their relig.ion should not willingly sanc
tion their children going where their religion was not only untaught 
but where they were really taught to believe it was not correct. 
There is nothing strange in that. Hence the Catholics have opposed 
throughout the United States the levying of public taxes for the pur
pose of maintaining public schools orgamzed on sectarian principles, 
because they could not participate in the education conferred by them; 
not that they were opposed to education, not that they were opposed 
to ~ee schools, but only because they were opposed to paying taxes 
for sectarian schools. · 

Now, Mr. President, the principles laid down in this proposition are 
in exact accordance with the view of the Catholics in the United 
States and with the position of the archbishop of Cincinnati as pub
lished a few days ago, and the effect of this would be in exact accord
ance with their wishes; that is, that no public tax shall be collected 
to maintain any school or any institution to which they themselves 
cannot send their own children. It is the very thing they want and 
what they have a-sked from the beginning. How far a thing of this 
kind can be carried out, I do not know. What is, strictly and lo~
ically speaking, sectarian teaching, I am not able to tell. What IS 
religious teaching, it is very hard to say. To tell a child that there 
is a God is religion. To tell him that the Son of God was born and, 
as God, was crucified for the redemption of a fallen world, is religion. 
Yet the Unitarian would tell you that it is not true, as he docs not 
believe in the Trinity. We have prayer here every morning; and 
no one listens to it with more reverence than I do; for I believe in 
prayer. I believe in expressing our wants and our wishes and our 
dependence upon the great Sovereign Creator of ns all, and I pray with 
as much humility and reverence as my nature allows me every day. 
But is that sectarian teaching or not f Who can draw the distinc
tion f What and where is it f We know that the gentleman who 
prays for ns does belong to and is the minister of a church. He is 
sectarian, as a necessity which cannot be avoided. But where are you 
to draw the line f To tell the child that there is a God, the Creator 
of the universe, and that he must be obedient to that God, and that 
he will be responsible to Him when he dies, and that be will rise 
from the dead, are all great truths that have their foundation in reli 
gion and revelation. Where will yon stop f Sir, you have got to go 
back to the days of pure paganism or teach the Christian religion 
which is necessarily divided into many sects. 

The attempt is made to arouse feeling against the democratic party, 
and make it appear that it is dependent upon the support of the 
Catholics for success. I would ask where will the members of that 
church go after such sentiments as ba.ve been proclaimed on this floor T 
The puritan sentiment, enligbteneil and educated as it is, will not 
only not brook opposition, but will ineessantly struggle for suprem
acy. 

To oppose it is to bring about the conflict now goirig on in this 
country upon all questions, religious, political, social, and educa
tional. 

When this Government WilB formed it found States existincr per
fect in every respect. The autonomy of each was complete; and each 
one, the smallest as well as the largest, was as <.Jomplete and as per
fect in every respect a is tho might.y government of Britain to-<.lay. 
The Federal Government was formed from States thns pre-existing, 
where all the relations that neces arHy exist in organized commnni-
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ties between the individual man and the government were known 
and regulated, and the object of the formation of the Federal Gov
ernment was only to make from these pre-existing States a confeder
ation, an indissoluble Union, and leaving the individual relations be
tween man and government to be regulated by the States. And among 
the most sacred of these rights, lying at the very foundation of all 
Hberty, was that of freedom of consciQnce and the right to worship 
God according t.o the dictates of each one's individual conviction. 
That was left to the States, and was not placed in the hands or under 
the control of the Federal Government. The attempt here to exer
cise this power takes from the States that right and gives it to the 
Federal Government. If the Federal Government has a right by 
amendment to say yon shall not do a particular thing, it has the same 
rirrht to say yon sh9ll do it. If you give the right here to the l!""ed
er~ Government to say you shall not establish a State religion, th6 
same power that can prohibit can also create, and the day may come 
when a majority in. the Federal Government may provide for one. 
The extent of power is the same. It was not intended by the framers 
of the Constitution that that power should ever be exercised by the 
common Government .• 

I will say to my friends who profess to be so much astonished at the 
position of the democratic party on this subject that it is owing to 
these well-understood fundamental ideas that the democratic party, 
true to them and to the rights of the States, cannot vote fur this prop
osition, which is a concession of power denied by all its members. I 
for one am as much opposed to the proposition which passed the Honse 
a few days ago as I am to this amendment, for the reasons just given. 
For one hundred years the States have existed; and for all this time 
they have had the power of legisl a t.ion on this subject; and who can rise 
in this Chamber and say that wHbin that long period of time any 
one of them bas in any way whatsoever att.empte£1 in the most dis
iant manner to trample upon the rights of consciencet 

Sir, the States will cease to have control of the subject if this 
amendment is adopted, and the Federal Government will be able to 
say you shall establish this or that religion, as the majority here may 
decide. 

Congress shall have pmver, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the preven· 
tion and punishment of violations of this article. 

Under this clause there is no telling what might be done and what 
power might be exercised. 

Mr. President, the safety of this Government is in the deninl of all 
such powers to the Federal Government. Keep it where the fathers 
placed it, in the States, and maintain it there. As a State power it 
never has been abused iu one hundred years, and, relying upon the 
patriotism and the intelligence of those who will come after us, I 
cannot believe it will be less safe hereafter than it has been heretofore. 

.Mr. President, it was not my intention in the beginning of this dis
cus.~ion to have said a. word, and what I have said now has been with
out any preparation whatever. I ba.ve given expression to my views 
and long convictions. I am opposed to this amendment because, as 
I said, it takes n·om the State that which belongs to it1 and for no 
other reason. I am opposed to it as a public man, as a citizen, and as 
an American Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. .Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attention of 
the Senate for a very 'few minutes. I have been greatly entertained, 
as we all have, by the wit and humor of the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri; but the Senator made several statements and made a 
declaration here which is of very great importance in elucidating the 
spirit of the opposition to this amendment. The Senator stated very 
frankly that he indorsedfnlly the Pope's encyclical to which reference 
was made by the Senator from Vermont. He said it contained the 
true foundation of religious liberty. Now, Mr. President, without 
intending to entet into any argument as to the merit of the Pope's 
encyclical, I rlesire to call the attention of the Senate to a passage 
from it. In fact the whole of it is of the same character. I shall read 
this extract without making comment upon it. This encycli~al was 
uttered in 1864. He says : 

Contrary to the teaching of the holy Scriptures, of the church, and of the holy 
fathers, these persons (schismatics and others) do not hesitate to assert that "the 
best <'Ondition of hnman society is that wherein no duty is recognized by the gov
ernment of coiTecting by enacted penalties the violators of the Catholic religion, 
except when the maintenance of the public peace require!! it." From this totally 
false notion of social government, thoy fear not to uphold that erroneous opinion 
most pernicious to tho Catholic Church and to ~be salvation of sonl.i!, which was 
called by our predecessor, Gregory XVL (lately quoted,) tho insanity, (Encyclical, 
l:J .Au~11t, lS.$'2,) (deliramentum,) namely. that "liberty of con ·cience and of wor
ship is the right of every man ; and that this right ou~ht, in every well-governed 
state, to be 'proclaimed and asserted by t-he law; and tl1at the citirons poS8ess the 
ri!!bt of being nmestrained, in the exercise of e...-ery kind of liberty, by any law, 
eeclesia tical or civil; so thattbey are authorized to publish and put forward openly 
all their ideas whatsoever, either by speaking, in print, or by an:v other method.~' 

·Bot whilo these men make these rash assertions, they do not t·efiect or consider 
that they preach the liberty of perdition, (St. Au~stine, epistlo 105, al. 166,) and 
that., "if it. is always free to human arguments to discuss, men will never be want.. 
ing who will duro to resist the truth and to rely upon the loquacity of human wis
dom, when we know from the command of our Lord Jesus Christ how f.'\ith and 
Chl'istain wisdom ought to avoid this most mischievous vanity. 

I have no comment to make upon t.hat passage. If the opposition 
to this amendment is to be found in the spirit and letter of that pas
sage, comment is not required. At the end of this encyclical the syl
labus of errors was published; it belongs to it: 

The syllabus of the principal eri'Ors of our time which are stigmatized in tho 
consistorial allocutions, encyclical and other apostolic letters of our most holy 
father Pope Pius IX. 

These etrors are stated and numbered, beginning one and running 
dowrt to eighty. I have not time to read many of them, but I will 
call at~:l1tfon to one or two thirtgs that are denounced as errors and 
are under anathema: 

Every man is free to embrace and profess the religion he shall believe true, guided 
by the light of reason, 

That is ptonouneed an error under anathema. I might read many 
more. I will rea.d another, numbered 77 in the list : 

!n the prese.iit day, it is no longer expedient that the Catholic religion shall bo 
held as the ohly religion of the state, to the exclusion of all other modes of worship 

That is the seventy-seventh error. Now I read the seventy-eighth~ 
Whence it bas been wisely provided by law, in some countries called Catholic, 

that p~rsons coming to reside therein shall enjoy the pablic exercise of their ow.u 
worship. · 

That is the seventy-eighth error. There are others of the same 
character, and it is all in the same spirit. · 

Mr. BOGY. Only one word, if the Senator will allow me. Al
though I said a w bile ago we might have been transported by some 
mysterious agency t.o Rome and to the Vatican council, yet I think 
we have got back and are now in the Senate of the United States. I 
do not rise to vindicate or explain. This is not the occasion, nor is 
this the place. Many of those things referred to there are what 
logicians call fundamental errors, and my friend from Indiana is too 
well versed in philosophy not to know that problems of that kind 
are not to be (liscnssed in a. question of this character. It is very 
hard to explain, very hard to vindicate these things, which when 
well understood have received the approbation of the enlightened 
Catholics of the world as not being subversive of the rights of con, 
science, as not being subversive of the true liberty of man, but they 
must be understood in the sense in which they emanated from th& 
Pope, who is the head of the church. He goes no further there than. 
the Queen of England would go ; he goes no further there than the 
heacl of any church would go in proclaill\ing what he believes to be 
the essential truth of that church. It is hard to explain; I do not 
rise to do it myself. I will only say that this is not the occasion to 
explain it. But many of those enunciations have received the sanc
tion and approbation of the enlightened lovers of liberty, enlight
ened Catholics all over the world. 

Mr. MORTON. The language that I have quoted is not snsceJ?tible 
of any explanation ; that is to say, it is clear and explicit. It 1s not 
enigmatical and it does not require construction to get at the mean
ing. It is just as plain as the English language can be made. I do 
not wish, of course, to place my friend from Missouri in any delicate 
or false position; but my friend has indorsed in the Senate of th~ 
United States the doctrine of the encyclical letter on the subject of 
religious liberty. It is right for the world to know what that doc
trine is. My friend asked in the course of his speech, "Who are op
posed to religious libertyf" I will answer that in general terms those 
are opposed to religious liberty who are opposed to securing or giving 
to reli~ious liberty constitutional guarantees. 

Mr. BOGY. I say we have that guarantee in the States; and this 
is subversive of liberty. 

Mr. MORTQN. That brings me right back to the point made by 
the distinguished Senator from New York. He says we have that 
guarantee in the States. What guarantee have we in the ·States f 
A majority of the pe?ple of a State .can change the Constitution of 
that State and accordmg to the doctrines we have beard here to-night, 
doctrines I think that will startle this nation, we are told that ·the 
States mnst be left free, if they desire to do so, to establish a church, to 
establish denominational schools, and maintain them at public ex
pense. Although the distinguished Senators 'Say they are opposed to it, 
as I have no doubt they are, yet the fatal proposition is that the States 
shall be left free to do this. We are told that, if we do not leave the 
States free to do this, we are interfering with religious freedom, just as 
if religious freedom required that a State should have the power toes
tablish a particular ch'llrch, and to exclude all others, and to have 
the doctrines of that church taught in schools that are maintained 
at public expense. That is the whole doctrine of the opposition to 
this amendment in a. nut-shell; it cannot be explained away; and I 
must say that it is in striking harmony with the Pope's encyclical. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I have a word or two to say on this 
matter. I propose to correct some errors that my honorable friend 
from Inilianl\ [Mr. MORTON] has fallen into. The opinion of the hon
orable Senator from Indiana appears to be that unless a certain 
amendment to the Constitution, which he believes t.o be right, is 
adopted, the converse of that is to be done by the States. Sir, there 
never was anything more absurd or nonsensical uttered on the floor of 
this Senate. Let us look at this for one moment: 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib
itin,g the free exercise thereof; and 110 reli..gious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any office or public trust unuer any State. 

'Vho doubts tbatf No man. There is not a man Jiving within the 
limits of this broad land who doubts it. Is that any reason why it 
should be place<l within the Constitution of the United States f Let 
me make another suggestion. Suppose the honorable Senator from 
Vermont should say that no man hereafwr should pick a pocket or 
commit burglary, who here disputes the propriety of that sentiment! 
Nobody. But would yon put it into an amendment to the Constitn-
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tion of the United States f It is an absurdity to talk about it. There 
are five thousand things that my honorable friend can draw in the 
shape of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, the 
principles of which no man would object to; but that is no reason 
why they should become a part of the Constitution of the United 
Stn.tes. l\Iy view is this : I would not amend in any particular the 
oq~anic law of this land unless there was an absolute necessity for 
domg it ; and I hope my friend from Indiana will understand mo 
when I say so. After the results of the late terrible civil conflict it 
became necessary in the opinion of those holding power that there 
should be certain amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 
Previous to that war slavery existed. By the logic of the war it was 
destroyed, -and therefore it seemed to be proper that there should be 
certain amendments to the Constitution. They were adopted and 
have become a part of the organic law of the land. 

What is the necessity here for this amendment f No man yet has 
given any reason for it. I ask for a reason. No reason has been given 
and no reason can be given. My honorable friend from Indiana says 
the man who does not vote for this amendment is opposed to the 
principle. That is not so; it is not logical. The difference between 
the honorable Senator from Indiana and myself is this: The States 
possess this power to-day, and he knows it. He knows that no pub
lic money can be taken and that no State can pass any law respect
ing religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. He knows it in 
his own heart. 

Mr. MORTON. If my friend will permit me f 
Mr. EATON. Certainly, with a great deal of pleasure. 
Mr. MORTON. The Senator says I know the States cannot do t.his 

tJling . . What is the reason the States cannot do it f He will say that 
in most of the constitutions there are provisions preventing them; 
but my friend knows very well that the majority who made those con
stitutions can unmake them. 'rherefore he leaves it in the power of 
any State by a change in its organic law to make an established 
church. 

Mr. EATON. Majorities do not make constitution in my State; it 
takes more than a majority. 

1\ir. MORTON. I do not think that the Senator's State, perhaps, 
can be considered as a standard. 

Mr. EATON. Nor yours. . 
Mr. MORTON. 0, yes, the majority· makes the constitution in my 

State. 
Mr. EATON. I am sorry for your State; it ought not to be so. 
Mr . .MORTON. Perhaps it ought to require something more t-han 

a Illlljority in my friend's State to make the constitution; but in other 
Rtatcs I imagine the constitution is made by a majority of the people. 
I never heard of a two-thirds vote being required in a State to amend 
its constitution. Does my friend insist then that in his·state consti-
tutjon that is required t ' 

Mr. EATON. A two-thirfls majority f My dear sir, you could not 
get t.hrongh with a short session of my Legislature without a two
thirds majority twice. 

Mr. MORTON. If my friend will permit me, he asserts that the 
majority of the people of a State cannot change the Constitution of 
that State. He says they cannot in his State. 

Mr. EATON. I have not said that. 
Mr. MORTON. I understood my friend to say so a fow minutes 

ago, and I think the record will show that he did. 
Mr. EATON. Is my friend through T 
M1'. MORTON. For the present. · 
Mr. EATON. My friend says, Can they not clo itT I might as well 

say, Why cannot my friend from Indiana commit burglary or murder 
or robbery T Bec~nse it i.'s against his character, his reason, and his 
sense. When you tell me that the State of Indiana can legalize mur
der, can legalize robbery, can legaliz;e a system of religion, I say it is 
as absurd ~ it would be for me to say that my friend from Indiana 
can commit murder. Of course he can; but will ho T Will any rea
soning man in a community do a thing of that sort 7 This whole busi
ness is absurd. Let us go a step further. 

No public property, and no public revenue of nor anyloali of credit by or under 
the authority of, the United States, or any State, Temtory, District, or municipal 
corporation shall be appropriated to, or made or used for, the support of any 
school, educational or other institution. 

For ono moment look a.t this. The State of Connectjcut, small I 
agree, representing her humbly, as I agree I do-and I hope I shall 
not injure my friend's feelings when I say the soverci~n Stato of Con
necticut is not to be permitted to give a thousand doJlars to au edu
cat.ional institution unless my friend Jrom Indiana and the honorable 
Senator from Vermont say she may do it. I h:we ·no patience with 
snob an argument. In my oit.y of 50,000 people, small I agree it is, 
there are two asylums for children, one a Catlwlio asylum and the 
other a Protestant asylum. There are in those two asylums five hun
dred cllH.dreu, and the city of Hartford, my oity, by this amendment 
cannot g1ve a thousaml dollars a year to each of those two asylums 
although by doing it they shonJd save $20,000 a year. It is absurd. 
I have great confidence in the intelligence of my honorable friends 
from Indiana and Vermont, but I beg to say to them both that Con
necticut can take care of ih; own schools and its own religions with
out their a. sistance. 'Ve do not require it, amlin my judgment it 
will he a good many yea1 before we shalL That is my opinion . 

I am glad of one thing. My fri end from Mi so uri [Mr. BOGY] aid 

that the negro was about played out. It looks bo me as though there 
was to be another new thing ; that there was to be injected into the 
coming presidential election this question of whether Connecticut, 
and Indiana, and New York, and Vermont, and South Carolina, and 
Arkansa-s should take care of their own schools, of their own pri~ 
ons, of their own reformatory institutions. Let it come; the quicker 
the better. This report of the Judiciary .Committee is the particu
lar act I am talking about ; I am not now speaking about any other 
amendment. When any other one comes up I will talk about that. 
I have not said that I shall vote for any. I would cut my arm oft 
before I would vote for this, because I would disgrace my ma.nhood 
and my State if I should vote for it. When we come to any other 
amendment I will talk about that. Has it come to this, that there 
is to be a new issue in the next Presidential election whether In
diana and Vermont shall govern New York and Connecticut; whether 
New Jersey, Florida, the Carolinas, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Massa
chusetts shall govern themselves t Is that to b~ the question T If 
it is, let us meet it here, anywhere, at all times, and in all places. 

My friend from Missomi said what I shall not say or admit. He 
said that there was left to the States this right. I do not use that 
language! I say this right belongs to the States. It was not left to 
them; it belongs to them, and they have not given it to any other 
government. That is the way I put it. It is a State right for Con
necticut to determine what she shall do with regard to this matter. 
She has not given it to the Federal Government. It is hers, one of 
her sovereign rights. I represent in part the State which was repre
sented in the federal convention by Roger Sherman and Oliver Ells
worth. They said in that convention that the State of Connecticut 
was sovereign, and I shall not myself, t.o use a modern but common 
phrase, "go back" upon what they said. The argument is a false ono. 
I do not nse the term "false," a-s my friend from Indiana well know , 
for the purpose of irritation; but the argument is a false one when 
any Senator asserts that a Senator who is not in favor of this proposi
tion is in favor of t.he opposite of the proposition. ''That won't do," 
as my friend from Ohio [.Mr. THURMAN] says; that won't hold water; 
there are "too many holes in that skimmer." 

I simply say with regard to this proposed amendment that I am 
opposed to it because it interferes with the rights of the States; that 
is all. The States will determine when they come to legislate upon 
this matter. When any man says that I am in favor of the converse 
of this proposition becanso I will not vote for it he says what is not 
true. It will not do for any Senat1'r to say it in my presence, be
cause I am opposed to any State making a law respecting an estab~ 
lishment of religion. In my State I will take care that they do not 
make any such law; and I do not want the honorable Senator from 
India.n:t. to take care of Connecticut. I will take care of that myself. 
I~et him take care of his own State. I tbink he will have as much as 
he can do to take care of it during the coming election. 

'Next., no St.ato l3 to make any law prohibiting the free exercise of 
religion. Where is the Senator who dares t.o stand on this floor ancl 
say to me, or any other Senator, that because I oppose this proposi
tion and oppose the giving of this power to the Federal Government 
I am in favor of the States doing that f It will not do. I am oppose<i. 
to any State making a law establishing religion; I am opposed to any 
State prohibiting the free exercise of any rel-igion; and I do not re
quire the Senat-e or the Congress of the United States to a$istme iu 
taking care of the State of Connecticut in t.hat regard. We have got 
on for a hundred years withont it, and I beg leave to say that we 
shall got along for another hundred years without it. I am very 
much inclined to the opJ.nion, and therefore being inclined to t.he 
opinion I must express 1t-I hope I am wrong about it-that this 
whole matter is brought u}> as an election dodge. 

1\Ir. HARVEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him where this 
question comes from t 

:Mr. EATON. I do not know, nor care. 
1\Ir. HARVEY. Did it not come from the House of Representatives T 
Mr. EA'.tON. It came from James G. Blaine. _Did you ever hear 

of him f ' 
1\Ir. HARVEY. Did it not also come from the democratic House of 

Representatives T 
1\fr. EATON. Not this" creetur." This whole business originated 

with Hon. James G. Blaine. Did you over hear of him f It was one 
of his dodges to get a nomination, and I wish he had got it. I have 
been sorry eYer since that ho did not; and yon have been glad eve .... 
since. · 

Mr. HARVEY. Vvas he able to dictate to the democratic House of 
Representatives f 

Mr. EA'fON. I am not able to say what Mr. Blnine could or could 
not do. He llas done a great many thiog~:~ in this world tllat I do not 
want to talk about. 

1\ir. HARVEY. This measure comes to us with the sanction of the 
House of Representatives. 

1\ir. EATON. No; I beg your pardon. This comes tons from tile 
honorable Senator from Vermont. I am not talking about anything 
else. I will come to that by and by. I am talking about what tho 
honorable Senator from Vermont has brought into the Senate. 

1\ir. HARVEY.· The very language on which the Senator llae just 
been commeutiug i in the original rosolntiou. 

Mr. EATON. Is it possible! Very likely. I have not read it; I 
am glad my friend has. 
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Mr. HARVEY. I had the impression that the Senator had not read it. 
Mr. EATON. This came from my friend from Vermont. It is very 

good reading, but I have not got through with it. yet. 
Anrl no such particnl&r creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school orin

etitution supported in whole or iu part by such revenue or loan of credit; and no 
such appropriation or loan of credit shall be ma.de to any religious or anti-religious 
sect-

we have not any of those in my State-
organization, or denomination, or to promot~ its intt>rests or tenets. This article 
shall not be construed to prohibit the reading of the Bible in any s.ehool or institu
tion. 

I should like to ask which Bible; whether it is the Bible of James I 
or what is called the Donay Bible f This whole business is a pur
ti an trick put upon the Senate of the United States. There is not a 
single member of th~ Senate-I do not except my friend from Kan
sas, I do not except my friend from Inuiana, I do not except my 
friend from Vermont-there is not one siugle Sen.ator on this floor 
who entertains the slightest idea that any State in this Union bas 
any intention t() originate a system of religion. No Senator dare rise 
in his place on his personal responsibility as a Senator and sa,y so. 
If he will, I should like to bear him. Is there any danger that Iudi
ana will do it f Is there any danger that Vermont will do it f Is there 
any danger that Massachusetts will do it f Is there any danger that 
North Carolina, or Delaware, or TP-nnessee, or Florida, or New York, 
or New Jersey will do it Y Not one aingle Senator dare rise in his place 
and say any such thing. If there is one, I would be very glad to have 
him do it now, and I will yield the floor. No such gentleman has 
presented himself on this floor; and if he does here~fter, hereafter 
we can talk about it. Nobody has yet; and therefore as no one has, 
I will a.asnme that I am right; ancl if I am right, theu why is this 
thing here f It is here to do a little political business that it can
not accomplish. I a.m very glad to see it for one; I am very 
happy to see it. My honorable friend the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPENCER] will be very apt to go with me on this question. As 
he will not be able to get telegrams from the two republican chair
men of committees in the State of Alabama, I t.hink he will vote with 
me on this question. 

My friend from Vermont says that every democrat opposes this 
proposition. Why shoulu not every democrat oppose a proposition 
of this cbaracterf No reason bas yet been given for supporting it. 
When one is given I will try to answer it. No reason has yet been 
given by the honorable Senator from Vermont, who is the putative 
father of this ohild, why it should be auopted. If any Senator can 
give a reason I should like to bear it. Every democrat certainly will 
oppose it, because he opposes it on democratic grounds, and those 
grounili$ are that this whole business belongs not to the Federal 
Government bnt to the States of the Union. Whenever any Senator 
gives a reason for this, I will try, if nobody e]se does, to answer that 
reason. 

One word and only a word more. My honorable from Vermont 
is out of his seat. He asserted a certain fact. That fact which he 
asserted has ueen denied. I desire to re-assert that fact, that the 
first proposition ""bich was ever made on this continent for the free 
exercise of religion was made by Charles Calvert in the colony of 
.Maryland, and Charles Calvert was wllat I am not, a Catholic. That 
is the truth, ancl that is the history of t·he country. I camo from 
Connecticut, what lli called n. pnritan State, and that is no particular 
reason so far as I know "'by I shoulllnot. tell the truth. 

I did not rise here to-night to talk about t.he respective views of 
and differences between the Protestant :mel Cat.holic religions. Per
mit me to say, Mr. Presiclent, what you as a Micl1igau man know bet
tor than I, that the religion of our Lord was carried all through the 
Northwest by Catholics. Starting from Quebec and Montreal, all 
through the Indian tribes one humlred and fifty years ago the relig
iou. of Jesus was taught by . the disciples of Rome. The pnritan 
taught the religion of God as be understood it iu New Eugland; the 
Catholic as he understood it in Maryland; another class in New York; 
and another still in New Jersey, anu the Catholic again in Louisiana. 
God forbid that I should rise here in my pla.ce as an American Sena
tor to talk about tho differences between the religious denominations 
and the religious creeds. I scorn to do it. No good has como to the 
people of tho world by doing that. I shall never forget, whatever 
the errors of the Catholic Church are or may have been, that for fif
teen hundred years it was t.he only form of tho Cbrist.ian religion 
known to man; and, right or wrong-I do not speak of it in that 
way; I should scorn myself to make an argument about it-npon it 
depends the salvation of many hundreds of millions of human he.in!l's, 
It. will not do for the Senator from Vermont to tell me or to toll any
body else that the Catholic religion is to be stamped under foot by 
the people of the United States. I am not a Catholic; my ancestors 
were not such; but I tha-nk God for one thing, and that is this: I rec
ognize the great good that t.he Catholic people have done in my ·own 
town, in my own .State, and therefore I stand here, a representative 
of puritan Connecticut, to defend the action of the Catholic religion
ists in my State. They have done well. I have nothing to do with 
their religion. 'l'bey will take care of that, and I will take care of 
mine. I do not ask. them to support me; they do not ask me to sup
port them. Let ns not have any quarrel on this subject; and there
fore I would hope almost to a man tbat we sl.10ulu vote clown this 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Vermont; an4 when we 

come to another amendment it will be time enough t() talk about that. 
Mr. MORTO~. Mr. President, if anybody has attacked the Catholic 

religion here to-night I have not heard it. The Senator's defense of 
it I think was entirely gratuitous, and I doubt whether he will get 
many thanks for it even from them. But it is a little extraordinary 
to hear my friend from Connecticut chargin~ the presence of this 
proposition here to-night as a republican trtck, a partisan trick, a 
t-!llng that we have brought in here, ln~ged in by t.he heels, for the 
purpose of making a new issue. How dtd this get here f A resolu
tion came from the House of Representatives, which ha.a nearly a two
thir<ls democratic majority, and it received in that body 166 out of 
171 votes. 

1\'Ir. EATON. I beg to suggest to my honorable friend that I know 
that fact; but that he is not entitled to speak of the action of the 
House of Representatives here. 

Mr. MORTON. I am entitled to speak of it. I am entitled to 
speak of the fact that this resolution came here from the House of 
Representatives, having passed 11ea.rly unanimously, and that we 
were bound to consider it. We could not lay it upon our table a.nd 
say we would not consider it. It was our duty to consider it whethet· 
we wanted to do it or not, and if we were bound to consider it, the 
question was whether we shonlcl. consider it with a view to perfect 
it, if it required perfecting in our opinion. We have amended it; 
and notwithstanding this comes here now in this way my friend for
gets all about it; he slaps his friends in the House in tllo face and 
says the whole thing is wrong from beginning to end, and lay~ the 
responsibility upon us. 

Mr. EATON. I have not said one word about that, nnd I think 
the gentleman ought not. to misrepresent me. I will take care of the 
other when I come to it. What I said was this: That I was now 
dealing with what the Senator from Vermont has offered us. I will 
take care of the other matter when I come to it. 

Mr. MORTON. I have como to the other mutter. 
Mr. EA.TON. This is not the Honse resolution at all. 
Mr. MORTON. It is not the Honse resolution, but it is an a-mend

ment of it. 
Mr. EATON. 0, no; not an amendment. _ 
Mr. MORTON. I will yield to my friend from Connecticut if he 

has any thing to say. When it haa been brought here in this way 
my friend forgets even that there is a House. In his great anxiety 
to assault the republican party he says we are respon8iblo for the 
whole thing; and he says he bases his opposition to it upon demo
cratic grounds; that the whole business belouga to the States; that 
we have not anything to do with it ; right in the face of tho fa.ct that 
nearly every democrat in the House voted for the resolution, deny
ing the States the power to take the school fund and give it to sec
tarian schools. 

Mr. EATON. One moment. They have done no such thing. The 
States have done no such thing, and the Senator from Indiana knows 
it. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not say th~ States. 
Mr. EATON. The Honse has advised that a certain amendment to 

the Constitution should be made ; that is all, and that it should ue 
submitted to the States. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is just what we have done . 
Mr. MORTON. Thatisaboutall. 'VehaveshownwhattheHonse 

had done. I did not say that the States had done it. My friend is 
slightly mixed in his assertions. 

Mr. EATON. Not much; he is not. 
Mr. MORTON. The House sent us a resolution 'denying to the 

States the power to take the school fnml and appropriate it to sec
tarian purposes. We have amended it, anu saytl\ey havenotonJyno 
righ~ to do that, but that they shall not levy a tax for that purpose 
anrl sba.ll not make an appropriation; . 

Mr. EATON. Will the Senator allow me once more T 
Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 
Mr. EATON. The House have denied no such power to the Stutes. 

The Senator from Indiana is a lawyer, and the Sen·ator knows they 
have not denied it. They have simply submitted to the States that 
they shonld adopt a certain thing; they have denied nothing. 

I!lr. MORTON. I suppose my friend 1s about right. We have not 
denied it to tho States and we shall not until it comes to be adopl ed; 
hut we have propo ed to tho States an amendment to the Constitu
tion which docs deny to them these powers. Tho Honso says t.hat 
the States shall not have the power to take the school-fund and use 
it. \Ve rroposo to ext.encl it and say neither shall they ·have lhe 
power t·' levy a tax for that purpose, and ~o into some further detail, 
perfecting it and carr)dng out the same idea. My friend from Con
necticut says it is all wrong; that the whole business belongs to the 
State ; tllat, it is a mere republican trick wl.ticb bas been l.>rougl.tt 
here for partisan purposes. My friend says we want to make a new 
issue. He onght to have said that his democratic friemls want to 
make a new issue. It. stands just about this way: that for the pur
pose of meet.ing a strong feolit:g throughout the nat.ion, for the 
purpose of allaying a great fear, a proposition is made to amencl 
the ConstHution which, at first glance, seems to accomplish the p•'r
pose, but on examination it is found not to accomplish ihe purposo, · 
but is in effect a fraud and a sha.m, and when we try to amend it and 
wake it a thing of substance and to cover t.he whole ground we are 
told that it is all wrong; that the whole matter belongs to the States. 
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Mr. RANDOLPH. May I ask the Senator a question t 
Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Who decides that the amendment offered by the 

Honse is a fraud and a. sham t 
Mr. MORTON. Does my friend want an answer T 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, sir .. 
l!r. MORTON. For one I will undertake to decide it, so far as I 

am concerned. That is to say, I give my opinion that the effect of it 
is a mere sham; that while professing to protect the public against 
sectarian schools or the appropriation of public money to carry them 
on it simply prevents the application of a school fund raised for that 
purpo88 and leaves each State at liberty to levy a tax for that pur
pose .. In that respect it is a sham. 

Mr. EATON. If my friend will allow me, I agree with him. I 
think that is a sham and all the others frauds. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator agrees that it is a sham T 
Mr. EATON. And all the rest are frauds. 
Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Connecticut has brought me to 

it, and now let m~ state this thing very fully. This resolution as it 
came to us is for political purposes. There is not a doubt about it. 
It is to meet a strong feeling e}.."i.sting throughout the United States, 
but it is to meet it by false pretenses. While pretending to guard 
the nation against this great danger it does not in effect do it. It 
simply keeps the States from taking an established school fund, but 
leaves them to tax the people from year t.o year for the purpose of 
supporting sectarian schools. We might as well understand this 
thtng. I did not intend to say so mncb, but my friend has been so 
persistent in saying that it is a republican trick, a sham, that I pre
fer now to state the matter very fully and strongly. It was man.1-
factured and sent here for a political purpose, and that was to make 
the impression that our democratic friends were in favor of free 
schooL-. and of protecting them in their public character. It was in
tended to make that impression, but when it is shown that it does 
not have that effect and we bring it out in its true character aud ex
pose this attempt which has been made, then we are told that the 
whole thing belongs to the States; that we have no business with it; 
that we are robbing the States of their rights. How robbing the 
States T This cannot become a part of the fundamental law unless 
three-fourths of the States a~ree to it. We cannot take the power. 
from the States by passing it nere. Three-fourths of the States have 
to agree to it, and when they do it, it becomes the law. Our Consti
tution provided that we might amend the Constitution by the con
sent or approbation of three-fourths of the States, and this is simply 
following the line prescribed by the Constitution itself. If the State.s 
agree to it and give up this power it is all right. They have nobody 
to blame but themMelves. If three-fourths of them agree to it, then 
it becomes the law of the land, just like any other constitutional 
amendment. Why talk about robbing the States! Robbing them of 
what l Robbing them of the power to tax the people of the State 
for th~ support of sectarian schools f Tha.t is the robbery, is itT 

Mr. EATON. No. . 
Mr. MORTON. Robbing them of the l'ower to establish a church T 

That is the robbery, is itt . . 
1\lr. EATON. No. 
l\lr. MORTON. My friend said we wanted to do it. 
Mr. EATON. If the gentleman will permit me he ought not to 

misrepresent me. Will he permit me to set him right T 
.Mr. MORTON. O, certainly. 
Mr. EATON . • I have said this over and over again: that the States 

shall determine, not that you are to determine it; not that the States 
will or will not be robbed, but that it is not your business as one of 
the Senators from lndiana to talk about this matter at all. While I 
am up, as the Senator gave me the floor, I beg to ask him if every one 
of the republican Representatives' did not vote for the very amend
ment that he is now t:tlking about. 

Mr. MORTON. I presume they di<l. Theyyoted for it in the shape 
in which a democratic committee presented it to the Honse; bnt the 
Senator himself, in his desire to hit the republicans, is hitting his 
own political friends. This is in keeping wit.h the practice of the 
democra-tic party throughout the country. Here is a. proposition that 
comes to us by the action of the democratic House. We are bound 
to consider it; but when it comes here it is thrown up to us that we 
brought it here, that it is a republican trick. It is just like the talk 
a bon t the debt and about taxation. These things were brought about 
by the rebellion; they aro the consequences of the action of the dem
ocratic prut.y; but they are held up as IJeing a crime and the conse
qnence of republican action. 

Mr. EATON. I do wish the Senator would not mix up the rebell-
ion with this matter. · 

Mr. MORTON. My friend said we wanted a new issue. My friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BOGY] said the nigger was killed. I thipk that 
was his language. 

Mr. EATON. Dead. 
Mr. MORTON. No; he said l10 was killed. 'Veil, they have killed 

a good many of them, but they hav~ not killed them all. 
.Mr. EATON. No matter; he came pretty near it; but he said dead. 

It is the same as killed. · 
Mr. MORTON. I think the desire to change the issue perhaps be

longs more to the other side. Allow me to state what I understand 
to be the whole f'l.Uestion. The House sends a res'Jlntion here which 

if it becomes a part of the law prohibits the States from taking a 
school fund, already dedicated and set apart, and appropriating it 
to the support of sectarian schools. We amended that by also pro
hibiting the States from levying a tax for that purpose or from ap
propriating money out? of the general Treasury for the same purpose, 
and going into some details for the purpose of perfecting it. We n.re 
trying just as we would upon any other measure to perfect a proposi
tion. Weassumethatit came here in good faith. Wewantedtomake it 
better and cover the ground. My friend admits, and he cannot help 
admitting, t.hat as it came here it is grossly impel'fect; it amonnts 
to bot very little. 'Ve have tried to improve it, but now the opposi
t.ion to-night comes upon the broad ground that the whole matter bo
longs to the States, coming as strongly against the House proposition 
as against the amendment o:f the Judiciary Committee. 1\fy friend 
from Missouri announces a doctrine here to-night in good faith anti 
fnll of intelligence which strikes at the very ba8is and existence of 
the principles of t.he nation. '!'here can be but one rea-son that I can 
understand for opposing this amendment, and that is that the States 
shall be left with power if they see proper to establish a church and 
tax the people for the support of sectarian schools. The amendment 
only prohibits them from doing that thing. Is it right, is it good 
policy, is it consistent with American liberty to prohibit the States 
from doing that thing f I think that it is. Those who oppose it 
must do it. npon the ground that the States ought to have that liberty, 
that it may be their interest., it may be their feeling, some time, t.o 
exercise that power. I feel that in this matter we are entirely right, 
and that our opponents, as they have been upon every one of these 
constitutional amendments, are entirely wrong. 

My friend said a while ago that the logic of the war was to destroy 
slavery, and then it wa-s natural and proper that we should put an 
amendment to the Constitution abolishing slavery. So it wn.s; but 
that was opposed by the democratic party from the hour of its intro
duction here up to this very time. It was right; it was proper; but 
it was opposed, just as this thing is opposed; and so was the four
teenth amendment, and so the fifteenth. This is just as clearly right 
as either of those three amendments, and there can be no argument 
or debate against the justice of this amendment. It simply places 
religious liberty in this country and education upon impregnable 
grounds. It is no blow upon the Catholic Church. 'fhe idea seems 
to be to appeal to the sympathy of the country as though it were an 
attack upon catholicism. It protects catholicism as it protects pro
testantism. It is just as much for the one as for the other; just as 
much against the one as against the other, and it is perfectly idle to 
talk about this thing being an attack upon the Catholic Church. It 
seems to me that the opposition to this thing gets down to a very 
small proportion when it is charged w-ith being simply a republican 
trick, just as if it was devised here and gotten up for the occasion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the atten
tion of the Senate not more than three minutes. I do not intend to 
discuss this question. I am sorry the discussion has taken the torn 
that it has; but what I rose to say particularly was that my friend 
from Indiana &'eks in his closing remarks upon this debate to make 
the impression that the democratic party is responsible for any agi
tation that may arise in the country from a discussion of this character. 
That Senator knows, and every other Senator knows, that at the 
very commencement of this session the President of the United States, 
the head of the republican party, brought this question here in his 
annual messagA. They know, and know full well, that prior to that 
time the head of the republican pa.rty, in t·he city of Des Moines, 
opened the campaign last fall upon this very issue. They know full 
well that one of the leading repu blicau candidates for the nomination 
for the Presidency at the commencement of the session of Congress 
introduced almost the precise resolution which the House of Repre
sentatives sent to the Senate. 

I do not express any opinion either in fayoror against the proposi
tion, for I do not mean to discuss the resolution as it came from the 
House, or the resolution a.a it bas been amended by the Senate; lm t I 
wish to say this: thatthedemocratic Honse of Representatives,a.ctn
ated doubtless by the highest motives that could govern a delibera
tive body, when they saw a deliberate purpose and intention on the 
part of oneof the great parties of this country to bring intothe presi
dential campaign this year, evidenced by the action of tho President 
of the United States himself, the chief of his party, evidenced too by 
the action of a prominent aspirant for the presidential ho11ors in in
troducing this very resolution-when the House of Representatives 
knew that that animus actuated the republican party they did wisclvto 
adopt a measure to eliminate from the polit.ical discussions of 'tue 
present campaign a question of .such fearful import. When I listened 
to-day to the debates upon this question, when I heard the appeals 
that were made by Senators to the reli~ious prejudices and passions 
of mankind, I trembled for the future of my country. HaB not his
tory a voice T Does it not speak with an eloquence that ought to ap
peal in living language to the heart of every Senator Y Have not 
religious persecutions and appeals to religious prejudices stained the 
earth with blood and wrung from the hearts of millions the deepest 
agonies f Yet I see springing up in my own country for the base 
purpose of part.y, to promote a presidential election, a disposition to 
dmg down the sacred cross itself aud make it subservient to party 
ends. I appeal to Heaven to thwart the purpose of all such pu.rtisans T 
While the Christian world is to~day praying for the peace of Jerusa,-
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lem, there are men in this country caring nothing for religion who 
would subserve their party ends if. they could by crucifying the Son 
of God afresh if be were on earth, or what is litt1e bett,er, who attempt 
to ditltlll'b the peace of the church and to array the Christian brother-
hood in deadliest hate against each other. . 

I appea t to the American people, standing here in my place, to be 
deaf to all such appeals. Let not the worst passions of mankind be 
invokecl in this campaign; but let the peace of the church flow on as 
it bas in the past, and the great mission of Christianity accomplish 
that good for which it was sent. Let not politicians make the cause 
of the Redeemer subservient to base party ends. I protest against it 
in the interest of Christianity and the peace and happiness of man
kind. 

'fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The <]Uestion is on the passn.ge of 
the resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
l\Ir. EATON, (when Mr. BARNUM's name was called.) I wi8h to 

state tbat my colleague [Mr. BARNUM] is paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. DAWES.] One would vote one way and 
the oth£>r the other. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ED~IUNDS, (when Mr. IlA.Mrr..TON's name was called.) The 
Senntor from Texas [Mr. HAMILTON] is uetained at his rooms by ill
ness. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS.] 
Tile-Senator from Texas would have voted in favor of this amend
m~·nt, and the Senator from Virginia, as I understand, would have 
voted a.gainst it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am pr.ired with the ienator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE.] He 
would ha>e voted "nay," and I should have voted ''yea." 

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. HoWE] and the.Sena
tor from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] They would vote" yea," and I 
should vote " nay." 

.Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on 
political questions with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAM
ERON.] I did not think at the time I made the pair of this question, 
and I presume he was not expecting it. In hi"! absence I do not feel 
at liberty to vote. I would vote against the proposition. 

.Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was calletl.) On this question I 
nm paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD.] If pres
ent tho Senator from Delaware would vote" nay," and I should vote 
"yea." 

'fhe roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. GORDON. I wish to state that tho Senator from Pennsyl

vania [.Mr. WALLACE] is paired with the Senator from South Caro
lina, [Mr. RoBERTSO~.] If they were here the Senator from Penn
sylvania would vote" nay," and the Senator from South Carolina. 
would vote "yea." 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WRIGHT] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. DENNIS.] My col
league wollld vote "yea," and the Senator from Maryland would vote 
"nay." 

Mr. PAD DOCK. 'Vithout a very strong stoma.ch for this sort of 
legislation, I vote " yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 28, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS-Messrs. Allison. Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 

Wisconsin, ChriMtiancy, ()layton, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuy
sen, Harvey, JoneR of Ne'"at.la, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, 
O~~edby. Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West-28 . 

.NAYS-Messrs Bo.!v Cochell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Florida.l 
K('llly, Kernan, Key,· McUreery, McDonald, Maxey, Norwvod, Randolph, ana 
StevenR~m-16. 

.ABSEYT-Messrs. Alcorn, Bamnm, Bayard, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cono. 
ver, Dawe.a, Dennia, Dol'sey, Goltlthwaire, Hamilton, Hamlin, llitchcock, Howe, 
In~alls, JohnRton, Merrimon, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, 
Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, ·windom, Withers, aml Wri~ht-27. 

The PRESIDENT pr·o tempore. Two-thirds of the Senators prl'sent 
not having voted to agree to the resolution, the same is not passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A messagefrom the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 

its Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed the following llills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month's 
wages to certain of the employes recently permanently discharged 
from tile service of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; anu 

A bill (H. R. No. 4106) t.o aut,horize the President to accept the 
. services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. 'VINDOM. I move that the Senate proceerl to the considera

tion of the conference report on the Indian appropriation ill. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera

tion of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor·e. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Rhode Island, which takes precedence. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish to make some reports. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 

from New Hampshire makillg reports T 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. WADLEIGH1 from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re

ferred the bill (S. No. 147) to refund to William Watts, of the count.y 
I 

of Boone, and State of Kentucky, the sum of $5,610, illegally takeu 
and received from him and paid into the Treasury of the Unitt>..d 
St.ates by the cone·ctor of internal revenue for the sixth Kentucky dis
trict, in excess of the amount. of lawful tax collected upon the sale 
of ~,031 pounds of manufactured tobacco, on the 28th day of June, 
1864, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the hill 
(S. No. 355) for the relief of James Millinger, of New Jersey, submit
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, tfl whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2832) for the relief of .Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, of Louisiana, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

CO::\IMITTEE ON CO~TINGE~T EXPENSES. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I desire to offer a resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Is t.here objection to the Senator 

from Nevada offering a reeolution, the Senator from Rhode Island 
having moved that the Senate proceed to t.he consideration of execu
tive business f The Chair hears none, and the resolution will be re
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read aa follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee to .Audit and control the Contingent Expenses of 

the Senat.e have leave to sit during the recess of Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN. ~ask the Senator from Rhode Island if h~ will give 
way for a moment that I may call up a bill of very great importance, 
which will not cause any delay in Ilis executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. Does the Senator from Illinois ob-
ject to the consideration of the resolution T · 

Mr. DAVIS. Let it be reatl. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. Jo~s, of Nevada . 
Mr. DAVIS. I believe that is usual. 
Mr. MORRILL. That is always usual. 
'!'he resolution was considered by unanimous consent, agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS . 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The PRESIDENT pro tentpm·e. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 

yield to the Senator from Illinois f 
Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Chair will put the question on the mo

tion of the Senator from Rhode Island or else on the motion which I 
made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entertaining business 
by unanimous consent. '!'he request of the Senator from Minnesota 
is in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Minnesota will allow me to ex
plain, I will state the reason why I ask him to give way. It seems 
to me that through courtesy I should be allowed to explain. 

Mr. WINDO~I. I suppose the business before the Senate is the mo
tion pending made by the Senator from Rhode Island. I do not know 
that an appeal can be made to me at present on that subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope I may be allowed to make a suggestion. 
It is now one o'clock. Tbe Indian bill is a voluminous bill, so that 
it will take a long time to enroll it. I can see in the case of that bill 
a. reason why we should stay here and pass it. I cannot see in the 
case of any private bill, especially one to which no objection will be 
made, why we should punish ourselves by ata.ying here all night 
when we are going to be here to-morrow in any event. I suggest to 
Senators, without meaning to interfere with anybody, that therefore 
the Senator from Minnesota has an obvious reason for wanting the 
Indian bill to be acted on to-night, so that the clerks may have an 
opportunity to enroll it. That reason does not apply to any other 
bill that occnrs to me now, none that is proposed. Therefore I sug
gest that the Senator from Minnesota bo allowed to take up the con
ference report and have action upon it, and then we adjourn till morn
in~ and not wear ourselves out by sitting here all night. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me to present the conference report. 

.Mr. ANTHONY. In consideration of the fact stated by the Senator 
from New York anrl the Senator from Minnesota, the necessity of en
rolling this voluminous bill, I withdraw the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive businl'ss; bot I must state that after that 
rna tter is disposed of I shall renew the motion, and if it does not pre-
vail then, I shall renew it as soon aR we meet to-morrow morning, and 
I shall keep on renewing it with the same persistency as my friend 
from Illinois insists on his bounty bill, and I hope with more Sllccess; 
for unless we shall transact some business in executive session, we 
shall be called together after the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. We must have an executive session. 
Mr. LOG.Al~. May I be permitted to say just one word, and it is 

very hard to get an opportunity to say anything f It is not neces
sary for the Senator from Rhode Island to allude to the bounty bill. 
If he was as willing to get np the bounty bill as sometimes he pre
tends to be, there would not be so much trouble about it. I rose, 
however, to state that ~ bill ha.s just come from the House in refAr
ence to the organizat;'>n of troops in the Indian country, which I 
think is about as important as any matter before this Congress. I 
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desired to have an opportunity to say that much, and to ask that the 
bill be taken up for immediate action. 

.Mr. CONKLING. May I ask my friend from illinois a question f 
Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CO~KLING. I ask does it make any difference practicaHy 

whether that bill passes now or waita until eleven o'clock to-mor-
row! -

1-.lr. LOGAN. I think it makes :t. great deal of difference for this 
reason: I do not think the bill which the House have sent to u-s will 
pass; I propose to offer a substitut-e for it so that there must be a con
ference between the Houses to settle the question, if the Senat-e agree 
with my views. If not, the bill as the House passed it can be agreed 
to. · . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that we can 
do both in fifteen minutes f 

Mr. MORTON. Let us go right on. 
The PRESIDENT ZJTO tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota. 

insist on his motion 7 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to make a single re

mark. I ask that the chairman of the Committee on .Military Affairs 
be allowed first to present the report of his committee upon the bill 
to which he refers. It will certainly take no time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no sort of objection to allowing the Senator 
b·om Illinois to present his report. 

Mr. HARVEY. I join in that request. It is certainly of great im- . 
pM~n~ . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It will not delay the business. 
The PRESIDENT pro ten~pore. The Chair understands that the 

Senator from Minnesot-a does not object. 
1\lr. LOGAN. I beg to say to the Senator from Nebraska that I 

have no report from the committee. I was going to ask the Senate 
to take tho House bill up, an<l I have a substitute which I propose to 
offer myself npon my own responsibility. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the most important measure which we 
can consider to-night. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the honorable Senator will offer his substi
tute we can treat it as the report of the Committee on .Military Af
fairs. 

Mr. WINDOM. I yield to the Senator from illinois to take np his 
measure provided it does not lead to debate. If it does I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the conference report 
on the Indian bill. 

?l.lr. LOGAN. If I can have the :floor after the Senator is through 
with his conference report I have no objection, but I do not want 
the Senate to adjonrn without action on this proposition. ["All 
right."] 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognjze the Sena
tor from Minnesota, who now moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following report : 

Tho committee of conference on the disagrecin~ votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment.s of the Senate rothe bill (H. R. No. 347ti) making appropriations for 
the cUITent and contingent expenses of the Inilian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Inilian tribes for the year eniling .Tune 30, 1877, 
and for other purposes, havin~ met, after full and free conference, · have agreed to 
recommend and do recommenu to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate .recede from its amendments numi)ered 12, 16, 18, 39, 40, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 5.'>, and 6l, . 

That the House recede from it-s tlit~a.greement to the amendments of tho Senate 
numi)erctll, 2, 11, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, ll, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 'l!2, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, :JJ, 
34. 35, 36, 37, 56, 58, 59, 60, 62, and 63. 

That tho House recede. from its disagreement to the amendment numbered a; 
ancl a~ee to the s:tme, with amendments aa follows: In line 24, page 2. stl'ike out 
"five ' and insert "six," and after tho word " expenses " insert in line 27 of tho 
same page "in excess of $100," and in line 9, page 3, of the amendments, after the 
word • thousand" insert •' and one hundred ; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disa~eement to tho amendment numuerell4, and 
agrt>e to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 11 of tmid amenclment, 
page 3, strike out "six: •• and insert "four," and after the wonl ".Minnesota," in 
line 12~ same page, strike out all down to and including: the word "Carolina," in line 
14, ana as a. distinct paragraph to follow the amenttetl paragraph, insert: "For 
pay of special agent of tho Eastern Cherokee and other Indians in North Carolina 
up to Septombl'r 1 next, after which tho office of saitl agent is abolishetl, $250," 
antl in line 16 strike out •• nine " and insert "six," and at the end of line 3. page G 
of the bill, adtl the following: "and fo•· giHng-twino for neh1. $1,200 ;" and at the 
eud of line lfi, same page, add "and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;" at tho onll of 
Jine l5, page 7, add" and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;"and the Senate agree to 
tho same. 
· That the Senate recede from its amr.ndment numbered l7, with tho oxceP.tion of 
the words after tho word "Territory," in lines 2"2 and 2.1, page 20 ()f the bill; and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 2l, 
anu agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Striko out" four" and in-
11 rt "two," amlstrike out " and nineteen," and strike out" eight humlred;" and 
tho Senat-e agree to the same. 

'l'hat the House recede from its dis-'\greement to tho amenclment nlllllbered 25, and 
agree t-o the same, with au amendment ag follows: In line 4 strike out the word 
•·tribe" wherever it occurs, and insert in lieu thereof the word" banlls," aml after 
the word "people," in line 5, strike out all down w and including the worll '·'In
tlians," in line 7, and inse•·t "and hereafter there shall bono appropriation made for 
the subsistence of said Indians," and in Uno 2J, after tho worll "tlesi~nate," insert 
the following: "And the further snm of 20,000 is hcrcb.v appropriated, to !Jo ex
pended under tho direction of the President of the Unit-ell States for the purpose 
of carrying int.o eftect the foregoing provisions," and make the word ·" amount" in 
lino 26 plural; aml tho Senate a~re~:~ to tho same. 

That the lloose recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 31, 
and a.gree w the same, wit.h an amendment aa follows: Strike out" fifty" and in-

sert "twenty-five," a.nd after the word 11 dollars," in line 26, page 39of the bill, adcl 
the followinJ! : 

"And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall direct that said IncliallB ~lutll 
not be allowed to lea>e their proper reservations; and it shall be tho tlntv of the 
War Department to aiel tho Indian Office in seeing that the orders of tho Commis· 
sioner are executed; and rations shall not be issued for a longer period tb:m one 
week at a time; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, sold, or given to saitl 
Indian.~." 

And tb e Senate agree to tho same. 
That tho House recede from its di a"'reement to the amendment numl1!'r!'d 33, 

ancl agree to tho Ramo, with nn.amendment as follows: Strike out "forty" and in
sert "twenty," and the Senate agree to the same. 

That tho House recede from its clisagreemcnt to the amendment nnml1cred 41, 
and agroo to the same, with an amendnient as follows : At the end of said ameml
mentadd: 

"Provided, That when sufficient matt<·r to make a volume of statistics and his
torical data. is prepared it shall be submitted to the Commissioner of Inclian Affairs 
and r .. feiTetl by him t-o the Regents of tho Smithsonian Institution and published 
on their WJitten appro>:H." 

And tho Senate agree to tho same. 
Tllat the llouso rocelle from its disagreement to tho amendment numheretl 54, 

and af!reo to the same, with an ameni:lment as follows: After tho word" for," in 
line 8 of sahl amendment, insert "agricultural imploment.a aml for

1
•· and in line 11 

striko oat " five" and insert ·• six," and at the end of enid am one ment add "anu 
$:}00 of said sum shall be paid to tho uperintendent of common . chools in North 
Carolina, who shall have the supervision of tho schools of the Cherokees in said 
State nuder direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affuirs ;" and the Senato agrco 
rothesamo. 

That tho Honse recede from its <lisageement to tho amendment numbered !i7, 
:mil agree to tho same, with :m amendment as follows: In line 5, page 4.3 of thp hill, 
strike out all after tile word "Provided" down to and incluilin~ tbo wortl ' ' but" 
in line 8, aml insert tho word "That;" and in Jine 10 strike out the worll "and" 
where it first occurs, and !!triko out the words "anrl others," ami in line ll strike 
out the word "and " where it fi•·st occurs, and strike out "anu for no other pur
poses" and insert "and for paying employes: And provideclfurther, That amounts 
now due employes for the year emlin~t .Tune 30, 1876, may be paid out of tho unex
pended balance of the inciuental fund of said year;" and the Senate agree to tho 
~~ . 

That the Honse recede from its ilisagreement to the amenilinent numbered 64, 
subRtitutin~ as follows: 

"SEc. 5. Aml hereafter tho Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the solo 
power and authority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes aml to make su$ rules 
and re~ations as he may doom just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity 
of gooas and the 11rices at which such goods shaH bo solll to the Indians. 

"S.&c. G. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall adverti o for allsupplie.'l: 
Provided, ThAt tho purchase of supplies for sixty days may bo mado in open mar
ket: And provided /tt?'ther, That to meet any exigency of the sen,ice purchases 
may be made in open market to an oxtent not w exceed $2,000 at any one time." 

And the Senat~ agree w the same. 
WM. WINDOM, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 

. FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Manaf}ers on the part o.f the Senate. 

SAML . .T. RANDALL, 
A.M. SCALES 
s. A. HURLBUT, 

The report was concurred in. 
·Manage-rs on the part of the Ilouse. 

SUPPRESSION OF lNDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask now that the Senate consider the bill (H. R. 
No. 4106) to authorize the Presitlant to accept the services of volun
teers to aiel in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem.pare. The Chair will lay the bill before 
the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the 
services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities was 
by unanimous consent 1·ead twice, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill, and to insert in lion thereof the following: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is her by, empowered to in
crease the number of enlisted men to one hundred for OMh company of ncb regi
ments of cavalry as in his opinion may reqniro the same. Provided, That not more 
than twent.y-fivo hundred enlist.e«l men shall thus be arld6ll at any one time to tho 
twenty-five thousand authorized by tho act approvcd.Tuly24, 1876. "ruakin2np,pro· 
priations for tho support of the Army for the fiscal year endint? .Tune 30, 187i, 'an:l 
the following sums are hereby appropriated for recruiting and maintaining tho 
same: 
Recruitin~ 2,500 cavalrymen ...................................... .. ... . 

~~bsfs0~!:.~~: ::: :::::::·:::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
. ~r;~l~!:~¥~~~~~:: ~::: ~: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ ::::::::::: ~::::::: 

Transportation, (wa~ollB., &c.) ................ ·-- --· ···--------·-- ..... . 
Transportation by rail, &c .. _ ••..••••.••••• ·-·· .•••••••••.•....•...•..••. 

50,000 
39o.o;:o 
200,400 
20G, COO 
~HG, 000 
337, :;oo 

E'-1, 800 
150, 0~0 

Making in all ........... -···----· ................ ----·- ....... . ... 1, 634,700 

1\lr. MORTON. What is the appropriation in this amentlment f 
Mr. LOGAN. It is $1,634,700. 
Mr. STEVENSON. How much is it in the Honse bill f 
M:r. LOGAN. "One million uollars, or so much thereof as ma.y be 

necessary." I desire to say to the Senate that it is impossible to exe-
cute the House bill. I can demonstrate in five minutes its ntter irn· 
practicability and show that preference ought to be given to the 
proposition suggested by the President and heretofore adopted by 
tho Senate. The President's suggestion to the Senate was to recruit 
twenty-five hundred cavalrymen, that is, twenty-five hundred pri
vates. Their p,ay would be 13 per month. The pay of twonty-th·o 
hundred men for one year at 13 per month woulu be · 90,000. T!Jo 
pay of five thousand under the bill aa agreed to by the House woulU 
be the same, because they are recruiteu for six mouths. That applies 
to the private soldiers. The twenty-five hundred men can l>o re
cruited and absorbed in the existing companies wilihout appointing 
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a solitary officer to command them ; but the commissioned officers 
alone in t.he bill from the House will cost $~14,615 at the pay fixed 

• by the law as it now stands. There is, then, an addition of $314,6lr> 
made by the House. Tho 11ecessary clothing for the five thousand 
would ue just double, be<.:ause the clothing is necessary, no matter 
wh6ther tbev are to serve for six months or twelve months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. !~is just the same. 
Mr. LOGAN. I; is just the same. I will show in two minutes that 

it will cost oveJ il,OOO,OOO to execute the bill as passed by the House, 
and that there iJ not half money enough appropriated by it. The pay 
for cavalrymen, as I stated, for one year is $390,000. That is exactly 
as I figure it, aml I made the calculation here myself and I know it 
is correct. The subsistence of twenty-five hundrod men would be 
$200,400. Subsistence of twenty-five hundred men then for one year 
andforfivethousandforsixmonthswonld be just equal, so that there is 
no difference in that item. The clothing for twenty-five hundred men 
would be $206,000. For five thousu.nd men it is just double; any one 
can make the calculation. Regular supplies, that is, the rations for 
these cavalrymen for twelve months for twenty-five hun<lred or five 
thousand for six months would be exactly the same. The number of 
horses for the five thousand of course would be double the number 
required for the twenty-five hundred. The horses for the twenty-fl. ve 
hundred will cost $337,500, and you have to double that number to 
supply five thousand, which doubles the calculation. Transportation, 
wagons, &c., for twenty-five hunclred pri\-ate soldiers would cost 
$84,000, and . you have to double that to supply five thousand men. 
The forage for the horses is just the same precisely, twent.y-five hun
dred for a year and nve thousand for six months. It makes no differ
ence and it is not nece.<;Jsary to calculate that. Now as to the commu
tation allowed volunteer cavalrymen, forty cents a day, it is $730,000 for 
commutation. 

Mr. OGLESBY. That is for the use of the man's horse. 
Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. Just add these items up and yon will see 

the difference between the two measures. There is a difference in the 
cost of $~,500,000 for six months ; and yet the appropriation in this 
bill is only $1,000,000. The $1,000,000 appropriated in the House bill 
will not organize the five regiments. You cannot organize them with 
the money, cannot get the horses, the rations, and the clothing to 
save your souls for the amount of money that is appropriated. So 
the House, without speaking in disrespect, have either acted without 
doe consideration in reference to this thing or do not intend that any 
:proposition shall pass for the purpose of organizing troops for fight
ing the Indians, one or the other. The twenty-five hundred cn.valry
ruen can be organized very soon; it only requires the enlistment of 
private soldiers to fill up the companies already officered and provided 
for in every way, and all that is necessary is to feed them and clothe 
them and give them their sabres and guns, and they are ready to 
mount their horses and go; but in organizing these regiments they 
must be officered, must be clothed, must be mtioned; they must have 
transportation, and everything provided for an army, all(l besides 
that they have to be drilled. The idea of taking five regiments of 
raw men of cavalry to go in now and fight Indians without drill, no 
man but a crazy man would attempt any such thing. I leave it to 
any one, I leave it to my friend from Texas, [Mr. MAXEY,] who is a 
soldier and has been a soldier for a long time, and he will agree with 
me that the proposition is perfectly absurd. 

Nor is there economy in it. I have tried, as far as I was concerned, 
and I have insisted on raising troops to fight these Indians on the 
most economical plan. I want to fight them with good men, and 
with men who will understand it. Any man who has ever been a 
soldier knows that if you take raw recruits and raw officers you must 
drill the men, drill the horses, drill everything connected wit,h them; 
but if you take a trained company that has its officers and has a por
tion of its men, and raw recruits are distributed among them, they 
will be drilled in a week so that they can fight. Take men in that 
way, distribute them in regiments, and they are soldiers in a very 
short time; but when you take a whole regiment of raw men it takes 
a long time to make them good soldiers. This is the advantage of 
the amendment. 

I have tried to defend this from a proper stand-point, from the stand
point t.hat will make good soldiers, and from the stand-point that will 
raise them on the most economical plan; bnt this proposition isdem·· 
agogery, and nothing else, let it come from House or Senate or where 
it will. When we have plenty of regular troops, plenty of organized 
force, all that you hav(\ to do is to fill up with men: No man but one 
who is a demagogue or deaires to be extravagant will wait for a time 
when the Indians have a chance to massacre as many as they choose, 
to make any such proposition as this. 

Some of my friends have complained of me because I did not in
sist on having volunteers. I did not insist on it, for the reason that I 
know the expense attached to raising troops and organizin~ them 
and preparing them and fitting them for going into battle. I do not 
wish t~ do it merely to make people think that I want to give them 

· a ohu,nce to volunteer. My desire is to have it put on a fair ba.sis, a. 
proper, soldierly basis, and an economicu,l plan. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the Senator whether he is aware of 
the fact that during the war many of our volunteer regiments fur-
nished their horses f ' 

Mr. LOGAN. I am aware of that. 
• ..)>-~.. ..... - -~ - I"!'" 

Mr. CLAYTON. If he is, can he state tl1e amolint paid them per 
month for the nse of their horses T 

Mr. LOGA.l~. Forty oonts a day. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Twelve dollars a month. 
Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-two dollars for six months. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Wbat_'price did the Senator put on the horses in 

hls~tima~T . 
Mr. LOGAN. I estimated them at $100 apiece. They cost more 

than that. 
Mr. CLAYTON. You most estimate more than that, because I see 

you make tho amount over $300,000. 
Mr. LOGAN. That was the estim:J.te of the War Department, 

$337,000 for twenty-five hundred horses, and double that for five 
thousand. 

Mr. CLAYTON. They cannot be purcha.sed for $100. 
Mr. LOGAN. I offer the substitute. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 

Committee on Military Affa.irs if this substitute he ha.s now offered 
is not the same measure that was passed by the Senate and sent to 
the House and by the House rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. Verbatim, et literatim. 
Mr. EDMmTDS. They did not reject it. 
Mr. LOGAN. No. 
Mr. PAD DOCK. As a practical question it seems to me that the 

offering of it he1-e the second time is ltn absurdity. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well, we shall see whether it is or not. 
Mr. SARGENT. It brings us to a conference between the two 

Houses, the only possible way of reaching a result. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I do not want to consume time, but I disagree in. 

toto to the sentiments expressed by the chairman of the committee. 
Mr. MAXEY. I will say, in response to the question put me by the 

Senator from Illinois, that it is the experience of the Mexican war, 
as it wa."! of the last war in both armies, that the enlistment of v·olun
teers for a short period of time is bad policy. We have only to look 
at the history to see that that is the fact. The cavalry is now dis
posed of at the proper points according to the best judgment of the 
General of the Army. Tho recruits that are obtained for cavalry 
service are sent on a.t once, so soon as gathered, to their proper points 
of destination and assigned thell: companies and their regiments. 
They are there mixed up with the companies already organized ami 
already drilled, and therefore become effective far more _readily than 
they would if you attempted to get an entirely new cavalry force. 
My candid judgment is t.hat you cannot organize this cavalry force 
of five t.housancl men, volunteers, drill them, put them into the field, 
and make them effective in t.he six months. I therefore think the 
amendment is proper. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the object sought is to put down 
the Indian re.bellion. Now, what the Senator says in regard to the 
organization of military force, in regard to the advantage of organ
izing a military force for service in ordinary' military operations, is 
entirely correct; but to fight Indians I want to tell the Senator 
that that theory will not apply. 

:Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to add 
one word which I omitted T I only want to add that iu ruy judg
ment, from observation and experience, this is going to be one of the 
worst Indian wars ever fought in this country, and, therefore, we 
must be active, ready, and prompt in what we do. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to tell the honorable Senator that the 
men to tight Indians are the men who know the "Indian habits and 
the Indian character, the men who are on the ground ; and t.here 
are plenty in the immediate vicinity of these Indians who not only 
are acquainted with the Indian habits and character, but have had 
military service in the field heretofore. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that the twenty-five hun
dred we propose can be taken from that class of men. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No, sir. I want to say to the honorable Sena
tor that that class of men are not the class of men to enlist a..~ pri
vates in the regular Army. You cannot enlist those men as privates, 
because the.v are not the class of men. · ' 

Mr. LOGAN. Perhaps they wonld prefer to enlist as officers. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Recruits for your regular Army are enlisted in 

the streets of our brreat cities; they are men who have never seen In
dians; they are men · unaccustomed to ride; they are men who have 
to be trained; but in the immediate vicinity of these Indians, five 
thousand men, if necessary, can he enlisted, who can furnish their 
own horses, and we can enlist those five thousand men, I venture the 
assertion, if the necessity arises, in one-half the time that twenty
five hundred men cun be enlisted in the regular Army. · 

Mr. LOGAN. And I suppose, after we had enlisted them with their 
own horses, for the next ftftoon years we should be passing billa to 
pay for the loss of horses T That would bA about the result. That is 
the experience everybody has had in matters of that kind. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know about that. I do not think any 
measure of this kind has ever been passed by the American Congress. 
The trouble is, and will be in this instance if we pass no bill, that if 
a disaster comes to General Crook, if we ha.ve to organize in our own 
way without the forms of law, as we may have to do, then the Con
gress of the United States in the years to come will be called upon 
very naturally to pay, and we shall expect them to pay, and they 
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will have to pay, very much for the irregularities which will be con
sequent upon such a measure. But what I seek, and what we of the 
Northwest seek, is some practical safeguard against the peril which 
threatens us if Congress adjourns without giving us some measure of 
protection. I believe if the Senate fails to pass the bill which the 
Honse has sent to us, nothing will be done. If such a calamity 
should happen, I want to wash my hands of any responsibility. I 
hope that we shall have a vote of the Senate on the adoption of the 
substitute. While I should be quite willing that the twenty-five 
hundred regular troops should be given, I very much doubt whether 
we can obtain that. I very much prefer, because I think it is much 
~a fer, that the bill as received from the House should be adopted, and 
I shall call for a yea and nay vote on that question. 

1\lr. HARVEY. There is a great deal of trut.h in what the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK] ha-s said and in what the Senator 
from Texa~ [Mr. MAXEY] bas said. There is a great Indian war im
pending ; aud it is well that we should resort to tho most efficient 
ruf'ans to put it down. It is due to the citizens of the United States 
living in the Territories adjacent to where the hostilities are now 
taking place that the most efficient and rapid means of putting an 
eud to this war should be taken, and I should like to ask t.he chair
man of the Committee on Military Affairs if it is known that in case 
his substitute should be passed the men could be enlisted to fill up 
these regiments' . 

Mr. LOGAN. I have never seen the time when you could not en
list as ruany cavalry as you wanted. I would take the contract to 
enlist all these men in forty days, if it waB left to me. 

Mr. HARVEY. If the raising of volunteers is provided for, there 
are a great many men in the vicinity who would take the con tract to 
raise the regiments at the shortest notice, and, as the Senat-or from 
NebraBka [Mr. HITCHCOCK] says, very efficient men too, good soldiers, 
good for Indian service or any other kind of service. But so far as I 
am concerned I do not care which way is taken, so that it is the most 
efficient. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say to the Senator from Kansas-I did not 
wish to say it before, but I will say it now-that the eagerness of 
some on the border to raisevolunteersldo nothaveany objection to; 
but I say now that if you pass t.his House bill to-night you will no~ 
get a solitary regiment, for there are regiments enough in the great 
cit.ies now already raised and organized that will supplant you, the 
very kind of men you a1·e talking about. · 

Mr. HARVEY. I do not know anything about the eagerness of the 
people of the b~rder States to volunteer. The people of the border 
States are generally ready to take part in the defense of their fellow
citizens, whether on the border or anywhere else, in the interior or in 
a foreign country, if it be necessary to go there. 

Mr. LOG~~. That is true. 
Mr. HARVEY. What does the chairman of the Military Commit-

tee mean f . 
Mr. LOGAN. I mean that in the cities where they hn.ve these 

organizations they would be offered sooner than your people could 
raise the regiments. 

Mr. HARVEY. I do not care where they come from if they are 
where they are needed at the earliest possible 'moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. If yon do not care whe1·e they come from, very well; 
but the object is to get the officers of these regiments, which will 
cost nearly $500,000 at first. 

Mr. HARVEY. It is for the protection of our people. There is no 
other object that we have ~n view. We have no feeling about this 
matter at all; we only desire to see the best method taken. So far 
as I am concerned, I am sure I have no feeling in the matter any 
more than to see that the people to whom we owe protection have it. 

Mr. SPENCER. I appeal to Senators to let us vote. 
Mr. HARVEY. I am ready to vote. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think we quite understand this question 

yet. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] has not made 
correct estimates in this respect; he calculates that it will cost double 
to clothe volunteers for six months that it will take to clothe one
half that number for a year. That is a mistake, I think. My recol
lection is that clothing is issued twice a year to soldiers. Therefore 
it would cost just the same, because you issue one suit of clot.hing to 
the volunteer for six months to the five thousand, and you would 
issue two suits to the twenty-five hundreu for one year; so you just 
equalize it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senatbr that in the calculation I 
made I made no estimate for accouterments; I made no estimate for 
sadd.Jes, no estimate for .sabers, no estimate for a great many things 
that he as a soldier knows h::t.ve to be use<l. The thing is perfectly 
patent. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am not speaking about those points now, but 
about this particular thing. In addition to that, you pay a premium 
of $2 for every enlisted man that is brought to a recruiting agency. 
That of course is a small matter, but it is something. I do not regard 
this question of pay a.s one of so much irn portaJwe as the question of 
efficiency. I think the Senator is mistaken when be says you cannot 
get a volunteer force that will be as efficient as an enlisted force. I 
believe you can get these fi \Te thousand v9luuteers from men who are 
trained soldiers. I believe nearly every man of them will be a 
trained soldier, some of the best soldiers of the world, the men wh 
have passed through the late war; and I l>eliovo when you seucl those 

men into the field to operate against Indians the result-s that will be 
obtained from that class of soldiery will so far outweigh the results 
that will be obtained from enlisted ID.en gathered in the slums of the • 
cities that it will far overbalance the difference of cost and expense. 
There is no question that it will cost more to organize a force of that 
kind. 

Mr. LOG .AN. I conM add a million dollars to the estimate I made, 
and in five minutes show the necessit.y for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will concede the point of cost. 
Mr. LOGAN. Each company ha-s to have a wagon. There are ten 

wagons to a regiment. There are fifty wagons to start with, with the 
harness and mules. Those I did not put into the estimat-e at all. If 
you absorb these troops into the companies that already have wagons, 
you save all that expense. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You must make some allowance for the valne of 
these horses at the close of the operations. It is not to be supposed 
that all the horses are going to be killed. A horse is good for anum
ber of years. 

Mr. WE~T. The Senatorfrom Illinois made his calculation on the 
basis of the volunteers owning their own horses and the Government 
buying theirs. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I admit the volunteers will cost more; there is no 
donbt about that, although I think the increase of cost is not so large 
in proportion as the Senator from Illinois indicated, but in that I 
may be mistaken. I do honestly believe that what we want in deal
ing with these Indians is to make he war short and decisive. That 
is the most humane way, it is the cheapest way. We want to adopt 
a policy that will be quick and certain, and I believe in order to se
cure that policy you had better take a different class of men from 
what you can gather together in the ordinary recruiting stations in 
this country. .. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is one point that I want to c::t.ll atten
tion to. This bill leaves it entirely to the discretion of the President 
whether he will call for any volunteers. Now he may call for one 
1·egiment or he may call for none. I hope General Crook will be suc
cessful and that we shall need none. 

Mr. LOGAN. The other is as discretionary. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. He may call for but one regiment, and may 

need it but a month or two. 
Mr. WEST. The substitute providing for enlisting regulars-
Mr. HITCHCOCK. It provides for regular enlistment into the 

regular Army. 
Mr. WEST. Not to exceed twenty-five hundred men. 
Mr. HITCHC0C K. But this provides that in case of disaster there, 

in case the President finds it necessary that the force there should be 
increased, he may, at his discretion, call out volunteers, not to ex
ceed five thousand, to serve not longer than six ruonths. I think it 
is safe for our friends here to trust the President with that discretion. 
I do not think this is necessarily such an expensive matter that the 
Senate of the United States should hesitate at this time, just on the 
eve of adjournment. 

Mr. "MORTON. I should like to make a suggestion to my friend 
from Nebraska. As I understand the bill of the House, it is for vol
unteers for six months. That time runs from the date when they are 
mustered in. If yon undertake to organize new independent regi
ments of cavalry, you cannot get those regiments fit to go to the field 
much before the 1st day of December, and then the weather will be 
so cold in the mountain where they are expected to operate that man 
can hardly live there. Hence those men cannot commence active 
operations until next spring and by that ti-me. their time will be nearly 
out. · 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The very time when General Crook hopes to 
strike his decisive blow against the Indians is during this winter. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The enlistment of ·enlisted men would be still 
more slow. We know that it takes a long while to fill up the com
panies by enlistment. It is a very slow and tedioUB process to wait 
for individual enlistments day after day; one man comes in to-day 
and another to morrow. They straggle in. It is a very slow ancl 
tedious process to fill np companies a.ud regiments by enlistment. 

:Mr. MORTON. I have understood that men could readily be en
listed for the-cavalry. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK . . Take the barely men of that section of coun
try, familiar with the country, familiar with Indians, accustomed to 
the climate, and they will make short work of t.hese hostile Sioux. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I think we should adopt the plan 
that is recommended by the men who are in the field and the men 
who are in communication with the officers in the field; and that is 
the plan which is proposed by the Senatorfrom Illinois. The generals 
in command in the field recommend t.bat plan. The Lieutenant-Gen
eral of the Army recommends it, and the General of the Army recom
mends it. It must be patent to every man that five regiments of cav
alry cannot be raised this fall and made efficient for field service cer
tainly till long after Christmas. I know the fact that our conn try is 
filled with trained diers; they are in all parts of the country: but 
I also know the ,Jict that frontiersmen are not wha,t frontiersmen 
were twenty years &go. The State which the honorable Senator from 
Nebraska repr:_esents is made up of emigrants from foreign lands and 
emigrants b·om the East, and they are not the well-trained frontiers
men that the Kentucky hunters Qf the laat century_were. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If my friend will allow me to make a statement, 
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I will say to him that in the State which my colleague and myself 
Lave the honor to represent here there are at least to-day 15,000 ex
sollliers of the Union Army who served throughout the war, and who 
an~ ready at auy time to protect those frontiers or any other frontiers 
of the country. 

.Mr. BURNi:HDE. I am quite sure of that, but the regular .Army 
seems to l>e necessary to protect the frontiers of that, very State. 

Mr. r AD DOCK. If the Senator will allow me still further~ speak
ing of the recommendation of General Sheridan and General Sherman 
anu others, I will say tLat within a day we have receiYed from Gen
eral Sheridan a telegram in which he advises, in the event of a fail
ure to authorize enlistments in the regular Army, the calling outof 
voltrn teers. 

J\.!r. BURNSIDE. Certainly we must either authorize enlistments 
in the regular Army or the calling out of volunteers; but, if we au
thorize volunteers, the bill should be remodeled. It is very crude iu 
all ita parts. The appropriation for raising these volunteers should 
be increased. We should proceed with it in a judicious, fair way, 
and not attempt to impress the people with the idea that these five 
regiments can be raised aml supported for six months on a million 
dollars. It cannot be done. The Senator from Illinois has demon
strated that to my satisfaction, and I should think to the &atisfaction 
of every Senator here. He has knowledge in these matters. I say 
myself very plainly, without going through the figures, that he baa 
gone over with so much care, that I saw at once the folly of talking 
of raising these regiments, and subsisting them, and drilling them, 
and equiping them with that amount of money. I say, as General 
Sheridan says, if you cannot increase the regular force by enlisting 
twenty-five hundred men and putting them where they will be im
mediately under the command of skilled officers, then let the Presi
dent have authority to call out volunteers. We should certainly do 
something; but the wise way, in my opinion, is to give the President 
authority to enlist twenty-five hundred men, to be shoved out at once 
to the frontier, put under the command of skilled officers, mixed with 
well-drilled soldiers already in the field and in the presence of the 
enemy; and they will be soldiers in a very short time, as the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Texas have remarked. To me it 
seems very unwise indeed to attempt at this late day of the season to 
organize five re6Yiments of cavalry volunteers· for service again!!t the 
Sionx, no matter how many skilled soldiers there may be in the State 
of Nebraska. 

Mr. PAD DOCK. I say to ruy friend that they can be oganized in 
ten days. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is an impossibility. It cannot be done. I 
Jruow it cannot be done. 

Mr . .MORTON. If we are to take volunteers, t.he time ought to be 
increased to a year unless sooner discharged, or until the end of the 
war, some phrase whiol1 would give the President the right to dis
charge them sooner if their services are not required. I .lJave batl 
some experience in raising troops. I do not believe that a cavalry 
regiment can be raised and put into a condition to go into tho field 
in fonr or five months, and by that time the period will have nearly 
expired. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If we just pass this bill, this whole sub
ject will be before a conference committee covering both sides of it, 
and they will dispose of it bettE?r than we can. I hope we may have 
a vote. 

1\Ir. PAD DOCK. Let us have a •ote on the House bill. 
Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I ret,rret. that ruy friend, the Senator 

from Ohio, [Mr. SHER:\fAN,] is not in his place. A day or two ago I 
had the honor to say that the democratic candidate for the office of 
President of the Uniteu States was entirely right in his statement 
that during the last eleven years $4,500,000,000 had been taken from 
t.he people of the United States in the way of Federal taxes. Gen
tlemen are inclined to laugh. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We cannot hear the Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. EATON. I will try to make them bear . .All I care to have 

hear me is the reporter. [La.ughter.] 
I showed by taking the table of expenditures that the people of the 

United States had been taxed . 4,607,574~02.23. The honorable Sen
ator from Ohio objected because he said that the figures should not 
be taken from the table of expenditures and from the table of taxa
tion. He introduced certain taules, a copy of which I hold in my 
hand from him, in which be says that the entire amount of taxation 
for the eleven years spoken of by Mr. Tilden wa8 -1,192,633,801.34. 
I showed by my table tha.t the Senator from Ohio was mistaken more 
than $200,000,000. He insisted that I was w1·ong; that I bad taken 
the tables of expentlitures,· aml not the tables of taxation. Now I 
have got those, and nouody knew it better than the Senator from 
Ohio. I desire the attentiou of the Senate, and I only regret t.bat 
the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of t.he Finance Committe of the 
Senate of the United States, is not here. He said that I was wrong 
in my figures. Now let me show how he has been wrong. 

The amount of' customs unties l?aid in gold fpr. eleven years, from 
186<1 to 11376, both inclusive, was ~1,97:3,589,621.26. These tables are 
from the Treasury Department of the United States. Now, I ~ake 
the amount of the dtfference in valne between gold and paper in the 
customs collected for the eleven years from and inoludi.ng the years 
1866 a:1d 1876, $431,596,327.78. }<'rom that. sum I deduct what is t.o 
be found in the table in trounced by the hoftoraule Senator from Ohio 

a.s premiums on loans and sales of gold coin, $167,037,384.39. I take 
that because in his tables that amount of premiums on gold is al
lowed. Therefore it does not belong to ruy estimate. That leaves 
$264,558,943.~{9. The Senat-e will understand that I haYe ueuncttld. 
the entire amount which is iu the table of the Senator from Ohio as 
premiums on loans and on gold sold, of over $167,000,000, calling it a. 
premium on gold when it is not a premium on gold. It is pnrtly a 
premium on loans. I deduct the whole, and t.he result is that the 
taxes paid by the people of the United States in those eleven years 
were $4,457,19"2,744.73. That may be laughable to my friends here. 
It is not laughable to the men who pay the taxes. The question is 
this, the honorable g~ntleman-I say honorable gentleman-who bas 
been nominated as the candidate for the Presidency by the demo-· 
cratic party said that the taxation of the people for the. last eleven 
years had been $4,500,000,000. I now show by exactly the tables of 
the Government that the amount whjch the people have paid for 
these eleven years is $4,457,192,744.73. In order that I ma.v not be" 
llllfair, I take the premium on loans and sales of gold coin and deduct 
the whole of it, 167,037,384.39. Ho'f'1 much of it was for premiums 
on loans I know not, and therefore I give the adversaries of Mr. Til
den this advantage of this entire amount as premium on gold. 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you think Sitting Bull will understand these 
figures t [Laughter.] 

Mr. EATON. No. I will indulge my laughable frieml by and by. 
If it was a premium on loans it ought not to be deducted at all. I 
call it a premiun1 on gold and deduct the whole; but in my judg
ment if I could get at it it would be only a small portion; but 1 can
not get at the amount of gold premiums precisely. From this stand
point Mr. Tilden varies $42,907,256.27. With the other item not de
ducted he is $125,930,()"28.12 below the actual truth in his statement. I 
put this before the people and let it go for what it is worth. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, on that state of facts can 
we not vote! 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Illi
nois will not prevail. I think it is a mistake decidedly to undertake 
to pass it. The Honse has already passed upon it, and it will l>e ut
terly hopeless. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp'»"e. The question is on the amem1ment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK called for the yeas and nays, and th<>y were or
dered; and being taken, resulted-yeas 29, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS-Messrs . .Allison. Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis
consin, Cbristiancy, Conkling, Cra,...uin, Eaton, Ellmunus. FeTTy, Frelinghuys<'n, 
Jones of Floritla, Kernan, Logan, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Mo1Till, Murton, 
Oglesby, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, West., and \Vin
dom-29. 

N .A. YS-Messrs. Bogy, Claytor., Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Gordon, Harvey, Hitch
cock, Paddock. Ransom, and Saulsbury-H. 

ABSENT-Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum Ba.varrl, Booth, Cameron of Pennsy1vania, 
Conover, Dawes, Deunis, Dorsey. Goltithwaire, Hamilton, Han1lin, Howe, 1ngalls, 
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Key, McCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, ' or
woorl, Randolph, Robertson, Sba.ron, Sherman, Thmman, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, 
anu Wright-31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-

ment waa concurred in. . 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amendeu 1{0 as to read: ".A. bill to authorize the Presi

dent to increase the cavalry force." 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

.A. message from the House of Representatives, byMr.G.l\LADAlHI, 
its Clerk, announced that the Honse had agreed to the resolution of 
the Senate to appoint a joint select committee to prepare a suitable 
form of government for the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG~ED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House bau signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there
upon Rigneil by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 897) granting a pension t.o Andrew Evarts; 
· A bill (H. R. No. ::ll68) relatiug to partition of real estate in the 
District of Colum IJia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3-178) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1877, aud for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 40 5) to repeal part of an act entitled "An act au
thorizing the repavement of Pennaylvania avenue," approved July 
19, 1H76. 

CLERKS TO COIDllTI'EES. 

Mr. SPENCER. I desire to offer the customary and usual resolu
tion on the laf't da,y of the session: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of 1 he Senate be, and l1e is hereby, nutborizecl and 
directed to pay to the clerks of t.ne several stauuing committees of tile Seuate 
their usual per diem compensation for the month o.f August instant. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. It is contrary to law. rrbo l:l.w cx
pressJy says the pay shall bt" during the se sion. 

l\1r. SPENCER. I move that the reso1 ution be referreil to the Com
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of tho Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. . · . 
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1\Ir. CONKLING. I move that the Senate do now n.djon.rn until 

twelve o'clock to-morrow. 
1\Ir. WEST. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion for a mo-

ment that I may offer a resolution. 
:Mr. CONKLING. Offer it to-morrow. 
Mr. WEST. One objection will carry it over then. 
1\ir. CONKLING. Very well. 
1\Ir. WEST. I offer the following resolution: 
&loltred That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized anll tlirect~d to retain 

in the emplov of the Senate lmtil the 1st day of Septewber, 1876, all pa.ges now 
employed, and that the usual per diem compensation be paid to them until that 
date. 

1\Ir. DAVIS. Let that go to the committee. 
Mr. CONKLING. Very well. One objection carries it over. It 

will be in order to-morrow. I move that the Senate adjourn until 
twelve o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate take up House bill No. 58, so 
as to have it the order for to-morrow morning. Then I shall be will
ing to adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. What has become of my motion f 
Mr. LOGAN . . I hope the bill will be taken up and then I sha.ll not 

object. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour having been fixed for 

eleven o'clock, it will require a separate motion to change the time. 
Mr. CONKLING. I move that when we adjourn it be to meet at 

twelve o'clock to-morrow. We must have some sleep. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. The Senator from New York moves 

that wh~n the Senate adjourn it be to meet at twelve o'clock to
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LOGAN. I now make my motion. 
1\Ir. CONKLING. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T.Ve Senator from Illinois moves to 

take up the bounty bill, pending which the Senator from New York 
moves to adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is not very important, but I moved to :.tdjourn 
without any reference to taking up any bill and before any such mo
tion was made . . I do not want to antagonize any bill, but I want to 
go home and get some sleep, so that we may come here and do some 
business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN and Mr. PATTERSON called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask permissioi1 to offer a resolution. 
Mr. EDMONDS. You cn.nnot offer any resolution now. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the bill-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order during tho 

roll-call. 
The result was announced-yeas 16, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS-Messrs. Anthony, llozy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Edmunds, Fro. 

linrrbuysen, Gordon, .Tones of Florida., Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Maxey, Sauls. 
bury, Stevenson, and Windom-16. 

NAYS-Messrs. Boutwell, llrnce, Bnrnsicle, Camerouof Wisconsin, Christiancy, 
Cla,Yton, Cragin, Ferry, Harvey. Hitchcoc-k, Logan, McMillan, Morton, Oglesby, 
Paddoek, Patterson, and Spencer-17. 

ABSENT-Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Penn
svlvania, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Denni!!, DorRey, Goltlt.bwaithe, Ham.nt.on, 
Hamlin, Howe, Ini!alls, Johnston, Kelly, Key, McCreery, McDonald, Mernmon, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Norwood, Ranuolph, Raus'lm, Robertson, Sargent. Sharon, Sher
man, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, Withers, and Wright-38. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. Tlle Senate refuses to adjourn, but 
there is no quorum voting. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I move--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum present. 
Mr. D.A. VIS. I believe it is in order to adjourn. 
Mr. LOGAN. I move a call of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT p1·o tempore. Tue Senator from Illinois moves n. 

cn.ll of the Senate. 
. Mr. PADDOCK. I am sure we ought to take up this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senat-e adjourn. 
The motion was agre~d to, there being on a division-ayes 21, noes 

14; and (at two o'clock and ten minutes :~.. m., Tuesday, August 15,) 
the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 14, 1876. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev ... JOSEPH L. 
TuCKER, rector of Christ church, Rochester, New York. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SE~4TE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SY:\IPSO~, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate hat! passel! with u,n .nmcntlment, 

in which the concurrence of the House wa.s requested, a bill of th3 
House of the following title : 

.A. bill (H. R. No. 22GO) providing for the sale of saline lands. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

:Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reportecl 
that they had examined. and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow
ing title; when the Speaker pro tempo1·e signed tho sn.me: 

An act (H. R. No. 159-i) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for tho year endinci June 30, 
L877, and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent ~ follows: 
To .Mr. HURLBUT for the remainder o.f tho ses..iion, on account of 

serious illness in his family; and 
To Mr. CASWELL indetimtely. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. V .ANCE, of North Carolina., asked and obtained unanimous 

consent for tho withdrawal from the files of tlle House of the papers 
in the case o.f J. R. Harrington. 

POST-OFFICR DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER pro tempo1·e, b.v unanimous consent, l::l.id before the 

House a letter from the acting Postmaster-General, tt·ansmitting cer
tain papers referred to the Post-Office Department; whicll was re
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.. · 

SOUTII PASS OF THE ~fiSSISSIPPI. 
The SPEAKER pro ternpore also laid before the House a letter from 

tho Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to are olu
tion of the 29th ultimo, a communication from the Superintendent of 
tho Coast Snrvey, tog-ether with a map of surveys of the South Pass 
of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NATIONAL SAYINGS-BANK 0~' THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBU.. 
The SPEAKER pro tempm·e also laid before the House a letter from 

the treasurer of the National Savings Bank of the District, trans
mitting the annual statement of that institution in conformitv. with 
the requirements of section 8 of tho ac.t of May 24, 1870; which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Cnr~ency. 

ORDER OF BUSL..~ESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the first business 

in order after the reading of the Journal is the call of States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions on leave 
for reference only to their appropriate committees, without debate, 
and not to be brought back by motion to reconsider; during which 
call joint resolutions of St.ate and territorial Legislatures may bo in
troduced for reference and printing. The morning hour begins at 
twelve o'clock and thirty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair rule that a report from a commit.
tce of conference could not interrupt. the morning hour on Monday f 

Tho SPEAKER p1·o tempore. The Chair has not so ruled. 
Mr. RANDA.LL. I have a report of the committee of conference 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the contrary, the Chair would rnle 
that a report of a committee of conference may into.rrupt or precede 
the mornin(J' hour of 1\fonday~ 

Mr. RANDALL. I will wait until the call of States has been con
cluded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is evident that no bills introduced at this time 
of the session cau be acted upon before the close of tho session. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that th~ morning hour be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that, instead of the regular call 
of States for bills for reference, gentlemen be a.llowed to introduce 
for reference such bills as they ma.y desire to introduce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Chair does not like to entertain 
any proposition that will interfere with tho morning hour on Monday. 

Mr. COOK. I insist upon the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order bein~ called for, 

the morning hour will now begin, and the call rests with the State of 
Virginia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under that ruling of the Chair I would prefer to 
come in ahead of the morning hour with the report of the committee 
of conference on the Indian approprhtion bill, in order that that bill 
may be sent to the Senate. And fwil1 ask consent that the report be 
acted upon at once and sent to the Senate before I submit a few re
marks which I desire to make. This is the last of the general appro
priation bills, and I desire to make some general remarks upon the 
subject of appropriations. 

1\ir. ROLl-IAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that it will take but a short time to enal>le 
such gent,lemen as have bills t.o introduce them for reference. 

])!J;. RANDALL. I have no objection to accommodate myself to the 
desire of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will certainly recognize 
the gentleman ~om Pennsylvania to sn bmit a conference report; but 
he will rule against any other business interfering with the call of 
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