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injurions effect to cause the friendsof honest silver money who disagree
with the gentleman to look with favor upon this present measure.
Indeed, we have seen this effect already. I would like to warn gen-
tlemen who, like myself, are opposed to the policy of demonetizing
silver, that there is great danger in linking their cause with any pm?-
osition which, like the present one, has so many other objectionaly
features. Most of the arguments of the opponents of silver, like the
able argnment of Mr. HEWITT, delivered in this House several months
ago, can be completely met by a re-adjustment of the ratio between
gold and silver at the proper time. The history of silver as money
does not present a history of frequent fluctuations, but of a few vio-
lent temporary fluctuations, followed by lonF periods of stability.
Since the discovery of the South American silver mines, which ere-
ated in the European money market convulsions like the gmsent,
there have been no violent fluctuations until quite lately. The pres-
ent feeling is much in the nature of a panic. There was nearly as
much of causeless fear for gold after the Californian and Australian
diggings were found as there is now for silver; but many of the
ephemeral writings of that period are now forgotten, and people
seem to think that gold was always the same. An occasional re-ad-
justment of the ratio, happening perhaps once in a hundred years, is
all the drawback that may be feared in retaining both metals as
money.

I afu in favor of a donble standard. I think it is the true Ameri-
can poliey to sustain the value of the silver which is produced by
American mines. Buf I am in favor of givin
silver for a dollar and have it coined into a dollar, and not eighty
cents’ worth. Gold and silver have been money as long as we have a
history of civilized nations. They both have the retglﬂisite qualities
for money. But we know that from time to time it has been neces-

to adjust their relative ratio, as one or the other would fluctuate.
ﬁm the discovery of the South American silver mines the propor-
tion of value in Europe was 11 to 1. It changed to 14 to 1, to 15 to
1, and in 1824 the United States made it 16 to 1, which proved to be
too much and drove the silver dollars out of circulation.

There was no change since until lately through various causes silver
has lost in value until the weight of silverin the dollarin 1834 would
now only be worth about eighty cents and less. A change of stand-
ard is evidently again required, but it wonld be altogether hazard
and guess-work to attempt to establish that new standard in the midsf
of she present violent fluctnations. We are fortunately sitnated in
not being now affected by these changes of valune like the English in
India and like the double-standard eountries, and we can well afford
to wait nntil the new ratio can be more definitely ascertained.

In my opinion it should be the work of an international commission
in which all the governments participate who recognize silver as
money.

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 had the money to pay off the principal of our bonds or

* any considerable part of them at eighty cents on the dollar, as this
bill declares we have the right to do, then there might be an argn-
ment about the prudence of doing so, although the honesty would be
very questionable; buf 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 present agitation is the proclamation of
our bad faith and consequently a lowering of our credit. Wesay to
onr ereditors: “Wewould cheat yon now if we conld pay you off, but
as we have no money to do that, we must continue to ask you to ex-
tend eredit to us and bide our time.” Glorions 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,
80 as to obtain good credit, which meaus low interest.

If we had continually expressed ourselves in favor of striet hon-
esty and a compliance with all obligations—which wounld have cost
us nothing—our eredit might be now so that we could fund our debt
ab4 Per cent. interest instead of 6. England pays 3 per cent. ; we pay
6 only 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 Con 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 right to pay our debt with
eighty cents’ worth of silver to the dollar, how can we expect to re-
tain even our present credit, let alone improving it?

(Gentlemen may say we need no credit now., What fallacy! 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? Howshall we pay? We canonlypay by selling new issues
of bonds. What interest we shall have to pay for them depends solely
upon what credit we establish in the mean time.

With prodence and honcsta\_’mwa might get it down to 4 per cent. at

. lle‘aat, but :vith such proceedings as these we may have to pay 10 or

= per cent.
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Is this the way the champions of the tax-payers are going to lighten
our burdens? To inerease the annual interest of our public debt in-
stead of reducing it ?

The t and central heresy around which cluster all minor errors
is the idea that government can create values by law. We must get
clear of that before we can ever act understandingly.

When James II was expelled from England and established himself
in Ireland he coined money of brass and made it a legal tender. He
tried to extricate himself from his financial troubles, as Macaulay
says, “by calling a farthing a shilling.” I refer to Macaulay’s pages
for a description of the results. *Of all the plagues of that time,” he
says, “none made a deeper or more lasting impression than the plagne
of the brass money.”

I confess my inability to perceive the difference in the principle of
the acts of James and the schemes of the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. LaxpERs] or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELL‘EY.]
The difference is in degree only. To call a lnmp of brass a dollar anc
stamp it so, or to call a promise to pay on a piece of paper a dollar and
stamp it 8o, or to call seventy or eighty cents’ worth of silver a dollar
and force people to take either of the articles so stamped at their
nominal value in exchange for real values, is all the same in prin-
ciple and differs only in degree. :

he arbitrary power which in any country ean enforce and impose
worthless Iiapar or debased metal or an insufficient quantity of val-

nable metal on its own people under the fiction that the coinage or
inscription gi\res it value ceases at once when it erosses its own bor-
der and is forced to fair dealing. But in modern times it has been

considered shameful for a government to practice snch impositions on
its own people simply because it has the power, or on its creditors be«
cause by trusting in its honesty they have placed themselves in its
power. Enlightened governments deal as fairly with their own peo-
ple as they have to deal with stran‘gem, and fthe stamp on a gold or
silver coin should be a certificate of its weight and fineness, no more;
not making the value nor adding to the value, but a ready proof of
the value only. I am opposed tostamping a false certificate of value
on our silver coins, !

Bad faith in a government is a poison that tends to corrnpt the
whole body-politie, destroys confidence, and thereby paralyzes all the
racuﬁemti?e energies of the people.

I have a few moments left and will yield them fo the gentleman
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BANKS. ]

Mr, MORRISON. I move that the Honse adjourn.

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Illinois wishes to make that
motion ; I do not objeg,kaud will yield the floor for that pn

The question was taken on Mr. MORRISON'S motion, and it was
agreed to; and n.oco.rdingl{ (at eleven o'clock and ﬁfty-live minutes
a, m.) the House adjoun
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D.

On motion of Mr. SPENCER, and by unanimous eonsent, the read-
ing I:!t 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 resolntion from the House of Representatives; which was
referred to the Committee on Printing :

Resolved by the Hi Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 1,000 extra
copies of thbgmportozf”t%’; Supeﬂnmd‘;:'t of :.he Coast ngor the year ee:;mg
June 30, 1574, and that the same number of copies of his report for the year ending
June 30, 1575, be printed for distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J, W. Car-
hart, mayor of the citﬂ of Hot Springs, Arkansas, in the name of
four thousand citizens living upon the Hof Springs reservation, pray-
ing for the passage of the joint resolution introduced by Senator
DoORSEY in relation to the collection of water and house rent by
the United States thereon; which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN ENROLLMENT,

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-
age of a concurrent resolution is :iecessary in order to correct the
enrollment of the consular bill, and it ought to be passed at once.
Mr. MORRILL. YV well.

Mr. SARGENT. I submit the following resolution:

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Commit.
tee on Enrolled Bills of the House of Representatives be antborized in the enroll-
ment of the bill (IL R No. 153904) msklnng appropriations for the consular and diplo-
matic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1577, and for other

i} 0 n the n the ame ont nom , after tho wo
on&e&tinmi he bill, in th ndmont bhered 14, after th rils

*fifty-two " the word “ thousand,” so that the amemiment will read * 832,500 ;" also,
to insert in the bill, in the amendment numbered 114, after the word * nine,” the
the word ** thousand, " so that the amendment will read * £9,500."
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This is not a change in the bill from what it was understood as it
passed both 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 wonld be important if not corrected.
I ask that the resolution be passed.

Mr, EDMUNDS. Can that be done by a concuxrent resolution f

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let us take that for granted.

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed
fo.

DISTRICT GOVERNMENT,

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the bill which has repeatedly been
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 fempore. Morning business is not through.

Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection o this bill.

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum here. You cannot do any
business. I do not object to taking it up, but there is no quorum,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will eall for morning
business.

Mr. SPENCER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its
present consideration :

Resolved the ves ,) That there be
AT o T M el Tt e

. presiding officer of the Senate, and three members of the House of Represent-
atives, to be ;Epolnt.ed by the presiding officer of the House of Representatives,
to prepare a suitable form of government for the District of Columbia, and to re-
g&mw i e o e e Tt e o

dmmmitwebepﬂdmiﬂ! ont of the conti t fund of the Senate and one-
half out of the contingent fund of the House of tatives.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1should like to look at the resolution before it
is acted upon.

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

Mr. SPENCER subsequently said: The resolution which I just of-
fered was oblected to by the Senator from Vermont. He now with-

draws his objection and is willing that the resolution shall pass.
Mr. COC LL. I ask that the resolution be read. :
The Chief Clerk read the resolution.
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to.

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION INVESTIGATION.

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

Resolved, That the Special Committes on the Mississippi Election be authorized
to allow the clerk of said committea pay for preparing the index to the testimony
taken by said committee for a od of time exceeding thirty days after the
adjournment of this session of Congresa.

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is the clerk to be paid ?

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 fo a case which he be-
came satisfied before leaving was a very meritorious one. It was
called up a few days ago and some objection was made. Ihaveinmy
hands a letter which I'will read as a of my remarks to show why
the bill shonld be taken u{: now, and I think there will be no objec-
tion to its p The bill has passed the House, and it was re-

rted favorably to the Senate by the late Senator Caperton. It has

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. Whois the man?

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
mules, &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 Conntg, Virgini

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 gointo the merits—
the salt-works having been destroyed, and the property used in con-
nection with it was carried away. This billis to pay for that p A
and it opens the whole question abont the rights of war there, which
has agitated us so many times, It is perfectly nseless, in my opinion
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 npon. If this bill is not
taken up, I believe I shall move to take up the constitutional amend-
ment, and let the debate go on u{:on 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 issimply to wmgenmte 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:

WasniNeTox, D. C., July 31, 1876,

My Dear Sie: Ieel it to be my duty to attempt to correct the erroneous and
ﬂust impression which seemed to prevail on the part of one or two Senators in

tion to the loyalty of Mr. Campbell. I know Mr. Campbell to have been a truly
loyal man. ed his salt-works not becanse he gold salt to rebels but
1 there was danger that his salt-works miight be captured by the confederate
armg and then used in the manufacture of salt for the confederate forces.

1 destroyed the property of many Union men for the same reasons. Mr, Campbell
was loyal aloca?ityln which loyalty implied a sacrifice of ove{g‘mstzﬂﬂ interest
and social relation, and now it seems both harsh and nnjust that any aspersions
shm:lﬂbedmfgoa t his devotion to the Union. EaMmenorﬁugfwtha
property destroyed—

I call attention to this—

he claims nothing for the }fmperty destroyed, but only for su]zplias taken and
used by the Union Army. Heis now sorely afflicted with sickness in his family, and
his home, which isall { ravages of the rebellion have left him, is advertised for
sale, and if Congress fails to do him ,]u.ltlee he will be without a roof to protect
himself and family. A feeling of delicacy on his has prevented him from
making known 1o his distressing sitnation, and I at the risk of being regarded
as troublesome it my duty to acquaint you with his sitnation.
I have the honor to be, very truly, yours,

; 8. G. BURBRIDGE.
Hon. Geo, G. WRIGHT,
United States

I destroy

I hope this bill will be taken np and disposed of. If has been
acted npon favorably by the House and reported favorably by the
commiftee of the Senate.

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis this much of an argnment, that it is a House
bill ; and if it is a proper bill to act ugo'u,it is an argument which
should give it preference over a Senate bill. -

Mr. LOGAN. If this question is debatable I desire to lﬂ but a
word. I have no fault to find with Mr. Campbell or anybody else,
but I pro 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. I
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, V well, property used; mules, wagons, &e., as-
sisting in making salt. I propose to object, while I am here in my:
seat, whether the claim is a proper one ornot, 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 willing as the Senator from Illinois
to vote to pay the soldiers, and I have voted with him every time the
Senator has asked to take up the bounty bill.

Mr, LOGAN. I know that, but that is not the point. It is not
whether the Senator votes with me or not, 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 Krri::st’e prop-
erty taken by the Union Army and used by the Union in put-
ting down the rebellion as it is to negleet to pay the soliders who
fought to put down the rebellion.

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

The PRESIDENT pro Iﬂﬁom The Senator will confine himself to
the question of taking upthe bill. Debate is not in order upon the
n;:;riml The Benator from Oregon moves the present consideration of
t ill.

The motion was not agreed to.

SALE OF SALINE LANDS.

Mr. HARVEY. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration
of the bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing for 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 recommended by the commit-

tee—
Mr. WEST. Iask whether the billis up?
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not before the Senate.
Mr. WEST. Then we cannof 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
&a gl;nmtgt;sr of the bill or the amendment before the bill is before
e Sena
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits of the bill cannot now be
disenssed.

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

‘The PRESIDENT tempore. That can be read to show the ne-
cessity of taking up the bill ; but the merits cannot be considered in
debate.

Mr. HARVEY. I ask for the readin

Mr. LOGAN. How long will it take ! :

Mr. HARVEY. Only a few minutes, I think there will be no ob-
Jjection 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 ? ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not by unanimous consent. The

aper has now come.

Mr. KELLY. While the paper is coming— . ;

The PRESIDENT e‘irra tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin now
on the floor has asked the privilege to take up some measure.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If 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 aft a time. e letter will be reported.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
‘ashington, D. 0., July 1, 1876.

Sii: I have had the honor to receive your letter of the 23th nltimo, inclosing a
copy of H. R. No. 2260, entitled ** An act for the sale of saline lands," and request-
ing from this Office * information whether it is desirable and roper that it pass.”

reply, I have to state that as was set fnrthinnlﬂadndsonof the Supreme
Court of the United States, *' the policy of the Government, since the acquisition
of the Northwest Territory and the inauguration of our land system, to reserve
salt springs has been uniform " Further, it has been a policy generally acted upon
in admitting States containi blic lands to make a grant to the State of such
salt springs as might be fou erein, with a limit as to number, the t em-
bracing also contignous sections and making up an area usaally equal to
two townships of inhltu land. The first case in which this was done is of
Ohio; the last that of u:eprvgooed admission of Colorado, as provided for in the
act of Con of March 3, 1875, (Statutesat Large, volume 18, page 476) In view
of this policy, whiclh may be adhered to in admitting new States, I suggest that the
act mentioned be amended by adding at the close of the twenty-third line the fol-
lowing words, namely : t the foregoing enactments shall not apply to
any State or Territory which has not had a grant of salines by act of Con nor
tozuy State which may have had such a grant until either the thnmly
satistied or the right of selection thereunder has ex by efflux of time,
With sach an amendment I think it desirable and proper that the bill pass,

Very res| )
J. A, WILLIAMSON, Commissioner.

of the letter.

Iy,

Hon. W. R. BrOowx,
House of Representatives.

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

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

Mr. DAVIS. I think we ought to proceed with the Calendar of
unobjeeted eases. There are a number of bills on the Calendar that
many Senators are interested in. We onght to 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 np yet.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not {):ﬁliding. The ques-
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of the named,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing for
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 charaecter, it
shall be the duty of the register and receiver, under the regulations
of the General Land Office, to take testimony in reference to such
lands to ascertain their true character, and to report the same to the
General Land Office; and if, upon such testimony, the Commissioner
of the General Land Office shall find that such lands are saline and
incapable of being purchased under any of the laws of the United
States relative to the publie domain, then, and in such case, such lands
shall be offered for sale by public auction at the local land office of
the distriet in which the same shall be situated, nnder such regzula-
tions as shall be preseribed 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 less 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 proviso:

Progided, That the foregoing enactments shall not appl any State or Terri-
tory which has not had a grag.nt of salines by act of ggmm& gesr to ncl':;' Sa;\rge

which may have had such a grant, until either the grant has been fully satistied, or
the right of selection thereunder has expired by efflux of time.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

. _Bec, 2. Thasall tive proclamati
shall be published in onl

relating to the sales of publio lands
one newspaper, the same to be Hrlnt.ed and published in
to be designa

the State or Territory where the lands are situated, ted by the Secre-
tary of the Interior.

Mr. HARVEY. 1 have no objection to that amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by adding at the end of the
amendment reported from the committee the following:

But nothing in this act shall authorize the sale or conveyance of any title other
than such as the United States has, and the patenis 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 repeat-
edly determined that a patent is nothing but a quitclaim, and that
it conveys merely the title of the United States; and therefore this
amendment is nnneoemar{’. \

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 release but that it conveys a title, yet if the United
States does not the title, and the person to whom we give the
patent fails to get a title, he can come back on us as he would on a
private person in the nature of a warranty. That is the point. In
relation to these saline lands where there are pre-emption settlers,
State claims, and things of that kind, and we want to close them out,
it appears to me that it wonld be the haight 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 anction 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 more money than we should make by the
o&emﬁon, and my design is to protect the United States against double
claims.

Mr. HARVEY. I think there is no objection to the amendment.

The amendment was 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 S8enate proceed to the consideration
of the Calendar of unobjected cases under 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

Te s

Hr%RAGHV. Let me suggest to the Senator from West Virginia
to apply the order to House bills alone.

Mr. DAVIS. Itapplies to nnobjected cases. Anybody who desires
to object can prevent action upon a bill. -

Mr. CRAGIN.. But it shoul npglly only to unobjected House bills.
There is no use in passing Senate bills now.

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, yes, it is; for we may have a very late session to-

day.

{Ir. LOGAN. There is just as much use in passing such bills as any
others. I object to any proposition of that kind. 1

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the order is enforced, I should like to ask
nunanimons consent of the Senate to call np a {ittle bill which has
been eonsidered before, S8enate bill No. 705.

Mr. DAVIS. We shall reach all the bills in order. Iobject to any-
thing ont of order.

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

Mr. DAVIS, I do not object to this particular bill, but it will be
reached in its order if we proceed with the Calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia object to the consideration of the bill named by the Senator
from Nebraska 1 .

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the first case
on the Calendar will be reported.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that it is due to the occasion to have these
unobjected cases wait a few minutes; and I will therefore move to
postpone the present and all prior orders and take up the constitu-
tional amendment.

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 18, noes 10,
no quornm votin&.

3 1;1(-1 EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or-
ered.

The roll-call having been concluded,

Mr. HAMLIN. Oun this question I am paired with the S8enator from
North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON.] If he wWere present he would vote
“nay,” and I should vote *yea.”
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Mr. WINDOM. On all questions in reference to this amendment I
am paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bavarp.] If he
were ’?reaent I presume he would vote “nay,” and I should vote

(13

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

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

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 13 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs, Allison, Anthony, Boeth, Bontwell, C: of Wi

Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuyscen, Harvey,
Hitcheock, Logan, Mo M.itc;g'll. Morrill, Morton, Paddock, t, Spen-
cer, and West—23.

Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Florida,

NAYS—Messra, Boﬁy. Cockrell, Cooper, Da:
Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, N 13.

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn-
sylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin,
Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Mc%)nnsld. Merrimon, Oglesby, Patter-
son, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury. Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thur-
mn,Wadlergh. Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright—33.

8o the motion was agreed tfo.
THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT.
The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolntion (H. R. No. 1)

proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States,
the pending question being on its passage. :
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President, before the vote is taken

on this measure, I propose to state the prineiples involved in it, and
to do so with t brevity.

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

L. That there shall be no establishment of religion or prohibition of
the free exercise thereof, and that there shall be no religious test as a
qualification to office in the several States of the Union.

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

Let me remark that it is manifest that the people call for an
amendment covering these two principles. This is manifest from the
fact that the Representatives of the people of every religions and

litical persuasion, coming fresh from every section of the country,
'Bgve by a vote of 166 out of 171 (only 5 negatives) declared that to be
the will of the people.

Further, sir; on the passage by the House of this amendment, which
undertook to affirm and to protect these two principles, and which the
people and the press, and which I assume the House 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-
ities. The great nnanimity of the vote in the House shows how strong
is the conviction of the Representatives of the people that this article
of amendment to the Constitution is within the legitimate province
of constitutional amendments, and is also in accord with the best
policy and the soundest interests of the nation.

There is, sir, no reom for two opinions on the two propositions that
religion and conscience shonld befree, and that the people should not be
taxed forsectarian pu The whole history of onr country, from
its origin to the Il)gmnt day, establishes and fortifies these positions.
And nothing can be clearer than that these fundamental rights should
be secured in a constitution ordained ex’PrwﬂIy to “establish justice”
and to “ secure the blessings of liberty.

Mr. President, while the two principles of religious freedom and
exemption from faxation for sectarian purposes are plainly asserted
in the article as it comes to us from the House, there are, unfortu-
nately, in it defects and omissions that were it accepted without
amendment by the States would render it nugatory and invalid. And
the House shounld be gratified that a more careful serutiny has dis-
covered and corrected these defects, and shonld be ready to coneur at
once in the amendment of the Senate. I will point out these defects
and their corrections. -

I. The fifth article of the Constitution requires that Congress when
proposing amendments to the Constitution shall state to the Eenple
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 :

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall d i
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or on thasa;pli;g::n :!m
latures of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for proposing
amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and pn a8
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fou 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 propose either mode of ratifying this amendment. It did
not propose that it should be ratified by the Legislatures or that it
should be ratified by conventions. Had the Legislatures ratified it,
nob 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 Constitntion. The first amendment to the
Constitution, enaeted shortly after the adoption of the Constitution,
provides that—

Con shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibit-
ing mgraa:ﬁ exercise thereof. i e .

This is an inhibition on Con and not on the States. The Honse
article very properly cxtends the prohibition of the first ameudment
of the Constitution to the States. But the sixth article of the old
Constitution also provides that—

No religions test shall ever be required as a qnalification fo any office or public
trust under the United States. 3

This provision in such close harmony with the first amendment of
the Constitution, the House article entirely omits, and it has very
grnperly been inserted by the SBenate and made applicable to the

tates.

Nobody ean object to the Senate 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
its i;rl;eo exercise, and from making any religions test a qualification
to office.

II. Now, as to the second division of the proqosed article amending
the Consti¢ution 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 pm}m@es. .

l11. ]%y appropriating money raised for school pnurposes to sectarian
schools. ' 1

1? }i]ii appropriating money from the general Treasury to sectarian
schoo!

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 religions denomi-
nations, or to promote their interests. .

6. By aprropﬁuting ublic money to an institution to promote in-
fidelity or for the benefit of an anti-religiouns sect.

he amendment of the Senate guards against all these abuses,
while the article as it came from the House only 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 earries out the prineiple and cures the
defects of the article as it came from the House, but it does so effect-

ually.

“th sir, provide that money raised for schools shall not be appro-
priatecf to sectarian schools and leave it lawful to appropriate to
sectarian schools from the general Treasury 1

Why ghonld we prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools, and
yet pel;mit schools established by the public money to be made sec-
tarian

Why prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools and permit money
tobe appropriated to sectarian institutions of anothercharacter? Why
prohibit approl;riat-ioqs to religions sects and permit them to be made
to infidel sects i

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

Not only does the article as it came from the House merely apply to
the appropriation of money raised for schools to sectarian purposes,
but it omits to give Congress any power by legislation to prevenf or
punish the violations of the article.

The usual section conferring power on Congress by legislation to
enforee an amegndment is in these words:

Congress shall hiave power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.

But as the committee were aware that some might argue that such
a section would confer on 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 eflect claimed—reported a section which gives no affirma-
tive power to Congress, hut simply provides that—

Com, shall have power, b: apn:g:ntel slation, to provide for the preven-
tion agtrie;?mhhment o?o violaugmpof i uﬁ:ﬁ. ol pro.

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 ecalled this House article the Blaine amendment. No
such provision was ever suggested by that distinguished man. He
left the article to be enforeed under the provisions of the original
Constitution, which (article 1, section 9, placit 18) provides—

That Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and
Ehinm to carry into execution the fi ers and all other powers vested by

Constitution in the Government of the United States or in any department or
office thereof ; and this article is to be part of this Constitution.

This article when adopted, by the very terms of the fifth article of
the Constitution, becomes, in the language of the Constitution, “to
all intents and pnrposes a part of the Constitution.” Now the pro-
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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

wer over the subject after the passage of the arficle than it had be-

re it was passed, while the section introduced in the S8enate amend-
ment limits the power of the old Consiitution by making a specific
provision that Congress 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 instruetion in our prisons and other institutions supported
by the public revenue. The clause which is relied upon to maintain
that position is this:

And no such particular ereed or tenets—

That is, no particular creed or tenets—
of any religions or anti-religions sect or denomination shall be read or taught in
any school or institution supported in whole or in part by such—

That is public—
revenne.

8ir, does that prohibit religious instruetion in prisons? Does it
prevent religious instruction anywhere? 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 snpported by the money of all persna-
sions, even though they be prisons, are not to be made schools for
teaching presbyterianism, or catho'liciam, unitarianism, or method-
ism, or infidelity, or atheism, and this article says so. But this arti-
cle no further. There is nothing in it that prohibits religion as
distingnished from the partieular creed or tenets of religious and anti-
religious sects and denominations being taught anywhere,

That Jzure and undefiled religion which appertains to the relation-
ship and responsibility of man to God, and is readily distingnishable
from the creeds of sects; that religion which permeates all our laws,
which is recognized in every sentence a t erime and immorality,
which isinvoked inevery oath, which is reverentially deferred to every
morning at that desk and on like occasions at the ca%ito! of evar?r
State of the Union; that religion which is recognized by our Presi-
dents and governors every year in the thanksgivings of mg&)eople, to
which one-seventh part of the century which has just closed has been
devoted ; that religion which is our history, which is our unwritten
as well as our written law, and which sustains the pillars of our lib-
erty,isavery,very different thing from the particularcreeds or tenets of
either religionists or infidels. And this article places no unhallowed
tonch upon that religion. While we punish the violations of the
oath or other moral obligation, it would be moustrons by affirmative
legislation 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 Chrl.ﬁin.ltyu & divine
revelativn to doubt that it is the especial duty of government to foster and encour-
:iu it among all the citizens and subjects. is is a point wholly distinet from that

the right of te ueﬁmcnt in matters of religion and of the freedom of public
worship acoo to tates of one's i

Webster says:

If we work upon marble, it will perish ; if we work nupon brass, time will efface
it; if we rear temples, they will crumble to tho dust. Bat if we work on men's im-
mortal minds ; if we imbue them with high principles, with the just fear of God
and of their fellow-men, we engrave on those tablets something which no time can
efface, but which will brighten and brighten to all eternity. 3

Washington, in his Farewell Address, says:

Of all the dispositions and habils which lead to prosperity, religion and moral-
ity are indispenmle supports. In vain woald ﬂu‘i man ctlz[m the tribute of pa-
{riotism who should labor to subvert these of human happiness, these
purest props of the duoties of men and citizens. The mere politician equally with
the pious man ought te respect and cherish them. A volume conld not trace all
their connections with private and public felicity. Let it simply be asked where
is the security for Emperty, for tation, for if the sense of religious obliga-
tion desert the oaths, which are tl
tice? And let us with cantion indunlge the supposition that morality can be main-
tained without religion. Whatever may be ded to the infl of refined ed-
ueation on minds of peculiar structure. reason and e:}nr‘]onoe both forbid ns to
expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle.

in, some one has said that he 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 clause 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 pu it is to exclnde 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 shall not be so construed was necessary to 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 Juvenal are
not to be excluded, the Bible shall not, by reason of this article, be
excluded. The Constitution of this country will never treat that
book with disrespect. No party will ever have it tabooed. Who
wants this article to exclude the Bible?

instruments of investigation in courts of jus- | 4

Not the Catholies. It istheruleof their faith and practice and they
want more, not less, religions instructions. They were the first in this
counfry when establishing the government of Maryland to provide
in her fundamental law for religions freedom. The Protestants do
not want it exclnded, because it is their rule of faith. The Israel-
ite does not want it excluded, because it is the gunide to his conscience.
The atheist does not want it excluded, for he recognizes no superior;
he is a law nnto himself. It is a matterof indifference to him whether
the Bible or Dabold’s Arithmetic or Hale's History of the United
States is nsed in the school, so far as his conscience is 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 varions 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 tﬁe King
James version. I am for the broadest toleration, but I would never
agree to a constitutional amendment that wounld exclude from the
schools the Bible. The Constitution shonld neither say that it should
or should not be read in the schools. To attempt either would be to
mingle politics with religion, which all would deprecate. Make
the Bible a political ensign, and a party spirit such as clustered
around the white and 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 thongh the
Bible be on the shrine, I will notenter. “ Put up thy sword, my king-
dom is not of this world,” is the ip{uuction of onr religion. But this
article of the Constitution must not execlude it nnless we come to the
conclusion that the narrative of the creation, that the maxims of Bol-
omon, that the logic of Paul, and those truths that have lighted up
the future to unnumbered generations, are injorions to public morals!

Mr. President, where shall we go for public morals? If you mmst
exclude the Bible youmust banish all our literature or expurgate it,
for it would be the height of follgato say that it is lawful to drink
from the conduits which human hands had made, but not from the
};ure fountain. Where shall we go? Tothe Koran? To Confucius?

o the Morman book of their lord? To the vain philosophy of the
ancients? To mythological fables? No, sir; the people of this
country want that book let alone. The Constitution must not touch
it. If is to be forced upon no one and the Constitution is 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. MERRIMON.] I would vote for the amendment,
and he wonld vote against it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give nofice that the moment the
Hawaiian treaty bill is dis 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 BUSINESS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The unfinished business is before
the Senate, being the bill (H. R. No. 612) to into effect a con-
vention between the United States of America and His Majesty the
Kiﬁ% of the Hawaiian Islands, sign the 30th day of January, 1875.

. LOGAN. 1 rise to call up the conference report which was
oblﬁ::t.ed to by the SBenator from sas on Saturday.

¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California
yield for that purpose?

Mr, SARGENT. I understand that there will be debate on that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t can be taken up subject to a call
for the regular order.

Mr. LOGAN. TIunderstand the conference report to be a privileged
uestion.

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 reIport to be taken up.

Mr. SARGENT. I assure the Senator that I have every desire to
submit to the disposition of the Senate. I have been the victim 0f
circumstances for a day or two, it must be confessed, and I really
Senators to allow me to get off my hands the matter which has vex
the Senate now for the last two or three days. If this report would
not lead to extended debate so as to interfere with the unfinished
business, I should not object to it. 1t now aEpcam that I have been
troubling the 8enate two or three days with the Hawaiian freaty bill
when in fact a large amount of other bnsiness has been transacted
and political speeches injected. If the rcport is going to lead to
lt;t(llg!. y debate, as I am ..otified it will, I must insist on the regolar
order.

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know what Senators notified the Senator
that it wounld lead to debate. I donot know who wishes to debate it.

Mr, SARGENT. The Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. INGALLS,

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, let him make his speech. . It will not be

long.

Lfr. SARGENT. I insist on the regular order.

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I desire to say before the regular order
is taken up, and I say it without criticism of the action of any Sen-
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ator, that it is astounding to me that there has not been a proposi-
tion to take up a Dbill for the purpose of giving either pension or
bounty, or now to give wooden- eg ed soldiers some kind of appa-
ratus by which they may be aided, but what it is thrown aside by
everything else; I should like to know why it is. There hasnot been
a conference report offered in this Senate all this session by any Sen-
ator that has been laid aside except this one that I offered on Batur-
day. If there is any explanation of this, I shonld like to know what
it 1s. If anything that pertains to a soldier in this country has be-
come 8o obnoxiouns to the Senate that a little conference report on
that snbject has to be laid aside when every other conference report
in the Senate has been considered at this session, I desire to let that
be known. I only want toknow why it is that nothing can come for-
ward here that has any reference to matters of this hind but it must
be laid aside. {

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 to now as he will by
postponing it. That is my judgment, and I 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 mutunally join him to determine 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 object; but I am notified it will lead to debate. I ask the-Sen-
ator from Kansas if I am correct 1

Mr. INGALLS, Undoubtedly. |

Mr, SBARGENT. Then the Senator from Missouri is mistaken in his
premises. It will lead fo a‘lengthy 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 Benator from California has peculiar
claims on the Senate, althongh he does not e them himself. He
has been for the last six w engaged entﬁ‘lﬁy in conference com-
mittees, and has been unable to assert the business which is particu-
larly in his charge. 1 think, therefore, we ought to have what we
Quakers call a very t tenderness toward him. There are several
bills that must be disposed of before we adjourn ; but if we make np
our minds to sit here until we finish them, we shall get through by
midnight to-night probably. We must dispose oFt’ha Hawaiian
treaty bill; we must dispose of the constitutional amendment ; and
onr constituents onght to send us back if we do not pass some bill
for connting 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 Senator from Rhode
Island that there is always some great business to be disposed of
when I attempt to call up any bill of this eharacter. That has been
universally said, not onl{)l.;y 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
commif some connected with appropriation bills, such as the In-
dian bill, the Army bill, the West Point bill. These and other con-
ferences that I bhave been on have taken up my time. It will take
but a moment to have this conference report disposed of, and itis the
ong report that has been objected to this session.

. BARGENT. 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 fair? Bat if a Senator rises and pro-
ceeds with a speech and states that he wishes to speak at length, of
course that cannot be dome in five minutes.

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

Mr. SARGENT. Iamin favor of the wooden leg to the soldier;
but I also want the business in my charge disposed of.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from thé House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M, ApAMS,
its Clerk, announeced that the House had pnas:gf the following bills:

A bill (8. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site
for public buildings at Harrisbur?h, Pennsylvania; and

A bill (8. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of
the impeachment trial of William W, Berknap.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H.
R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the Honse had passed the res-
olution of the Senate authorizing the Committee on Enrolled Bills of
the House to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R.
No. 1594) making appropriations 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
amendments 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 had passed a resolu-
tion suspending the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules for the re-
mainder of the session. F

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say that we have no sixteenth and sev-
enteenth joint rules to suspend.

THE HAWAIIAN TREATY.

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regunlar order.
sele PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is Lefore the

nate.

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
Satarday 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 say npon 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-
pation of certain ports for the term of seven years, if this treaty should
go into effect. Thereis an inhibition npon the King of those islands
tolease any port in them, but there is no inhibition npon him to sell
them, and the ion of them therefore can pass beyond the reach
of the United States at any time when the King sees fit to sell them.
But, sir, that is not the strong reason why I think we shall never ac-

uire those islands. The advocates of this bill and of this treaty place
the prospect of their acquisition npon the gronnd that depopulation
is going on in the Islands, and they cite us to the statistics to show us
that that depopulation has been continued at the rate of 2 cent.
per annnm, until the laopulation now is about forty thonsand natives,
At the time those islands were discovered by Captain Cook, near a
century ago, the popnlation, according to his estimate, was about four
huondred 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 enongh to snstain 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 considered this proposition in thelight of mathe-
matics. We are to acquire these islands by the depletion of the popu-
lation. There is no other theory upon whicha hope is based that we
shall ever be able to acquire them. Now I desire to know whetlier
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 calenlation, they will find that before the 40,000 native
population now upon the islands shall be reduced down t5 30,000,
more than 14 years will have elapsed. That is calenlating at a de-
crease of 2 per cent. per annmn, whereas the actnal decrease is about
1+ per cent. But allowing 2 per cent. decrease, the native popula-
tion npon the islands will not reach 30,000 within the period of four-
teen years, which is donble the time of the continuance of this tma‘gi

Now, then, if you will continue your calculations from 30,
down, supposing there is no increase of foreign population mean-
time, you will gnd that more than fifty years must elal)ee before the
population will be bronght down to a number that will not be self-
sustaining, and before you reach a point of depopulation at which
there can be reasonably entertained a hope by the American peo-
ple that they can aecquire these islands either by 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 ng'icultnre, not for com-
merce, except as they are a resting-point in the Pacific Ocean; and
yet, according to this caleulation 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 7 Will this decrease go on? Will the native popu-
lation of the islands dicout? Upon that point it may be interesting
to the Senate and to the conntry to consider the fact that the diseases
which have prodnced the depopulation of the islands are diminish-
ing. The sanitary system that has been adopted on the islands has
decreased these diseases nntil we are told now that the native pop-
ulation is diminishin verﬁ 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 that seems to pertain to the constitutions of the native
inhabitants. The Chinese are taking ion of the Hawaiian
Islands; they are rapidly increasing, and we know that there is not
a more prolific race and probably a more healthy race, considering
their sanitary system, on the face of the globe. The immense popu-
lation of their kingdom shows that they are a prolific and a healthy

ple. Upon this point I beg to call the attention of the Senate to
an authority that has 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 author
and from the opportunities which he had for making his observations,
becanse he visited all these Islands. On the guestion of whether
there will be a depopulation, let ns hear what Mr. Nordhoff says in his
work on Northern California, Oregon and the Sandwich Islands, on
page 74:

Of the foreigners the Chinese are the moat num outnumbering all the other
forei, nn.tinnﬁlltlea together except the Americans. Chinese have been brought
om?ere as cooly laborers on the plantations. - They readily intermarry with the
native women aus these unions are nsually fruitful of healthy and bright children.
It is said that the Chinese insist upon taking better care of their children than the
native women, uninstrocted, usually give them, and that therefore the Chinese half-
caste familivs are more thrifty than those of the pure-blooded Hawaiians.

So we see that there is being introduced into these islands a for-
eign element, a })mliﬁc, indnstrious, healthy race, and that by the in-
h

termarriage of that race with the natives of these islands there is be-
ing produced, in the langunage of Mr. Nordhoff, “a fruitful and
healthy progeny.” ‘

Now, sir, s it probable that, with an increase of the Chinese popu-
lation in those islands, there will be a decrease of the native Eﬂpnln—
tion from this time forth? It is impossible, because all authorities
coneur in the statement that there is not a healthier climate on the
face of the globe than that of the Hawaiian Islands.

But, again, on page 76 Mr. Nordhoff says :

In fact, they have died ont pretty though there is reason to believe that the
mortality rate has largely decreased in the last three years—

I invite the attention of my friend from Oregon to this statement—

and ecarefal observers believe even that in the last year there has been an actual
increase rather than a decrease in the native and -caste tion.

He then gives the following statistics:

In 1832 the islauds had a Jopn!ation of 130,315 souls; in 1836 there were but
108.579; in 1849, only 84,165, of whom 1,962 were foreigners ; in 1850, 60,800, of whom
3,216 were forei, ; and in 1860, 62,950, of whom 4,194 were foreigners. The na-
tive popuhﬂonmwreml over G0 per cent. in forty years.

That is a decrease, as I stated a while ago, of less than 2 per cent.
per annnm.

In the same period the foreigners have increased very slowly, until there are
now in all 5,966 foreigners and persons born here, but of foreign parentage, on the
8. . :

This anthority shows two facts. The first is, that there is no de-
crease tgoing on in the native population on thoss islands, but that in
the last year there has been an actual increase. DBut the other fact
is much moré significant, and it is, that the Chinese and American
population on the islands is increasing. You will observe from the
anthority I quoted that in 1840 there were only 1,962 forcigners: in
1850 there were 3,216 ; in 1860, 4,194; and in 1874, when this book was
written, there were over five thonsand foreigners on the islands.

But now, Mr. President, under what eircumstances has this increase
in po;iulatlon taken place? Under what disadvantages has if oc-
enrred ¥ With the exception of the salnbrlt{r of the climate and the
fertility of the soil, there has not been a single advantage in favor of
the increase of population. Labor is scarce and js unskilled. The
rate of interest on money used for the production of rice and sugar
is 12 per cent. per annum, and under all these disadvantages the pop-
ulation has increased, and increased for agrienltural pu

As to the agricultural difficulties under which these islands have
been laboring for some time, I read from page 59 of Mr, Nordhofi’s
book:

But I am persnaded that, as there are plantors now who are and con-
tented and who make handsome returns even with the srlgr duty against them, so,
if that wero removed, there would be planters who would continne their regular
and slow march toward hsnkmptcg. and for whom the remitted duty wounld be but
A tem . te, while it would deprive them of a cheap and easy way to ac-
count for their failure. Wherever on the islands I found a planter living on his
own plantation, m ng it himself, and ont of debt, I found him making money,
even with low prices for his sugar and even if the plantation itself was not favor-
ably 3 not only but I found plantations yielding steady and sufficient
E'lnﬁla under judicions management which in 8 hands became bankrupt.

t, on the other hand, where I found a plantation heavily encumbered with debt
and managed by a superintendent, the owner living elsewhere, I heard usnally,
though not always, complaints of hard times. If a sngar planter has his land
and machinery heavily mortgaged at 10 or 12 per cent. interest; if he mnst, more-
over, borrow money on his crop in the field to enable him to turn that into sugar;
if then he sends the product to an agent in Honolnla, who cha.rﬁlen him 5 per cent.
for shipping it to San Francisco; and if in San Francisco another agent ch
him 5 per cent. more on the gross retorns, incloding freight and duty, for s:ll]-ﬁ;
it; if, besides all this, the planter buys his supplies on it, and is 1 per
cent. & month on these, com ded every three months until it is paid, and pays
almost as much freight on his sugar from the plantation to Honolula as from
to its final market—it is highly probable that he will, in course of time, fail.

There are not many te enterprises in the world which woold bear sach
charges and leave a profit to the manager. But it is on this system that the plant-
ing of sugar 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 rate of interest; third, a high rate of freight
to get their sugar; and, fourth, an exorbitant commission. The
planter pays 5 per cent. to his home agent and 5 per cent. to his for-
eign agent in 5:3 market where his produce is to be sold. Then if
they buy npon a credit, t.hi:f 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 produetion of sugar in those islands is weighed
down by dificulties that do not exist in any other agricultural dis-
trict of which I have ever read, and I invite the Senators from Ore-

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

Mr. President, if under all theseembarrassments the sngar-planters
of the Hawaiian Islands can T‘Enrt\u’lmm sugar with 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 1860 they exported 1,444,271 '{vmdaof sugar; in 1864, 10,414,441 pounds; in
1868, 18,312,926 pounds; and in 1871, 21,760," 13 p%fndaof sugmg‘ 3

And in 1875, withount ioing thre agh the other years, they exported
25,082,182 pounds. 8o the expozc of sugar from those islands within
twenty-five years has increased about 2,000 per cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. M. President—

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the S8enator from Oregon 1

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is mistaken in that. Tsee it stated
in the m»{iority report of the House committee, which is, according
to my understanding of the other figures and the whole information,
that the Pacific 8tates for the year ending June 30, 1875, im-
ported 17,883,000 pounds.

Mr. NORWOOD. That is correct, but the Senator has misappre-
hended my poinf. I am not speaking of what they exported to the
United States; I am speaking of their fotal exports.

Now, Mr. President, I pnt the question to the Senate, if that be so,
what will be the increase of the production in these islands nnder the
hot-bed process that this treaty bill will apply? Considering what
they have accomplished withount the advaniages which will acerue
after this bill has El?med, what limit can be placed to the production
of these islands? There is but one limit, and that is the area of the
islands. Within the seven years that this treaty will exist, with the
thrift of our people, with their mechanical arts, with their superior
hnsbandry, with their enlarged industries, with a low rate of inter-
est, I say that the limit of the production of sngar 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 was before the committec,
and the main question that agitated the minds of the committee nt
that time was as to the capacity of those islands to Pmdnce sugar
and rice. Upon that question there was no definite information, and
the honorable minister who had lived in Honolulu for a quarter of a
century, as he stated, was called upon not only by those who were
representing the opposite side before the committee but by members
of the committee to give information as to the guantity of land on
the islands that conld be made available for the production of rice
and sugar, and the noticeable fact that I have made reference to is
that that minister was nunable to come within 100,000 or even 200,000
of the correct number of acres. He knew nothing upon the subject
whatever. He was simply a know-nothing. They ceuld get nothin
out of him except that it would be a t advantage to the Uni
States that annexation should take place. And right here I would
remark in passing that it is the most singular fact connected with
any treaty that I have cver heard of, that the king of the country
who is seeking to negotiate the treaty shounld have a minister at the
seat of the foreigl government urging the e of a bill to carry
the treaty into effect npon the ground that the ultimate result wonld
be to destroy the kingdom which he represents.

It requires t credulity to come to the conclusion that King
Kalakana and his minister plenipotentiary—and, I might say, in some
respects “extraordinary”"—entertain the idea that the resnlt of this
treaty will be the destruction of his kingdom. On the contrary, they
desire the enactment of this law and the enforcement of this treaty
for their pecuniary advantage, and they will reap all the benefits and
the United 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 show what these

ple desire and are working for, The report that I now read from
1s anthentic and official.
mmwehpks;nnqt land and quality of soil, but population and a free market
ag grafion br "

Do they t that their islands will be so far depopulated that
they will naturally fall into the hands of the United States? Are
they looking to that result? 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 uns in the history of
any t1‘:'10mzu'nn:mnt, now proposes to give them exaetly what they
wan

Mr. President, is it a reasonable hope on the part of the American
people that when the population of these islands shall increase and
they become wealthy and prond they will then propose to annex them-
selves to the United States or that they will be willing to surrender
their govermnent 7 Does anybody suppose that King Kalakana after
awhile will be wandering on those bald mountains, monarch of all he
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surveys, without a subject and offering his erown and scepter to any-
one that will accept it? No, sir; King Kalakaua has far more king-
craft than the United States Government, He sees wiat his necessi-
ties are and he sees exactly what are the ag_[‘;gances to be brought to
bear in order to meet them. And with a market for his sogar
and rice, with the abundance of land which he has to cultivate, with
the fertility of that soil, he knows that pepulation will flow in ufmn
him and that it will not be long before the depopulation will be
checked and the increase 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; andas
to whether even his subjects will ever consent that it shall be 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 the
Chinese in their poverty and squalor are unwilling to be annexed to
the United States. Bat when we shall give them the means to have
wealth, and an annnal 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 pu we have in view, and makeit, by our own act, ut-
terly impossible that we shall acquire these islands except by force
of arms.

Now I call attention to the fact that the estimated area of sugar-
cane lands on these islands is 100,000 acres. There are thir?;nwo
sugar plantations now under cultivation. Those thirty-two ta-
tions embrace less than ten thousand acres. I make a liberal Bsﬁmnte;
and those plantations produce now about twenty-five million ﬁotmds
of sugar, to saynothing of the molasses. The Commercial Relations,
which I hold in my hand, says:

This group is capable of sustaining a mr_;ﬂ]:don ofjnf;ﬂ least ha!f._l:d million sonls, -
mﬂiitm

and of i ‘or export a P X
pundamdffn aqn:r:mnt of manila and ramie-hewp, and other products.

The’ product of an acre in those islands, we are told by several
anthorities, on the average is two and one-half fons 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 sugar per acre is one ton,

r, WEST. That is a very liberal average. ;

Mr. NORWOOD. I putitin order to show that npon 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 enltivation they will produce 400,000,000 tons of sugar,

The next proposition is, suppose that we acquire these islands, what
will they cost the United States? I haveshown that even if the pop-
nlation were so diminished that we can have the hope of acquiring
the islands, it will take ﬁftf' years. At the beginning of this treaty
we will surrender a half million of duties annunally on rice and sugar,
and it is but reasonable to assume that the increased production and
consequent inereased importation into the United States will soon
swell our loss to between one and two millions annnally. 8o that
at the end of fifty years the cost to the Government of the United
States wonld 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 reasonable allowance upon the production
of these islands, we should é::.y $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. 1 will repeat, althongh I have stated it and so
has the Senator from Lonisiana, [ Mr, WEST. :
Mr. DAVIS. I heard the statement of the
and I want to eee whether the two statements

Mr. NORWOOD. The amount of revenue that is derived by the
imports of the Hawaiian Islands is abont half a million dollars. Am
I correct? f

Mr. WEST. Yes, sir. :

Mr. NORWOOD. And the amount of trade, I will state, as I am now
] assing on that sabject, that the United States Government has with
those islands u&%n which we make a profif, I mean the gross trade,
is about $800,000, so that we are now paying five-eighths of the
amount of trade that we have for the privilege of this treaty.

Mr. \WWEST. Will the Senator yield to me { :

Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. WEST. I wishthe Senator to allow me to contribute somewhat
to the reply which the Senator from West Virginia desired in regard
to 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 an inducement for the rati-

fication of this treaty:

The total valne of articles imported into the Hawaiian Islands, inclnded in the
treaty of 1866, which are proposed to be admitted into the Hawaiian ports fres of
duty, amonnted to $1,003,424.86, of which $483,711.76 came from the Ull)nﬂmd Btates,
and £519,713.10 came from other countries ; but under such a treaty—

Meaniug the treaty under consideration—
with its ad fa American prod if al uld
fmml.haU;& mm‘m productions, most, if not all, wo oome

In other words, that we mayexpect to get most, if not all, of atrade
of $500,000. e i

nator from Louisiana, |

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

But, Mr. President, suppose we should aequire the islands, what
will they be when we get them? Upon this head the inconsistency
of the Senator from California strikes me as remarkable. He made
a long and able argument here not long agiz):o satisfy the Ameriean
people that the importation of the cooly labor upon the Pacific coast
and the immigration of Chinese should be stopped. The Americans
on the Pacific slope are driving the Chinese away. But where dowe
find them when they leave California? Have they gone back to
China? No, sir. They have lodged just where we shonld naturally
expect them to drift—upon the Hawaiian Islands—and lodged there
becanse the production of sugar and the production of rice have in-
vited them.

Now, suppose that the treaty be carried into effeet, and su{;pose—
which I never believe will occur—that we shall acquire these islands,
what do we get? Do we get American population? Do we get the
thrifty and hardy sons of New England, or of the Sonth, or the West?
On the contrary, we shall acquire the native population of the Ha-
waiian Islands, and the cooly population that would be introduced
there as laborers, and the half-breeds that will be produced by'the
intermarriage of these two classes of people; and who will be the
capitalists, the people who will be the masters of the islands? They
will be Americans, it is true; but their proportion to the laborin

pulation on those islands will not e as 1 to 50. The capital wil
Eg carried there by them, the profits will be reaped by them, and all
the interests upon those islands 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 immigration any more Chinese in the United States.
Ho certainly wonld not advocate the admission of a cooly colony as
one of the United States; and yet we can aequire no benefits from
it further than we have now in our commercial relations or had under
the treaty existing before this treaty was negofiated, unless we do
annex them to our Government.

Mr. President, I have shown that the Government of the 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 t importance to our Government in a
military point of view. The Government of the United States, there-

fore, 1 say 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 vast amount of revenue in grasping after a shadow.

Bat, sir, there are some who will be benefited by the passage of
this bill, but the number is ver?y small. They are a few capitalists
who reside in Boston and New York and San Francisco. The class
in Boston aud Wew York are those who own the sugar plantations
upon the islands. I have the statistics here which I will quote,
There are npon the islands in operation now thirty-two sugar planta-
tiorfs, and of that pumber twenty-five are owned by American citi-
zens. There are in San Francisco a few sugar refiners who are in-
stigating this treaty for their own advantage.
ﬁ'am. the duty off, they can make a profit upon their sugars that
cannot be thought of by the producers of sugar in the United States,
and they can finally run the su that are ueced in Lounisiana
and other points in the United States out of the markef. This will
appear by a very easy calenlation. It is said by our friends that the
sugar will never beyond the Pacific coast; that it will never
reach the Aflantic coast. This is a mistake. At the present time
sugar, molasses, and rice are imported from the Hawaiian Islands
ingrthe Atlantic ports. In one notable instance a small shipment
of molasses camearound the Cape, went to New York, thence to New
Orleans, and was sold at a profit. Oversixty-seven thonsand pounds
of rice within a short time were imported from those islands into the
Atlantic ports.

I mention these facts simply to show that the mumrtiorb that the
rice and sugar from the Hawaiian Islands will never interfere with
therice and sugar produced on the Atlantic Coast is entirely without
foundation, With a duty of two and one-half cents on rice and an
average daty of about three cents upon sugar and of five cents a gal-
lon upon molasses, those articles have a y been imported and
sold at a profit in our Atlantic ports.

The sngar and rice planters in Hawaii and the refinerd 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
billf If you will except the sugar refiners, they are not. And why
do Isayso? The cost of transporting sugar from the Atlant'e States
and California is about eqnal to the duty upon sugar imported into
the United States, so that when the produi:er of sugar comes from
Honolulu with his cargo to San Francisco and puts it npon the mar-
ket for sale the only competition he will have will be the sogars that
have been introduced from other countries subject to duty or
that may be shipped from the Atlantic coast over the continent with
the freight added, so that he will be enabled to command his own
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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 earrying this treaty into effect;
and this is the saddest part of this question. There is a class of %-
le who will be injured by it, and that class I in part represent, e
nator from California hoped that this guestion would not be con-
sidered in a sectional light. I donot pro 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 country
which class of people are more interested in the defeat of this billan
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 has increased, in
round numbers, from 11,000,000 pounds to 82,000,000 pounds? Why
has that increase taken place? Simply because two and a half cents
a pound duty was imposed upon rice, and but for that there is not a
single ricé plantation in the whole of 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 fo five and a
half cents. Take two and a half cents from five and a half cents and
ou reduce the price of rice below the cost of production. It cannof
Ee produced at three cents a pound.

1 hold in my hand a memorial that was laid before the Committee
on Foreign Relations. 1t is signed by delegations from South Caro-
lina, Georgia, and Louisiana, and sets forth the merits of this ques-
tion. I attention to these facts, that dependent upon the produe-
tion of rice and sugar in South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana,
there are over two hundred and fifty thousand people, and of that
number the whites are so small a proportion that they are not worth
considering in the estimate. There is invested in the State of Loui-
siana a total of $80,000,000 employed in producing sugar and rice, If
this treaty is carried into effect, to put the question in the.simplest
form to prevent all exaggeration, the interest of these people will be
hmrllag by the Government of the United States. I go further and
say that we are not only periling the interests of those people, but I
have shown you that the stimulus of those products in these islands
will be such that those products will be bmngshh in competition with
the sugar and rice proc?uc_ed in the United States, and will finally
bear down the prices of those produets until they will go below the
cost of production; and when that occurs the cultivation of su
and rice in the United States must be abandoned. My honorable
{riend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] smiles at the idea of the pro-
duction of rice and sugar in this country ever being abandoned.

Mr. EATON. Noj; but that it should be abandoned owing to the
production in the Sandwich Islands.

M NORWOOD.  If my honorable friend had done me the honor to
listen to the statistics which I have 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 has been im-

rted into this country from those islands with a duty of two and a

cents a pound on it and sold at a profit, and he would have ob-
gerved that the produclion of sugar in those islands can be brought
to such 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 ininry that would 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 eolored people to continue their

hilanthropy. They have in their wisdom made them citizens of the
?Jnited 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 their good work; that they shall not now, after
lifting these people u]; 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 retro, ing into barbarism. Suppose that capi-
tal and labor within the Sonthern 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 anarchy,
and he is correct. It wonld be different from the condition of affairs
in any other seetion of the Union, and why 7 Because the races are
nearly equally divided; one is black and the other is white. The black
isthe laborer and the white is the capitalist. To-day they are mutu-
ally dependent, but if to-morrow you should divide them aud say that
cspimlp:nd labor are no longer dependent npon each other in these
States, that the white man bas no further interest in the black man
than that dictated by humanity, yon would organize anarchy; and
you, Mr. President, [ Mr. SPENCER in the chair,] know as well as I do
that such would be the result. There is no greater calamity that ean
befall a people than that capital and labor should be antagonized.
‘When that d‘.:;y‘uhnll come the governments in ten States in this Union
will return to their original elements, and you will have to reconstruct,
and reconstruct when yon will have adiscordant element that nopower
can control. You never can unite inclose bonds of sympathy two races

as diverse as the white and the black when yon separate their mutunal
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 them. V kind of humanity is that which
will deny sustenance to this people? What kind of philanthropy is
that which will now turn its back npon them and legislate for the
heathens in the Pacific Ocean? What kind of statesmanship is that
which will strike down two of the great industrial interests of this
country, rice and sugar, for the purpose of stimulating them in the
far-off islands of the sea!

I say that there is not only imminent danger of your destroying
the rice and the s interests of the South and 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 bloo and blossomed under enltivation 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 hand from the black man, he will be help-
less and will go back to a state of barbarism. .

Mr. President, if it was only a cohjecture and a reasonable conjec-
ture made to the mind of this Senate that it wonld imperil the inter-
est of this people, it should give them panse. This Hawaiian treaty
is a matter of no great consideration. I have shown that but few
Peopla are interested in it. I have shown that the Government will

ose 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
end of fiffy years, long after all who are within the sound of my voice
will be sleeping beneath the sod. I have shown that instead of ac-
quiring them we are now s&ttius}uﬁon foot a process by which we
will make if impossible that we shall ever acquire them, because we
are now building np a kingdom, that otherwise would perish. We
are s{imulating a kingdom, whereas, if we hold our hands off, the
probability is that, unless immigration shall increase there withont
this stimulus, that population would gradually die away. and then
they might make application to become a sister-republic instead of
continuing as a kingdom. Ihave shown these things; and I say that
the bare suggestion that we may destroy the interests of the black
race should make us recede. What greater cruelty can be praeticed
by this Congress thaun to impose upon the ignorant colored men of
this conntry? When I say impose upon them I do not mean hood-
winking them, deceiving them, cheating them; bunt I mean that im-
position which carries them to the earth beneath a weight which they
cannot bear. Yet those who have set them upon their feet propose
now to strike 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 you break the bond
of interest that holds the white and the black together in the South,
the end will be want first and destrnction 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. Pﬁﬂanthmpy can do 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 message from the President of the United States, by U. 8. GRANT,
jr., his Secretary, announced that the President on the 12th
instant approved and signed the act (8. No. 1007) concerning the em-
ployment of Indian scouts. ‘

he message also announced that the President hadon this day ap-
proved and signed the following acts:

An act (8. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes,
and for other purposes; 5

An act (8. No. 413) establishing the port of Baint Paul, Minnesota,
as a port of ?pm' H

An act (8. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice;

An act (8. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company
to carry the mails in their new iron steamships; and

An act (8. No. 1036) to provide for the printinf and distribution of
the ;oporta of the Commissioner of Agrieulture for the years 1874 and
187

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A wessage from the House of Representatives, by Mr, G. M. Apaus,
its Clerk, avnounced that the House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the di ing 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 tribes for the year ending
June 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 not displace the regular order,

Mr. WINDOM. I present the report.of the conference 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 if.

The PRESIDENT pro t-mgorc. Does the Senator desire the present
consideration of the report

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish it read at this moment, nntil we
consider it. Ido 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 SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULES.

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Benator from California to allow
to be taken up, as a matter of courtesy to the House, a resolution the
House has sent here sus'pending, as they supposed, the sixteenth and
seventeenth joint rules

Mr. SARGENT. If it will not lead to debate.

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

it over. i
h{ir. SARGENT. I will yield subject to a call for the regnlar order.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following
coneurrent resolytion of the House of Representatives :

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the six.
teenth and seventeenth jnaﬂ:tmlmbempnndad for the remainder of the session,

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that subject I offer the following resolation :

Resolved, That the resolution of the House of tatives presented this day
in the follo words: “Resolved by the House ived, (the Senate con-
curring,) That the sixteenth and seventeenth joint be m}pended for the re-
mainder of the session,” be respectfully returned to the House o tati

ves,
with the statement that as the House of Representatives has not notified the Sen-
ate of the adoption of joint rules for this t session, as proposed by the res-
olution of the Senate of the 20th day ef Jannary last and transmitted to the House
of Representatives on the 22d day of the same month, there are no joint rules in

g By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso-
ution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont. - i

~ The resolution was agreed to. _
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,
A m from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apams,

its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore 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, and for other purposes ; and it was thereupon signed
by the President pro lempore.

, THE HAWAIIAN 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 His Majesty the King of the
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, President, 1 should deem myself wanting in
my duty if Iconsumed at this late hour any considerable time of the
Senate in debating the question now under consideration; but I
should consider myself more 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
toindicate that there is a greater local interest than general interest in
thebill. It was argued by'the Senator from California that there was
something of honorinvolved on the partof the Senate in passing the
bill at the present time. I hold that the Senateis 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 p by Congress,
it isclear that the Senate transcend nothing beyond thairorginary duty
in giving this bill a thorongh serutiny, and may pass or reject it solely.
I am quite ready to concede that a body that passed upon a treaty by
a two-thirds majority is quite capable of passing the bill earrying it
into effect by a majority; but so far as our powers or duties are con-
cerned we are as free to pass npon the meritsof this question now as
we were originally; as as Adam when he left Paradise with all
the world before him where to choose,

I only desire to consider this guestion in relation to its national
and political aspects for a moment, not in its local bearing, but to as-
certain whether it is in harmony with American institutions or not.
I say forone that it is wholly nn-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 omnipotent power in
relation 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? 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, but it is of the most vicious char-
acter; for if the Executive and the Senate may interfere and make a
treaty with so unimportant a kingdom as the Hawaiian Islands, we
may make it with-all other powers. If wemay make it with Hawaii
in relation to sugar and rice, why not with Norway in relation to iron,
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or with Switzerland or Italy in relation to silks? There is no sbo?-
ping-place when you once enter upon this policy; therefore I say it
18 a poliey clearly un-American and anti-republican.

Then, in addition to that view, when we.come to look at its finan-
eial aspect, in its effects upon the country, taking a broad view of it,
1 hold thatit is clearly our duty not to do anything that would greatly
injure the sugar-produeing interests of this country. It is an article
‘that we consume so very lgrgaly 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 sngar and 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 Jll'e-
cisely the same that it wounld be if the same amount of sugar shonld be
smuggled free of duty into the conntry. What would be the effect
of smuggling 25,000,000 pounds of sugar into this country? We
all know that it would operate to the great injury of all those who
are engaged in the business of importing sngar into this country.
Take the port of Portland; and I am sorry not to see my friend, the
Senator from Maine [ Mr. HAMLIN] in hisseat. The port of Portland,
Maine, has been built up by the molasses and sugar trade of the West
India Islands, and its present prosperity largely depends upon that
interest. How will his constitaents 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 course that increases the profits upon the importa-
tion of Hawaiian sugar, and if it operates upon the interests of su
importers on the Atlantic coast as the large fraudsin the smugg 5
of silks a year or two since operated in New York, it will confuse an
destroy the profits of the whole year’s business. While I am disposed
to hold treason as a t crime, yet I am the last man who would
strike down the national interestsof oursouthern brethren—prosperity
makes citizens—and I regard this as a measure affecting great
and vital interests of the South. Instead of doing anything fo dis-
courage the growth of sugar and of rice in the Southern States we
ought by every possible means with any, even ordinary, statesman-
ship to inerease the products, both as a profit to that community
am{) to prevent the large annnal 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, as
my friend from California thinks, of California. The cost of sugar to
consumers will bé diminished but very little. There are but a small
number there engaged in sugar mﬁneriu‘,’ and they are the only class
of people who will be largely benefited by it. If they have not al-
ready made bargains with the aufm‘ producers of Hawaii by which
they are to share some portions of the profits which will be derived
from the entrance of the suinrs free of duty, their profits will not be
very large, and in the end the Hawaiian sugars will risein grade and
no longer need much refining, There are none of the sugar plantations
which are owned by Hawaiians. They are all owned by Americans
and other foreigners. If this was to benefit the people of Hawaii we
might look ugn it with more tolerance, but the people of Hawaii are
unwilling to labor ; they love idleness and dissipation, and they have
already by the action of their Legislative Assembly sent ouwenm in
order to obtain Chinese cooly laborers to supply their expected wants.
Ifind in a Hawaiian paper which is tégoun my desk that they a
]Jristod in the Legislative Assembly $5,000 to send to China for Chinese

aborers, and the act of the agent was eriticised in their legislative

halls beeause instead 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 Hawaii have in this matter.

‘When this treaty was under consideration it was represented that
it would eost 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 thelast fourmonths the loss would have been
$£200,090.04, and showing that even for the present year it will be over
$600,000. There is no one who is acqnainted at all with the facts who
does not estimate that this product will not only be largely increased,
but whatever they have heretofore sent to other countries or con-
sumed themselves will be at once sent here; because instead of con-
suming their own sugar they will import su from abroad in order
to obtain the profit of duties that are relinquished npon whatever
they may send here, where they will obtain the same prices reeeived
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
fimes their present amount, which would amount fo something like
a loss of two million and a half dollars of revenue annually. - We
are to pay this to a sngar-producing country where our trade is now
in amore healthy state than with any other sugar-producing coun-

in the world. It is a little singular that in selecting this country
with which to make a reciprocity treaty in relation to sngars 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 small amount in eomparison with the amount
of our importations, we go to Hawaii, where the only balance that we
really paid last year in ecoin was $40,000 of “silver.

It seems to me very extraordinary that this should have been done.
We are not to gain anything in frade with Hawaii, as we already
nearly monopolize it. The only increase of their population in eon-
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sequence of this treaty will be the increase of the cooly population
which does not and cannof, as is quite notorions, consume any large
amount of our manufactures. The amount of gain that we are to
bave in this affair is the relinguishment of only about thirty or forty
thonsand dollars of Hawaiian duties now levied upon the American
manufacturers. If there is any member of the Committee on Foreign
Relations here I should like to ask him what is the Hawaiian duty
upon lumber. I think it is a matter that the Committee on Foreign
Relations ought to know and probably do know something about.

Mr. BARGENT. Ten percent. ad valorem. -

Mr. MORRILL. Ithink it is not that. I know that a very con-
siderable amount of our exportations are now free, and there is but
10 per cent. levied upon anything that I am aware of. They must
have provisions, breadstuffs, and meat, and they must also have lum-
ber. I do not know what the amount of daty upon lumber is, buf
that is one of the largest items that is in the trade, For this petty
sum that they are to relinquish, thirty or forty thousand dollars, we
are to relinquish somewhere about $600,000 this year, and more here-
after, increasing year affer year until the expiration of the treaty.

I cousider this one of the worst possible bargains that ever was
presented to the American Senate. Usually it has been claimed that
the Americans in diplomacy have been the equals of other nations;
but here we allow ourselves, by long importunity touching a measure
that has been pending and pushed for fen }{neam, at last to be cheated
more than 10 or 20 to 1 in a matter of dollars and cents, and much
more than that as a question of national economy. In relation to
these poor people out there, I see an account in this paper, already
referred to, as to their legislature, composed of nobles and representa-
tives. This paper says:

A month has elapsed since the Assembly met, and the policy of the government,
T T S LR T

rom — : G
creased expenditures an’t'i increased dabtl.,"

Mr. EDMUNDS. What paper is that? '

Mr. MORRILL. ItisThe Pacific Commercial Advertiser, published
at Honoluln, Hawaii, under date of June 3,1876. Then again, I find
in looking over it, several matters of interest:

Daring the disenssion upon the resolution, s is usnal in the assembly—

That is, upon the discussion of the vote of the want of confidence
in the ministry, I believe—

n great dmlduf irmlbvi:nt t:ltu.lk ‘rn hﬁnﬁh about th:i mﬁ m of the
treaty, some declaring wo 0 -no & T nativ a BUZAr-
phnt";rs, and others who were already ilz-iah. ) N y

I think they were tl)m!'.t;r sensible. Then there was a discussion in
relation to the consideration of the treaty, and a claim that it shounld
be sent to them to pass judgment npon it; but the ministry would
not allow it, but claimed they had this whole power, almost as much
as my friend from California who thinks we should ratify this law
and vote for it at once because the treaty has been negotiated.

On Thursday, Mr. Preston offered the following resolution : ** That a select com-~

mittee be appointed to inquire into and ascertain npon what terms L. Asen was
sent to China by the government to obtain immigrants and why he is returning
from San Franciseo with Chinese, and upon what terms and conditions these
Chinese were taken on board the vessel chartered, and on what terms they are to
be landed here," &o.

8o that it appears the negotiation of this treaty is to make the busi-
ness of importing Chinese into Honolalu a lively affair, and that, I
sappose, would not be very dizagreeable to my friend, the é&nat.ortrom
Cnl;lfomin, who uttered one of the most vehement philippics against
the importation of such ms into San Francisco that I remember
ever to have heard. Still the Senator it is fair to presume is in favor
of having this sort of population increased there, and in the end we
are to take the island under onr flag with its population and what-
ever incumbrances may exist,

Mr. President, I do not feel authorized to consume any great len
of time on this subject; but, as I feel that this treaty is destined to
be terminated at the very earliest opportunity that the Congress can
lay hands upon it and with more rity even than was the reci-
procity treaty with Canada terminated, I re to prevent, as much
as possible, some of the mischiefs likely to arise in consequence of
insufficient laws upon the statute-books to punish fraud in relation
to any importations from Hawaii not entitled to the benefits of this
reciprocity tariff. It is obvious that there will be a very large temp-
tation to frand when they send their sugar here, not worth perhaps
but a little more than the amount of the duty imposed upon it and
they will be likely to send what are nof stricily the products of
Hawaii. We have no rules or regulations now which would author-
ize our consuls there to ascertain about that fact and to punish any
attempt that might be made frandulentl{{to take East India sngars
and send them here for the products of Hawaii. I merely desire to
offer an amendment to the bill that shall remedy this defect. Other-
wise yon leave the door open to the introduction of any amount of
rice and sugar in a frandulent way, for you cannot distingnish the
different kinds of rice, whether one is the product of Hawaii or the
product of China, nor can Hawaiian sugar be distinguished from that
of India. It need not be said,as it may be by some who are very
zealous for the sudden and instant passage of this bill, that the
House of Representatives will not be willing to pass an amendment
that shall bar out this og];ortnuity for fraud. I therefore ask the
candid judgment of the Senate upon an amendment which I shall
propose and which Senators, if they will examnine the subject, will

find is indispensable, if they would prevent these frands. We have
now a law, section 1737 of the Revised Statutes:

If any consul, vice-consnl, commercial azent, or vice commercial agent falsoly
and knowingly certifies that property belonging to foreigners is mw belong-
ing to citizens of the United States, he shall be punishable by imp: ent for not
more than three years and by a fine of not more than 019‘00'{

I want to impose a fine ; that, if he shall certify that any sngar or
rice is the product of Hawaii when it is not, there shall be a law to
punish the offense. I will say to Senators that while the Secretary
of the Treasury has power to issne rules and regulations, he has no

wer to punish for a violation of such rules and regulations. There-

re while I know that my friend from California will be impatient
at the sli%htest reference to any amendment, though it is merely to
prevent a large amount of frauds, yet I do insist that in point of even
decent legislation such an amendment is indispensable and will not
in the least hazard the passage of the bill. I present the following
amendments and ask that they be read.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Vermont proposes
amendments, which will be read.

The CHIEF CLERK. In line22, afterthe word “foree,” it is moved
to insert * subject, however, to be snspended whenever the conditions
and stipulations contained in articles 2 and 4 of said convention shall
IIJ:It bg f,::ithfully observed by His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian

ands.

Mr. MORRILL. That is in accordanee with the usnal practice nn-
der such treaties, and there is no provision by which this treaty ean
be terminated short of waiting until Congress should convene, pro-
vided the Hawaiian government should at any fime fail to execute
it according to its terms. I wish to leave power in the Executive to
terminate lﬁlis treaty if they shall so fail at any time. That is one
amendment. There are others. Let them be read.

Mr. BOUTWELL. There are three reasons in way of objection to
the amendment, either of which in my opinion is fatal to it or suffi-
cient to show that the amendment itself is unnecessary. The first is
that the Hawaiian government, if this treaty be at all favorable to the
people of that country, and especially if it be favorable to that gﬂ-
ple in any degree proportionate to the representations made by Sen-
ators upon this floor who oppose the bill, will prevent by their own
poliey and their own conduet any frandulent practices in their ons-
tom-houses. That first reason is connected with the second, which
18,—.—- - il

Mr. MORRILL. Let the other amendments be read. You have
only heard part of them. .

r. BOUTWELL. I thought I had heard the whole.

Mr. MORRILL. No,

Mr, BOUTWELL. Then it is worse, probably, than I supposed.

The Cuier CLERK. It is also proposed to insert as additional sec-
tions the following:

8gc. 2. That the Secretary anthorized
time to time to make and prmgiibt:aimai:iﬁ?:‘ ‘niifem?ul?wgﬁg vmﬂm
of invoices under existing laws, such rules and ions conditions relative
to the evidence, which shall inclnde the declaration under oath of the owner, ship-
per, or manufacturer, and the certificate of the consul, vice-consul, commercial
agent, or vice-commercial agent, that any articles of merchandise proposed to be
exported from the Hawaiian Islands and to be admitted mto the ports of the United
States of America free of duty under the first article of the convention aforesaid
are the growth and produee or manunfacture of the Hawaiian Islands, as may be

for the protection of the revenue and in conformity to article 3 of the
aforesaid convention.

SEc. 3. That if any 1, vice 1 cial agent, or vice-commercial
agent shall falsely and knowingly certify that any merchandise about to be ex-
ported from su‘{\' port of the stni{na Islands to any port-of the United States is of
the growth an d or mannfacture of the Hawaiian Islands, ho shall on con-
viction thereof in any court of competent jurisdiction forfeit and pay a fine of not
exceeding $10,000, at the discretion of the court, and boimpﬁamedyfor any term
not exceeding three years.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, those snpplementary clauses
seem to relate to the main proposition which is first stated in the
amendment, and wounld not therefore change the views which I en-
tertain concerning the proposition itself.

First, then, it is not necessary, becanse the Hawaiian government
has a reason for fulfilling the treaty in its precise intent, which is
strong in proportion to the advantages which the people of that coun-
try are to derive from the treaty; and just asstrong as is the opinion
or the representation of the Senator from Vermont or his associates
who oppose this treaty that it is advantageous to the people of
Hawail, ljuals in that prog:rt-ion is the strength of onr security that
they will maintain inviolate the treaty in this particular.

Mr, MORRILL. If the Senator will excuse me, I have not repre-
sented that this was going to be any advantage to the people of Ha-
waii, bmi] only t.o1 the planters. I think it will not be of any advan-

to the e,
tag:r' BOUTWELL. I will ask the Senator by what process he su
poses this treaty has been attained on the part of Hawaii; that is,
what influences in the islands have induced the Government to assent
to the treaty?

Mr. MORRILL. I wonld rather not discuss the influnences that
have brought about this treaty.

Mr. BOUTWELL. Then I will assume one of two influences,
either derived from the people of whom we speak on the one hand
who as is said by the Senator from Vermont are not to derive aﬁv ad
vantages from this treaty, and therefore it follows that they had no
power in making the treaty and will have no interest in keeping it,
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and hence will have no capacity to annul it. But if there are people
in the Hawaiian Islands who are interested in this treaty, the proba-
bility is that they had some agency in the process on the part of the
Hawaiian government by which it was secured, and the influence of
that body of people in the Hawaiian Islands will remain and their
influence will be exerted to secure the faithful performance of the
stipulations confained in the treaty, and they will exert themselves
ifn that direction just in proportion fo the advantages they derive
rom jt.

Further, the amendment is entirely unnecessary from the circum-
stance that it proposes that when the Hawaiian government violates
the treaty the treaty shall be abrogated. We do not need legislation
to secare that. By the well-understood and uniformly practiced law
of nations, whenever a treaty is violated on the part of one of the
contracting parties the other contracting party has a right to annul
the treaty; and therefore we do not need to legislate, use we
have better security than legislation can furnish. If the treaty is not
faithfull } kept by the Hawaiian government, we shall have the right
in good faith am{ according to the law of nations to annul it.

. BARGENT. Will the Senator allow me a moment to call his
attention to the fact that the bill which is pending is an exact copy
of the law found in volume 10 of the Statutes at Large to give effect
to the reciprocity treaty with Canada, where the subject was articles
which were the growth or produce of Canada, New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, &c. We have followed the exact precedent. In regard to
the penalties, the other portion of the amendment, section 5442 of
the Revised Statutes provides:

Every consul, vice-consul, commercial agent, or vice-commercial agent who
knowingly and falsely certifies to uny invoice or other papers to which his certifi-
cate is by law aathorized or required, shall be punished by a fine of not more than
$10,000 and by imprisonment for & term not wore than three years.

It applies to this; it applies to everything.

Mr. BOUTWELL. But I beg to say to my honorable friend from
California that a reference to the proceedings of Congress in regard

_to the reciprocity treaty with Canada would be the most unwelcome
precedent for my friend from Vermont that could be offered.

Mr. BARGENT. That I am aware of. *

Mr. BOUTWELL. I imagine that his chief reason for objecting to
this treaty is the apprehension he entertains that it may be a prece-
dent at some future time for another reciprocity treaty with Canada
or some othér conntry on some side of our own territory.

Buf the third reason is that the amendment is for the time being
fatal to the bill. We know perfectly well that at this stage of the
session to adopt an amendment to this bill and send it to the House
is to dispose of it for this session of Congress.

I do not claim that because this Senate by a two-thirds majority
has ratified a treaty it is bound to pass such laws as are necessary
for the execution of the treaty ; but I do suy that having ratified a
treaty by a two-thirds majorify, and the facts remaining substan-
tially as they were when the treaty was ratified, this Senate cannot
take a different position or fail to carry into effect its own treaty rati-
fied after debate and due consideration. If there were new facts, if
there was any disclosare of any improper proceedings concerning the
negotiation or the ratification of the treaty, if in anysense it was calcn-
lated toprodunceresultsdifferent from those anticipated at the time the
treaty was negotiated, then the Senate might take advantage of its
“sober second thonght,” supported by new facts and new information.
Bat in this case nothing has occurred, and nothing, I may say, has
been stated on the floor of the Senate in the debate upon this bill
that was not stated substantially, and I think indeed with more
elaboration and detail when the treaty itself was under considertion.

I aceefpt this treaty and the consequences of this treaty not on ac-
count of the mere advantage one way or the other of the slight trade
that is going on between these islands aud the United States, und if the
losses of revenue were twice what they are shown to be it would not
disturb me in my opinion that as a measure of publie policy this is
one of the best opportunities the country has had for the enlarge-
ment of its trade and the advancement of its commereial influence in
the Pacific and toward the great nations that lie upon the other side
of the Pacific Ocean. If there be any reason which can be assigned
that has substance in it as tending to show the canse of our present
financial difficnlties, the depression of trade, the loss of work, it is
that as a %mat producing country, with immense intellectnal re-
sources applied to inventions aud iwprovements, we have advanced
in production beyoud the capucity of the markets we command; and
the country will, I believe, enter upon a new career in this respect
looking to the hundreds of millious of people in China and Japan
who are not onr equals in the capacity to produce, but who still have
the means of purchasing and consuming vast quantities of the pro-
duets of the labor of our people and of our machinery. Now this is
one step in the right direction. It is not a very long step, but if is
half way toward the four or five hundred million people on the other
side of the Pacific Ocean.

Another reason to my mind is that while we do not desire, and
certainly for one I do not design, to annex these islands to the
United States, I still desire to gee them in such a condition that
when the ruling class in that conntry shall disappear there shall be
established in the place of the present government a republican
Government under the control of Americans and animated by the
ideas of Americans; and if we thrust these people away they must

IV—349

now seek aid and protection somewhere else. If we reject this treaty
we transfer these islands either to France or to Great Britain, and we
diminish our markets, we diminish our political power, we limit the
influence of our institutions, we cirenmseribe American ideas, we
retard the progress of American civilization in its advance westward.
Any one of these considerations is worth more to the people of this
country than the one-half million or more dollars that you say will
be lost by this t-reu-ft{y.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate lay aside the pending
order informally that we can take up the concurrent resolution for

journment.

r. SARGENT. I understand we can have a vote on this proposi-
tion in a very short time. I believe there is only one other speech
to be made. I make this suggestion to the Senate: that by going on
without taking a recess we can adjourn the Senate by midnight. If
we waste time in the discussion of the order of business we canuot
do it. Now let ns run on smoothly, and I have no doubt we can ad-

journ by that time.

Mr. HITCHCOCK I have been waiting patiently nearly all day.
éhav& no disposition to interfere with the passage of the bill of the

enator. %

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that ; I make the suggestion in per-
fect good faith. I think we can adjourn to-night.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If we take np the resolution of adjonrnment
and fix a time—

Mr. SARGENT. That very thing may prevent our adjonrnment,
because things may arise and Senators do not like to talk agains ttime,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the time was fixed it eerta.iufy could be
changed if a change should be found necessary.

Mr. BARGENT. I insist on the regular order.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the regular order is my motion.

Mr. LOGAN. I insist on the regular order.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is my motion. I shonld like to test the
sense of the Senate. I{eel as unwilling to interfere with this bill as
any one—

Mr. SARGENT. We can get this out of the way in twenfy min-
utes, I hope.

Mr. MORTON. Isuggestto the Senator tolet the vote be taken on
the bill.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the vote can bo taken, I shall not interpose.

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that one Senator wishes to state
his views merely, not oceupying much time. Then I believe we can
have a vote. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I withdraw it for the present.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate but a
very few moments in reference to this question. I look npon the
measnre as one of very t importance to this conntry, and I differ
with the views of certain Senators whose ideas seem to be in refer-
ence to a question of this kind merely dollars and cents. I fear that
our statesmanship of to-day appertnininﬁ to all of us differs very ma-
terially from what American statesmanship was in times gone by, It
was once considered good statesmanship to look somewhat to the
future and the great development of this country and at that which
would aid in its development and advancement; but nowadays it
seems to be statesmanship whenever a question arises to take out a
pencil or a pen and eipher np how many five-cent pieces the United
Btates of America will lose at the present time if some measnre shall
be enacted into a law.

The idea that this proposition should be eiphered and figmred on in

reference to dollars and cents, when the amount is a mere bagatelle
at best, is something that strikes me as unsonnd in statesmanship.
My friend from Georgia, [ Mr. NOBWOOD,E who has great sympathy
for the laboring peopﬁa of Georgia, the colored people—and I admirs
his sympathy for them—is very mach alarmed, if this bill should
vass, for fear that some poor colored man will not be employed to
}io a day’s labor in the caltivation of rice. Therefore he says this
bill is inhumanity itself, because it destroys the labor of those peo-
ple in the Sonth that are now engaged in rice cultivation. It was
very amusing to me. I dov not know how it affected other Senators.
The idea that the rice landed from the Hawaiian Islands in San
Franciseo, or on the coast of California, shoald have an effect on rice-
raising in Georgia, taking into consideration tho great distance of
travel, the manner of transportation, and all the items that must be
taken into view, does strilke me as something very extravagant. It
would have just abont the same effect npon rice production in Georgia,
orin any other State, that the tariff on a hand-saw would have on the
price of pigs in Illinois; just about the same.

So it is with my friend from Vermont, [ Mr. MorriLL,] He is ter-
ribly alarmed too for fear the importation of a few hogsheads of sugar
from the Hawaiian Islands will affect the sngar erop or the price of
sugar in Louisiana or some other southern district of conntry—Texas,
orsomewhere else. Now, when we discover that the amount of duties
on all the articles received in our Pacific ports from Hawaii is abont
§300,000, how is that small amount of importation of sugar to affect
Lonisiana and affect Texas and affect the sugar-producing portion of
the conntry? That is an argument of conrse on a certain line, but it
is an argument in a narrow groove, one of the most narrow grooves
that any man’s mind can possibly act in. What possible effect could
the importation of this small amount have upon the sngar produe-
tion of our country? I do not want to get info it; it is too small a
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business. I do not wish fo take ont my pencil and count the five-
cent pieces that m.i%'ht be accumulated in fature ages by continuing
these duties. I will say to my friend from Vermont, who represents
an agricultural people, that the effect upon his constituents of the
taking off the tariff on su landed from the Hawaiian Islands on
the coast of California will be just about the same that the tariif on
wool would have on the price of tobacco. If any man ecan calculate
that, that is about the influence it would have, and that is about the
value ?ii the arguments that have been made in reference to this
pro ol

t is the proposition? The proposition to my mind is some-
thing of more magnitude than this. Itis a proposition having 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 tfo furnish the soldiers with water; the question would arise
which one should get ion 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 Eaurposeﬂ. That is one of the rules we always 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 outposts 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 oceur 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, Then, the man who looks at
this matter, not as to the effect on this conntry 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. ill the Senator yield to me to ask him a question?

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. -

Mr. WEST. How will the ratification of this treaby contribute to
the military ession or the naval possession of these islands?

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senatoras bestI 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 ont the existing stipulations of
the treaty, and by that means have the friendly relations existing
between that government and ours that would naturally give us that
riailht, and would naturally cause it, like the ripe apple on the tree, to
fall into the hands of the one who first shakes the tree, we are prevented
from ﬁna]lli getting possession of that whichis 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 wounld cause these ple to desire friendly relations
with them more than with us, and they would affiliate with them and
not affiliate with us, If affiliation and aympa;trlllﬁr and feeling exist
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 Senafor has kindly answered that question to
his satisfaction, will he tell me how the Government of the United
States by rafifying this treaty can hold these islands against a strog-
gle with Great Britain, without fortifications and defenses; and must
we nobt necessarily after consummating this treaty so fortify these
islands that we may make a stronghold there 1

Mr. LOGAN. That is a question that the Senator himself knows
has uothing on earth to do with the passage of this bill.

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

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I will give the Senator this answer: It
would not n ily 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 relationsis the fortification of good-will,
of kindly relations between the two. That is all the kind of fortifi-
cations that can exist between governments. That is my answer to
tﬁat question, and if the Senator has another I will try to answer
at.

It does seem to me that my friend from Vermont and my friend
from Georgia are trying to demonstrate the necessity in this conntry
of adopting the Chinese-wall system, having no relations whatever
with any other nations of the earth; walling yourselves in nntil 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, ang the same state of things may
exist that did at that time.

Now, sir, my theory in reference to these islands and all other con-
tiguouns islands to the United States of America dotted around our
coasts fhat stand as an outpost, that stand merely as the little com-
pany of advance gnard that you send ont in front of an army to look-
out and spy out the enémy, is that we ourselves in times gone by have
not looked as well fo our interest as we should have done. If we had,
the outposts surrounding us to-day would have been in the possession
of the (goverument of the United States, and with these outposts in
onr anaassion this Government might defy the combined power of
all the nations of the earth. Wheon I say “outposts” I mean all those
outposts which approach our borders either east or west. [am for
that kind of 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 conntry in the last few years,
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, f’iving warning to us that the necessity exists
afb allf times to be ready for that which cometh at the hour we know
nof of.

Mr, WEST. Mr. President, the concluding remarks that have just
been submitted by the Senator from Illinois meet my sanction ; there
is no ditference 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 ible occupation or ownership of them at a future
and a proper time.

The Senator said in response to a question that I put to him a while

o that this treaty would so Americanize these islands and so con-
tribute to our influence upon the spot that it would be an easy mat-
ter at all times fo maintain friendly relations and profit by them.
Does he know what the history of our relations with the islands is at
the present time? Does he know that to-day they are as much Amer-
icanized as if the American ﬂnﬁ flew over the islands? If he does
not, here is the only authentic history we have on the subject, and I

will read it to him.
Mr. LOGAN. Ihave readit. You will not add to my information
by reading it.

Mr, WEST. Itis very difficult ever to give the Senator from I1li-
nois any information ; but perhaps it may benefit some others. Mr.
Nordhoff says:

Itis plain thatthe island tradeis so largely in our hands that no other nation can
be said to dispute it with us. If our flag flew over Honoluln we could hardly ex-
pect to have & more complete monopoly of Hawaiian commerce than we already
au{nsr. Moreover, almost all the sugar plantations, the most prodoctive and valu-
able property on the islands, are owned by Americans, aod the sameis true of the
greater nnmber of stock farms.

Ounr political predominance on the islands is as complete as the commercial. In
the present cabinet all the ministers except one are Americans.

I submit what possible advantage do you gain, what possible ad-
vance do you make toward the possession of these islands by subsi-
dizing them for the period of seven years. I repeatagain, does it plant
one gun, does it raise any fortification, or contribute in any way to
our military or foreible maintenance of the islands against any
European power!? Does not the SBenator know that immediately
upon the outbreak of hostilities between this country and Great
Britain, to use his own figure of speech, that wonld be “the very
stream of water,” that would be the very vantage-ground which
wonld be sought to be oceupied by both conntries? If we want these
islands as a militar, Trotmtion, et us buy them, let ns fortify them
and make them usegu , but not give away the money of the people of
the United States in a nseless piece of ﬁpeculativa diplomacy.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BouTwELL] spoke of the
great advance that thisgountry had made in production beyond the ca-

acity of consumption. He said that this was a step, but not a very

ong step, toward the commerce of the 400,000,000 or 500,000,000 peo-
ple of the East. Yes, “it is a step, but not a very long step.” What
are you reaching ont and grasping for? The commerce of 50,000 peo-
ple, I repeat again, and that is all. 'What becomes of this mm?ruili-
cent vision that looks to the increasing and growing indusfries of this
country to be promoted by this measure? It isa mere vision, and em-
braces no ter co rce than pertains to one-third of the 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 expense of this
country so long as we could acquire possession, Theu we are to nu-
derstand that aceording to his estimates he is willing to sped
$4,000,000a yearto get a treaty with these islands; §23,000,000 frittered
away in seven years for what? At the end of that time that people
and those enriched suﬁnr-plauters on those islands will turn to you
and tell you, when they have had the benefit of your subsidy for
seven years, they will endeavor fo maintain their independence.

Sir, the Senators on this floor who desire the acquisition of these
islands by the ratification of this measure present the only stumbling-
block that appears to my vision in the way of that acquisition. We
cannot acquire them under this prog«;aition; it is idle to talk of it,
and due reflection 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 Vermont, and that is
in regard to smuggling. There can be no question but what foreign
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su will be introduced into these islands to the extent of their
consumption by all the native popunlation, and perhaps more. Every
pound that they can produce will be sent to this conntry. 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 engaged in commerce to adul-
terate that sugar and adulterate that rice with a foreign product
whether they are not likely to sucenmb to temptation? You can
adulterate Sandwich Island sngar and Sandwich Island rice 20 per
cent. with the production of India and nobody 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 smuggling? Does
not the illegal introduction of smuggled goods into this country im-
mediately conflict with the legitimate profits of your honest trader ?
Do the efforts of the honest trader in this conntry prevent illegiti-
mate productions, and will it not doso there? The amendment that
has been offered is eminently proper.

This treaty, as it reads in the third article, says:

Under such rules and regulations and eonditions for the protection gf the rev.
enue as the two governments may from time to time respectively presc

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

Mr.SARGENT. He didso under the reciprocity treaty with Canada.

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 interesied in seeing the laws faithfully
administered that is an insurance that they will be, without penal
provisions for their violation. I think the amendment is eminently
proper, and withont it yon will not only be obliged to pay this rev-
enue to these islands, but you will be defranded by one-fifth of it at
Jeast.

The PRESIDENT gro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont,

Mr. MORRILL. I merely wish to say that there is a provision in
the treaty fbat the Hawaiian Islandsshall not concede similar privi-
leges to any other country. 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 our adjournment from
March and the next succeeding session of Congress might sometimes
be too long to wait. Of course Congress can terminate the treaty
whenever they please.

The PRESID pro tempore. Does the Senator desire action on
all the amendments at once !

Mr. MORRILL. Noj; on the first one by itself, to insertin the first
section the power of suspension on the part of the Executive.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the first amend-
ment of the Senator from Vermont.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend-
ment proposing to insert additional sections.

Mr. MORR In spite of all that has been said, I do insist that
there will be no power to punish frand that may be committed nnless
this proposition shall be adopted. I therefore ask for the yeas and
nays upon the amendment, .

The ]geas and nays were ordered.

Mr.EDMUNDS. Iwishtostate thatonthisbill,and,as I understand
from m{ 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. Iwish to
say alsowhile I am np, not to takeany time, that while I agree to what
the S8enator from Illinois [ Mr. LoGAx ] has said about the desirability of
political control or friendship at least with these islands and all
others, the gravity of the qnestion 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
necaasari]ﬂr be followed by their being introduced into the govern-
ment of the conntry and they will assist in making laws for the peo-
ple of the United States, and unless their populations are homogenons
with onr own and their loeal institutions are similar to ours, it will
be an element of unhappiness and discord and injury rather than of
public benefit. I should, therefore, hesita# a long time before I
took any step that would loek to the incorporation into the American
Union of these outlying islands on either side of the eontinent, for
that involves too much for republican liberty dependent upon con-
sideratious that have often been mentioned. But on this particular
topie, as I have stated, I am paired.

wish to say also that I do not agree with what hasbeen stated by
the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT,] that we are under any
more obligation to pass this law than we were to agree to the treaty.
‘We agreed to the treaty with the express stipulation that it shcmfd
not take effect until the legislative department of the Government,
the Senate and House of Representatives and the President acting in
that character as a check upon legislation, shounld also pass the neces-
sary laws to carry it into effect, I 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 earried 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 wonld be just as
absurd to my mind as it would be where an agent is making a con-
tract for his principal without aunthority to stipulate that the con-
tract shonld not have force nuntil the prineipal should agree to it, and
then to assnme that the principal was bound to agree to it because
the agent bad made that conditional arrangement.

I am not by any means Jr&pared to say that the President and
Senate would not have had absolute power under the Constitntion
to make this treaty without any such provision for legislation. Iam
not going into that. But it being in it, it appears to me to be per-
fectly plain that the legislative branches of the Government are un-
de]r no obligation except the obligation to do right in respect of the
sabject.

. STEVENSON. I should vote for the amendment if I did not
believe the matter was already provided for by law. I think see-
tion 5442 of the Revised Statutes provides for it expressly. It ren-
ders it eriminal 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 compelied to act ugon
it, it at least puts ns 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 earry 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 called) I am paired with
the Senator from New York, [ Mr. CONKLING.] Ishould vote in favor
of the amendment.

Mr. MORTON, (when his name was called.) Some few hours ago,
ﬂnppoeing 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 has gone ont supposing that I wouald be absent.
If he were here he would vote for the amendment and I think Ishould
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 if.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn, if
there be no objection.

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

The roll-call having been concluded, the result wasannounced—
yeas 7, nays 30; as follows:

W&IE_A.?—-HM& Cockrell, Gordon, Key, Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, and

NAYS—Measrs. Allison, Anthony, Bontwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin,
Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Davis, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey,
Jones of N);vadnq Kemnr.:.nlmm MeDonald, MeMillan, Maxey, Mit:{ell. Oﬁlmhy.
Paddock, Randolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Sg , Ste %Vad.laigh, and Win-

ABSENT—Messrs., Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of
Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Uooper, Deunis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Gold-
thwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitcheock, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Florida,
Kelly, MnUmer% Merrimon, Morton, Ransom, Rlobertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thar-
man, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—i.

So the amendment was rejected.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass?

Mr. MORRILL calred 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 length. I am physically nnable, however, to
do so this morning, even if I thonght it advisable; but after the last
vote, which has so overwhelmingly defeated the important amend-
ment proposed by the 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 an elaborate argument. I shall
therefore content myself with protesting against this proposed legis-
lation to carry into effect a treaty so partial in its operations and so
unjnst 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
atonetimetoaddressmyself. Oneobjectionislocal; anotheris general
inits 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 withont any corresponding benefit ta
other sections, and therefcre itml%ht nottopass. It isatleastof doubt-
ful constitutional sanction; it places in jeopardy the good name of
the Government for fair dealing with other nations with whom we
have treaties, and on these accounts onght to he rejected.

But, as I said, I propose simply to offer my protest, and not only




5572

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

AvacusT 14,

mine, but the protest of the people whose interests are involved, most
lamentably involved, by this partial and short-sighted policy, Sir, I
know the southern rice and sugar planters, and it is not too much to
say of them that no portion of the American people are more capable
of self-sacrificing patriotism ; and if yon will propose a measure which
shall admit duty free or upon light duty all articles of foreign manu-
facture which the peopleof this country consume, they will yield toitas
cheerful a support as the people of any othersection. They have inher-
ited by birth and have maintained throngh their entire lives the doe-
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

roductions upon which all their £rosperit.y dependsf Imyself am a
¥ree—trallar in the sense of a tarifl’ for revenue alone, and whenever
there shall be introduced into the Senate a bill to open our ports to
En!;'li.sh iron, to English steel,to French manufactures, fo Great Brit-
ain’s manufactures, and to the manufactures of all the world, I shall

o a8 far toward its support as is consistent with the security of need-

ul revenues and as far probably as those who now so actively support
this partial, one-sided, obnoxious measure.

1 am here to vote for general laws, for equal burdens, and equal
rights, and I can never, thongh 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 beg-

ing the pardon of the majority of the Senate who choose to force this
ﬁ;gislat.iun 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 gnaranteed by
the Constitution and by the very organism of the Union itself.

Is it just to experiment for the benefit of the whole people and for
the benefit of a foreign ple in the South’'s productions and the
South’s cost? Much less is it just or politic or statesmanlike to try
that experiment at the hazard of the sole material interests of that

rtion of the southern people who by the vicissitudes of war have
men made poorer than any people in all the history of the past.

Senators tell me that this legislation will not interfere with the
interests of the rice and sugar planters. But, sir, when Senators tell
me that they are better advised of the interest of these planters than
the planters themselves, who are iubell;igcnt, cultured, capable—the
peers of any who hold seats upon this floor; when legislators thus
answer argnments, then debate is useless. Irepeat,sir, these planters
know their interests, and they feel that upon this bill langs not
only their fature interests, but may involve their ability to gather
their growing crops. They feel that the passage of this bill may in-
volve the possibility and even the strong probability of haying their
plantations abandoned on the very eve of their harvest. Yet Sena-
tors tell us that they are 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 constitntional support,
of unecertain effect upon the general revenues, and which by its dis-
criminations flls with alarm so large and intelligent a body of citi-
zens, whose whole fortunes, already palsied by disease, are to hear all
thgﬂfmrdan of the change. I do not expect the Senate to heed these
admonitions ; for it has 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 theseislands, Sir, what guarantee have
you that there will be admitted into San Franciscoand the Pacific ports
only the productions of those islands? Isthere anything inthe law,is
thereanythinginthecharacterof the people with whom youare treating,
is there anything in your ability toenforce this law by spies and inform-
ers, by ships and eruisers, that guarantees to ns that these islands will
not become a great funnel through which will be emptied into your

rts free of duty the productions of Cuba and India and China?
%?e are not dealing with Canadians 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
counld o ize an establishment in the city of San Francisco, another
on the island of Hawaii, and another in Cuba, and another at Hong-
Kong, and conld pour into your Pacific 1}10113 year by year free of
duty more rice and sugar, in spite of all your laws, than the Ha-
waiian Islands are worth or ever will be worth. Will enterprisin
gentlemen be wanting in such a scheme? How will you prevent it
Are you going to send your men-of-war to enforce your law in these
far-off iﬁ:udg, and make this great 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 ? Sir, I am amazed
that the proposition submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
MogrriLL] received but seven votes in this body. It will not be
twelve months before we shall have hogsheads of sngar by the thoun-
sand grown on the island of Cuba, tierces of rice by the myriads

wn in China, entering our ports with the frenk of Kink Calico
Flla.luk.aua) upon them.
. But, Mr. President, as I gaid, it is idle to discuss this measure. T
will not take the time of the Senate any longer. Let me once again
repeat, however, that yon are proposing a grave injustice—injustice
to the sonthern planter of rice and of s ; 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 aecre to resubdne and refit them, and they now cost
from $10 to $20 per acre per annum to enltivate them. And when
they shall become no longer valnable because the product which has
made them valuable 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 Ishall close, These planters, intelligent, well-
informed, and honest, believe that they are in absolute danger, if
this bill shall pass, by reason of the panie which it will create in the
minds of their laborers of having their plantations abandoned gnd
their present crops lost.

Now, Mr. President, I a{:}mn.l to fair-minded Senators to postpone
the consideration of this bill until the present erop shall have been

athered. Then, if the panic shall come, let it come when these
%m—dened and paralyzed people shall bo better prepared to meet if.
But do not bring upon 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 wonld
Pennsylvania say if it were proposed to introduce iron free? What
would Connecticut say if her products were brought into competition
with free imports from some other nation? Georgia, Louisiana,
South Carolina, Alabama, and Texas only ask that the consideration
which has been shown to other States shall be shown to them; and,
if nothing more, that they at least shall be spared this blow nntil
their harvest is ended. I therefore move to postpone the further con-
sideration of the bill until the second Tuesday in December next.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves
the postponement of the bill until the’second Tuesday in December
next.

The motion was not agreed to—ayes B, noes nof counted.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of
the bill, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question T
am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CoNkLING.]- He
would vote for the bill, and I should vote 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 Arkan
sas [Mr. Crayrox] has kindly agreed to pair with the Senator fron.
Virginia for me, so that I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea.

r. CLAYTON, (when Mr. WITHERS'S name was called.) Ashas
beenstated by the SBenator from Oregon, [Mr, KELLY,] I am paired with
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS.] If lLe were hLere he
would vote “nay,” and I should vote * yea.”

Mr. McCREERY, (when Mr. WRIGHT'S name was called.) I amn

raired on this question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. WRIGHT.]

e would vote for the bill, and I should vote aguinst it. '

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr, GORDON. On this bill I am paired with the Senator from
Connecticut, [Mr. Barxum.] If he were here he would vote “ yea,”
and I should vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 12—as follows:

YEAS—Messra. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin,
Christiancy, Cragin, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghoysen, Harvey, Jones of Ne-
vad K&llga.axemn. Logan, McDonald, MeMillan, Mitchell, Morton, Ogleshy,
Paddock, dolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Win-

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 Pennsylvania,
Clayton, Conkling, Conover, Dennis,
Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, How
mon, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon,
Wright—30.

So the bill was passed.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the Hounse of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Avams,
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tewpore of the House had
signed the following erffolled bills and joint resolution; and they
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for the legislative,
executive, and jndicial expenses of the Government for the year end-
ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes; X

A Dbill (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lien-
tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First United States Artillery ;

A Dbill (H. R. No. 5165 for the relief of Floyd C. Babeock ; and

A joint resolution (8. 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 the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of
the Senate of July 24, 1876, a statement of the number of civil offi-
cers employed in the ;l"raaaury Department from 1859 to 1875, inclu-
sive ; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed.

Dorsey, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Gordon,
Ingalls, Jolinston, MeCreery, Maxey, Merri-
rman, Thurman, Wallace, Withers, and
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension fo Eliza Jane Blumer
was read twice by its title and ref to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

ORDER OF DUSINESS.

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 the 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 the re-
port of the committee of conference on the Indian appropriation bill?

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 wish 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 Benate to take up the House resolu-
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States.

Mr. CLAYTON. I can finish my remarks while Senators are dis-
cusainithis 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
motion and let me call np the constifutional amendment.

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

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will give way, I will ask fo take u
a conference report, and he can make his speech on that just as well
as l:m anything else; and if is a conference report that ought to be
tuken up.

Mr, CLAYTON. Very well; I am willing,

Mr. LOGAN. I move—

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was wishing to make a motion.

5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois has the
00T,

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take up the conference report on the sub-
ject of artificial limbs for erippled soldiers,
tm-h({r. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kansas objected to that report

ay.

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take it up; it was reported on Saturday.

Mr. INGALLS. I made no objection to-day.

The PRESIDENT fra tempore. 1t can be taken up on motion.

Mr. EDMUNDS. hope the motion will not be ed 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 oceupy the floor myself, if I do at all, for exceed-
ing fen yninutes, and I am advised that very little is to be said on
the other side as very little conld 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 him why it will lead
to debate ?

Mr. EDMUNDS, Because I have understood my friend from Kansas
to say that it would, and that it changes the state of the law asit has
hitherto been understood to be. It may be a correct change. I say
nothing about that.

Mr. LOGAN. I will state what the proposition of the conference
report is. The law has been for years that every soldier, sailor, or
marine who had lost an arm or a leg in the service of theUnited States
shonld have every five years either a leg or arm supplied or commu-
tation therefor, The 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 an arti-
ficial limb. This bill re-instates that provision that they shall have
it, and they ought to receive it more thanany other men. That is all
there is of it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not debate the merits.

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not going to debate the merits, but I am stat-
ing the propesition 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.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope we shall not take it up until we dispose
of the constitutional amendment.

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

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 8;
no quornm voting, *

Mr. LOGAN. f call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. EDMUNDS, I may as well give up the constitutional amend-
ment. I can neither get the floor nor a majority of the 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
understands. The ayes have it, and the report is before the Senate.

Mr. 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 constitutional amendment, but I wish the Chair to
count the Scnate and see whether there is a quorom present.

The ERESIDENT pro tempore, (after counting.) Thereis aquornm
presen

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apaus,
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. No. 807)
granting a pension to Andrew Evarts.

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED.

The m: also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon si{;ncﬂ by the President pro tempore :

A bill (8. No. 1042) to provide for the {lublication of the report of
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap ;

A Dbill (8. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site
for publie buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; and

A Dbill (H. R. No. 612) to earry 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 ask for the reading of the report.
The Chief Clerk read as follows :

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
il ts of the S to the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issne of arti-
ficial limbs to disabled soldiers, scamen, and others, having met, after a full and
free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to respective
Houses as follows:
- That the House coneur in the first and second amendments of the Senate, as fol-
OWS :

In line 1 strike out * ms "' and insert * officer, soldier, seaman, and marine.”

In line 5, after nﬂp!lmtion‘" insert “or commutation therefor as provided and
limited by existing laws."”

The House concurs also in the provisoadded to the end of the bill with an amend-
ment of the word “ not” inserted between the words ** shall” and **be " in the tirst
line; 8o that it will read: “ That this act shall not be sub,lact to the proviso of an
act entitled ‘ An act to increase pensions,’ approved June 18, 1874."

:I']_ OHN A. LOGAN,

Managers on the part of the Senate.
J. M. RUSK,
A. V. RICE,
JOHN C. BAGBY,
Managers on the 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 onght not to furnish aid 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 this subject I shall make
no further remark. I have risen for another purpose. i

Mr, President, a duty which I owe 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 a%;aakem,
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 assertions are, I shall now proceed
to show. I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the RECORD of A i
10, containing a speech delivered by Hon. Tmoyas 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, in these erate days,s apt to inquire
hownt.h? money is handled, hm&a. and hg:g?lni.abumdf whm:g it wﬁcm
and whither it goeth, and the answer to these questions makes up the verdict of
the American people as to the honesty and morality of their publie servants or
rulers, perhaps no better illustration ean be given of the condition of the Southern
States and of the character of their rulers than the table which I submit, showing
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, §31,038,144.50. Debts and
liabilities January 1, 1872, $15,480,542.21.

North Carotina.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war—principal, $9,690,500; -
interest, §1 261,316; whole amount, §10,951,816. Debts and liabilities Jannary 1,
1872, §34,857 467.85.

South Cerolina.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, §5,040,000. Debts
and liabilities January 1, 1872, §39,158,914.47. :

Georgia,—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and lia-
bilities June, 1871, §50,637,500. - 3

Floride.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, §21,000. Debts and lia-
bilities January 1, 1872, §15,763,447.54.

Tm:msu‘—gebts at the close of the war, §20,105,606.66. Debts and liabilities
January 1, 1872, §45,6:8 263 46.

Arkansas.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $4,036,952.87, Debtsand
liabilities J; snuar{ 1, 1872; §19,761,265.62.

Louisiana.—Debts and liabilitics at the close of the war, $10,099,074.34. Debis
ani liabilities Janunary 1, 1872, §50,540,306.01.

Texras—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and liabili-
ties Jannary 1, 1872, §20,361,010,61.

Alabama.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $5,939,658.87. Debts and
Habilities January 1, 1872, §38,382,967.34.

Thus it will be seen that the g};umlm Legislatures, composed in the main of
negroes and earpet-laggers, clected at tho dictation of the party in Federal power,
involved the ten States enumerated in the enormous aggregate debt of more than

000.

1,

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—
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Mr. PADDOCK, I ask the Senator from Arkansas fo yield that I
may move that the coneurrent resolution sent from the House for
the adjournment of Congress be taken np. I wish to move an amend-
ment to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas
yield for that Eurposo 1

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

Mr. CLAYTON. Very well.

Mr. PADDOCK. I move totake up the concurrent resolution.

Mr. WINDOM. I hoBe it may not be taken from the table. The
Indian appropriation bill has not passed yet, and cannot passif there
be a single objection to it until to-morrow. Certainly it is not ex-
pedient to pass the adjournment resolution fixing a time prior to that
to which the Indian apgropriation bill may be postponed.

Mr. PADDOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota to
say that the Indian appropriation bill eannot be reported this even-

ing.

iir. WINDOM. It cannot be passed until to-morrow if there be a
single objection to it. One objection carries it over. It was reported
from the conference committee to-day and a single objection carries
it over until to-morrow. It certainly would not be prudent to pass
the resolution until we know that that important bill can be passed.

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the S8enator from Arkansas give way to me
to move for a recess from half past five until eight o’clock 1

Mr. WEST. No, we had better sit it ount.

Mr. PADDOCK. On the statement of the Senator from Minnesota,
I shall withdraw my motion for the time being.

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say that I reported the bill some time
ago and would be very glad to call it up, but an objection has been
made and I am unable to do so at present.

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to give notice that at the earliest practi-
cable moment after the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of I shall
call up the concurrent resolution for adjournment, because I believe
this Congress ought to adjonrn.

Mr, BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to a propo-
sition for a recess from five o’clock to half past seven, or whatever
time may suit the Senate T

Mr. CLAYTON. After the conclusion of my remarks I will yield.

The honorable gentleman after undertaking to give a statement of
the ante bellum and existing debts calcnlated up to January 1, 1872,
of ten southern States, winds np by saying:

Thus it will be seen that the relpllblimn Legialatures, composed in the main of

negroes and carpet-baggers elected at the dictation of the ¥ in Federal power,
involved the ten Stata%g;:umerated in the enormous ‘ggmr;nm debt of mor]o than

Now, Mr. President, a gentleman who undertakes to deal in fignures
affecting the credit of ten States onght to be at least correct in his
arithmetic. Let us see whether he is or not. By adding together
the amounts stated of the debts of each of the ten States at the close
of the war it will be found to aggregate $38,333,000, and by adding
together the entire debt existing, as stated, on the 1st of January,
1872, it will be found to aggregate $360,661,626.01; deducting the ante
bellum debt from the entire debt we have what is claimed to have
been created under republican rule, amounting to §272,328,432.68, in-
stead of over §284,000,000, asstated by Mr. JoNES ; adifferenceof abont
£12,000,000, If in the simple matter of addition and subtraction the
honorable gentleman is so inaccurate, what must we expect from him
when he undertakes to ascertain down to the very cent the exact debt
of each of the ten States alinded to?

To show that he is as nnreliable in the detail of his figures as he is
in his sum-total, I need only e the error in his statement of the
debt of Arkansas, which he fixes at §19,761,265.62 on the 1st day of
January, 1872, and of the creation of which he attributes §15,725312.75
to republican rnle. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a copy of the
Little Rock Daily Herald of August 10, 1876, one of the organs of the
democratie y in Arkansas, which contains a tabulated statement*
“showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas to
June 30, 1876,” for which the editor states he is indebted to the cour-
tesy of Hen. W. R. Miller, the present auditor gnd democratic candi-
date for governor in the State of Arkansas. I find this statement
also published in the Gazette, another democratic organ, and vouched
for as accorate. In this statement the total debt of the State is

iven at §17,306,823.50, being §2,454.442.12 less than the amount stated
y Mr.JoNEs. It will be seen by reference to this statement that the

Mr. WEST. That will involve a session fo-morrow. debt has been increased since 1872 as follows:
* Statement showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas June 30, 1876.
Character of bonds. Principg_l. Interest. Total.
5 per cent. State Bank bonds 1837.......ucien tiimaaniancassannasescnsanannnsananacsas e RS Sy e £10, 000 00 £19, 750 50 £29, 750 50
6 por cent. State Bank bonds 1838........c.ceeell 108,000 00 213, 400 00 323, 400 00
f per cent. Real Estate bank Bonds 1838, letter A 538, 000 00 853, 815 53 | 1,491,815 53
6 per cent. Real Estate bank Bonds 1838, letter C 45, 000 00 £5, 500 00 130, 500 00
6 por cent. funding bonds 1869 ........cceeneenn.. 044, 000 00 253,975 00 | 1,197,975 00
) T | e e R e R S e i s 2, 265, 000 00 516, 690 00 | 2 751, GIO 00
30 et ek ey DO B L S L e D L L s s wed ek biiscas ainwa 216, 500 00 26, 096 00 303, 406 00
L L o S A, 1, 986, T73 74 625,335 45 | 2,612,109 19
6 per cent. bonds 16875, (Loughborough Bond).....ceeaviaesss sasnesnssasnsannssnssanssassssssssonannnanssdionsnessnans 256, 000 00 11, 760 00 267, 760 00
6,420,273 74 | 2,700,229 48 | 9,138, 406 22
BAILROAD-AID BOXDS. Principal. | Interest.| Total.
Memphis and Little Rock ..... ssdsnsisnsannsastiarandassndsraninaNs sl aaasassnnsanns £1,2 0,000 | 270,000 | &1, 470, 090
Arkansas Central ......c..ooeenncnnean.s 000 | 366,960 | 1,716, 960
Little Rock, Pine Bluff and New Orl ,000 | 326,175 | 1,526,175
Little Rock and Fort Smith ............ 000 | 288,000 | 1,288, 000
Mississippi, Ouachita and Red River ... 000 | 167,235 767, 35
5,350,000 00 | 1,418 460 00 | 6, 768, 460 00
1 WU 127,682 48
Outstanding Trehsurer's certifieates redeemable With ten-Fear BONAS ouevereeemzresaamrarnsnaessasassssnssnsmssnsnnns L779. ......... d‘ 1,354 65
i I R A e L L R e LR L R R LR PTG T S R S S b e L S B 310 87
& per cent. State scrip ....... “hhg e iy P S G R R S S P S SR PR R S e S e e SR SRS ST 2,433 77 o b
%per ocent. Stlwscrié: .................................................................................................................. 1,300, 389 54
0 Interest-bearing Htate 80TIP .ccvcuveennnciiiiianiriirriia e tennaanen tessssssssssssassessnnsnssnnssantasensssifisasnsnsannanns F 76, 689 32
1,398, 512
L N A IS B R R R b Tl S e L LT T I DM T A E TR R 0 RS L O L U e e e TS LR 17, 306, 823 50
In September, 1869. Real-estate bonds, No. 1 to 500, inclusive, dated Jan 1, 1840, amounting, prin and interest, J. ang 1, 1870, to §L Were con-
verted into funding bonds, dated January 1, 1870, and numbered 491 to 1860, inclusive. %, principal g il g

The indebtedness of the State on these bonds is as follows :

Thirteen hundred and twenty bonds* ontstanding June 30, 1876 . ..ccueeeesronioronsnssosnsssssssseras sasssssnsannassnsannen

sesnsarsnannranseansness §1, 320, 000 00

e e e T U T B R L S R Ty e S R R S A s R Y R S R e b bn s e ARV Tl § S Ll e 356, 400 00
gl T T Y T T e e e R e s e e Py ) e L e A Sy et el e e S Gl e SatAmen 1,676, 100 00
Of the above 338 Real Estate Bank bonds, letter A, are held by the Treasurer of the United States in trust for the Smithsonian Instituti Principal. .. 538, 000 00
Interest to June 30, 1876, after deducting amount eredited from the 5 per cent. fund and all payments through the State treasury.....cveeeeeaeniecaaneen. 0353, 815 53
b R A S e P RS O S Ak sy T et S e D e R S i A L T T T N S T U S T 1,491, B15 53
One hundred and -eight funding bonds of 1870 are held by the Secretary of the Interior in trust for various Indian tribes. Principal.... 168,000 00
Interest to June 30, 1876, after deducting amount credited for keeping United States conviets in the State penitentiary and all payments
T e L e S e e A S R T R P S S S R R i e S AR 25, 200
—— 193,300 00
Total hald by ths Unibad Bo el s bl L L e L e e e e e e s s sk bua b b E A v s e n A A Ak b S e i de d 1, 685,015 53

Treasurer’s certificates, redeemable with ten-year bonds, bear interest at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum.

* Note.—Fifty of the 1370 bonds have been received into the State treasury in payment for ssvamp and internal improvement lands, leaving outstanding 1,330 bonds.
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Ten per cent. ten_year bonds, issned in 1874 ....oociieiiiniecaanaa. §276,500 00
Bix per cent. bonds, 1ssned in 1875. ....eeceecccccnsaniaaiiansannnnas 256, 000 00
i1 e o e iy Y g e T ey 532, 500 00

To this should be added bonds issued in aid of the construction of
2 iy T e b e N L R Ol e A 900, 000 00

Also the acoumulated interest on the State debt since that time,
which I find amounts to about. .eeeeueinmmeseeonsscnncnonnnannsaas 3,000, 000 00
Making & total increase of debb . ...eee.eeeeoeeeereoeseeeesanaoaens 4, 432, 500 00
When weMAd RIS ..coacinrssassmirsmnaininnusdissnsamsanitonmns 2 454,442 12

Which is the difference between the actunal debt as shown by the
statement just referred to and the amount stated by Mr. Jones as
existing iy 1872, we find an error in his statement amounting to.. 6,886,042 12

In other words, he has simply fallen into an error of about §7,000,000
in stating the debt of Arkansas alone. The error which may existin
his statement of the debts of other States I will leave for others to
say, though 1 do not doubt that it will be found that they are equally
extravagant and erroneons. When we dedunct these erroneous figures
from the figures given by Mr. JoxEs, which are $19,761,265.62, we find
the actnal debt of the State tobe §12,874,32350. This was the actual
debt at the time he states. Deducting from this amount $5,051,265.62,
which was the anie bellum debt, we have $7,823,057.88, 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 anie bellum democratic administrations, and grew ont 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-

t-bag financiering respectable. Four million three hundred and
fifty thousand dollars of the debt of the State arose from the issne of
bonds to aid in the construction of railroads under an act of the Leg-
islature which was submifted 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 issning bonds to aid
in the constrnetion of railroads will apgly 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 withont regard to }i)}lrby;
for they not only favored it, but ratified it with their votes. Under
this law the railroad companies were required to pay both the prin-
cipal and interest, and {ke people never were taxed one cent for that
pu While the republican party were in power the railroad com-

anies were made to pay the interest, buf since the democratic party

ave come in power they have been relieved from that requirement
by a repealof 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 issne 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 snﬂpresa the Ku-Klux 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
incurred, and much valuable property and many still more valuable
lives would have been saved. -

Mr. President, it has been charged for several years, and more es-
pecially of late by democratic orators and democratic newspa{::;n,
that in the States of the Sonth where the republican party has been
and is in power the governments have been and are characterized b,
robbery, peculation, and all manner of fraud and corruption. But
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 thmnEh their courts been able to fix
upon a single republican formerly holding official position the erimes
and tmrruftions they have charged npon 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? Either one of two things, that their charges
have been false, or that the democratic party does not punish erime.
That it does not Etmiah 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 S8outh wonld be very
loth to punish crime when perpetrated on the people of those States
by those they ecall the thieving 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 erimes were perpetrated by republicans in the South they should
have been fixed upon their anthors, who shonld have been brought
to condign punishment. Are we to believe that sonthern democrats
are so enamored with sonthern republicans as to shield them from
tlie just punishment of such great offenses? I think not, but rather
that when brought to the test they are nnable to substantiate the
charges they 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
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wherever the republicans are in power in the Sonthern States the
condition of affairs is characterized by disorder and lawlessness, and
that wherever the democratie party is in power there peace and quiet
is the resnlt. Well, Mr. President, I do not admit that this is so. I
know that in many instances it is not. Buf suppose we admit it;
what does it show? It simply shows that the republicans in the
South obey the laws and respect the existing authorifies, whether
those laws or those anthorities be republican or democratic; while
on the other hand it can be shown that democrats do not obey the
laws when administered by repnblicans and do not respect the au-
thorities when those authorities happen to be republicans. I need
ronly cite yon to a few cases that have national reputation. Trenton,
Coushatta, Vicksburgh, Grant Parish, and lately, Hamburgh, to show
that what I say is correct. It is true we have quief in some of the
Southern Sfates, my own among the number, that are now under
democratic rule, and why? Simply because republicans do not or-
ganize Ku-Klux Klansand do not resort to violence, assassination, and
murder to secure their political ends; and for that reason you have
mce. Mr. President, we should have had no war, all wonld have

n peaceful and lovely, perhaps even to the present time, if it had
not been for the fact that the demoeratic party of the Sonth was
called upon to live under republican rnle in 1861. Rather than do
that they deluged the country in blood, and rather than do so to-day
they are ready to resort to such atroeities as characterized the late
proceeding at Hamburgh, 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 under our govern-
ment as peaceably as we have under theirs. The history of the past
leaves but little room for such crednlity.

Mr. President, much has 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-
orats, 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 [rom military sérvice, 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 compelied 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 re resent.ingrdamocmtic
constituencies than these other men to whom Iallunde. They fought

allantly and well in a cause which isnow lost forever, and which al-

ongh 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 eomplaint because southern
democratic censtituencies 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. :

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

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

gzr. 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 accept that; half past five to eight.

The PRESIDENT 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 this a debatable question ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I must ask for the yeas and nays, because
of a matter that the public bave a good deal of interest in. Senators
may not get here in the night. :

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resnlted—yeas
17, nays 21; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Chris :
Hitcheock, In;éalls, Jones of Nevqa'da, Logan, l!.itchal.]i,%-

Colth' Dawes, Ferﬁy
7S gl Camoron of Wisconsi Clayton, Cockrell, Cooper, Davi
£88TS. x eron of Wi n, ) s,
Eaton, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McMillan, Maxey, M
DgleahE Sargent, Sanlsbury, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Whyte—21.
ABSENT—Messrs, Aleorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of lvania,
Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, n, Har-

vey, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, McCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton,
Ni Randolph Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace,
West, Windom, Withers, and Wright—33.

Ho the motion was not agreed to.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on comcurring in

the conference report.
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Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, believing that the bill npon which
the report of the commijtee of conference has been made was in viola-
tion of an existing statu.e, that it was intended to circnmvent a pro-
vision of that statute by indirection, and that it was in its provisions
diseriminating and nnjnst to classes of pensioners who are not named
in the bill, I took oceasion when it was before the Senate on its pas-
sage to call attention to those faets and to nrge cerfain reasons why
the bill, in my opinion, shonld not become a law. I am in favor of
the most liberal pensions to all classes who can properly be held to
be within the purview of a peusion law; but I am opposed to dis-
erimination, 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 pro to give to soldiers who
arennable fo use artificial limbs commutation once in every five years.
I call the attention of the Senate to the remarks that wers made by
the Senator from Illinois when this matter was previously before the
Senate as to what was the objeet and intention of the law. The re-
marks were made on the 22d of July, which was Saturday, and ap-
peared in the RECORD of the following Monday : .

Mr. Evuunps,  Ilow does it differ from the law |

Mr. Locax. It does not differ at all except to change from the Secrotary of War
to the Quartermaster the furnishing of transportation. It is the same bill precisely
except these changes and extending to every five years, which was the intention
of the law.

Further on the S8enator from Illinois said:

I am now willing to make that change—

That is, the change suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island,
[Mr. ANTHONY]—
anid make it conform to the orizinal law. That is all there is of the bill. The Sur-

m-General gives a construction that he cannot re-issae theso artificial limbs.

"he qi.ummuta om is the same and everything is the same, except the 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.
The proviso is:

Provided, That no artificial limbs, or commutation therefor, shall be furnished to

such persons as shall be entitled to pensions nnder this act.

The Senator from Illinois, when his attention was called to this
act, expressly declared that the bill which is now under consideration
was not, and was not intended to be, in gonflict with the provisions of
that law. I asked him whether the intention of the bill was to give
the pensioner inereased pension and commutation for a limb that he
conld not use. He replied:

Mr. LogaN. There is no such ohject at all. The law was passed without refer-
ence to the pensions, 'The object is just what is expressed on the face of the bill, to
give the man an artificial limb who lost a leg or arm in the service.

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

Mr, LogAN. He had the right to it except that the Surgeon-General construed
tho law not to extend further than the first five years. Hence it cuts him off; and

this is only to extend it every five years as the original intention of the law was.
That is what the bill means, and that is all it was intended it should mean.

He repeated that statement once or twice more, and the bill was
passed, with an amendment inserted npon my motion:

Provided, That this act shall be subjoect to the provisions of an act entitled “An
act to increaso pensions in cases,” approved June 18, 1874,

. Now, to show that I was right in my construction of the ohject and
purpose of this bill, and to show how disingenuous the advoeates of
the bill are, it comes back with an amendment suggested by the
committee of conference to the amendment offered hy me by the in-
sertion of the word “not” between the words “shall” and * be,” ex-
¥rcsuly exelnding the bill from the operation of the law of June 18,

874, 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
borune out by the facts, and that the object and purpose is as I stated
to accomplish the cirenmvention or repeal of that part of the law o
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 of
one class of peusioners and against all other classes who are not
named in the bill. The bill ought not to pass for another reason,
and that is because it is retroactive. It provides that the period at
which the commutation shall be given shall date back to June, 1870—
more than six years. But if the Senate desire fo pass the bill, if they
desire to have accomplished by this method what the advocates of
the bill are unwilling to submit as a distinet proposition, I have
nothing to say. I felt that, as the chairman of the committee having
these subjects in charge, being intrusted to a certain extent with the
administration of the revenue of the Government in this direction, it
was my duty to call the attention of the Senate to the objects and
purposes of the bill and to the unfair and incorrect argument nupon
which the hill is attempted to be forced through.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary for
Senators to defend themselves every time that other Senators think
some little advantage has been taken of them. I presume there 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 knnsa.s now that at the time
we were discussing the bill I understood it just as I then stated it,

nor did I know at that time that he or some other Senator or some
committee had inserted a proviso in a pension law recently that
deprived a part of these soldiers of this apparatus. I did not know
that; heuce Istated what Idid. The Hounse committee that reported
this bill niay have noticed that. I had not, and until my attention
was called to the provision which I will real I was totally ignorant
of it. The only distinetion I could discover between this bill and the
original law was the change that I stated which applied to the
Quartermaster-General instead of to the Secretary of War, and that
the word “person” was used in this bill instead of *officer, soldier,
sailor, marine.” These were the only two ehanges; but on examina-
tion I find that the Pension Committee in reporting a billin 1874 put
this proviso to a little short bill. This is the bill :

That all persons who are now entitled to pensions under existing laws, and whe
have lost either an arm at or above the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, shall
be left in the second class and shall receive §24 per mouth.

The proviso is, “ Provided that no artificial limbs or commutation
therefor shall be furnished to sach persons.”

That is the proviso which the Senator had reference to that T was
totally ignorant of. That is tosay, they got a proviso in a pension
bill in 1574 that prohibited all persons “-Eo had lost an arm at or
above the 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,
as 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 should be en-
titled to this apparatus, as muoch so as any others certainly. This
bill does change the law so that the commutation shall be furnished
by the Quartermaster-General instead of the Secretary of War, and
it dloes 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 huve mentioned.
That exception being put in a pension law, this bill cures that defect,
and my attention was called to it. As Isaid, the House commitiee
had noticed it ; I had not.

When we examined the bill before the Military Committee it was
not in reference to the pension law, but in reference to the existin
law as to limbs; and this was.the only change I saw in the bill, anﬁ
I so stated. That was the only error there was in the statement; but
I say now, althongh that error was made innocently on my part, yet
had I known this exeeption 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 passage 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
both hands, and that it is not proper to furnish them an apparatus if
they have lost both legs above the knee or both arms above the
elbow, then I am willing to say that his theory ought to be adopted
by the Senate of the United States; and that is all there is in this.

The House concurs in all the Senate amendments 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 unfortunate 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 word as to the proposition the Senator suggests in reference
to its being retroactive. The law as it stands, section 4788 of the
Revised Statutes, is: 5

Every person entitled to the benefits of the preceding section may, if he =0 elects,
recerve, instead of such limb or apparatus, the money value thereof, at the following
rates, namely : For artificial legs, §75; for arms, §30; for feet, §30; for apparatus
for resection, §50.

This, then, re-enacts the law as it stood in 1874. In 1874 all persons
had received this apparatus or had received the commutation money ;
hence this bill does not give commutation to any but those who made
the second application. It does nof 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
furnish to the persons embraced by the provisions of section 47876:;1:(1
we change this so as to nse the words “ Qunartermaster-General” in-
stead of ** Secre of War.”

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the S8enator from Illinois is a trifle
unjust in the argnment that he makes when he attempts to snggest
or intimate that the intention of the Committee on Pensions when
they recommended the passage of the law that was approved on the
18th of June, 1874, was to exclade certain classes of pensioners from
the 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 inereased,
I think, 89 per month npon the representation of the Commissioner
of Pensions and a bureau of medical officers there that they ought to
receive that sum in consideration of the disability which the loss of
the leg or arm at the points named inflicted upon them. They were
therefore placed in the possession of 2 much higher pension than they
had before, and the objeet of that was to compensate them for the
loss that they had suffered, and the Pension Burean and the board of
examining officers thonght that the sum of §4 per month was a
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reasonable sum to pay them, taken in connection with the general
standard that had been adopted for various bodily injnries. And at
that tiwe, in consequence of the fact that every man who has lost a
Jeg, whether he ean use an artificial leg or not, applies either for the
leg or for the commutation, the Commissioner of Pensions thonght
1bAt justice to all these classes of men required that when these men
accepted this higher grade of pension they should not be entitled to
the commutation for the limb unless they could use it. That was the
sole object of the law. There was no diserimination against a given
elass of peusioners. On the contrary, they were rated in the class
whove what they had previously been rated at, and the ohject of
the law was to give them compensation which the Bureau said was
a reasonable equivalent for the loss they had received when compared
with those allowed for other classes of injuries.

Mr. LOGAN. T will ask the Senator, does lie believe that because
a man is so badly wonnded that he cannot use the apparatus he
onght not to have a higher pension than the man who can use the
apparatus ¥

Mr. INGALLS. Why, Mr. President, I do not believe that the rate
of pension is high enough to make it a proper eqnivalent in any of
these cases, The Senator from Illinois would not ]lusu his leg for §24
a month; neither would any of us, It is in no sense whatever an
equivalent or compensation; buot it is the rate that has been estab-
lished by the Government as the nearest approach to equity when
it is taken into eonsideration with thesums 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 sight of an eye. This is not an independent, isolated case
to be considered by itself. Of course we all admit that the pension
of §24 per month is no equivalent for the loss of a leg; neither is the
#3 a month that is paid to the soldier any equivalent for his total
disability ; nor is $50 a month that is paid to those who require the
eonstaut care of others any equivalent or compensation for their ab-
solute helplessness; but the Government can afford to pay only so
much ; they have established a certain rate, and they have appor-
tioned between the different classes of disabilities the different sums
named in the pension law, and this is one that was adopted upon con-
sideration and upon what were believed to be equitable grounds, and
for the pnrpose of avoiding the continual claims that are made for
artificial limbs or commutation for them by persons who cannot use
them. Of course if the man cannot use the artificial leg, if he is so
injured that ho eannot use the artificial leg, there is no reason why
the Government shonld pay him for it. If the rate of pension that
he receives is not high enough, give him more; but do not pay hima
]:cusiou and at the same time give him an equivalent for an artifieial

imb edt.lmt- he is not able to use in consequence of the injury he re-
ceived, 3

Mr. LOGAN. I have only tosay in reference to that that if a man
has his arm off at the wrist and yon can give him a hand, that is all
right; he is entitled to it ; he may make useof that; but if his arm
is off above the elbow, so that he cannot use it for any purpose what-
ever, he ean only get the same character of pension as others, but he
is not entitled to an artificial limb, Why?

Mr. INGALLS, Within the last two years in conseqnence of that
very inequity that the Senator complains of, in consequence of the
injnstice that he complains of, they have been raised from the third
to the second class. That was why the bill was passed.

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that they have been raised somewhat.
Some get $3 a month and some get $15 and some $4 a month only,
and on np to$24 a month. Those who can use their arms or legs get
$24 a month! Now yon add an apparatus that others eannot use to
walk about, If they cannot use that apparatns they get §75 a leg,
That is a little more than §1 a month additional. Every five years he

ots $§75. For the sixty months he gets a little over a dollar a month.

'hat is all. I ask the people of this conntry if a man is so badly
wounded that he cannot use an apparatus to walk around on
whether they object to increasing his allowance in this way $1.25
a month? 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
¥mr cripple who cannot walk a step comes into this Hall and asks

or a little increase of pension, there is as much noise over it as if it
was a one-hundred-thousand-dollar eotfon claim.

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry ?

Mr, LOGAN, Yes, sir. -

Mr. CONKLING, The Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGALLS] was
speaking, as I understood him, of men so disabled that they cannot
use an artificial hand or leg. I should like to inquire of him or of the
Senator from Illinois what, in the view of the Senator from Kan
would become of cases like this? Here is a man whose arm is o
below the elbow ; he ean use an artificial hand; or his leg is ampu-
tated and he can use an artificial leg. That man afterward becomes
disabled. He is partially paralyzed, or he is overtaken by disease,
or he gets too weak to do manual laber and go about. He would not
profit by the higher rate of pension given to men who were originally
so disabled that they could not use an artificial limb; nor would he
in any way that T can see receive anything as the equivalent for his
limb; but he simply would become a loser of so much, owing to the
fact that he had become so munch more prostrate, so mneh more help-
less. It strikes me that there must be a pretty large percentage of
such cases; and I suggest to the Senator 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 proger one.

Mr. LOGAN. There are, I will say to the Senator, as I under-
stand—I have not the data so exactly that I can state the number
correctly—bat I have been informed by those who have inquired—that
there are about fiftecn hundred persons of this character, called pen-
sioners of the second class, with a leg off above the knee or an arm
off above the elbow. It is to them that this applies, and none other.
The rest all get this apparatus, or get their commutation, except this
fifteen hundred, or whatever the number may be. I understand fif-
teen hundred have a leg off above the kneo or an arm off above the
elbow. They are excluded. This bill puts them back and makes
some other changes. I think they are more entitled to it than any-
}Jorly else, and that this provision ought to have been inserted in the
aw.

Mr. BURNSIDE. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Kansas il
nnder the present law soldiers who have been crippled in this way
can renew the apparatus or get commutation for it ?

Mr, INGALLS. Dy cxpress provision of law they are entitled to
artificial limbs or commutation therefor onee in five years.

Mr. BURNSIDE, Then I think those who cannot wear them are
clearly entitled to commutation.

Mr. LOGAN, That is the point exactly.

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the soldier who can wear it is given the ap-
paratas and then §9 a month is added to his pension, with a view to
recompense that man, but no future issne of apparatus, then it will
be fair to give those soldiers who cannot wear it a commutation. If
the soldiers who can wear the ap[mrat.us are entitled to an arm or a
leg every five years, surely the soldiers who cannot wear it are enti-
tled to commutation.

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the first act, which was passed on the
16th of July, 1862, there was simply provision made for the pur-
chase of artificial limbs for soldiers and seamen disabled in the sery-
ice, to be expended under the direction of the Surgeon-General. The
first amendment to that law was on the 23th of July, 1866, and the
Secretary of War was then directed to furuish transportation to dis-
abled soldiers to and from their places of residence fo the places
where they could procure the artificial limbs, In 1863 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 June, 1870, the law was passed to which referenceis made in
the bill. That law provides—

That every soldier who was disabled during the late war for the sappression of
the rebellion, and who was furnishoed by the War ent with an artificial
limb, or:fppa.mtus 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 ically [practicably]
furnished, and at the expiration of every five years thereafter, under snch rezm
tions as may be g;escribefl by the Surgeon-General of the Army: Probided, That
the soldier may, if he so elect, receive, instead of said limb or a tus, the mone
value thereof, at the following rates, viz: For artificial legs, §753; for arms, 050’,.
for feet, §30 ; for apparatus for resection, §50.

And this was placed under the control of the 8 n-General. On
the 30th of June, 1870, an amendment was passed to that law pro-
viding that the benefits of all the acts then in force shonld be ex-
tended to all officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines; and there is
where the words come in which have been put into the bill in the
conference committee by amendment instead of simply “officers,
soldiers, seamen, and marines,” The law of June 30, 1870, was incor-
porated into the Revised Statutes, and was amended by the law of
June 18, 1574.

It does seem to me that justice, equity, and fair dealing, as ex-
hibited in all the legislation of Congress from 1862 up to June 18,
1874, require that the provisions of this bill shall be extended to the
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines, and I do hope that the bill will
pass as the conferees ag to it. I think if 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 date, 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 lien of it every five years they may receive 875 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.

The 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 has been
read twice.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Isl-
and yield to the Senator from Vermont ?

Mr. BURNSIDE. If I do not lose the floor.

Mr. MORRILL. It is only to alter the date in regard to the pave-
ment of Pennsylvania avenue.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to make a conference report which
the House wish acted npon.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I see no reason why the Senator from Vermont
should interpose his bill now. He can have it passed at any time.
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the Sénator from Rhode Island yield
to me to make a conference report?

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Honses 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 Hounses s follows:

That the House recede from its disagrecment to the amendment of the Senate
and 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 jurisdiction to
make or suffer partition of such estate or estates. In proceedings for partition,
all s in interest shall be made parties in the same manner as in cases of equi
jurmon. And in pmwadings 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.

“8Ero. 2. That the court, in all cases in partition, may, if it satisfactorily
appears that said lands and tenements, or an te or interest therein, cannot be
divided without loss or injury to the parties interested, decree a sale thereof and a
division of the mon?' m-isinﬁmm such sale among the parties according fo their
respective rights and interes

*SEc. 3. That in all such sales, nnless the eourt shall by special order direct or
require on good causs shown that the sale be made for cash, the purchase-money
shall be payable one-third on day of sale, one-third in one year, and one-third in
two years thereafter, with intemst,‘ the deferred paymenta to be secured to the

es, according to their res ve interedts, by ﬁod and sufficient mortgage
upon the premises so sold, which shall be subject to the approval of the court.”

And that the Senate agree to the same.

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

T. 0. HOWE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The report was concurred in.

o REPAVEMENT OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE.

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

. 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 cousideration of the bill which he has named.

he motion was agreed fo; and the Senate, as in Commiftee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part
of section 5 of an act entitled “An act anthorizing 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 Honse 7

Mr. MORRILL. Itis just as it came from the House.

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

PROPOSED RECESS.

Mr. MORRILL. Inow ask the SBenator from Rhode Island to allow
mwe to take up and pass a bill appointintﬁ a joint commission on the
silver question, which was proposed by the House 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 ount.

Mr. ]E‘O(?AN . I shall object to taking up that bill at this time,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

Mr. LOGAN. I will not object to taking it up after awhile.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate e & 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 hoRe the qnestion will be taken on my motion
now, and then I 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 vel{egood dinner at home, but

et I trust lie will not press this matter. t us go on and finish the
{usiness now, withont a recess.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island
molveskthat the Senate take a recess from half past 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.
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 Ala-

Mr. COOPER. I object.
Mr, SPENCER. Ishould 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.

Mr. COOPER. Not without notice, I take it.

Mr, SPENCER. I think I have a right to have the resolution
for information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reported for
information.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolntion, as follows:

Whereas it is alleged that the late election, August 7, 1876, in the State of Ala-
bama for State officers and members of the Legislature—

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

Mr. SPENCER. You ean object to the consideration, but not to the
reading 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. C(’)OPE . But can it be read by the Clerk without unanimous
consent

The PRESIDEIE‘&?O tempore. The Senator from Tennessee ob-
jeots to its being at the desk. The Senator from Rhode Island
suggests that the Senator from Alabama read it.

r. INGALLS. Rule 14 provides that—

‘When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same is objected to b
Senator, it shall be et.erm]::ad byn\rotaoftimﬂmnste, nndwitbz{l?debm i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 8o the Chair nnderstands.
Mr. INGALLS. It does not lie within the power of one Senator to
object.

r, COOPER. The point of order I make is this: There is no ques-
tion before the Senate and a Senator cannot eall for the reading of a
paper unless there is a question before the Senate, under that rule.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama
move the reading of the resolntion? --

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, Angust 7, 1876, in the State of Ala-
bama, for State officers and members of the Legislature, was characterized by
great frands, 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 s‘l:{)l‘lbﬁl:an majorities existed were not opened for voting, ob-
stacles were interposed 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
majority of more than 40,000 ; and whereas the ture thus chosen will have
the election of a Senator to represent that State in this body; and whereas, if
these nllegtinna are true, a great number of the citizens of the United States
have had their riﬁ‘hts under the Constitution and laws of the United States wick-

edly violated : Therefore,
loed, That a ittee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair to inves-
ding said elec-

tigate the truth of the said nlloyflnt.iona and the circumstances atten
ﬁua, wititnpowgr 5:;; sit during tde recess, to c{igt said S‘Me to make their mi;mtﬁ;

ons, to sen; persons and papers, an use all necessary process
grfomnoeof their duties; and to make "T’" to the Senate doring 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. Dees the Senator from Tennessee

object to the Epresent consideration of the resolution?
r. 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 consideration 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 pro tempore. He had a right to offer it, but ob-
Jjeetion was made to its present consideration.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithought the Chair had been led to acquiesce in
the notion that the resolution could not be snbmitted.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. The Chair stated that
if objection was made to the readin%’ the question would be sub-
mitted to the Senate. There being no business before the Senate, the
Senator from Alabama had a right to snbmit his resolution.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely suggest that on being submitted, it be-
ing a paper properly submitted, we should have a ri%ht. 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 the Senator had
a right to have it read at the desk, and if anybody objected it must
lie over for consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 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 consideration, and the resolution goes
over under the rule.

COAST SURVEY REPORTS.

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to
whom was referred a concurrent resolution to print extra copies of
tafgorta of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the use of the
office, to report it withont amendment, and I ask for its present con-
sideration. It is the nsnal resolution which when presented is always

. 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-
legdent of the Coast Survey.
fr. EDMUNDS. How much will it cost?

Mr. ANTHONY. There are only two thousand copies; I move its
present consideration.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider
the following resolution:

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 1,000 ex-
tra copies of the report of the SBuperintendent of the Coast Survey for the year
ending June 30, 1574, and that the same number of copies of his re; for the year
guﬂ‘lng Junie 30, 1875, be printed for distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast

nrvey.

The resolution was conenrred in.
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the resolution of the House pro-
viding for the final adjournment of Congress be taken from the table.
Mr. PADDOCK. I ask my colleague to give way one moment, in
order that I may ask the SBenate to proceed to consider the bill which
I asked to have considered this morning.
h_mlr:IFITCHCOCK. After this is acted upon my colleague can get
is Lill up. :

Mr. ANTHONY. Does not the motion of the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. HITGIIC()CK} require unanimous consent ¥

Mr. LOGAN. In that case I object.

Mr. WEST. The resolution was reported on Saturday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was reported on
Saturday and lies on the table. The motion is to take if from the
table, which is in order.

Mr. ANTHONY. To pass that resolation now is to decree that we
shall give up &ll the business now before the Senate. We cannot act
upon 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 resolufion.

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 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— ’

(;lti'fl.ILOGAN . Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to say a
w

Mr. WEST. Certainly.

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave buf this te say. I do not see what the anx-
iety of the Senator frem 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 ‘};asssge of a cer-
tain bill that I am very desirous of getting up. It isnow 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 other matters. The conference report on the
Indian Dill has not been agreed fo, 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.

r. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Illinois what the con-
dition of the bill is with reference to Indian hostilities ?

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

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir,itis. Thereis another matter I desire to eall
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to, and it is this: Sev-
eral days ago, at the 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 filling up the ranks of the cavalry to go against the Indians
who are perpetrating acts of hostility upon the white settlers on the
frontier. That bill has not yet been acted on by the House. Isay to
the Senator from Nebraska who was very anxious, as both the Sen-
ators from Nebraska were, a few days ?o to have aresolution passed
calling for volunteers, that I cannotunderstand his anxiety about the
resolution for final adjournment.

Mr. PADDOCK. 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 resolution in my pocket to offer to the SBenate which
I will then ask the SBenate to pass anthorizing the President to call
ouf volunteers; but I do not desire to do that if the House will act
upon the other bill.

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the chairman of the Committee
on Military Affairs that I wish he would introduce his resolution at
once,

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

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know how long a time is requisite to
convinee the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs whether
or not the House intend to pass either of the bills for the inerease of
military forces in the Northwest. I have arecollection of a promise
from the honorable Senator, made several days ago, that if the Housé
failed on that day he wonld before the close of the session of the Sen-
ate on that parficular day report a bill to allow the acceptance of
volunteers by the 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-
mittee on Military Affairs also failed to make that report.

Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I will say that I
do not get up here for the purpose of criticising the House or 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. Iam only the organ of the
committee. The committes 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 better than to
call for volunteers. Cavalry regiments can be more readily filled u
to go against these Indians than to make a call for volunteers nng
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 take the next best means we can. Inasmuch as
the Senator lives on the border and has been so desirous with refer-
ence to protection against these hostilities, it does not seem to me that
it is the best course for him fo ask for an adjournment until the House
act upon a measnre of so much importance,

Mr. WEST. Imustinsist 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 tosay a word. I wish tobring 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, an(ll unlegs
we get nnanimous consent fo 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
has it in bhis power to make us sit to-mnorrow. Now let us consider
that bill, and if there is objection fo it we shall have to sit to-morrow.

Beveral BENATORS, 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 or&er to fix npon some
time to nd%ourn. I believe we can and ought to adjourn to-day.

Mr. WEST. Sup somebody should objeet to the bill 7

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ido not believe any Senator on this floor will
take the responsibility of preventing action on the Indian appropria-
tion bill, which he can do by a si.ng%a objection.

Mr. WEST, Try it and see.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If he does I am perfectly willing that he shall
take that responsibility., I certainly have no desire to dictate toany

" 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 ::Eonm promptly. I
certainly think a majority of the Senate might be registered upon
that question.

Mr. WINDOM. I have been pressed to call np the conference re-
port on the Indian appropriation bill, and I now ask unanimous eon-
sent to proceed to the present consideration of the report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has
moved to take up the adjournment resolution. :

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I will withdraw it for that purpose.

Mr. WINDOM. I ask if it does not require unanimous consent to
take up the rﬁgmrt.l

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itdoes. 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, (‘bo Mr. Hitcacock.) I told you so.

Mr. HITCHCOEK. I renew my motion,

Mr. WINDOM. Is there any way under the rules by which the re-
po'{‘th cagéb% é;anlzx}%% %P' I want tha(t; undgmtood. i

e tempore. One objection prevents the re;

from bein considereﬁr:o-day. . P -

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of the adjonrnment resolution. :

Mr. EDMUNDS. The idea of our agreeing to any definite moment
of adjonrnment until the business that is in(ﬁapenmb]e 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 dne 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 for objecting, and until they are
disposed of I shall continue to ask that the rules of the Senate be en-
forced: 1 am as anxious to go home as anybody else is, but the idea
of now agreeing 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 fhe bnsiness nbmlnteli
indispensable is disposed of, then we can take np this resolution an
put tﬁ: time twenty minutes ahead, and if the Honse agree to it we
are dissolved. They would not wish to agree to it any socner. They
ought to reject a time themselves if we were fo send it over now, un-
til we know that essential measures to carry on the Government have
received the approval of the President. I hope my friend, therefore,
will not; insist on pressing this taking up now.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The qgeetion is on agreeing to the
motion of the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate take the
table the adjournment resolution from the House.

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or-
dered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Gno?er. Davis, Eaton, Hitcheock, Jones of Flor-
ila, Kelly, Kernan, Key, MeCreery, MeDonald, Masey, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad-
doek, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, and Whyte—2L.

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis-
consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, In-
gm Jones of Nevada, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, Satgent,

pencer, West, and Windom—24.
ADSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Baynﬂh]!mce. Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis. Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Ham-
lin, Howe, Johnston, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman,
Wadleigh, Wallace, )“"it.hers. and Wright—=26.

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

RECESS.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 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; as follows:
YEAB—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis-
consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghnysen, Jones of
[cDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morriil, Patterson, t, Spen-
AYS—Messrs. Bogy, Co'c‘.'mil. Cocrger. Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Harvey, Ingalls,
Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad-
dock, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, ktavenson. and Whyte—22.
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Ilamlin, Hitch-
cock, Howe, Jolmston, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman,
Wadleigh, Wallace, Withers, and Wright—326.

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.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. G. M. Apawms,
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the
" eommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the bill (H. R. No. 3165) relating to partition of real estate in the
District of Columbia.

THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT.

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 n.glreml 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 tempore. The question is on the pas of
the resolution, upon which the yeas and nays have been orde

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, the Senate, by a majority vote, has
substituted 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 establishment of religion or prohibit-
ing the free exercise thercof ; and no money raised by taxation in any State for the
support of public schools or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any pub-
lic lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any mhgious 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 distinetion
[Mr. Blaine] in the party with which he acted and very well known
to the country ; and I believe that it met with no considerable oppo-
sition in any quarter. It declares that money raised in a State by
taxation for the support of public schools or derived from any public
fund therefor or any publie lands devoted thereto shall not be under
the eontrol of any religions sect or denomination, nor shall any money
so raised be divided among the sects or religious denominations.
Were this before the Senate I weunld support it.

I shiould be opposed, if the people of a State were entirely of one
denomination, and that the one to which I belong, to placing moneys
raised for the support of publie schools under the control of that re-
ligions denomination.

But there has been another article g]roposed 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 atteution to
the various provisions of it.

ArricLe XVL

No State shall make any law ren(-{)eel:in an establishment of rel O Pro

1%1:0&1»01&11:1” tl'ml;wf; and no mﬁjginuu test l;hgll:lt over ‘biﬁi%nlrgd E::
to any office or public trust under any State. No public property,
and no publio revenue of, nor any loan of ceredit by or under the authority of, the
United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal corporation, shall he
:Emmm_to. or made or used for, the support of any school, educational or
er lation, under the control of any religious or anti-religions sect, organ-
ization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenetsof any religious
or anti-religions sect, org ion, or denomination shall be taught ; and no such
particular creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school or institution sup-
ported in whole or in part by such revenue or lean of credit; and no such appro-
priation or loan of credit shall be made te any religions or anti-religious seet. or-
ganization, or denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article
shall not be eonstrued to prohibit the reading of the Bible in any school or institu-
tion; and it shall not have the effect to impair rights of property already vested.
8ec. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to de for the
prevention and punishment of violations ofplh article.

I cannot, with my views of what is wisoe either for the Fedoeral
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 wae o be a
Government with power to make treaties with foreign countries, to
provide for the general defense, to furnish a currency, to regnlate
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 eonld not properly act.
The framers of the Constitution believed also that it was wiser and
better 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 the
State, to the regnlating of the domestic relations, to the title to
property, the modes in which it conld be fransferred; in a word, that
the peopia of each State shonld have the exclusive power to manage
their local and mternal affairs as they thonght best for their own ha
piness and prosperity. I think all experience shows how wise this
was and is.

It was and is wise in reference to the perpetunity and strength of -
the 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 people 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
Missouri, 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 man; these
local affairs for themselves. It makes the Federal Government
strong to leave local affairs to the people of the Btate, becanse the

ople of different States then do not come in conflict in the Halls of

ongress as to loeal government and policy, in re; to which they
may have very different interests and views. The founders of the
Federal Government had the wisdom to perceive the advantage of
leaving to the people of each State the control and management of
their local Btate matters.

Believing this to be wise, believing that nothing baot 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 Btate could not act for themselves.

Now, Mr. President, in my judgment this wise principle which has
worked so well in the past is violated by the proposed amendment
reported to the Senate by the Judiciary Committee, and which is now
under consideration,

Mr. MORTON. I shonld like to ask the Senator this question,
whether the amendment as it came from the House does not violate
the principle for which he is contending ?

Mr, KERNAN, Ianswer with entire frankness that to some ex-
tent it does. -

Mr.EDMUNDS. It does to every extent as far as it goes.

Mr, KERNAN. Iwillanswer franklythat I believe that the matterof
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 exercised wisely and well by the people of each
State for themselves. But I recognize that moneys raised to snpport
common publie schools are a fund to support a system which pervades
the Union ; this system is reg with great inferest by a large por-
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tion of our people; and it is a single snhject. Inasmuch as there was
danger that sectarian dissensions would arise in regard to the com-
mon-school moneys, inasmuch as it was asserted that efforts wore
being made to divide these moneys between the religious denomina-
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 these
groundless fears as to the common schools and avert the evils which
spring from religious prejudices.

Therefore I say that while I believe that it is wiser and better to
lJeave the people of each State free to maintain their schools as 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 mauny State constitutions, as in that of New York, there are pro-
visions which forbid the application ol money raised for common
schools to any other object. Yet if it wonld 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, althongh, as the Senator from Indiana says, it is
against the prineiples I believe to be wise. But I consider the pro-
posed amendment now before the Senate as going far beyond that
pro by Mr. Blaine; and in my judgment, instend of allaying
strife and dissension, it will increase them and bring evil to our
sehools, to onr institutions, and to the people of our country.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly tell ns—

Mr. KERNAN. AsI promised to get through in a few minutes, and
want to state my views withont argning them, I must decline to yield
now, and after I am through, if my friend wishes, I will answer him.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was asking for light.

Mr. KERNAN. 1 know my friend wants light, but he has got a
fine intellect and he does not expect to get it from me, I fear; butif
he does, what little light I can shed wil? 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?
Mr. KERNAN. Yes, sir.

As I 8aid, I think the proposed amendment before the Senate vio-
lates seriounsly, 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 States, the
people of the several States shonld exercise the power as they re-
served it in the original Constitution, untrammeled.

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

No State shall make any law respectiog an establishment of relizion, or prohib-
iting the free exercise thereof; and no rel:'{;ieuu test shall ever be required asa
qnalification to auy office or public trust nnder any State.

That provision has iy most hearty commendation ; but for all that
it is not necessary to put it in the Federal Constitation. That mat-
ter was discnssed in the convention that made the Constitution, and
it was not thonght wise to put in any such provision, but to leave it
to the States; and we have gone on little less than a century, begin-
ning with clanses in the constitutions of many States, making dis-
tinctions on account of religious creeds, and I believe they have all
disappeared from every State constitution except that of the State of
New Hampshire; and I venture to say that will scon be changed.
There is a provision in the constitution of that State that no one can
be elected governor unless he is of the Protestant religion, and so as
to members of the Legislature of the State. ButIam 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 the sacred rights of conscience. In the constitution of my
own State in reference to any interference with a man’s conscientious
convictions as to religion it is declared :

The free exercise and enjoyment of religions profeszion and worship, withont
discrimination or preference, shall forever be allowed in this State to all mankind.

It makes no religious test a qnalification for any office; and this I
believe is true as to other States except New Hampshire. Therefore
I assume as to this provision which I have read, the first clause in
the article, there is really no need forit. It would be an insnlf to
the people of every State in this Union, New Hampshire ineluded, to
say that there was danger that they wonld begin now to establish a
State religion, or begin to prohibit its exercise, or make religions be-
lief a test or qualification for holding office.

I cannot conceive that there is any need of onr having a constitu-
tional amendment to guard the people of a State against anything of
that kind, and I say it very sincerely, because I realize that if there
is aprejndice of that kind perchance it exists most strongly against
those with whom I believe 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 suthority of the United States, or any State, Territory, Distriet, or
municipal corporation, shall be appropriated to, or made or nsed for, 1he support of
any school, educational or other wnstitution, under the eontrol of any religions or
anti-religious seet, organizatio, or denomination, or wherein the particular ereed
or teneta of any religions or anti-religious sect, organization, or denomination shall
be tanght. And no such particular creed or tencts shall be read‘or tanght in any
school or institution supported in whole or in part by such revenue or loan of credit.

In the constitutions of sorhe of the States the people have thonght

it wise to insert a provision that no fuuds or property of the State
should be given to any private institution, but should be used only
to support the institutions of the Government; but this provision
under consideration is not of that character. Thisseems to be aimed
at something else. This leaves the United States Government 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
under this amendment give a piece of land to Bishop Whipple for an
Indian school or church, I allnde to Lim because I know he is the
zealous Episeopal bishop of Minnesota who has taken such an 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 the
public land for his little church or for his mission school, because of
course he would teach tke Indians the creed of that denomination of
which he is a bisho;iu.

Let us go a little further. How are yon fo get on under this
amendment ! This Government has soldiers’ homes; it has, T be-
lieve, some hospitals in this Distriet that it aids to support, and some
other good Christian benevolent institutions; but what will be the
effect of this amendment? “No particular creed” is, the langnago
“or tenet ” can be “read or tanght ” in yoursoldiers’ home or in your
school for orphan children or in any other institations supported or
aided by the Government. Take the soldiers’ home. A man is thers
who has gone there and is taken care of there because of the wonnds
he 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 the mother that reared him perchance, or from his
friends, or from other associations, a leaning to the Methodist denom-
ination and sends for a elergyman of that church and asks that he
may be tanght that form of Christianity; and yet with this amend-
meunt in force, he cannot in that institution be taught that creed. So
with an orphan asylam supported in whole or in part by the Unifed
States. You may say there are but few such institutions nnder the
Federal 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 !ittf}e 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 an iron rule to bear upon the people of every State that t.heislv
shall not permit any Christian ¢ to be “read or tanght” in sue
an institntion to these children? Ifis at war, it seems to me, with all
that is wise and all that is good in the State. Go to States where
such institntions 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 onght to have thie means to practice that
which he believes to be his :fut,y in reference to worshiping his
Maker and means to allow everybody else to do the same ampi will be
zealons that everybody else shall have the same right. 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 the re-
ligious service and teaching according to their faith or that of their
parents. We cannot deal with juvenile delinquents so as to reform
them except by endeavoring to supply the place of parents, 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 allowing 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 their parents. But this amendment wonld prohibit the
teaching them any creed.

Take the State prison. We send men there for reformation; and
under this provision, as it is a State institution maintained by State
funds, there conld be no particular ereed or tenet read or tanght to
a man either in the chapel, where they have one, or in his cell.

A man is under sentence of death in prison. He had a mother of
some religious creed who taught him in his boyhood the prayers and
the observances of the church to which she belonged. He has com-
mitted crime; he is to be executed as a eriminal; he is to face his
Maker, and the memory of early years comes back, and he asks to
have brought to him a clergyman of the denomination to which his
mother belonged. The elergyman comes to him and is ready to teach
him as he wants to be instructed, in that creed which he has from
some cause or other, conviction or prejudice, a desire to be instructed
in; and yet under this amendment he caunot read or teach him the
religious tenets and creed that he wants to know and the faith in
which he wishes to die.

Take your State hospitals and prisons, They are institutions of
the State, supported entirely by the public money, and in every one
that I ever heard of in our Siate, in every jail, every reformatory,
and every prison, the keeper that would not send for the minister of
the gospel of that religions persuasion which the inmate wished and
allow him to teach him and read tohim and have him unite with him
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in the religions service to which the person was attached, or instruet
him in that which he wished to be instructed in, wounld be denounced,
and there would be a ery of indignation at such a violation of the
rights of conscience by peoil]?] of every creed. But this amendment
forbids the reading or teaching of any creed or tenet of religion in
aniy such instifutions. T
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, April 15 ; and yet that law cannot be carried out in their
ublic institutions if this amendment to the Constitution of the
nited States were in force except as youn incur the penalties which
Congress may enact under it. I will read that law:

MASSACHUSETTS.
[Chapter 126.]
An aet to provide for religious instruetions in prisons.
Be it enacted, dc., as follows:

Skc. 1. No mma{a of any prison, jail, or house of correction in this Common-

wealth sball be denied the excrcise of his religious belief and liberty of wor-
s!:i]al.ug God acmrdingto the dictates of the e within the place where
such inmates may be kept or eonfined, and it shall be the duty of the officers and

boards of officers having the management and direction of any such institutions to
make such rules and as may be necessary to carry out the intent and
provisions of this act.

SEC. 2. Nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to impair the w
fttsmy pr;:?n as far as may be needful for the good government and safe of

SEc. 3. This act shall take effect upon its passage.

(Approved April 15, 1875,) 5]

A man in one of the institutions named in this act desires to be
tanght and instrueted in the tenets and creed of one of the religious
denominations or he desires to have the service of the church he be-
longs to read tohim; they wonld be madin;i:r teaching the tenets
of some ereed, 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 toread 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.

010,

bill to the liberty of conscience in matters of religion to im

~ sy oust;d or.detained by authority of hli#jl eenin tapcie

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the"General Assembly of the Stats of Okio, 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 08 institution, or any house of
refnge, work-house, jail, or publie asylum of the State, no person in any such insti-
tution shall be compelled to attend religions worship or institation of a form which
is against the dictates of his or her conscience; and it shall be the duty of eveg
director, trustee, superintendent, or other person having in charge any such insti-
tation to farnish eqnal facilities to all such persons for receiving the ministrations
of the suthorized cl of their own religions denomination or persuasion,
under such reasonable rules and regulations as the trustoes, directors, managers, or
superintendents shall make; but no such rules shall be so construed as to prevent
any clergyman of any denomination from fully administering the rights of his de-
nomination to suchi:ylmnten: Provided, That such ministration entail no expense
on the public mﬁ

Ssr.‘.g. This act take effect from and after its passage,

That is the spirit of our institutions; thatis the spirit in which the
people of the States are acting, providing that these criminals even
these ountcasts that go to the poor-houses or reformatories, may call
upon a Christian minister of the religious denomination which he
prefers, and there he shall be allowed fo teach and minister to him in
the State instigntion; this would be in violation of this amendment if
it were made a part of the Constitution.

Bat go a little further. We all know that in our communities, and
especially in our cities, thers 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 becoming a de-
struction to themselves. The Protestant ladies appeal to the benevo-
lent and they build their asylums as they havedonein almostevery city
of our State,in some of them more than one. They appeal to the be-
nevolent to help them; they have collectionsin the churches, they have
fairs. The institution is mainly erected and supported with donations,
They gather in these children, and occasionally the State gives them
aid or the city gives them aid Upon economical principles they can
aiford to give them aid, because it is the cheapest way of prevent-
ing them from becoming criminals and making them useful members
of society ; and yet must they go on without teaching those children
any religions creed? If it chances to be members of the episcopal de-
nomination who fonnded and have the charge of such an institution,
they teach and bring them up in that form of creed and worship which
they themselves believe in. In a word, they malke themselves fathers
and mothers fo 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, exeept on the condition that no religious creed shall
be taught the children.

In my own city (and it is a good illnstration of what I want to say)
there are two orphan asylums that are a credit to any place, They

have iﬁne on side by side in the utmost harmony j the promoters of
each think better of the other for what they are doing. One isun-
der the Protestant ladies’ board of trustees; the other is under the
Sisters of Charity, wholookafter the Catholic orphan children. There
is no prejudice there. If a Protestant lady finds an orphan child
whose parents were Catholies she talkes it to the institution nnder
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 fo take them. We have a poor-house; it is agood
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 ted, 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 of Cath-
olie parentage, to the Sisters’ asylum, and to send all the others tothe
Protestant asylum, and the county pays them less for eduncating and
earing for them than it would cost in the pcor-house. Thuswe have
brought up and edncated in these asylums children that wounld
from the l}oar-honse 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 shounld be tanght, that religions creed which those having the
institutions in charge believe and practice.

Qur State has occasionally given them aid, and there has been no
Lea]ouay and no trouble. When they have been overburdened there

as 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 panpers and from the ex-
pense of criminals. Bnt this could not be done under the amend-
ment. Each is under the control of a religions denomination—in
each a religious creed is taught.

The best practical prineipleis to leave all these matters to the State
and to the neighborhood. You 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, “BSuffer little
children to come nnto me.”

Take hospitals. Such institutions have to be supported in some
degree usually by public funds and in part by contributions from the
benevolent. A man in the hospital sick, brought to thoughtfulness
by his eondition, warned perchance by the nurse or the physieian 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 religious instruction in youth,
not much ; I want to be tanght the tenets of your church; explain
them to me; teach them to me.” It cannot bedone; the hospital is
supported in part by the State. He does not want a mere general
f(;md. He asks to be instructed in that which he wishes to under-
stan

I submit, Senators, that when you reflect on afew 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 .Foor
sick cheaper than they ecan be cared for in public hosFitals. ake
the hospital in my own city. It isin charge of ladies of a particular
creed who give their services becanse they think it their duty. They
started without an{thing 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 clergvman 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 he 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 {s a land of charitable, benevolent, and Christian people. Say
what you please, you will find in every corner of it, in every denom-
ination people who have fervent convictions for their own creed and
people who wonld always give every other person, and especially in
an institution;tgnblic or private, opportunity of having precisely the
ministrations that he desired and which he believed essential to his
salvation. If it is a public institution under this amendment, yon
must shut ont 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 paun-
perism, takes cave of paupers better than they can be elsewhere, you
may apply to the State, and if the State %ivaa you aid you 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
their last sickness, to meet their Judge, to account for all they did or
omitted to do on earth, N

I objeet to this 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-
ity as it exists in every denomination of Christians.

But it has been said that it applies only wherein a particular
creed or tenet is taught. Each denomination believes that its
creed and its forms and its doetrines are trne, If children are under
their charge, they will so bring them up in that creed. In sickness
they will have the patients attended by a eclergyman teaching the
creed which the patient believes in.

Now, I submit that we should not say that all these instifutions
which get aid at all from the public funds or which are established
by the State must bar their doors against every such thing. In this
country where the denominations of Christians differ in form and in
tenets of religion to some extent, you can only bring up the child in
the asylum ; you can reform the criminal only by giving him an op-
portunity to practice in the institution where he is that creed to
which he is attached or as to the truth of which he has eonvictions.

How does this amendment look to a Christian? In onr funda-
mental law we not only provide that the Federal Government shall

ive no money for any such purpose, but throughout this broad land
in every State we are to put in the Federal Consifution an iron rule
that they shall not aid an institution of charity because it is under
the control of the Methodist denomination or they teach its doctrines
to the iumates. Although they are doing a great work for those who
have been eriminal, who were and are of their faith, to those who are
orphans and of their faith; althongh they do good and are benefiting
the State by bringing them up in morality, by iustructing and ineul-
cating and indoctrinating them with the views of Christianity they
profess, yet you say we will ent them off, we will shnt ont Chris-
tianity and anti-Christianity. I cannot quite conceive what state of
things there is to be in an orphan asylum, a hospital, or a reforma-
tory. These charitable institutions will be fonnded and they will be
man by zealous hands and active feet belonging to one or the
other ef Christian denominations. They have their faith, and so be-
lieving they do not want to profrude their views upon others, but
they gather up their own pauper children, their own pauper sick,
their own panper aged in these institutions. Yet you say the State
shall not enco them in their need by aiding from the treasury
according to the will of the people of the State, because they teach
that creed that makes them these ministering angels and zealous
workers,

No city can aid the institution, no country can do it, no State can
do it. ile they can give to any other enterprise they shall not
help with the public funds these zealons people who give their labors
and their lives to this work. All Christian denominations have these
zealons men and women, and by this amendment you say neither
State nor city shall aid them, although a roof cannot be cl over the
orphan children who are being cared for, in a place where they can be
brought up and where it is the will of the State they shall be brought
up, unless youn banish religion and religious teaching.

1 trust therefore that we will dismiss this idea. Take the ragged
school ; take any other school that is gotten up by benevolent people.
Teke the city of New York, where they have schools for these ragged
boys that were running to destruction, and where they teach them in
schools nunder charge of almost every denomination, Our State has
thought it wise, where so much has been dune by these denomina-
tions to relieve the State from 1pa.nperism and crime and make good
citizens of those who else would be a burden, to aid them, and we
have done it and done it very cheerfully. Certainly if it was a
Protestant institution I would do it all the more cheerfully, becanse
they were educating those children in the ereed which the parents
and friends of the children wish them to be educated in. Buf this
amendment cuts them off from aid if they teach the child the religiouns
creed of its parents.

Therefore I am opposed to putting anything in this Constitution
that becomes a bar upon the people of the State as fo what they may
deem wise as to all these institutions. They are home duties; they
are home objects; the ple will correct if there is any abuse.
These institutions reform those who otherwise would go untaught
for want of parents, that wounld go to destruction because the poor
boys and girls wounld learn erime in the way they were left long be-
fore they learned anything about that ereed and that SBavior who
di&l(}a. to save them anc{ whose Christian people they should grow up
to

One farther snggestion. The last clause is:

. 2. Congrre 1 have er, by appropri egislation, rovi
L o s s b o ki o Ve e o
If the article stood without this, laws in violation of it would be
void. The courts would have to so declare them. But by this you
transfer to Congress the questions. Of conrse I entertain great respect
for Congress; but it is not the best body in the world to be legis-
. lating on the sabject of this amendment.

There will be irritating contention and litigation as o the mean-
ing of this article. It may be claimed that while there can be no ap-
propriation to an institution under the control of one religious sect
there may be to an institution under the control of seets united.
Then what is the meaning of the term “ particnlar ereed or tenets t”

I trust, therefore, the amendment will not be adopted, but that we
shall leave the States to manage their domestic instifutions as the
people in each State may choose. The Federal Government will be
stronger; there will be more satisfaction with it, and the affairs of

the State will be better administered than we can do it in Congress,
where it is so difficult to legislate much, and where from our not being
familiar with the wants of the people of the States it is so difficult
to act wisely or well concerning matters which affect them peculiarly.

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, Protestant though I am, and sprung
from ancestors who belonged to the séraightest sect of Irish Presby-
terians, and imbibing the prejudices which I must confess attach to
such surroundings, nevertheless I fail not to remember that I was
born in a State colonized by Roman Catholies, in whose soil the ban-
ner of religious toleration was first planted on this American conti-
nent. Feor the obtension of religious as well as civil liberty the Ro-
man Catholics of Maryland, represented by the patriotic Carroll of
Carrollton, pledged their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honors
in the revolutionary struggle. Should I, as a representative of Mary-
land, vote for this amendment, I shonld deem myself faithless to the
spirit of the history of my native State. In my judgment the danger
is not present which this article, proposed in response to an ephemeral
popular demand, is designed to avert; and it seems to me, to use plain
words, nearly an accusation against a large body of fellow-citizens
as loyal to republican liberty as we proclaim ouorselves to be. .

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 7

Mr. WHYTE. I am goingtospeak batthree minutes by the watch,
and I beg my friends not to interrnpt me. I will yield, however, for
a question if the Senator desires to put one.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question I wished to ask was precisely in
point to what the Senator was saying, that there was no present
danger of the kind to which he alludes, whether he had read the
mandate ordinarily called the eneyclical letter and the syllabus of
eITors &mmul ated by the holy Pontiff in 1864 on this very subject ?

Mr. WHYTE. Yes; but 1864 is not 1876 by a long shot.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It Jacks twelve years of it.

Mr. WHYTE. And a good many things which people did in 1864
they do not do to-day, I am ha.ggy to ad(%-.B

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that he under-
stands that the principles or declarations of this letter have been
changed, or withdrawn, or modified !

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 should like to see the proof of if.

Mr. WHYTE. Has the Senator read Archbishop Pureell’s recent
letter on this very subject

Mr. EDMUNDS. Arehbishop Purcell is not the Pope.

Mr. WHYTE. But Archbishop Purcell, I suppose, would not speak
in opposition to the desires of the Pope—

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know.

Mr. WHYTE. Any more than some gentlemen here speak in op-
position to the will of the republican party.

I was about to say that the first amendment to the Constitution

revents the establishment of religion by congressional enactment;
it probibits the interference of Congress with the free exercise thereof,
and leaves the whole power for the propagation of it with the States
exclusively; and so far as I am concerned I propose to leave it there
also.

Called away from this Chamber, Mr. President, to discharge other
duties for my State, and fearing that I may be absent when the vote
on this amendment is taken, I desire thus publiely to record my op-
position to the passage of any such amendment, whether coming from
the House of Representatives or emanating from the Judiciary Com-
mittee of the Senate.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have already once called
attention to the resolution as it came from the House. That resolu-
tion proposed to amend the Constitution of the United States so as
to prevent any moneys raised for publie schools, or lands dedicated
for public-school purposes, from bain%eunder the control of any re-
ligious sect or denomination, or from being divided among them,and
that is all there is of it. It did not propose to prohibit any State or
the United States from raising any amount of mouney by taxation, or
from voting any amount of property for the support of any reli%ious
sect or denomination, or for any sectarian or denominational sehool,
but the division of money already raised for public schools or the di-
version of property already dedicated to the support of public schools
is in the most sof;mn manner by this resolution of the House de-
clared by the House and every man who voted for it a great public
evil; not only an evil, but an evil of such magnitude and of such im-
minence as to call for a constitutional prohibition. Such is the clear
declaration which the Honse have made to us, and every man who
voted for that resolution has made 1o us, of the evil to be gnarded
against. What is thisevil? In what does the evil consist? Cer-
tainly it is no greater evil to do this wrong, for the resolntion admits
it to be a wrong, indirectly than it would be to do it directly. What
then is the evil, and what are the prineipleswhich would be violated
without this constitutional provision? I {ake it to be this: In a
country situated like ours, where the conscience is left free, where
religious toleration is universal, where the people are divide{i into a
great number of churches and sects, with a very large Emport.ion, if
not a majority, of the population belonging to no churceh or sect, and
where our public schools could never be maintained unless placed
upon a footing of substantial equality among all people who may
choose to send to them, it would be wrong to raise money by taxa-
tion or to appropriate property belonging to the whole people for the
support of any one of those denominations. That I take it is the real
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principle upon which it becomes wrong to do this very thing which
the House pro to prohibit. The prineciples,it will be seen there-
fore, are much broader than the resolntion; and what has been an
enigma to me is that those who can go so far as to admit the evil stop
80 far short of a remedy.

Now, Mr. President, is the thing itself any worse when done indi-
rectly, by first raising the moaey or devoting the property to public
schools and then dividing it among the various sects for the sup-
port of their sectarian schools, than if the same result were accom-
plished direetly by raising the tax or appropriating the money or
property direetly for the purpose of supporting the same sectarian or
denominational schools? If there be any difference, is not the latter
the more obvious and manifest, and the one which would naturally
first oceur to the mind of any man seeking by a constitutional amend-
ment to provide a remedy? What would be thonght of the law-
makers who should provide carefully for the punishment of aiders
and abettors in a crime, but leave the principal offenders to go free
and unpunished? Able and honest minds, in attempting to provide
an enactment against a direct wrong, or one commitfed by direct
means, dosometimes from a failure to foresee the various methods by
which the same wrong may be indirectly committed fail to make
sufficient provision against it when committed by indirect means.
Bat this is the most notable instance which has ever come under my
observation where the author of an important prohibitory provision
has so clearly seen and provided against the wrong when atternpted
indirectly and has yet been utterly oblivious of, and made no provis-
ion against, the same wrong when done or attempted directly. But
such is the fact. While this resolution prohibits the division among
sects or for sectarian gchools of any money first raised by taxation for
or property which may have been devoted to public schools, it leaves
both the national and State governments at perfect liberty to raise
by taxation any amount of money and to appropriate any amount of
money or property direcily to or for the use of any sneh religions
eects or denominations and for any schools or institutions under their
control or direetion, though the main or entire purpose of such schools
may be instruction 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
any money or public pm}}wrty nnless raised by taxation for or de-
voted to public schools. Now we all know that as a general thing and
in most of the States the various church or denominational schools
are private schools and not properly included nnder the designation
of “publie schools” at all.

I will not charge upon the authors or supporters of this House res-
olntion 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
gjower completely intact to continue or perpetuate the same wrong

rectly which it professes, and only professes, to prohibit being done
indirectly, I should not only have given the House resolution u silent
but an active support. But I coniess I should have felt not a little
tremulous lest the trick might be discovered, and lest the fignre which
I had presented as a veritable lion in the combat against sectarian
inflnence in the schools should, by the cars and hoofs protrunding,
stand exposed as a very different animal dressed in the lion’s skin,

But, Mr, President, believing that neither any church nor any
denominational school 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 fo the success of
any system of publie education in this conntry, and is, or at least
should be, far above all mere &mrty politics, and I am as intensely
desirous as any man can be to place it entirely beyond and outside of
the field of party politics, where it may always be safc whatever
party may be in power. This is a favorable time to accomplish this
desirable end, and I hope we shall avail onrselves of it and 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
resolution reported by the committee shall pass and become a part of
the Federal Constitution.

I can see no possible reason, resting npon any true or just principle,
why all nen who are in favor of an entire separation of ehareh anc
state, in favor of full religions toleration and freedom of conscience
and of perfectly equal rights among all churches, sects, and socicties
should not support this snbstitute offered by the committee.

The only ground on which the House resolution can be justified at
all rests upon a fundamental principle which justifies and requires
all the provisions of thissubstitute; and the principle itself can only
be effectnally secured by such a constitutional amendment as this
substitute proposes. When this is done the question is taken out of
polities, but not before.

Mr. President, I certainly did not think, and I am not yet con-
viuced, notwithstanding the able argnment of the Senator from New
York, er. KERNAN,] that the meaning of this substitute is such as
he has attributed to it in reference to hospitals and institutions of

that kind. T certainly had seen no diffienlty 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 nndoubtedly 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 assume not
by intendment, it was imperfect, and wounld have amounted to Lut
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 snpport of secta-
rian schools. It would not prevent a State from appropriating money
out of the general treasury for a sectarianschool ; it simply protected
a fund already made and set apart originally as a school fund from
?eing afterward diverted to the support of sectarian educational insti-

utions. ;

Now, does it require argument to prove that that resolution is
imperfect and will amount to scarcely anything when any State in
the Union without violating it can lay a tax of five mills or ten mills
for the snpport of sectarian institutions? The principle contended
for by the Senator from New York is that all such matters should be
left exclnsively to the State. If it is proper tointerfere and prevent
States from diverting school funds created for that pu to the
support of sectarian schools, if it is proper to interfere with a State in
that respect, is it not aq:mlfy proper to prevent a State from levying
an original tax for the support of seetarian schools? I think the ar-
gument of my friend from New York upon that point was imperfuct,
for he admits that it is proper to prevent a State from taking an orig-
inal sechool fund and diverting it, but the House amendment ailows
a 8tate to levy a tax for the same purpose.

Then the amendment as it came from the House violated ever,
general objection that can be offered. The Senator from New Yorl
took the ground that the Corstitution of the United States should
not interfere with a State upon the question of schools or religion,
and my friend’s argnment amounts to this—and if I donot state him
correctly I wish he wonld correct me—that the States should be left
free if they see proper to establish sectarian schools by publie taxa-
tion, and that if the State of New York desires to levy a tax and col-
lect money of the people to establish, if you please, Protestant schools
on the one hand or Catholie schools on the other, shonld 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 br to establish sectarian
schools; in other words, to give the power to give a particnlar reli-
gious sect the advantage of the government and support by publie
taxation. That is my friend’s argument I think, and if I do not stgte
it 90:1‘001-1)' I want him to correct me, because it is a very important

int.

Mr. EATON. In other words—

! Mr. EDMUNDS (To Mr, MorToxN.) Thatisnotthe friend you called
or,

Mr. MORTON. No, it is not.

Mr. EATON. Ihope the honorable Senator from Vermont will call
on me by and by,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never shall, you may be sure.

Mr. KERNAN, Isaid that it was violating what I believed to ba
the true prineiple to put in the Constitution restrictions on the States
in reference to schools. Now, having answered frankly, permif me
to say another thing. I am and always have been entirely owamcd
to favoring one sect rather than another by any appropriation. Hence,
even as to these charities, I argned in our constitntional convention
of 1866 that I was in favor as to these institutions in the State, if (he
people found there was any abuse, of ha\rini!n provision which would

uire when they gave to these hospitals, orphan asylums, and
things of that kind, that they shounld either give each pro rala ac-
cording to the number they supported or ent them all off. My prin-
cipal point is that I do nof think it is wise as a principle, though I
was willing to waive that for the purpose I stated, to puf in the
Federal Constitation restrictions on States in reference to these domes-
tic institutions.

Mr. MORTON. Iam glad then to find that I was rith. My friend
says that he would be opposed to having a State legislate for the
benefit of a particular sect. I certainly understand that to be his
feeling ; but that is not the point. It is not a question of what his
preference is or my own might be, Tha‘[‘)gint I make is that my
friend insists that each State shall be left , if she sees proper, (o
establish and support at the public expense denominational schools,
Catholic schools if you please, or Protestant schools; that the State
shall not be deprived of the power to establish that kind of a school
if a majority of her people are in favor of it. That is the impor-
tant point upon which I am glad to find that my friend admits that
I stated him correctly.

Mr. KERNAN. You donot understand me to say that I favor that?

Mr, MORTON. O, no; my friend does not favor it; he is opposed
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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 Catholie schools and have them
supported by public taxation, or to establish Protestant schools and
have them supported by pubiic taxation. There is where the 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 clond is looming above the horizon;;
1t is larger than it was a few years ago; and I might ask my frien
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 has been the least danger in that State,
and I do not think there has ever been any abuse of any serious char-
acter.

Mr.MORTON. Iaskmyfriendif therehave not beenlarge amounts
of money given for the support of denominational institutions in his
own ?tat,a, given ouf of the public treasury or raised by public tax-
ation

Mr. KERNAN. Money has been given to institutions of this char-
acter, hospitals, orphan asylums, conducted by varions denomina-
tions; but neverin my judgment was there any serious abuse, I be-
lieve there has been & good deal of fairness in the division among the
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 sabject for some years past. If 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 tanght by law, and that so far from the
States being left free to establish a church if they see proper, or to
establish denominational schools at publie expense, I believe that
the safety of this nation in the far 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 in
principle, establishing denominational schools to be supported at
public expense, endangers the perpetuity of the 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, 4 Catholie school, it involves the whole principle of sup-

wrting the Catholic Church at public expense, or if you please a

rotestant school and the support of a Protestant Church at public
expense. The power to educate children in a partficular faith at the
public expense involves ihe same principle as the support of that
church at public expense, and the one inevitabiy leads to the other.

Now, sir, that there shonld be Eerfact freedom of religions opinion
in our country is essential to our life as a nation, and we cannof 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 somay Protest-
ants—no abridgment of their freedom. They havethe largest liberty;
but when it is done at public expense and all are taxed for their sup-
port, then the principle of equality is gone.

Mr. President, I have heard some talk to-night abont hospitals and
orphan asylums. My friend from New York has said something on
that subject. Ido 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. Thereisa greaf principle nnderlying this amendment.
and it seems to me it is one that shounld receive the support of all
parties. It may not be perfect in its phraseology; perhaps it is sus-
ceptible of improvement in t.hatﬂmrticular; but I am spear%ng of the
general and broad principle, 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 thing in the
Constitution of the United States. There is the broad principle on
which we separate, I regard that doctrine as being fatal, if carried
out, fo the liberties of my country, .

My friend from Maryland spoke abont the history of Maryland,
that Maryland was colonized by Catholics who established religious
toleration, and that, as T understood, he wounld insult them if he
voted for this amendment. Perbaps I did not understand my friend

correctly
5 Mr. WHYTE. I said I should be voting againet the spirit of its
istory.

Mr. MORTON. Why against the spirit of its history? Are notthe
Catholies left free as ever in Maryland? Are they interfered with
more than Protestants? Certainly not. How then is it against the
spirit of Catholic sentiment and toleration in Maryland? If Mary-
land 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 an equality, and I ask how the
spirit of Catholic toleration can be violated? If there is that spirit
prevailing among all denominations in Maryland, should they not
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embrace the great doctrine that religion shall be left to the indi-
vidual? They may support it, they may teach it, but they shall not
force it npon their neighbors through the schools or in the church.
The prineiple is precisely the same; the right to establish a denomi-
national school and support it at public expense as the establishment
of religion and paying the officiating cler n ont of the pnblic
treasu The fact is the first would be the most effective in the
accomplishment of the purpose.

Now, Mr, President, if there are objections to this phraseology, I
hope our friends will point it out. Ifthis amendment can beimproved
in its language, let ns have it done. Do not let us stand eriticising
ilhraseulogy to-night. The question is too great, it is too far-reaching.

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 prineciple that every State should be left
free, if she sees proper, to establish a church or establish denomina-
tional schools and support them at public expense. There is a prin-
ciple we can all understand. We can all be on the one side or the
otherside of that question. Iam glad to have it bronght here to-night.
If this resolution is broken down or if it shall fail to receive the fwo-
thirds majority, the country ought to know the ground upon which
it is placed.

It is very im nt to have this resolution specific. In framing
constitutional amendments the objection is that they are too gen-
eral in their character. The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments
which we supposed broad, ample, and specifie, have, I fear, been very
much impaired by constroction, and one of them in some respects
almost destroyed by construction. Therefore I would leave as i,ie!aile
as possible to construction. I would make them so specific and so
strong that they cannot be construed away and destroyed by counrts.

This isnot anew 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 vne hundred years; buf 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 has been
somewhat nebnlous in its character should receive distinet form and
enunciation and go into the fundamental law. There can be no dan-
ger in putting it into the Constitution, in saying that no State shall
establish a church or establish a religious school au&aporte(l at publie
expense. What danger is there in it? Why should any man oppose
it, nnless he wants the State to do that in a particular case? If any
one believes that a particular church ought to be established by law
or that children ought to be educated in peculiar doctrines at public
expense, then he onght to 0p}10&e this amendment. But if he thinks
that all such edncation shounld be at private expense and that that
given by the public should be generul in its character, if he be-
lieves that no church shounld be established, why oppose this amend-
ment? It isno more for Protestants than it is for Catholies. It isno
more against Catholies than it is against Protestants; it puts all on
the same level precisely, takes from one church precisely what it
takes from the other. 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 may be
called a Protestant country. Bat I trust that men of all parties, of
all religions, and of every kind of education recognize the importance
of maintaining 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 {

Mr. MORTON. Certainly.

Mr. EATON. My friend from Indiana used thislan
him down right: * Circumstances have shown that there is danger.
I use his own words. Will he be kind enongh to say to the Senate
in what the danger consists?

Mr.MORTON. Well, Mr. President, my friend perhaps would like me
to go into some particular history of the last fifteen or twenty years;
but my friend knows perfectly well, without giving names here to-
night, that there is a large body of people in this conntry, sincere,
earnest, and pious, I have no doubt, who believe that onr public
schools in which religion is not tanght are infidel and wicked, and
who are not in favor o? any school that does not teach religion.
be not know that the publie-school system of this conntry has been
condemned and has been interdieteds?v 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 faet that there isa
large and growing class of people in this country who are utterly
opposed to our present system of common schools, and who are op-

to any sehool that does not teach their religion. Iask my friend
if that is not a danger.

Mr. KERNAN. ow me to say that I assure my friend in entire
sincerity that those people who believe that it is their duty either in
the family or in the school to have their seenlar 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 those I represent. All they say is if our Protest-
ant friends prefer to have schools where there is no religion taught,

age, if I-have
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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 np in our own
faith. Istateitasclearly and as fairly as I can, and I assnre my friend
that when he expresses the idea that those to whom he alludes would
take from Protestauts the right to have their children educated just
as they see fit, he does them t wrong. We 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 be allowed to educate ours as we think best, in all kindness,
without the alifhteat unkind feeling or dissent about it.
Mr.MORTON. 1 do not eall 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 | posed

uot tanght.

Mr. KERNAN. Noj; they are op 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, Eecs.use that is not made the primary purpose, that which gives
color and direction to all the eduncation that we give. That is the

int. Therefore my friend wounld have no schools at all unless re-

igion is tanght. He would have the school fund divided.

r. KERNAN, No,

Mr. MORTON. If you raise a school fund say of a million dollars,
then he would have an enumeration of the children made, 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
ml’;lflon is not taughé. Am I nof correct about that?

r. KERNAN. No. Wae recognize what is practical. In a coun-
try like onrs we eannot have all our children tausht irrespective of
creeds, Where free Public schools are tanght for all, there theK must
be free from any religions 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 mﬁeﬂmh those who cannot adapt themselves to
that must go elsewhere because it cannot be done practically, teach-
ing the children there any creed. We believe—I certainly do, and in
our own State I have often talked of it—that the public schools must
be, as they are by our Constitution, schools to which every child in
the State can go and gef secular learning without there being any-
thing offensive to the creed of any one. Those who cannot get along
with them must educate their children in private schools. We have
not made any attack to overthrow the system.

Mr. MORTON. If that is the 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 particnlar ereed

bt. That is just what this amendment is intended for. Bnt
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 being 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
beginuing, and when those people get the power in any nfnrticular
State or in any particular city human nature perhaps would have to
und some chan

Mr. KERNAN. ill not my friend allowme? I can assure him
that if those to whom he refers of the people in this conntry, 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 practicable af all, and they would not seek to wrest Fub—
lic moneys for such a purpose out of those who might not believe
with them, no matter how small the namber, and attempt to say “ We
will have schools where our children can be taught according to our
notions, and tigum you cannot send conscientionsly.,” Buf,on the
contrary, in public schools practically the only way is not to
teach any particular ereed, and then have that which is distasteful
to the conscience of the Hebrews or others, thongh it is no particular
creed. To make them rveally just, as I have said, they must be like
schools where youn send your boy to learn mechanies, and those who
want him taught anything but mechanics must have him taught at
their own expense, and not out of the public treasury.

Mr. MORTON, I can only say that if I nnderstand the spirit and
the purpose and the sincerity of the people that I allude to, where
they have the power they would never tax themselves one cent to es-

" tablish a school to which they wounld not send their children. That
I understand to be the 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 beecanse they are not sectarian,
and do not teach the religion that they believe in. 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-

t. That idea carried out is fatal to our common schools, as every-
v knows. It requires no argument to prove that.

Mr. President, I have been drawn into saying more than I intended

to say.

Mr?EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the fondamental question which
has been opened by the honorable Senator from New York [ Mr, Kir-
NAN] is one which he 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 singuﬂur 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 proposition which
was sent to us by the Hounse after a long period of consideration and
reflection, while our friends on the other side here are to a man op-
to the principle of any amendment at all, they are in favor of
the practice of adepting the proposition of the House of Representa-

tives.

Mr. RANDOLPH. ‘I ME‘:’ correct the Senator fromn Vermont. I
stated very distinetly 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. ident, 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 New Jersey for a moment. He is
in favor of the House proposition and not in favor of the Senate
Propositinn. He is in favor of the principle, then, of not having pub-

ic money that is raised for free schools, devoted to sectarian instroc-
tion; but he is not in favor, if he speaks to the House amendment;,
of having any other public money that is not specifically raised for
that anl:&Npo%O ept from being used in exactly the same way.

Mr. LPH. 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 Senafor from Vermont shall under-
take to state mg g)mgoeition; I am quite capable of doing it myself.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my friend is throngh, I will agree with
him again. Mr. President, I shall never attempt to extract ideas
from my friend’s head. I shall never attempt to put words in his
mouth. He is the sole master of his individual liberty in both thosa
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—
m]rlhen he says he is in favor of the House proposition, which declares
that—

No money raised by taxation in any State for the support of publie schoals, or
derived from u{hpuhlln fand therefor, nor any public Innds devoted thereto, shall
ever be under the control of any religions sect or denomination; nor s any
m 80 raised or lands so devoted be divided between religions sects or denom-

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 wasever
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 treasary,
and then give it to any sectarian school that it likes.

Mr. OLPH. By what anthority does the Senator state that?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I state it by the anthority that I must impute to
:11:_3 Senator some little degree of logic and consistency in his propo-

tion.

Mr, RANDOLPH. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me—

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I will say, first, that whether T am logical or
not is not for him to determine; and, next, that inasmuch as the
Housé amendment did not treat of that particular phase of the sub-
ject I was mot called nupon to make any exgmasion 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, I
should have voted for the amendment just as cheerfully as the Sen-
ator from Vermont. And now, if he will permit me to interrnpt him
a moment further, T 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 pass that amendment
to the Constitution, which most men believe is effective and quite
good enough.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged to my honorable friend
for that. He has shown the same amount of consistency in that
opinion as he has in supporting the House amendment as it stands,

ow I come back again to the point.

Mr. RANDOLPH rose.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will permit me to have my opinion
about his logic, thongh hemay not think it to be good. If he can sit
still and bear that we can bot on in peace.

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that the inevitable logie, that no man
has denied or attempted to deny, of this House proposition is, simply
treating of this partienlar subject, to say that special moneys raised
for a special purpose shall not be diverted from that purpose to a re-
ligious control; and it stops right there. It leaves you to appropri-
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ate the general revenues of a State to the support of a sectarian
private school or a sectarian publie school, and only professes to pro-
tect what the Honse is supposed to believe ought to be protected,
publie schools supported by the general revenues of a State, from
gectarian doctrines, denominational control ; and yet the Senator says
if a little more had been put into this amendment he would have
gone for it with equal pleasare.

What is the duty of a Senator? I had. always supposed it was
that according 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
maftter.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. If you alter a letter of this delusive
and deceptive B:zfaormnnca that was sent to us, it would defeat the
whole matter, use it would exg&a 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 oceasion, 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 Senator from New Jersey the benefit of the invention.

Now if I can be allowed to eome back to this extraordinary thing
again for a moment, I will do so. This Honse proposition involves
the prineiple 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 religious 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 fatﬁera even in Maryland understood i, 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 forsupporting 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 Yi.rgin 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 bnilt at every cross-roads. The lib-
erty of conscience does not go quite so far as that. We must have
publie 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 the true
principles of liberty and individual conscience and freedom of opin-
1on, npon which alone a republican government can rest. But when
any man undertakes to set up his conscience between his paying taxes
to snpport a Rublic highway or a publie asylum or a publie school,
on the gronnd that his conscience does not pérmit him to believe in
highways or asylums or schools, then he is asking too much of others
upon his conscience.

The liberty of eonscience, while it is universal in every church but
one, is not a liberty of conscience to stand in the way of these great
and necessary acts to which I have referred ; butit does stand in the
way (and the security of the Republic is bound up in it) of imposing
upon any man or set. of men public burdens to promote the religions
opinions particular tosects and denominations of any otherset of men.
That is the proposition that the Judiciary Committee has reported,
and that is the proposition that every democrat in this body op
in every step in its pmimus. 1t gives me great grief tosayit. 1had
loped, I had believed that, for once in this Chamber, an amendment
80 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, wonld have met with universal ap-
probation in respect of the principle upon which it was founded, and,
1f the phraseolegy reported by the comwittee should have been found
to be the subject of just eriticism, that we should have had the
friendly propositions and observations of gentlgmen upon it in order
that this great and fundamental principle might g[o 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 serap 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
hearts of almost all American citizens. They have seen in them for
a hundred years the very life-blood of intefl.igent and progressive
republicanism. I do nof 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 conntry.
They have seen in it the growth of manufactories, the growth of
farms, the enterprises of railways, the telegraph, and the steamboat.
They have seen in it, too, more, and, better than all, the tolerance of
opinion that grows from a respect for equal rights; and, so seeing its
great froits, they will not eonsent to see it rigden down by anyii&
rarchy or by any party ; and the moment they feel the whiff of danger
they will, as they have done in State constitutions and otherwise,
defend tliis fandamental ground-work of the Republie, and no amount
of the dialectics of sophistry can beat them out of it.

But, Mr. President, my honorable friend from Maryland [Mr.
WauyYTE] has said—which is rather apart from this discussion, but
~still 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 distingunished citizen of that
State, I beg to sn t that he is mistaken. The religiouns toleration
that began with the beginning of Maryland was a toleration that
was 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 trne men they on all
hands that each should be at liberty—as everybody else shonld 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 conld 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 correet. |
But, Mr. President, the fundamental difference shown in the dis-
cusion between the Senator from New York and the Benator 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, or if
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 publie institutions the particular tenets of a icn-
lar denomination. If they believe that to be the duty of the state,
if they are consistent and trne men, when they get the power in a
state the particular tenets of that denomination will be tanght, and
ou%ht to be taught in the logical sense. There is no escape from if.
If I believed it was the business of a free state to teach episcopaey,
the Eart.icular 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. 8o, if there be any nger in this world
that reaches into this matter orexistsin it that believes it to be the
duty of the state to teach catholicism when that power controls that
state, it necessarily follows that eatholicism must be taught, and
that publicsghools will be compelled to teach that particular doctrine.
Mr. President, to convince you that I am right in what precisely
this issne is, I beg the Secretary to read some extracts which I have
made from the encyelical letter of the Holy Father, dated the 8th
of December, 1864, and the syllabus of errors which he condemns,
which follow,
The Secretary read as follows:

The encyclical letter of Pope Pius IX.

To our venerable brothers, the patrfarchs, primates, archbisl and bishops
of the universal church having grace and communion of thea 868,
Pins P. P. IX. ‘Haalth and apostolic benediction. 4
- - - *

And those our predecessors, who were the assertors and champions of the an-
ﬂ“‘ Catholic religion, truth and justice, being as they were chiefly solicitons for
e salvation of souls, held nothing to be of so great importance as the duty of
ng and condemming, in their most wise letters and constitutions, all heresies
and errors which are hostile to moral honesty and to the eternal salvation of man-
kind, and which have fm‘;iuent]y stirred up terriblo commotions and have damaged
both the Christian and civil commonwealths in a disastrous manner. Thercfore
those our predecessors bave with apostolic fortitnde continually resisted the ne-
farious attempts of unjust men, of those who like raging waves of the sea foam-
ing forth their own confusion and ﬂl;om!s!ng liberty while they are the slaves of
corruption, endeav by their fa I;J]-ﬁnimm and most cious writings to
overt] 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 mpeoisll&:
pervert inexperienced you:ﬂ from uprightness of morals, w ecorrnpt them m
ably, to lead them into snares of error, and finally to tear them from the bosom of
the Catholic Church. 2 o 2

*
Now, although hitherto we have not omitted to denounce and w\m the chief
errors of this Kind, yet the cause of the Catholic Church and the salvation of souls
committed to us by God, and even theinterest of 1 society, absolately d d
that once again we shoulid stir up yonr pastoral solicitude to drive away other
erroneous opinions which flow from those errors above specified, as their source,
These false and perverse opinions are so much the more detestable by how much
they have chicfly t’::- their object to hinder and banish that salutary inflnence which
the Catholiec Church, by the institntion and command of her divine Author, ought
freely to exercise, even to the consummation of the world, not over individual
but nations, peoples, and sovereigns, and to abolish thatmntnal co-operation a
agreement of counsels between the priesthood and governments which has always

been propitious and conducive to the welfare both of church and stal gory
XVI.. Eneymoa!,'lﬂt.h August, 1832.) -~ & i
Contrary to the teaching of the holy Seriptures, of the charch, and of the holy

fathers, these persons do not hesitate to assert that ** the hest condition of human
society is that wherein no duty is recognized by the Government of correcting by
enacted penalties the violators of the Catholie religion, exeept when the nte-
nance of the public peace requiresit.” From this tatally falss notion of sovial gov-
ernment they fear not to upbold that err pinion most pernici to the
Catholic Charch and to the salvation of souls, which was ealled by our predecessor
Gregory XVI (lately qnoted) the insanity, (encyclical, 13th Angast, 1832) (deira-
menium,) namely, that ** liberty of consgience and of worship is the right of ever

man; and that this right ought, in every well-governed state, to be proclaimed an

asserted by law; and that the citizens possess the right of being unrestrained in
the exercise of every kind of liberty, by any law, ecclesiastical or eivil, so that they
are anthorized to publish and putforward openly all their ideas whatsoever, either

by speaking. in print, or by any other method.” Bat while these men make these
rash assertions, they do not reflect or consider that they presch tho liberty of per-
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dition, (St. Angustine, Epistlo 105, al. 166,) and that, “if it is always free to human

ments to discnss, men will never be wanting who will dare to resist the trath,
and to rely upon the lognacity of human wisdom, when we know from the com-
mand of our Lord Jesus Christ how faith and Christian wisdom ought to avoid
this most mischievous vanity. (5t. Leo, EPiatle 164, a} 133, nectic;u 2 Boll eclitiun.)

Amid so perversity of depraved opinions, we, remembering our apostolic
duty, and solicitous helur:y all things for our most hely religion, for sound doctrine,
for the salvation of the souls confided to us, and for tue welfare of human society

itself, have id the t opportune to anew our apostolic voice,
Therefore do we by our :Ewtnlw authority reprobate, renounce, and condemn gen-
erally and the evil opinions and doctrines specially mentioned in
this letter, and we wla%n that they may be held as reprob denounced, and con-
demned by all the children of lheCa&huliu Chureh. ¥ = -
PIUS PP. IX.

Given at Rome from St. Peter's this 8th of December, 1864, the tenth anniver-
of the d tic definition of the immaculate conception of the Virgin Mary,
mother of in the nineteenth year of our puntiﬁc'ata. =

*

The syllabus of the principal errors of our time which are stigmatized in the
consistorial allocutions, encyeclical, and other apostolic letters of our most holy
At Lomef s : ‘ " : ‘

45. The entire direction of public schools in which the youth of Christian states
are educated, except (to o certain extent) in the case of npim‘gﬂ seminaries, may
and must appertain to the civil power, and belong to it so far that no other author-
ity whatsoever shall be recognized as having any right to interfers in the d)sciﬁ‘l,i{na
crfv the schools, the arrangement of the studies, the taking of degrees, or the choice
and approval of the teachers. (Allocution in mn.uhmﬂlll. 1st November, 1850.
Al.lnoagnn quibus lnctuosissimis, 5th Septem 4 ber, IB?L < -

- - -

47. The best theory of civil socie uires that popular schools open to the
children of all classes, mg{{;enemllyﬂ pabli institutes intended for instructing in
letters amlaﬂhilomphy, and for cond g the eduocation of the young, should bo
o oottt el A Tal pw e o SoAtiLy with the wilkof ralace
ject to the civ power, in con t of 1
nndyﬂta prevailing opinions of the age: (Letter to the gmhhiahop of Fribourg,
Juum non sine, 14 uly, 1864.)

48. This system of instructing youth which consists in seperating it from the
Catholic faith and from the power of the church, and in teaching exclusively or at
least primarily the knowledge of natural mmmmmm; ondsafaoc&ll.lto
alwa.:nnybeappiwedbyéz&ho* lics. (19.,1 L) § ey ;

77. In the present day it is no longer uxﬂlent. that the Catholie religion shall be
h»!duﬂnonlyml{giony ofthaSt.at’a:tu exclusion of all other modes of wor-
ship.—A4 llocution nemo vestrum, 265th ne:{, 1855, s

78, Whence it has been wisely provided by law, in some conntries called Catholie,
th:rt;gemns coming to reside therein shall en]oa;the g‘bﬁo exereise of their own
worship.— A Uoeuti bissi 27th September, 1

7. lfm-envarit ia falso that the civil liberty of every mode of worship, and the
full power given to all of overtly and publiely mamfeﬁng their opiuions aud their
ideas, of inds whatsoever, conduce more easily to corrupt the morals and minds
of the people, and to the pmﬁtﬁm of the past of indifferentism.— Alocution
mqm‘m Jore, 1.5&: Decembar,.l

—Pastoral letter of Archbishop Spaulding &e., &o.

Mr. EDMUNDS. You will perceive, Mr. President, that in this
letter of the Holy Father he points out in general the principles upon
which the doctrines of that church proceed, and ks then appends a
syllabus of the errors of our own time, among which are stated to be
tie precise proposition that the Hbuse amendment advances; and
that is that public schools so far as melin 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 from Maryland said that this had been changed ; that it
was eleven or twelve yearsold. 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 S8enator from Maryland,
for it is the greatest maxim of executive affairs in that hierarchy,
semper eadem—it never changes; and, so faras Iam informed, as a fact
these dogmas and commands put forth in 1864 are at this moment
the earnest, effective, active dogmas of the most powerful religious
sect that the world has ever known, or probably ever will know—a
chureh that is nniversal, ubiquitons, aggressive, restless, and untir-
ing. I do not speak of it as impugning the right of any man fo 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 schools from that sort of dom-
ination; but as any other man believing this believes if to be his duty
to entirely revolutionize our systemsof public instruction, it is also, by
the same gign, my duty and yours to resist it by every constitntional
amendment and by every law in our power, It isa broad issne and one
which eannot 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 State constitutions,
in the Constitution of the United States, and in our practice of a
hundred years, have been right in supposing that the very founda-
tion of republican liberty and republican pro, was in freedom
from jost such control as this demands, then, I take it, it is u 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 t body of a party whose very name implies
the opposition to notions of this kind persistently resists any step in
" respect of preserving the fundamental principles upon which the
Republic was founded. I do not know why it is. As [ have said, I
am amazed and sorry that it is so; bof I cannot at this late stage
oceupy your time in dilating npon that branch of the topic.

I now will come to some of the eriticisms made by the honorable
Senator from New York upon the substance of this amendment itself.

- L *

He did not criticise, neither have any of our friends upon the other
side eriticised, 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 several States or to conventions to be called in the several States
to act npon it. Therefore, if we had taken the blind adoration that
our friends on the other side have seemed to have for this House
proposition and put it throngh, we should have had an amendment
that would have been absolnr.a{y void upon its face, not submitted to
any tribunal that the Constitution of the United States anthorizes to
act npon it; for, as I have said, the Constitution in this particular is
absolutely specific. The fifth article says:

The Congresa, whenever two-thinls of both Houses shall deem it necessary,
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the Legisla-
tures of two-thirds of the several States. shall eall a convention for proposing
amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and pua ns
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three t.hae“t.tlfw

one or other

several States, or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the
mode of raﬁﬂm&onymay 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 de from the constant form of the Constitution,
which from the first 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.

ow, I come to some criticisms which the Senator from New York
has made upon this p logy. He says that we cannot teach the
particular tenets or creed of a religions denomination in an orphan
asylum. That is perfectly true. y should we? If the principle
that we stand upon is right, why should we teach con tionalism
or episcopacy at his expense in the orphan asylum in the town where
my honorable friend lives, if he does not believe that that kind of re-
ligious teaching is the true one? If the principle is right that one
man shall not be taxed for another man's religion, why are you to ex-
cept orphan asylnms from that great principle? The Senator gnve
us no reason except that they were orphan asylums and that orphans
ought to be tanght. 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 be taught religion without
being taught the icular tenets or creed of some denomination.
There is an old saying, perhaps it puts it too broadly but it is a very
Eood saying for the practical operations of this world, that somebody
as put into the form of a verse that, I have no doubt, my friend, as

I tlnt learned when he was very young:

0, brother-man, fold to thy heart thy brother;
Whmpﬂyis,the?:aeaofl}edhthem;
The noblest worship is to love each other;
Each smile a hymn, each kindly deed a prayer.

That sort of religion can be tanght in an orphan asylum, I take it,
withont violating either the SBenator’s creed or mine. The duty of
man to man, the obligation to truth and personal parity, eharity, vir-
tue, intelligence, eleanliness, honor, all those can go into the orphan
asyinm. Tghe t and ﬁ;:;fflen rule that is in his creed and mine,
that yon shall do unfo others as, under similar circumstances, you
would wish them to do to you, and that charity covers a multituade
of sins, can enter the open door of the prison or the asylnm 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 trne theory and doctrine of the gos-
pel is that of a trinity or a anitarian 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 virtues
and the right-minded truth and purity that belonlg to the personal
teaching of all creeds, can there not? Why, Mr. President, it seems
almost & 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; and yet he teacheés no creed
Do we not here, in this publie Council Chamber of the nation, whose
members probably represent all Christian ereeds, daily from your desk
hear prayer to Almiﬁe ty God, not the prayer of creed but the prayer
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 wouald come to me, in
a way that might be thought to be offensive, and I will not do it, but
with a species of dialecties which is worthy of the Middle Ages and
the school men, undertook to convinee you and the people of this
conntry that this prohibition against organized sectarian inst:tutional
teaching of denominations and creeds is to shut out from the dying
prisoner the last offices of his own church, This amendment bears no
snch construction. Ingenuity cannot push into it any such constroe-
tion. Ingenuity may skillfully discuss words and plaster over the
simple truth and plainness of this proposition with a eonvenient var-
nish that will deceive some man’s eyes in the conntry perhaps and
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frighten him out of his faith in the great principle thaf lies in this.

* No, Mr. President, this sort of opposition will not sncceed. The real
substance of the question is whether the people of this country desire
to protect themselves and each other for all time to come against the
factions of partisan creeds in the several States by declaring that
there shall be an absolute and universal equality, and that no man’s
religion shall be promoted at the expense of his fellow-man who does
nof 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,q.eome by the general burdens and supported for the general benefif
of the body of the people. That is the proposition and the only propo-
sition upon which Senators are called to vote. Lef those who do not
believe that to be a sonnd proposition vote againstit. Let those who
do vote for if.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I was one of the Committee on
the Judiciary who did not concur in this amendment, I shonld 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 passions 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 doctrine 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 democratic party, was the
author of that act of religious freedom in the State of Virginia
adopted in 1785, He would have indorsed all that the Senator from
Vermont has said, but he would have accomplished it by a different

e. Friend as he was of religious freedom, he would never have
consented that the States, which 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 anthority,
the mere t 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 all what
her religion shall be; and whenever any religions denomination un-
dertakes to interfere with this great right of religious freedom the
free people of every State will find themselves potential enough and
willing enough and able enongh 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 fonds. 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 manage
their schools and their religion and their variows instrumentalities
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 I feel it to be my duty to say something in reply to
the speeches which have been made by several Senators on this floor.
The subject discussed is a most singular one for the American Senate,
and I have doubted whether wa were in the Senate of the United
States or whether we had not been carried by some mysterious power
to the ancient city of Rome,and there by thaf same mysterions ney
placed in the Vatican council, presided over by the Pope himself, and
with all the cardinals discussing those great religious subjects that
were discussed there some yearsago. Ifancied that my distingunished
friend from Vermont [Mr, EpMUNDS] could well play the part of an
infallible Pope, for if there be a member of this body who does play
that part with more self-complacency than my friend from Vermont
I really do not know him. Infallibility is a part of his nature; and
of this fact he appears to be profoundly convinced. Hence, sir, upon
all subjects which may be brought before this body, local or general,
constitutional or statutory, private or pnblic, reports of conference
committees or the reports of other committees, the infallible Senator
from Vermont puts in his infallible opposition; and this has been
continued from day to day in this body for nine long months. Now,
if he did not believe honestly that he knew a little better than all of
us together, he certainly would not have undertaken to amend and
improve and change and modify every law that has been proposed by
any member of this body or comes from any committee of the body.
If he were not convinced of his own infallibility, certainly he wounld
not have the courage to do a thing of that kind. Hence I have fan-
cied that I have been carried, myself and all of us, by some myste-
rious Ejrawer back to the old city of Rome, standing upon those old
seven hills made immortal by the great men who have writfen about

them, and that we were all members of an ecumenical council and also
all cardinals, [Lsughter.}

Mr. President, seriously I think this discussion is much to be de-
plored. I think I know the motive and the animus which have
prompted all this thing. I do not believe it is becanse of a great de-
votion to the principles of religious liberty. That great idea whichis
now moving the modern world is used merely as a cloak for the most un-
worthy partisan motives. The African race has played its partin this
country; the negro is for party purposes in a manner dead; and these

ntlemen, knowing that this thing is played out, and that *the

loody shirt” can no longer call out the mad bull, another animal
has to be bronght 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. :

Mi friend from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock] gives me an idea. I
think he is unjust to my friend from Vermont. He alludes to him
as a cardinal. Now, I wish to look upon my friend from Vermont as
the Pope, becanse 1 ima.[.iine he thinks of himself in that light, and I
am not willing to think less of him than he does himself. He cer-
tainly has been the Pope of this body for nine months, doing what he
pleases, opﬁosing what he pleases, reporting from his committee what
and when he pleases, and what does not ;ﬁ)laase him hesdoes not re-
port. This is the Pope ; who is infallible! And if in the conrse 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 migh? scepter of the Roman Church. Thisspiritis
in him, [langhter,] and I say this in all kindness and truth, believing
that I speak the common voice of this 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 heard much about religious
freedom, and freedom of conscience, and separation of church and
state. Who in this day and in this country would oppose either
or any or all of these great ideas? Who in this country is in favor
of uniting church and state? Who in this eountry or in this age of
the world is opposed to religions freedom? Who is ol)'i)oaed to those
great principles that are now moving the modern world with a power
which human language cannot describe ? There wounld be no civil
liberty without religions liberty. There would be no liberty, aceord-
ing to modern ideas, without entire separation of church and state
And when the gentleman from Vermont places before the mind of
this nation what is called the syllabus of the Pope and his encyeli-
cal letter, he does it with the intention of arousing a feeling of op-
position to the principlestherein 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 religions officer, if I may use the term, and
in that eapacity he proclaims the truth to the church of which he is
the head; and what minister of the gospel does not do the same
thing even in this country? What minister, high or low, connected
with any church, Jew or Gentile, but what does the same thing, if he
bo an honest minister? But does he speak as a temporal ﬁing!
Does the Pope of Rome speak to the Catholic world as the king of
Rome? He speaks to the Catholic world as the bishop of tiat
church, speaking to them alone in the religious aspect, and in that
aaPeet. he 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 , man himself is the creature of God, and that all human

vernmeunts must understand that they move and exist and perform
their high functions in this world for the 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-
tion to which all human governments, like all men, are responsible.
Sir, to deny these great truthsis to go back to the days of paganism ;
and indeed the tendency of to-day is to deny these truths and retro-'

e again to the paganism of the time when Jupiter from high
lympus governed the world, as believed by the men of that period.

Mr. President, so far from these amendments in my estimation at
all aﬁ'acti::gowhah some gentlemen think on this floor to be the views
of the Catholics of this conntry, acmrdinF to my understanding of
them, they are in exact accordance,every line of them, not only with
the convictions of the members of that church, but with the frue
interests of the Catholic body ; and they carry out the view expressed
by them upon the subject of edncation throughout the United States.
I will read:

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibit-
ing the free exercise thereof,

‘Who will take the negative of that? Who is in faver of a State
establishing a religion ‘or prohibiting the free exercise thereof ?
Protestant or Catholic? No; not one in this broad land of any secs
or denomination, or whether he has any religion at all or not.

I will read further, namely :

And no religions test shall ever be required as a gualification to any office or pub-
lie trust under any State.

Who will take the other side of that question? Has it ever been
applied? Yes. It does existin the State of New Hampshire at this
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day, where no Catholic can hold office ; but with the exception of New
Hampshire there is no test of any description whatever existing in
any Btate, and I would ask who is in favor of a religious test?
Again, I will further read :
No publie and no publie revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under

the mt]:lofrlt)? of, ths United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal

tion, shall be n ted to, or made or used for, the support of an
mg:l, educational or orl?er stitution, nnder the control of any religious or anti-
religious sect, anization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or
tenets (I:lf any ous or anti-religions sect, organization, or denomination shall
be taught.

I do not know that I exactly approve of this thing, and I doubt
very much if there be a man in this Chamber who does, because there
are so many disjunctive and conjunctive conjunetions and verbs and
adverbs and passive cases and objective cases, all mixed promiseunously
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. Idoubt it verymueh, and I believe it wonld be worth
trying now fo bring the Senator out and let him parse it for our in-
struction. [Laughfer.] Iam speaking seriously. There isanideain
this thing, 1 presume ; but when you start with the words, “ No public
property, and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by, or under the
authority of,” by the time you have got throngh with it the idea that
you lmt?at the start has left you, vanished like a dream, and by the
time you get down to the period, and pass over all the 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 ont. I do not know
that it could be enforced; for indeed I do not think it conld be parsed
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 eredit by or un-
der thawmthogitg of, the Unjt.es States, or any State— .

I am lost already. [Langhter.]—

‘erritory, District, or munici tion, shall be & riated to, or made or
aTsel! g? the su = rtof any up.hloommmﬁml or otharpjgx?mtlun, under the con-
trol of any reli or anti-religions sect—

1f a sect is not religious is it correct to say it is anti-religions —
organization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenets 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 religions or anti-religious—

This is simply verbiage and ought not to be incorporated in the
Constitution.

Now the term * ereed of an anti-religious sect” or the tenet of an anti-
religions sect I do not understand. While I do not know that my
friend from Vermont has ever been a schoolmaster, I am satisfied he
has been at school, and I furthermore well know that he is a good
grammarian, which I donot 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. [Langhter.] The explanation is plain.
This thini was drawn by my friend after dinner. [Laughter.]

Mr. ED 8. It is quite evident that this thing is drawn after
dmner. [Laughter.] :
Mr. Y. 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
veritas; but let that be as it may, it is ambiguous, and wordy, and
full of verbiage, and I think ought to Dbe 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 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, althongh it had the House. The
committee or my friend has squelched it. [Launghter.] Now, Mr.
President, I serionsly do not object to this ; in other words, I am not
in favor of voting public property in that wag.

But this has been argued particularly by the gentleman from Ver-
mont as if the Catholics, who, as he says, believed in the syllabus of
the Pope, were op 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 the 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 section will tell him it took
place in 1814, This gentleman, infallible as he may be in his own
estimation, yet committed this mistake.

Mr. ED. DS. But Plattsburgh, let me tell my friend, is not in
the State of Vermont.

Mr, BOGY. Plattsburgh is notin 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 Creck.

Mr. BOGY. Otter Creek, I will let my friend from Illinois know,
was a part of the discussion in relation to the river and harbor bill.
I remember that discussion very well, 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. Noman
ought to deny at this day that the Catholics of the old colony of Mary-
land were the first men in the New World to unfurl the great banner
of liberty and of religious freedomn ; and history sustains what I here
say. The gentleman may say what he pleases abont it, they were
the first in the New World to proclaim it ; not as a compromise and
& concession, as he says, but in accordance with their honest eonvie-
tions, Thisis the history of Maryland, and as written it will go down
the ages. My friend from Maryland [Mr. WuYTE] was right when
he spoke of it awhile ago. But, sir, this subject has been argued by
certain gentlemen npon the idea that in this country the Catholics
were opposed to religious freedom becaunse they perhaps were opposed
to this amendment. I say it is not correct. In this conntry and in
other countrics oo at the present day they are in favor of perfect
religious freedom; and, what is more, a proper imderstanding of the
syllabus, as it is called, will show that it contains nothing inimical
tothe great principles of liberty founded on what all enlightened men
should acknowledge, “ the divine law.” All governments must have
that broad foundation to exist at all, and he who denies that saps
and destroys the very principle that sustains liberty and all good
governmentamongmen. Sofar from theseamendmentsbeinginimical
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 th«i} can be understood.

The Catholics of the United States have been opposed to free schools,
as stated by my friend from Indiana, as organized some years ago.
And why? For the reason that they were sectarian. Even the very
Bible which was used in fthe 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 natoumlinﬁor very remarkable
that those who believed in their religion shounld not willingly sanc-
tion their children going where their religion was not only untanght
but where they were really tanght to believe it was not correct.
There is not-hin%stmnge in that. Hence the Catholies have opposed
thronghout the United States the levying of public taxes for the pur-

ose of maintaining public schools organized on sectarian prineiples,
ause they could not participate in theeducation co by them;
notf that they werse opposed to education, not that they were op
to free schools, but only because they were opposed to paying taxes
for sectarian schools,

Now, Mr. President, the principleslaid 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 Cineinnati as pub-
lished a few days and the effeet of this would be in exact accord-
anece with their wishes; that is, that no publie tax shall be eollected
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 asked from the beginning. How far a thing of this
kind ean be carried out, I do not know. What is, strictly and log-
ically speaking, sectarian teaching, I am not able to tell. What is
mlig{ous teaching, it is 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 erucified for the redemption of a fallen world, is religion.
Yet the Unitarian would tell you that it is not true, as he does 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 usall, and I pray with
as much humility and reverence as my nature allows me every day.
But is that sectarian teaching or not? Who can draw the distine-
tion? What and where isit? We know that the gentleman who
prays for us does belong to and is the minister of a chureh. He is
sectarian, as a necessity whicl cannot be avoided. But where are yon
to draw the line? 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 he will rise
from the dead, are all t truths that have their foundation in reli
gion and revelation. Where will you stop? 8ir, 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
Catholies for success. I would ask where will the members of that
church go after such sentiments as have been proclaimed on this floor ?
The puritan sentiment, enlightened and edncated as it is, will not
only not brook opposition, but will incessantly struggle for suprem-

acy.

To oppose it is to bring abont the conflict now going on in this
cimntlry upon all questions, religious, political, social, and educa-
tional.

When this Government was formed it found States existing per-
fect in every respect. The antonomy of each was complete ; nng each
one, the smallest as well as the largest, was as complete and as per-
feet in every respect as is the mighty government of Britain to-day.
The Federal Government was formed from States thus pre-existing,
where all the relations that necessarily exist in organized communni-
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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 beregulated by the States, And among
the most sacred of these rights, lying at the very foundation of all
liberty, was that of freedom of conscience and the right to worship
God according to 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 you shall not do a particular thing, it has the same
right to say you shall do it. If you give the right here to the Fed-
eral Government to say you shall nof establish a State religion, the
same power that can {:rohibit 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 Coustitution 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 E;?tha 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 for 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 House
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
thoey have had the power of legislationon thissubject; and whocan rise
in this Chamber and say that within that Jong period of time any
one of them has in any way whatsoever attempted in the most dis-
tant manner to trample upon the rights of conscience?

Sir, the States will cease to have control of the sub{'act 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.

shall have power, b, ﬂ:pﬂmrul te legislation, to provide for the preven-
tigln anngmni,ahment viohﬁgnn of this artic;zs. g i

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 denial of all
such powers to the Federal Government. Keep it where the fathers
placed it, in the States,and maintain it there. Asa State power it
never has been abused in 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-
cussion to have said a word, and what I have said now has been with-
ont any preparation whatever. I have given expression to my views
and long convictions. Iam op 1 to this amendment use, as
1 said, it takes from the State that which belongs to it, 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 verg few minutes. I have been greatly entertained,
as we all have, by the wit and humor of the distingnished 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 indorsed fully the Pope’s encyelical to which reference
was made by the Senator from Vermont. He said it contained the
true foundation of religions liberty. Now, Mr, President, withont
intending to enter into any argnment as to the merit of the Pope’s
encyclical, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a passage
fromit. In fact the whole of it is of the same character. Ishall read
this extract withont making comment upon it. This encyclical was
uttered in 1864. He says:

Con to the teaching of the holy Seriptures, of the church, and of the holy
fathers, persons (schismatics and others) do not hesitate to assert that *‘the
best condition of human society is that whercin no duty is recognized by the gov-
ernment of correcting by enacted penalties the violators of the Catholic relj
except when the maintenance of the pnblic peace requires it.” From this totally
false notion of social government, they foar not to uphold that erroneous opinion
most ous to the Catholic Chmrch and to the salvation of souls, which was
called by onr predecessor, Gregory X VI, (lately quoted,) the insanity, (Encyelical,
13 Angust, 1852) (deliramentum,) namely, that ‘Ellibcrt)' of conscience and of wor-
ship is the right of every man; and that this right onght, in every well-governed
state, to be proclaimed and asserted by the law; and that the citizens the
right of being unrestrained, in the exercise of every kind of liberty, by any law,
ecclesiastical or civil; so that they are authorized to publish and put forward oLE(any
all their ideas whatsoever, either by speaking, in print, or by any other method."
But while these men make these rash assertions, they do not reflect or consider
that they preach the liberty of perdition, (St. Augnstine, epistlo 105, al. 166,) and
that, "“if it is always free to human argumments to discuss, men will never be want-

ing who will dare to resist the truth and to rely upon the loguacity of human wis-
dom, when we know from the command of our Lord Jesns Christ how faith and

Christain wisdom onght to avoid this most mischievons vanity.

1 have no comment to make ugou that passage. If the opﬁmit ion
1o this amendment is to be found in the spirit and letter of that pas-
uﬁe, 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 errors of our time which are sti

cousistorial allocutions, encyclical and other apostolic letiers o
father Pope Pius [X.

atized in tho
our most holy

These errors are stated and numbered, beginning one and runnin,
down to eiF'hty. I have not time to read many of them, but I wi
call attenition to one or two things that are denounced as errors and
are under anathema:

Every man is free to embrice and the religion he shall believe true, guided
by the light of Teason. e ¢ o

That is pronounted an error under anathema. I might read many
more. I will read another, numbered 77 in the list :

In th t day, it isnol ient that the Catholic religion shall be
held “e L] ohlyml?gioln of tl}fa :ragg :uxﬁte:‘e‘;auluslon of all other modes of worship

That is the seventy-seventh error. Now Iread the seventy-eighth +

Whence it has been wisely 'Emvldad by law, in some countries called Catholie,
thm?rwnacuming to reside therein shall enjoy the public exercise of their own
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-
thongh I said a while ago we might have been transported by some
mysterious ageney to Rome and to the Vatican comneil, 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 eall fundamental errors, and my friend from Indiana is too
well versed in Yhiloaophy not to know that problems of that kind
are not to be discussed 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 nnderstood in the sense in which they emanated from the
Pope, who is the head of the church. He goes no further there than
the Queen of England would go; he no farther there than the
head of any church would go in proclaimjng 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 oceasion 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 qunoted is not susceptible
of any explanation ; that is to say, it is clear and explicit. It is nof
enigmatical and it does not mlum construction to get at the mean-
ing. It is just as plain as the English langum?n be made. Ido
not wish, of course, to place my friend from uri in any delicate
or false position; but my friend has indorsed in the Senate of the
United States the doctrine of the encyclical letter on the subject of
religions 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 liberty 1” I will answer that in general terms those
are opposed to religious liberty who are opposed to secaring or giving
to religious liberty constitutional gnarantees.

Mr. BOGY. Isay we have that guarantee in the States; and this
is snbversive of liberty.

Mr. MORTON. That brings me right back to the point made by
the distingnished Senator from New York. He says we have that

arantee in the States. What guurantee have we in the ‘States?

majority of the people of a State can change the Constitution of
that State and according to the doctrines we have heard here to-night,
doetrines I think that will startle this nation, we are told that the
States must 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 Senatorssay 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 religions freedom, just as
if religious freedom mtiluimd that a S8tate should have the power to es-
tablish a particular church, 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 l;nnnouy with the Pope’s encyclical.

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. 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 Indiana [ Mr. MorTON] has fallen into. The opinion of the hon-
orable Senator from Indiana appears to be that unless a certain
amendment to the Constfiiution, which he believes to be right, is
adopted, the converse of that is to be done by the States. 8ir, there
never was anything more absurd or nonsensical nttered on the floor of
this Senate. Let us look at this for one moment :

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of mﬂgm wib-

s

iting the free exercise thereof; and no mliFlouz test shall ever be req
quaﬁﬂutio‘n fo any office or public trust under any State.

Who doubts that? No man. There is not a man living within the
limits of this broad land who doubts it. Is that any reason why it
shonld be placed within the Constitution of the United States ? Lﬂt
me make another suggestion. Suppose the honorable Senator from
Vermont shonld say that no man hereafter should pick a pocket or
commit burglary, who bere disputes the propriety of that sentiment?
Nobody. Bat wonld you put it into an amendment to the Constitu-
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tion of the United States? It is an absurdity to talk aboutit. 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
prineiples of which no man wonld object to; but that is no reason
why they should become a part of the Constitution of the United
States. My view is this: I would not amend in any particular the
organie law of this land unless there was an absolute necessity for
doing it; and I hope my friend from Indiana will understand me
when I say so. After the results of the late terrible civil conflict it
became necessary in the opinion of those holdin% tEcwﬂar that there
should be certain amendments to the Constitution of the United States.
Previouns 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? No man yet has
given any reason for it. I ask for areason. Noreason has been given
and no reason can be given. My honorable friend from Indiana sa
the manwho does not vote for this amendment is opposed fo the
principle. That is not so; it is not logical. The difference between
the honorable Senator from Indiana and myself is this: The Btates
}mmm this power to-day, and he knows it. He knows that no pub-

ic 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 permif me?

Mr. EATON. Certainly, with a great deal of pleasure.

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says I know the States cannot do this
thing. . What is the reason the States cannot do it? 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 nnmake them. Therefore he leaves it in the power of
:]::y Sﬁat,e by a change in its organic law to make an established

urch. ;

Mr. EATON. Majorities do not make constitution in my State; it
takes more than a majority.

Mr. MORTON. I do not think that the Senator’s State, perhaps,
can be considered as a standard.

Mr. EATON. Nor yours. :

8 Mr. MORTON. O, yes, the majority makes the constitution in my
tate.

Mr. EATON. I am sorry for your State; it ought not to be so.

Mr. MORTON. Perhaps it ought to require something more than
a majority in my friend’s State to make the constitution; but in other
States 1 il::sine the constitution is made by a majority of the people.
I never h of a two-thirds vote being required in a State to amend
its constitution. Does my friend insist then that in his State consti-
tation that is required s

Mr. EATON. A two-thirds majority ¥ My dear sir, yon conld not
get through 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 few minutes
ago, and I think the record will show that Le did.

Mr. EATON. Is my friend throngh?

Mr. MORTON. For the present.

Mr. EATON. My friend says, Can they not doit? I might as well
say, Why cannot my friend from Indiana commit burglary or murder
or robbery? Decguse it is 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 legalize a system of religion, I say it is
as absurd as it woald be for me to say that my friend from Indiana
can commit murder. Of course he can; but will he? Will any rea-
soning man in a community do a thing of that sort ¥ This whole busi-
ness is absurd. Let us go a step farther,

No public , and no public revenne of nor any loan of eredit by or under
e e I Sy S el b e e

n sha y or, sn of an
mmln.‘odminnal orsmmumﬁon. 9 Y

For one moment look at this, The State of Connectieut, small I
agree, representing her humbly, as I agree I do—and 1 hope I shall
not injure my friend’s feelings when I say the sovercign State of Con-
necticnt is not to be permitted to give a thousand dollars to an edun-
cational institution unless my friend from Indiana and the honorable
Senator from Vermont say she may do it. 1 haveno patience with
such an argument, In my city of 50,000 people, small I o it is,
there are two asylums for children, one a Catliolic asylum and the
other a Protestant asylum. There are in those two asylums five hun-
dred children, and the city of Hartford, my city, by this amendment
cannot give a thousand dollars a year to each of those two asylums
although by doing it they shonld saye §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 its own schools and its own religions with-
ont their gssistance. We do nob require it, and in my judgment it
will be a good many years before we shall. That is my opinion.

I am glad of one thing. My friend from Missoari [Mr. BoGY] said

that the negro was abont played out. It looks to me as thongh there
was to be another new thing ; that there was to be injected into the
coming presidential election this _3ueation of whether Connecticut,
and Indiana, and New York, and Vermont, and Sonth Carolina, and
Arkansas should take care of their own schools, of their own pris-
ons, of their own reformatory institutions. Let it come ; the guicker
the better. This report of the Judiciary Committee is the particn-
lar act I am talking about ; I am not now speaking about any other
amendment, When anLother one comes up I will talk about that.
I have not said that I shall vote for any. I would ent my arm oft
before I would vote for this, because I would disgrace my manhood
and my State if I should vote for it. When we come to any other
amendment I will talk about that. Has it eome 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! Is that to be the questionf If
it is, let us meet it here, anywhere, at all times, and in all places.

My friend from Missounri said what I shall not say or admit. He
said that there was left to the States this right. I t{o not use that
langnage? I say this right belongs to the States. It was not left to
them; it belongs to them, and they have nof 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 f 1 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, to nse a modern but common

hrase, “ go back ” nupon what they said. The argument is a false onec.

do not use the term “ false,” as my friend from Indiana well knows,
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 the 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.”

1 simply say with regard to this proposed amendment that I am
opposed to it becaunse 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 becanse I will not vote for it he says what is not
true. It will not do for any Semator 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 eare that they do not
make any such law; and I do not want the honorable Senator from
Indiana to take care of Connecticut. I will take care of that myseif.
Let him take careof his own State. I think he will have as much as
he can do to take care of it during the coming election.

Next, no State & to make any law prohibiting the free exercise of
religion. Where is the Senator who dares fo stand on this floor and
say to me, or any other Senator, that because I op this proposi-
tion and oppose the giving of this power to the Federal Government
I am in favor of the States doing that? It will not do. Iam opposed
to any State making a law establishing religion ; I am opposed to any
State prohibiting the free exercise of any religion; and I do not re-
quire the Senate or the Con of the United States to assist me in
taking care of the State of Connecticut in that regard. 'We have got
on for a hundred years withont it, and I beg leave to that we
shall get along for another handred years without it. I am very
much inclined to the opjnion, and therefore being inclined to the
opinion I must express it—I hope I am wrong about it—that this
whole matter is bronght up as an election dodge.

Mr. HARVEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him where this
question comes from 7

Mr. EATON. I do not know, nor care.

Mr. HARVEY. Diditnotcome from the House of Representatives?

fh{ll:. E'ATON. It came from James G. Blaine. Did youn ever hear
of him ]

Mr. HARVEY. Did it not also come from the democratic House of
Representatives?

Mr. EATON. Not this “ereetur.” This whole business originated
with Hon. James G. Blaine. Did you ever hear of him? It was one
of his dodges to get a nomination, and I wish he had 522 it. I have
been sorry ever since that he did not; and you have been glad ever

since.
Was he able to dictate to the democratic House of

Mr. HARVEY.
Representatives !

Mr. EATON. Iam not able to say what Mr. Blaine conld or could
not do. He has done a great many things in this world that I donot
want to talk about.

Mr. HARVEY. This measure comes to us with the sanction of the
Honse of Representatives.

Mr. EATON. Noj; I beg your pardon. This comes to ns from the
honorable Senator from Vermont. I am not falking 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,

Mr. HARVEY. The very language on which the Senator has just
been commenting is in the original resolution.

Mr. EATON. Is it possible! Very likely. I have not read it; I
am glad my friend has,
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Mr.HARVEY. Ihad theimpression thatthe Senatorhad notread it.

-Mr. EATON. This came from my friend from Vermont. It isvery
good reading, but I have not got through with it yet.

And nosuch particular creed or tenets shall be read or tanght in any school orin-
stitution supported in whole or in part by such revenuc or loan of credit ; and no
suc:l"l_appmpﬁnﬁm or loan of credit shall be made to any religious or anti-religious
Beg
we have not any of those in my State—
organization, or denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article
:iha.llnnt be construed to prohibit the reading of the Bible in any sehool or institu-

om.

I shonld like to ask which Bible; whether it is the Bible of James I
or what is called the Dounay Bible! This whole business is a par-
tisan trick put upon the Senate of the United States. There is nota
single member of the Senate—I do not except my friend from Kan-
sas, I do not except my friend from Indiana, I do not except my
friend from Vermont—there is not one single Senator on this floor
who entertains the slightest idea that any State in this Union has
any intention to originate a sysiem of religion. No Benator darerise
in his place on his personal responsibility as a Senator and say so.
If he will, I shonld like to hear him. Is there any danger that Indi-
ana willdo it? Isthere any danger that Vermont willdoit ! Is there
any danger that Massachusetts will doit? Is there any danger that
North Carolina, or Delaware, or Tennessee, or Florida, or New York,
or New Jersey will do it7 Not one single Senator dare rise in his place
and say any such thing., If thereis 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 hereafter, hereafter
we can talk about it. Nobody has yet; and therefore as no one has,
I will assnme that I am right; and if I am right, then why is this
thing here? 1f is here to do a little politieal business that it can-
not accomplish. I am very glad to see it for one; I am very
h:lppy to see it. My honorable friend the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. S8pENCER] will be very apt to go with me on this question.  As
he will not be able to gef tel ms from the two republican ehair-
men of committees in the State of Alabama, I think he will vote with
me on this question.

My friend from Vermont says that every democrat opposes this
proposition. Why should not every democrat oppose a proposition
of this character? No reason has yet been given for supporting it.
When one is given I will try to answer it. g;o reason has yet been
Even by the honorable Senator from Vermont, who is the putative

ther of this child, why it shonld be adopted. If any Senator can
give a reason I should like to hear it. Every democrat certainly will
oppose if, becanse he opposes it on democratic grounds, and those
t.rmnnds are that this whole business belongs not to the Federal

tovernment but to the States of the Union. enever any Senator
gives a reason for this, I will try, if nobody else does, fo 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 been denied. I desire to re-assert that fact, that the
first proposition which 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 what I am not, a Catholic. That
is the truth, and that is the history of the country. I came from
Connecticnt, what is called a pnritan State, and that is no particular
reason so far as I know why I should not tell the truth., .

I did not rise here to-night to talk about the respeclive views of
and differences between the Protestant and Catholie religions. Per-
mit me to say, Mr. President, what you as a Michigan man know bet-
ter than I, that the religion of onr Lord was carried all through the
Northwest by Catholics. Starting from Qunebec and Montreal, all
throngh the Indian tribes one hundred and fifty years ago the relig-
ion, of Jesus was taught by .the disciples of Rome. The puritan
taught the religion of God as he understond if in New England; the
Catholie as he understood it in Maryland ; another class in New York;
and another still in New Jersey, and the Catholic again in Lonisiana.
God forbid that I should rise here in my place as an American Sena-
tor to talk about the differences between the religious denominations
and the religious creeds. I scorn to do it. No good has come to the
people of the 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 the only form of the Christian 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—upon it
depends the salvation of many handreds of millions of human beings.
It will not do for the S8enator from Vermont to tell me or to tell 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 nof such; but I thank God for one thing, and thatis this: I rec-
ognize the great good that the Catholic people have done in my own
town, in my own State, and therefore I stand here, a representative
of puritan Connecticnt, to defend the action of the Catholic religion-
ists in my State. They have done well. I have nothing to do with
their religion. They will take care of that, and I will take care of
mine. 1 do not ask them to support me; they do not ask me to sup-
port them. Let ns not have any qnarrel on this subject; and there-
fore I wounld hope almost to a man that we shounld vote down this
amendment of the honorable Senator from Vermont; and when we

come to another amendment it will be time enovgh to talk about that.

Mr. MORTON, 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 charging the presence of this
proposition here to-night as a republican trick, a partisan trick, a
thing that we have brought in here, lugged in ‘l’)y the heels, for the
purpose of making a new issue. How did this get here? A resoln-
tion came from the House of Representatives, which has nearly a two-
?7“1“18 democratic majority, and it received in that body 166 out of

votes.

Mr. EATON. I beg to suggest to my honorable friend that I know
that fact; but that he is not enti to speak of the action of the
House of Re’lpresentativea here.

Mr. MORTON. I am enfitled to speak of it. I am entitled to
speak of the fact that this resolution came here from the House of
Representatives, having passed nearly unanimously, and that we
were bound to consider it. We conld not lay it upon our table and
say we wonld not consider it, It wasour duty to consider it whether
we wanted to do it or not, and if we were bound to consider if, the
question was whether we shonld 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 the face and
says the whole thing is wrong from beginning to end, and lays the
responsibility npon ns.

Mr. EATON. I have not said one word abount that, and 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 come to the other matter.

Mr. EATON. This is not the House resolution at all.

Mr. MORTON. It is not the House resolution, but it is an amend-
ment of it.

Mr. EATON. O, no; not an amendment. :

Mr. MORTON. I will yield to my friend from Connecticut if he
has any thing to say. When it has been bronght here in this way
my friend forgets even that there is a House. In his great anxiety
to assault the regublican party he says we are responsible for the
whole thing ; and he says he his opposition to it upon demo-
eratic grounds ; that the whole business belongs to the States; that
we have not anything to do withit ; right in the face of the fact 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. Theyhave done no such thing. The
States have done no such thing, and the Senator from Indiana knows

it.

Mr. MORTON. I did not say tha States,

Mr. EATON. The House has advised that a certain amendment to
the Constitution shonld be made ; that is all, and that it should be
submitted to the States.

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is just what we have done.

Mr. MORTON. Thatisabountall. We haveshown what the Honse
had done. I did not say that the States had done it. My friend is
slightly mixed in his assertions. L

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 fund and arpropriate t to sec-
tarian purposes. We have amended if, and say thiey have not only no
right to do that, but that they shall not levy a tax for that purpose
and shall not make an appropriation,

Mr. EATON. Will the Senator allow me once more?

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. :

Mr. EATON. The House have denied no such power to the States.
The Senator from Indiana is a lawyer, and the Senator knows they
have not denied it, They have simply submitted to the States that
thef should adopt a certain thing; they have denied nothing.

Mr. MORTON. I suppose my friend 1s about right. We have not
denied it to the States and we shall not until it comes to be adopied;
hut we have proposed to the States an amendment to the Constitu-
tion which does deny to them these powers. The House says that
the States shall not have the power to take the school-fund and use
it. 'We propose to extend it and say neither shall they have the
power i levy a tax for that purpose, and go into some further detail,
perfecting it and carrying out the same idea. My friend from Con-
necticuf says it is all wrong; that the whole business belongs to the
States; that it is a mere republican trick which has been brought
here fur}fmrtistm purl';oau. My friend says we want to make a new
issue. He onght to have said that his democratic friends want to
make a newissue, It stands just about this way: that for the par-
pose of meeting a strong feelitg throughout the natiom, for the
purpose of allaying a great fear, a proposition is made to amend
the Constitution which, at first glance, seems to accomplish the prr-

ose, but on examination it is found not to accomplish the purpose,
Pmt. i8 in effect a frand and a sham, and when we try to amend it and
wake it a thing of substance and to cover the whole ground we are
told that it isall wrong; that the whole matter belongs to the States.
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Mr. RANDOLPH. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir,

Mr. RANDOLPH. Who decides that the amendment offered by the
House is a frand and a sham 1

Mr. MORTON. Does my friend want an answer?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, sir.

Mr. MORTON. For one I will nndertake 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 nchoois or the appropriation of public money to carry them
on it simply ]ivmvents the application of a school fund raised forthat
purpose 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 frands.

Mr. MORTON. The Senator agrees that it is a sham?

Mr. EATON. And all the rest are frands.

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Connecticut has bronght me to
it, and now let me 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 existing 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 to year for the purpose of
supporting sectarian schools. We might as well understand this
thing. I did not intend to say so much, but my friend has been so

rsistent in saying that it is a republican trick, a sham, that I pre-
P:r now to state the matter very fully and strongly. 1t was mani-
factured and sent here for a political purpose, and that was to make
the impression that our democratic friends were in favor of free
schools and of protecting them in their publie 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 and 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? This cannot become a part of the fundamental law unless
three-fourths of the States to it. We cannot take the power
from the States by passing it here. Three-fourths of the States have
to 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 States
agree to it and give up this power it is all right. They have nobody
to blame but themselves. If three-fourths of them agree to if, then
it becomes the law of the land, just like any other eonstitutional
amendment, Why talk abont rob ing the 8tates? Robbing them of
what? Robbing them of the power to tax the people of the State
for the support of sectarian schools! That is the robbery, is it ?

Mr. EATON. No.

Mr. MORTON. Robbing them of the power to establish a church ?
That is the robbery, is it 1

Mr. EATON. No.

Mr. MORTON, Mt.{ friend said we wanted to do it.

Mr. EATON, If the Eant.leman will permit me, he ought not to
misrepresent me. Will he permit me to set him right?

Mr. MORTON. O, certainly.

Mr. EATON. | I have said this over and over agnin: 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 Indiana to talk about this matter at all. While I
am up, as the Benator 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 talking about.

Mr. MORTON. I presume theydid. They voted for it in the shape
in which a democratic committee presented it to the House: but the
Senator himself, in his desire to hit the republicans, is hitting his
own political friends. This is in keeping with the practice of the
democratic party thronghout the country. Here is a proposition that
comes to us by the action of the democratic Honse. e are bound
to consider it; but when it comes here it is thrown np to ns that we
bronght it here, that it is a repnblican trick. It is just like the talk
about the debt and about taxation. These things were brought abont
by the rebellion ; they are the consequences of the action of the dem-
oeratie party; but they are held up as being a crime and the conse-
qnence of republican action.

Mr. EATON. I do wish the Senator wounld not mix up the rebell-
jon with this matter.

Mr. MORTON. My friend said we wanted a new issne. My friend
from Missouri [Mr. BoGY] said the nigger was killed. I think that
was his langnage.

Mr. EATON. Dead.

Mr. MORTON. Noj; he said he was killed. Well, they have killed
a good many of them, but they have not killed them all.

Mr. EATON. Nomatter; he came pretty near if; but hesaid dead.
It is the same as killed.

Mr. MORTON. I think the desire to change the issne perhaps be-
longs more to the other side. Allow me to state what I understand
to be the whole question. The House sends a resolution 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 ouf of the general Treasury for the same purpose,
and going into some details for the purpose of perfecting it. We are
trying just as we would npon any other measure to perfect a proposi-
tion. Weassume that it came here in good faith. We wanted to msi?w
better and cover the ground. My friend admits, and he cannot help
admitting, that as it came here it is grossly imperfect ; it amonnts
to but very little. We have tried fo improve it, but now the opposi-
tion to-night comes upon the broad ground that the whole matter be-
longs to the States, coming as strongly against the House proposition
as against the amendment of the Judiciary Committee, My friend
from Missouri announces a doctrine here to-night in good faith and
full of intelligence which strikes at the very basis and existence of
the principles of the nation. There can be but one reason that Ican
understand for opposing this amendment, and that is that the States
shall be left with power if they see proper to establish a chureh and
tax the ple 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? I think that it is. Those who oppose it
maust do it nmn the ground that the States onght to have that liberty,
that it may be their interesf, it may be their feeling, some time, to
exercise that power. I feel that in this matter we are entirely right,
and that our opponents, as they have been npon every one of these
constitutional amendments, are entirely wrong.

My [riend said a while ago that the logic of the war was to destroy
slavery, and then it was natural and proper that we shonld put an
amendment to the Constifution abolishing slavery. So it was; but
that was opposed by the demoecratic party from the hour of its intro-
duetion here up to this very time. 11:. was right ; it was proper; but
it was opposed, just as this thing is opposed; and so was t'i:? four-
teenth amendment, and so the fifteenth. This is just as elearly right
as either of those three amendments, and there can be no argnment
or debate against the justice of this amendment. It simply places
religions liberty in this country and education upon impregnable
grounds. It is no blow upon the Catholic Church. The iSaa 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 npon the Catholic Church. It
seems to me that the opposition to this thing gets down to a very
small proportion when it is charged with 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 minntes. 1 do not intend to
discuss this question. I am sorry the discussion has taken the turn
that it has; but what I rose fo say particularly was that my friend
from Indiana seeks 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 inows, and every other Senator knows,that at the
very commencement of this session the President of the United States,
the head of the repnblican party, brought this question here in his
annnal messa, They know, and know full well, that prior to that
time the head of the republican party, in the city of Des Moines,
opened the campaign last fall upon this very issne. They know full
well that one of the leading republican candidates for the nomination
for the Presidency at the commencement of the session of Congress
introdneced almost the precise resolution which the House of Repre-
sentatives sent to the Senate.

I do not express any opinion either in favor or against the proposi-
tion, for I do not mean to discuss the resolution as it came from the
House, or the resolution as it has been amended by the Senate; but [
wish to say this: that the democratic House of Representatives, actn-
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 one of the great parties of this country to bring into the presi-
dential eampaign this year, evidenced by the action of the President
of the United States himself, the chief of his party, evidenced too by
the action of a prominent aspirant for the presidential honors in in-
troducing this very resolution—when the House of Representatives
knew that that animus actuated the republican party they did wisely to
adopt a measure to eliminate from the political discnssions of the
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 religions prejudices and passions
of mankind, I trembled for the future of my country. Has not his-
tory a voice ! Does it not speak with an eloquence that ought to ap-
peal in living language to the heart of every Senator? flava not
religious persecntions and appeals to religious prejndices stained the
earth with blood and wrung from the hearts of millions the deepest
agonies? Yet I see springing np in my own country for the base
purpose of party, to promote a presidential election, a disposition to
drag down the sacred cross itself and make if subservient to party
ends. Iappeal to Heaven to thwart the purpose of all such partisans?
While the Christian world is to-day praying for the peace of Jerusa-
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lem, there are men in this eountry caring nothing for religion who
would subserve their party ends if they could by crucifying the Son
of God afresh if he were on earth, or what is little better, who attempt
to digtarb the peace of the church and:to array the Christian brother-
hood in deadliest hate against each other.

I appeal to the American people, standing here in my place, fo be
deaf to all such appeals. Let not the worst passions of mankind be
invoked in this campaign; but let the peace of the church flow on as
it has in the past, and the great mission of Christianity accomplish
that good for which it was sent. Let not politicians make the canse
of the Redeemer subservient to base E:rty ends. 1 protest against it
iq 1(llle interest of Christianity and the peace and happiness of man-

ind.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on the passage of
the resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

The SBecretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. EATON, (when Mr. BArNUM'S name was called.) I wish to
state that my colleague [Mr. BARNUM] is paired with the SBenator
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawgks.] One would vote one way and
the other the other. [Laughter.]

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when Mr. HAMILTON'S name was called.) The
Senator from Texas [Mr. HamiLToN] is detained at his rooms by ill-
ness. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS. ]
The-Senator from Texas would have voted in favor of this amend-
ment, and the SBenator from Virginia, as 1 understand, would have
voted against it.

Mr. HITCHCOCK, (when his name was ecalled.) On this question
I am paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE.] He
would have voted “ nay,” and I should have voted * yea.”

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) On this question I am
paired with the SBenator from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] and the Sena-
tor from Kansas, ,Plr. 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 his absence I do not foel
at liberty to vote. I would vote against thz‘]lmposition.

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was call On this question I
am paired with the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. BAYARD.L If pres-
ent, th,? Senator from Delaware would vote “‘nay,” and 1 should vote
i e,

El‘ha roll-call was concluded.

Mr. GORDON. I wish to state that the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [ Mr. WALLACE] is paired with the Senator from South Caro-
lina, [Mr. RoBERTSON.] 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 mq colleague [Mr. WRIGHT]
is paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Dexxis.] My col-
le.agne”woul(l vote “ yea,” and the Senator from Maryland would vote
“nay.

Mr. PADDOCK. Without a very strong stomach for this sort of
legislation, I vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 16 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, A_nt.hony. Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of
“Wisconsin, Christiancy, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuny-
sen, Harvey, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton,

leaby. Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West—24,

AYS—Messrs Boxv Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of l"lnrkl:h
Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, }I“mnahl. Maxey, Norwvod, Randolph, an
Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cono-

Bt —18.

rmrﬁnmm Alcorn, Barnnm, Bayard,
ver, Dawes, Dennia, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe,
Ingalls, Johnston, Merrimon, Ransom, Hobertson, Saulsbury, S8haron, Sherman,
Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright—27,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two-thirds of the Senators present
not having voted to agree to the resolntion, the same is not passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Hounse of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apawvs,
its Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills;
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 employés recently permanently discharged
from the service of the Bureau of Eungraving and Printing; and

A bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the
services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr, WINDOM. I move that the S8enate proceed to the considera-
tion of the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill.

Mr, ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 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 making reports !

The Chair hears none.

Mr. WADLEIGH. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. No. 147) to refuml'toWilliam Watts, of the county

of Boone, and State of Kentucky, the sum of 85,610, illegally taken
and received from him and paid into the Treasury of the United
States by the collector of internal revenne for the sixth Kentucky dis-
triet, in excess of the amount of lawful tax collected upon the sale
of 28,031 pounds of manufactured tobacco, on the 23th 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
(8. 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, t» whom was referred the bill
(H. R. No. 2532) 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.

COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENT EXPENSES.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I desire to offer a resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator
from Nevada offering a resolution, the Senator from Rhode Island
having moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu-
tive business? The Chair hears none, and the resolution will be re-

ported.
The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee to Andit and control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate have leave to sit during the recess of Congress.

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will give
way for a moment that I may call up a billof very t importance,
which will not cause any delay in bis executive business,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois ob-
ject to the consideration of the resolution? -

Mr. DAVIS. Let it be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. JoNES, of Nevada.

Mr, DAVIS, I believe that is nsual.

Mr. MORRILL. That is always usual.

The 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 tempore. Will the S8enator from Rhode Island
yield to the Benator from Illinois?

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. The 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 throngh courtesy I should be allowed to explain.

Mr. WINDOM. 1 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 sn, ion,
It is now one o’clock. The Indian bill is a voluminous bill, so that
it will take a long time to enroll it. I ean see inthe case of that bill
a reason why we shonld 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 staying 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 occurs to me now, none that is proposed. Therefore I sug-
gest that the Senator from Minnesota be allowed to take up the con-
ference report and have action upon it, and then we adjourn till morn-
ing and not wear ourselves out ';]y sitting here all night.

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator from Rhode d will allow
me to present the conference report.

Mr. ANTHONY. In considerationof the fact stated by the Senator
from New York and the Senator from Minnesota, the necessity of en-
rolling this volnminous bill, I withdraw the motion to proceed to the
consideration of execntive business; but I must state that after that
matter is disposed of I shall renew the motion, and if it does not pre-
vail then, 1 smmnew it as soon as we meet to-morrow morning, and
I shall keep on repewing it with the same persistency as my {riend
from Illinois insists on his bounty bill, and I hope with more success;
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. LOGAN. May I be permitted to say just one word, and it is
very hard to get an opportunity to say anything? It is not neces-
sary for the Senator from Rhode Island to allude to the bounty bill.
I(r{m was as willing fo get up 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 a bill has just come from the House in refer-
ence to the organizatison 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
Dbill be taken up for immediate action,

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask my friend from Illinois a question {

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. I

Mr. CONKELING. I ask does it make any difference practically
whether that bill passes now or waits until eleven o’elock to-mor-
row 1 :

Mr. LOGAN. I think it makes a great deal of difference for this
reason : I do not think the bill which the House have sent to us will

; I propose to offer a substitute for it so that there must be a con-

mnee Eet.wean the Houses to seftle the question, if the Senate agree
with my views. If not, thebill as the House passed it can be agreed
to

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me tosuggest that we can
do both in fifteen minutes {

Mr. MORTON. Let us go right on. |

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota
insist on his motion !

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask nnanimous 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 npon the bill
to which he refers. It will certainly take no time.

Mr. WINDOM. T have no sort of objection to allowing the Senator
from Tllinois to present his report.

Mr. HARVEY. I joinin that request. It is certainly of great im-.

rtance.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It will not delay the business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the
Senator from Minnesota does not object.

Mr. LOGAN. I beg tosay to the Senator from Nebraska that I
have no report from the committee. I was going to ask the Senate
to take the House bill up, and I have a substitnte which I propose to
offer myself upon 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-
?‘ltﬁ we can treat it as the report of the Committee on Military Af-

airs,

Mr. WINDOM. I yield to the Senator from Illinois to take np his
measure provided it does not lead to debate. If if does I shall ask
the Scnate to proceed to the consideration of the conference report
on the Indian bill,

Mr. LOGAN. If I can have the floor after the Senator is throngh
with his conference report I have no objection, but I do not want
the Senate to adjonrn without action on this propesition. [“All
right.”]

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena-
tor from Minnesota, who now moves that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the conference reporton the Indian appropriation bill,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider
the following report :

The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Hounses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. K. No. 347¥) making appropriations for
the current and mﬂnj\mt expenses of the Indian ent and for fulfillin,
i for e urposo, huving et e full and re Confeunce Huve agrend
an or p met, a erence, have to
T end and do rec d to their respective Hounses as follows :

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 16, 18, 39, 40, 42, 43,
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, and 61, .

e e b e S
num! s . 13, 1 , 20, ! ' , 30, 32, 33,
34, 35, 30, 37, M.S&w.ﬁlﬁ.md&

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3,
and agree to the same, with amendments as follows : 1n line 24, page 2, strike ont
“five " and insert * six,” and after the word * expenses ™ insert in line 27 of the

same **in excess of £100,” and in line 9, page 3, of the amendments, after the
word ousand " insert ** and one hundred ;" and the Senate to the same.
That the House recede from its disazre t to the 1| t numbered 4, and

agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 11 of said amendment,
ge 3, strike oat “six"” and insert “four," and after the word * AMinnesota,” in
Iiums 1€'!1 same mga, strike out all down to and Imlmlmglthe word “ Carolina,” in line
14, and as a distinet paragraph to follow the amend x
pay of special agent of the Eastern Cherokee and other Indians in North Carolina
up to September 1 next, after which the offico of said agent is abolished, £250,”
and in line 16 strike out **nine ” and insert ''six,” and at the end of line 3, page 6
of the bill, add the following: “and for gil ing-twine for nets, 1,200 ;" and at the
end of line 16, same page, add * and for i1;;1[1]ng-:.wilm for nets, §400;" at the end of
line 15, page 7, add ** and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;" and the Senate agree to

the same.

* That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 17, with the e ion of
the words after the word * Territory,” in lines 22 and 21, page 20 of the hill; and
the House to the same.

That the House recede from its disagr t to the d t numbered 21,
&nd ngree to the same, with an amendmont as follows: Strike out * four” and in-
sert * two,” and strike out “and nineteen,” and strike out **cight hundred; " and
the Senate to the same.

That the House recede from ita disagre: t to the dment numbered 25, and
a{lrfa to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 4 strike ont the word
“tribe" wherever it occurs, and insert in lien thereof the word * bands,” and after
the word * pooglo," in line 5, strike out all down to and including the word * In-
dians,” in line 7, and insert * and horeafter there shall bono appropriation made for
the subsistence of said Indians,” and in lino 2), after the wm'lf desiznate,"” insert
the following: * And the farther sam of §20,000 is hercby appropriated, to be ex-
pended under the direction of the President of the United States for the purpose
of carrying into effect the foregoing provisions," and make the word ** amount” in
lino 26 plural ; and the Senato agree to the same.

That the House receds from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 31,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont ** fifty " and in-

"

ed paragraph, insert: * For |

att f" ltl:enty-ﬂva,” and after the word * dollars,” in line 26, page 39 of the bill, add
e following :

** And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall direct that said Indians shall
not be allowed to leave their proper reservations ; and it shall be the daty of the
‘War Department to aid the Indian Office in seeing that the orders of the Commis-
sioner are executed ; and rations shall not be issucd for a longer period than one
}m;k at a time; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, sold, or given to said

ndians,”

Amnd the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numhered 38,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out * forty " and in-
sert “* twenty,” and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment onmbered 41,
and :gr'ede to the same, with an amendment as follows : At theend of said amend.
ment add :

“ Provided, That when sufficient matter to make a volnme of statistics and his.
torical data is prepared it shall he submitted to the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs
and referred by him to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and published
on their written approval.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numberod 54,
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : After the word * for,” in
line 8 of sald amendment, insert * agricultural implements and for,” and in line 11
strike out ** five and insort “six,” and at the end of said amendment add *“and
£300 of said sum shall be paid to the superintendent of common schools in North
Carolina, who shall have the supervision of the schools of the Cherokees in said
?oh:tlga under direetion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs;” and the Senate agreo

same.

That the House recede from its disam t to the dment nombered 57,
anl agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Inline 5, page 450f thp bill,
strike out all after the word “Provided" down to and including tho word * but*
in line B, amd insert the word “ That ;" and in line 10 strike out the word “and”
where it first occors, and strike out the words “ and others,” and in line 11 strike
out, the word * and "' where it first ocours, and strike out " and for no other pur-

" and insert ** and for paying employés: And provided further, That amounts
now due employés for the year ending June 30, 1876, may be paid ont of the nnex-
pended balance of the incidental fund of said year;" and the Senate agree to the

same.

That the House reccde from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 64,
substitoting as follows:

“$Sre. 5. And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole
power and anthl:rrithy to appeint traders to the Indian tribes amd to make such rules
and tions as he may deem just and proper, ng:oif ing the kind and quantity
of and the pricea at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians.

“8kc. 6, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall advertise for all supplies:
Provided, That the purchase of sapplies for sixty days may be made in open mar-
ket: And provided further, That to meet any eximdcy 1:!lF the service purchases
may be made in open market to an extent not to ex £2,000 at any one time.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

WM. WINDOM,

JOHN A, LOGAN,
Mana TRANCIS Knn;sté}w.

8 0N partn Senale.
%I.. J. RANDALL,

A. M. SCALES,

8. A, HURLBUT,
Jlanagers on the part of the Iouse,

The report was concurred in.
BUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES,

Mr. LOGAN. I ask now that the Senate comnsider the bill (H. R.
No. 4106) to anthorize the President to accept the services of volun-
teers to aid in nu];}messing Indian hostilities.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay the bill before
the Senate.

The bill (H. R. No. 4106) to anthorize the President to accept the
services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities was
by unanimous consent read 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 lien thereof the following:

That the President of the United States be, and be is hercby, empowered to in-
crease the number of enlisted men to one hundred for each company of such regi-
ments of cavalry as in his opinion may reqnire the same. I*rori, That not more
than twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the
twenty-five thonsand authorized by the act apmml July 24, 1876, "mnkin:npprn-
priations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1877, aml

the following sums are hereby appropriated for recruiting and maintaining the
same;

gﬂwmiﬁng 2,500 cavalrymen

/ Making inall......... Logdietilibel e TURn sl € ) N e 1,634,700

Mr. MORTON. What is the appropriation in this amendment ?

Mr. LOGAN. It is §1,634,700,

Mr. STEVENSON. How much is it in the House bill?

Mr. LOGAN. “One million dollars, or so much thercof as may he
necessary.” 1 desire to say to the SBenate that it is impossible to exe-
cute the Honse bill. I can demonstrate in five minutes its ntter im-
practicability and show that preference ought to be given to the
proposition su ted by the President ans heretofore adopted by
tho Benate. The President’s suggestion to the Senate was to reeruit
twenty-five hundred cavalrymen, that is, fwenty-five hundred pri-
vates. Their pay would be §13 per month. The pay of twenty-five
hundred men for one year at §13 per month waultlp be $390,000. Tho
B:y of tive thousand under the bill as to by the House would

the same, because they are recruited forsix months. That applies
o the private soldiers. The twenty-five hundred men can be re-
cruited and absorbed in the exiEt.ing companies without appointing
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a solitary officer to command them ; but the commissioned officers
alone in the bill from the House will cost $314,615 at the fpajv fixed
by the law as it now stands. There is, then, an addition of §314,615
made by the House. The necessary clothing for the five thounsand
would be just double, because the clothing is necessary, no matter
whether they are to serve for six months or twelve months.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 14 is just the same.

Mr. LOGAN. I:is jnstthesame. I will show intwo minutes that
it will cost over §1,000,000 to execute the bill as passed by the House,
and that there i3not half money enongh appropriated by it. The pay
for cavalrymen, as I stated, for one yearis $390,000. That is exactly
as I figure iEi‘ and I made the calculation here myself and I know it
is correct. The subsistence of twenty-five hundred men wonld be
£200,400. Subsistence of twenty-five hundred men then for one year
and for five thousand for six months would be just equal, so that there is
no difference in thatitem. The elothing for twenty-five hundred men
would be $206,000. For five thousand men it is just double; any one
can make the calenlation. Regular supplies, that is, the rations for
these cavalrymen for twelve months for twenty-five hundred or five
thousand for six months would be exactly the same. The number of
Liorses for the five thonsand of course wonld be double the nnmber
required for the twenty-five hundred. The horses for the twenty-five
hundred will cost $337,500, and you have to double that number to
supply five thousand, which doubles the calenlation. Transportation,
wagons, &e., for twenty-five hundred private soldiers would cost
$34,000, and you have to double that to supply five thousand men.
The forage for the horses is just the same precisely, twenty-five hnn-
dred for a year and five thousand for six months. It makes no differ-
ence and it is not necessary to calenlate that. Now as to the commn-
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 $2,500,000 for six months; and yet the s;ggropriation in this
Lill is only §1,000,000. The $1,000,000 appropriated in the Honse bill
will noti 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 disrespeet, have either acted without
due consideration in reference to this thing or do nof 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 cavalry-
men ean be organized very soon; if 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
musf be officered, must be clothed, must be rationed ; they must have
transportation, and everythingrpmvided for an army, and besides
that they have to be drilled. The idea of taking five regiments of
raw men of eavalry to go in now and fight Indians withont drill, no
man but a erazy man would atfempt 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. Ihave tried, as far as I was concerned,
and I have insisted on raising troops to ﬂght these Indians on the
most economical Slau. 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 yon must
drill the men, drill the horses, drill everything connécted with 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 youn take a whole regiment of raw men it takes
a long time to make them good soldiers. This is the advantage of
the amendment.

Ihave triedto defend this from a proper stand-point, from the stand-
point that will make good soldiers, and from the stand-point that will
raise them on the most economical plan ; but 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 have to do is to fill up with men. No man butone
who is a demagogue or desires 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 if, for the reason that I
know the expense attached to raising troops and organizing them
and preparing them and fitting them for going into battle. I do not
wish te do it merely to make people think that I want to give them
a chance to volunteer. My desire is to have it put on a fair basis, a
proper, soldierly basis, and an economical plan.

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the Senator whether he is aware of

the fact that durin% the war many of our volunteer regiments fur-

nished their horses
Mr. LOGAN. I am aware of that.

Mr. CLAYTON. If he is, can he state the amount paid them per
month for the nse of their horses 1

Mr, LOGAN. Forty cents a day.

Mr. CLAYTON, Twelve dollars a month.

Mr. ALLISON. Beventy-two dollars for six months.

Mr. CLAYTON. What price did the Senator put on the horses in
his estimate 1

hMr. {;OGAN. I estimated them at $100 apiece. They cost more
than that.

Mr. CLAYTON. Youn must estimate more than that, because I see
you make the amounnt over $300,000.

Mr, LOGAN. That was the estimate of the War Department,
£337,000 for twenty-five hundred horses, and double that for five
thousand.

Mr. CLAYTON. They cannot be purchased for $100.

Mr. LOGAN. T offer the snbstitute.

Mr. PADDOCK. I shounld like to inquire of the chairman of the
Committee on Military Affairs if this substitute he has now offered
is not the same measure that was passed by the Senate and sent to
the Hounse and by the House rejected.

Mr. LOGAN. Verbatim et literatim.

Mr. EDMUNDS. They did not reject it.

Mr. LOGAN. No.

Mr. PADDOCK. Asa practical question it seems to me that the
offering of it here the second fime is an absardity.

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 waut 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,
a8 it was of the last warin both armies, that the enlistment of volun-
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 ju;]({;ment of the
General of the Army. The reernits that are obtained for cavalry
service are sent on at'onee, so soon as gathered, to their proper points
of destination and assigned their companies and their regiments.
They are there mixed up with the companies already organized and
already drilled, and therefore become effective far more readily than
they would if yon atmmgtad to get an entirely new eavalry force,
My candid judgment is that you cannot organize this cavalry force
of five thousand men, volunteers, drill them, pnt them into the field,
and make them effective in the six months. I therefore think the
amendment is proper.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the object sought is to put down
the Indian rebellion. Now, what the Senator says in regard to the
organization of military force, in regard to the advantage of organ-
izﬁ:g 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 ]:lv]ermit me to add
one word which I omitted? I only want to add that in my judg-
ment, from observation and experience, this is going to be one of the
worst Indian wars ever fought in this eountry, 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 fo fight Indians are the men who know the ‘Indian habits and
the Indian character, the men who are on the ground ; and there
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 S8enator 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 as pri-
vatesin the regnlar Army. You cannot enlist those men as privates,
because they are not the elass of men.

Mr. LOGAN. Perha]gatcheg wonld prefer to enlist as officers,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ruits for your regular Army are enlisted in
the streets of our great 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
thonsand men, if necessary, can be enlisted, who ean fornish their
own horses, and we can enlist those five thonsand men, I venture the
assertion, if the necessity arises, in one-half the time that twenty-
five hundred men ean be enlisted in the regnlar Army. :

Mr.LOGAN. And I suppose, after we had enlisted them with their
own horses, for the next fifteen years we should be passing bills to
pay for the loss of horses? That would be about the result. That is
the experience everybody has had in matters of that kind.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know about that. Idonotthink any
measure of this kind has ever been passed by the American Con
The trouble is, and will be in this instance if we pass no bill, that if
a disaster comes to General Crook, if we have to organize in our own
way without the forms of law, as we may have to do, then the Con-

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 npon such a measure. But what I seek, and what we of the
Northwest seek, is some practical safegnard against the peril which
threatens us if Congress adjourns without giving ns some measure of
srotection. I believe if the Senate fails to pass the bill which the
onse 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 thai we shall have a vote of Senate on the adoption of the
substitnfe. 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, becanse I think it is much
safer, that the bill as received from the House shounld be adopted, and
I shall eall for & yea and nay vote on that question.

Mr. HARVEY. There is a great deal of fruth in what the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Hitcuicock] has said and in what the Senator
from Texas [Mr. MaxEY] has said. There is a great Indian war im-
pending ; and it is well that we should resort to the most efficient
means 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 Ela.ce that the most efficient and rapid means of putfing an
end to this war should be taken, and I should like to ask the 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. Ihave never seen the time when you eould not en-
list as many cavalry as you wanted. I would take the contract to
enlist all these men in forty days, if it was left to me.

Mr. HARVEY. If the raising of volunteers is provided for, there
are a many men in the vicinity who wonld take the contract to
raise the regiments at the shortest notice, and, as the Senator from
Nebraska [ Mr. HrrcHCOCK | says, very efficient men too, good soldiers,
good for Indian service or any other kind of service, But so far as 1
ng concerned Ido 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 raise volunteers I do not have any objection to;
but I say now that if you pass this House bill to-night you will not
get a wii%imant, for there are regiments enough in the great
cities now ¥ raised and organized that will supplant you, the
very kind of men you are talking about.

;{r. HARVEY. I donot know anything about the eagerness of the

ple of the border States to volunteer, The ropla of the border
ﬁt&: are generally ready to take part inthe defense of their fellow-
citizens, whether 011} th?:e border or auywherﬂa else, in the interior or in
a foreign country, if it be necessary to go there.

Mr. LOGAN. Thatis true.

Mr. HAR' VEY. What does the chairman of the Military Commit-
tee mean :

Mr. LOGAN. I mean that in the cities where they have 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 !t‘hbeé are needed at the earliest possible moment.

Mr., AN. If youn donot care where 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 in 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 bave 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 ecost just the same, because you issue one snit of clothing to
the volunteer for six months to the five thousand, and you would
issue two suits to the fwenty-five hundred for one year; so you just

ualize it.
eqM.r. LOGAN. I will say to the Senatbr that in the calculation I
made I made no estimate for acconterments; I made no estimate for
saddles, no estimate for sabers, no estimate for a great many t.hinP'B
that he as a soldier knows have to be used. The thing is perfectly

atent.

- Mr. CLAYTON. Iam not speaking about those points now, but
about this particnlar thing, In addition to that, you pay a premium
of §2 for every enlisted man that is brought to a reerniting ageney.
That of conrse is a small matter, but it is something. I do not regard
this question of pay as one of so much importance as the question of
efficiency. I think the Senator is mistaken when he says you eannof

t a volonteer force that will be as efficient as an enlisted force. I

lieve you can get these five thousand volunteers 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 who9

have passed through the late war; and I believe when you send those

men into the field fo operate against Indians the results that will be

obtained from that class of soldiery will so far ontweigh the resnlts

that will be obtained from enlisted men gathered in the slums of the

cities that it will far overbalance the difference of cost and expense.

Ehe;e is no question that it will cost more to organize a force of that
ind.

Mr. LOGAN. Icould add a million dollars to the estimate I made,
and in five minntes show the necessity for it.

Mr, CLAYTON. I will concede the point of cost.

Mr. LOGAN. Each company has 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 estimate 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 value 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 a num-
ber of years.

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Illinois made his ealculation 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
doubt about that, althongh 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 the war short and decisive. That
is the most hnmane 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 elass 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 call 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
regiment or he may call for none. I hope General Crook will be sne-
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 eulisting regnlars—

Mr, HITCHCOCK. It provides for regular enlistment into the
regular Army.

r. WEST. Nof to exceed twenty-five hundred men.

Mr. HITCHCOUK. DBut this provides that in case of disaster there,
in case the President finds it nece 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 months. 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 Unifed 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 you 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 eold 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 time their time will be nearly
out. 7

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 wonld be still
more slow. We know that it takes a long while to fill up the com-

anies by enlistment. It is a very slow and tedious process to wait

or individual enlistments day after day; one man comes in to-day
and another to morrow. They straggle in. It is a very slow and
tediouns process to fill up eompanies and regiments by enlistment.

Mr. MORTON. I have understood that men eould readily be en-
listed for the cavalry.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. - Take the hardy men of that section of eoun-
try, familiar with the country, familiar with Indians, accustomed to
the climate, and they will make short work of these 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 officersin the field; and that is
the plan which is proposed by the Senator from Illinois. The generals
in eommand in the field recommend that plan. The Lientenant-Gen-
eral of the Army recommends it, and the General of the Army recom-
mends it. It must be patent toevery man that five regiments of ecav-

cannot be raised this fall and made efficient for field service cer-
tainly till long after Christmas. I know the fact that our country is
filled with trained soldiers; they are in all parts of the country: but
I also know the -faet that frontiersmen are not what frontiersmen
were twenty yearsago. The State which the honorable Senator from
Nebraska represents is made up of emigrants from foreign lands and
emigrants from the East, and they are not the well-trained frontiers-
men that the Kentucky hunters of the last 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
have the honor to represent here there are at least to-day 15,000 ex-
soldiers of the Union Army who served throughout the war, and who
are ready at any time to protect those frontiers or any other frontiers
of the country.

Mr. BURNSIDE, I am quite sure of that, but the regular Army
seems to be necessary to protect the frontiers of that very State.

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me still further, speak-
ing of the recommendation of General Sheridan and General Sherman
and others, I will say that within a day we have received 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 ont of
volunteers,

Mr. 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 crudein
all its parts. The a.ppm}:rimiou 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
mﬁimants can be raised and 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 satisfaction
of every Senator here. He has knowledge in these matters. I say
myself very plainly, without going through the figures, that he has
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 Genera
Sheridan says, if you cannot increase the ar 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 shounld 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 verg unwise indeed to attempt at this late day of the season to
organize five regiments of cavalry volunteers for service against the
Sionx, no matter how many skilled soldiers there may be in the State
of Nebraska.

M:l. PADDOCK. T say to my friend that they can be oganized in
ten days. -

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is an impossibility. It cannot be done. I
kuow it cannot be done.

Mr. MORTON. If we are to take volunteers, the time onght to be
increased to a year unless sooner discharged, or until the end of the
war, some phrase whici wonld give the President the right to dis-
charge them sooner if their services are not required. 1. have had
some experience in raising troops. I do not believe that a cavalry
regiment can De raised and put into a eondition to go into the field
in fpm;l 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 better than we can. I hope we may have
a vote.

Mr. PADDOCK. Let us have a vote on the House bill.

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I regret that my friend, the Senator
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] is not in his place. A day or two
had the honor to say that the democratic candidate for the office of
President of the United States was entirely right in his statement
that daring the last eleven years £4,500,000,000 had been taken from
the people of the United States in the way of Federal taxes. Gen-
tlemen are inclined to langh.

Mr. PADDOCK. We cannot hear the S8enator from Connecticut.

Mr. EATON. I will try to make them hear. All I care to have
hear me is the reporter. [Langhter.]

I showed by taking the table of expenditares that the people of Lhe
United States had been taxed $4,607,574,202.23. The honorable Sen-
ator from Ohio objecfed because he said that the fignres should not
be taken from the table of expenditnres and from the table of taxa-
tion. He introduced certain tables, a eopy of which I hold in my
hand from him, in which he says that the entire amount of taxation
for the eleven years spoken of by Mr. Tilden was §1,192,633,801.34.
I showed by my table that the Senator from Ohio was mistaken more
than £200,000,000. He insisted that I was wrong; thatI had taken
the tables of expenditures, and not the tables of taxation. Now I
have got those, and nobu{’ly knew it better than the Senator from
Oblio. I desire the attention of the Senate, and I only regret that
the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the 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 Le has been wrong.

The amount of customs duties paid in gold for.eleven years, from
1866 to 1876, both inclusive, was &1,9?3,5&3,621.26. These tables are
from the Treasury Department of the United States. Now, I take
thie amount of the difference in value between ﬁuld and paper in the
customs collected for the eleven years from and inclading the years
15366 and 1876, $431,596,327.78. From that sum I dedunet what is to
be found in the table introduced by the honorable Senator from Ohio

as 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 my estimate. That leaves
$264,558,943.39. The Senate will understand that I have dedncted
the entire amount which is in 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 partly a
preminm on loans. I deduct the whole, and the result is that the
taxes paid by the people of the United States in those eleven years
were £4,457,192,744.73. That mai be laughable to my friends here.
It is not langhable to the men who pay the taxes. The question is
this, the honorable gentleman—I say honorable gentleman—who has
been nominated as the candidate for the Presidency by the demo-
eratic 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 which the people have paid for
these eleven years is $4,457,192,744.73. In order that I may not be
unfair, I take the premium on loans and sales of gold coin and dednet
the whole of it, §167,037,384.39. How much of it was for preminms
on loans I know not, and therefore I give the adversaries of Mr, Til-
den this advantage of this entire amount as preminm on gold.

Mr. LOGAN. ou think Sitting Bull will understand these
figures? [Langhter.

Mr. EATON. No. I will indulge my langhable friend by and by.
If it was a preminm on loans it ought not to be deducted at all. I
call it a premium 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 f can-
not get at the amount of gold preminms precisely. From this stand-

int Mr. Tilden varies $§°2,907,2562?. With the other item not de-

ncted he is §125,930,028.12 below the actual trath in his statement. I
put this before the people and let it ‘gv 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 House has already passed upon it, and it will be ut-
terly hopeless. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempare. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. HITCHCOCK called for the yeas and nays, and they were or-
dered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 11; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis.
consin, Cbristianey, Conkling, Cragin, Faton, Edmunds. Ferry, Frelinghuysen,
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lo MeMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton,
gglealg,. Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, West, and Win-

. a

NAYS-Messrs. Bogy, Claytor, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Gordon, Harvey, Hitch-
cock, Paddock, Ransom, and Saunlsbury—11.

ABSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Pennsylvania,
Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey. Gohhhwsito. Hamilton, Hamlin, Howe, Ingalls,
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Key, McCreery, MecDonald, Merrimon, Nor-
wood, Randolph, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Withers,
and Wright—31.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Dbill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was 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 amended so as toread : “A bill to authorize the Presi-
dent to increase the eavalry force.”

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A me from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. Apaxs,
its Clerk, aunounced that the House 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 SIGNED.

The message also annonnced that the Speaker (fro tempore of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon signed by the President pro tempore :

A bill (8. No. 897) granting a pension to Andrew Evarts;

A bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real estate in the
District of Columbia;

A bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current and
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling
treaty stipnlations with varions Indian tribes for the year ending
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes ; and

A bill (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part of an act entitled “An act an-
tgorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved ‘July
19, 1576.

\ CLERKS TO COMMITTEES.

Mr. SPENCER. I desire fo offer the customary and usual resoln-
tion on the last day of the session:
Resolved, That the Bécretary of the S
direeted to pay to the clerks of tone several standing committees of the

their usaal per djem compensation for the month of August instant.

Mr. SARGENT. I object. It is contrary to law. The law ex-
pressly says the pay shall be during the session.

Mr. SPENCER. Imove that the resolution be referred to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senute,

The motion was agreed to. . ]

te be, and he is hereby, anthorized and
Suuats
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Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate do now adjonrn until
twelve o’clock to-morrow,

Mr. 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,

Mr, CONELING. Very well.

Mr. WEST. I offer the following resolution :

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to retain
in the employ of the Senate until the 1st day of September, 1876, all pages now
ﬂ&lﬂyﬂ!,mdm the usual per diem compensation be paid to them until that

Mr. 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.

r. CONKLING. What has become of my motion?
Mr. LOGAN. I hope the bill will be taken up and then I shall not

olglect..
r. 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. CON. G. Imove that when we adjourn it be to meet at
twelve o'clock to-morrow. We must have some sleep.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves
that when the Senate adjourn it be fo meet at twelve o'clock to-
“The moti agreed to

e motion was .

Mr. LOGAN, I now make my motion.

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate adjonrn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to
take up the bounty bill, pending which the Senator from New York
moves fo adjourn.

Mr. CONKLING. Itisnof very important, but I moved toadjourn
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
Eo home and get some sleep, so that we may come here and do some

nsiness to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves
that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. LOGAN and Mr. PATTERSON ecalled for the yeas and nays;
and they were ordered and taken.

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask permission to offer a resolution.

Mr. EDMUNDS. You eannot offer any resolution now.

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the bill—

Eh{:ﬁ‘RESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order during the
TO :

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 17 ; as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Edmunds, Fre-
linghuysen, Gordon, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Maxey, Sanls-

bury, Stevenson, and Windom—I6.
I?AYS—Mmm Boutwell, Bruce, Barnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy,

Cla " ' o i - 1 4 s
thcpr:gtn. Fe:{ldlé;:vnz\rﬂflgfhmk. Logan, McMillan, Morten, Oglesby

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Penn.
sylvania, Conkling, Copover, Dawes, Deunia, Dorsey, Goldthwaithe, Hamilton,
Hamlin, Howe, In Johnston, Kelly, Key, McCreery, MeDonald, Merrimon,
Mitehell, Morrill, Norwood, Randolph, Rausom, Robertson, Sargent, Sharon, Sher-
man, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—33,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to adjonrn, but
there is no quornm voting.

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I move—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quornm present.

Mr. DAVIS. I believe it is in order to adjourn.

Mr. LOGAN. I move a call of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves a
eall of the Senate,

Mr. PADDOCK. I am sure we onght to take up this bill.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was a to, there being on a division—ayes 21, noes
14; and (at two o’clock and ten minutes a. m., Tuesday, August 15,)
the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

MoxpAY, August 14, 1876.

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. JoserH L.
TUCKER, rector of Christ church, Rochester, New York.

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved.
: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.
from the Senate, by Mr. 8YMPs0Y, one of their clerks,
House that the Senate had passed with an amendment,

A messa,
informed t

in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of tha
House of the following title :
A bill (H. R. No. 9!.5 ) providing for the sale of saline lands.
ENROLLED BILL SBIGNED,

Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committec on Eunrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and fonnd truly enrolled a bill of the follow-
iuititlc ; when the Speaker pro tempore sigued the same :

n act (H. R. No. 1591) making appropriations for the consular and
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30,
L5877, and for other pnurposes. .

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent as follows :
To Mr. HurLBuUT for the remainder of the session, on account of
serious illness in his family ; and
To Mr, CASWELL indefimtely.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. .
Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina, asked and obtained unanimons

consent for tho withdrawal from the files of the Honse of the papers
in the case of J. R. Harrington.

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimons consent, laid before the
House a letter from the acting Postmaster-General, transmitting cer-
tain papers referred to the Post-Office Dopartment; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

S0UTH PASS OF THE MISSISSIPPI,

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resoln-
tion of the 29th ultimo, a communication from the Superintendent of
the Coasb Survey, together with a map of snrveys of the South Pass
gf the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committec on

ommerce.

NATIONAL BAVINGS-BANK OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from
the treasnrer of the National Savings Bank of the District, trans-
mitting the anunal statement of that institution in conformity with
the requirements of section 8 of tho act of May 24, 1870; which was
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

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 resolntions of State and territorial Legislatures may be 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-
tee of conference conld not interrupt the morning hour on Monday ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not so ruled.

Mr, RANDALL, I have a report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on the amendments of the
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the contrary, the Chair would rule
that a report of a committee of conference may interrupt or precede
the morning hour of Monday.

Ihfil;d 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 can be acted upon before the close of the session. I
th‘tﬁ'afore ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be dispensed
with.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wonld snggest that, instead of the regular call
of Btates for bills for reference, gentlemen be allowed to introdnce
for reference such bills as they may desire to introdnce.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Chair does not like to entertain
any proposition that will interfere with the morning hour on Monday.

Mr. COOK. I insist upon the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for,
%Pi;;inoirning hour will now begin, and the eall rests with the State of

nia.

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 appropriation bill, in order that that bill
may be sent to the Senate. And I'will 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. Thisis the last of the general appro-
priation bills, and I desire to make some general remarks upon the
subject of aYpropriati.ons.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wonld suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. RANpALL] that it will take but a short time to enable
such gentlemen as have bills to introduce them for reference,

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to accommodate myself to the
desire of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The Chair will certainly recognize
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to submit a conference ragort; but
Le will rule against any other business interfering with the call of




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-11-22T10:14:39-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




